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The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane tothe subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 
expenditures, 


The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee will observe that under this pro- 


| 


viso an amendment, when offered by a committee having jurisdiction | 
of the subject-matter—for example, the Committee on Military A ffairs— 


need only have the effect of retrenching expenditures in any manner 
whatever. 
public property of the United States of this nature was reterreé to the 
Committee on Appropriations. Upon this point a distinction is always 
to be drawn. The rules intended to allow a committee having juris- 


diction of the subject-matter to go farther than the Appropriations | 


i BD aru fers 1 | lighters, gas-fitters, plumbers, plumbing, lamps, lamp-posts, matches, and re 
Committee. The latter committee is limited to propositions which are 


germane and which reduce expenditures in any of the three methods 
named. With this explanation the Chair will hear further the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] if he desires. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must confine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It will be strictly in reference to the point of 
order. Does not the amendment proposed reduce the appropriation 
from $40,000 to $30,000? 


But the Chair is not advised that this subject of the sale of 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposes that not as an effect, | 


but as a part of it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
but as two amendments. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman doe; not observe the rule. 
vides : 


The Chair does not consider it as an entirety 


| informed either by the answer of the chairman of the committee or what 
, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report | 


I know of my knowledge on this subject, | nevertheless insist on my 
amendment and will modify it so as to strike out the whole par wraph 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 41 

Mr. SINGLETON, of illinois. I make the point of no quorum, Mr 
Chairman, to call the attention of the country to the fact how few men 
are here present voting away the money of the country without proper 
explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Hlinois. No, I will withdraw the 

So the amendment was disagreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For lighting the Executive Mansion and public grounds 


point 


For gas, pay of lamp 


pairs of all kinds; fuel and lights for office, stables, watchmen’s lodges, and 
forthe greenhouses atthe nursery, $15,000: Provided, That for each 6-foot burn 
er not connected with a meter in, the lamps on the public grounds no more 
than $22 shall be paid per lamp fof¢ gas, including lighting, cleaning, and keep 
ing in repair the lamps, under any expenditure provided for in this act; and in 
case a contract can not be made at that rate the officer in charge of the publie 
buildings and grounds is hereby authorized to substitute other illuminating ma 
terial in the lamps on the public grounds, and to use so much of the sum here 
by appropriated as may be necessary for that purpose: Provided further, That 
said officer shall not be authorized to make any contract for gas or other illumi 
nating material, in accordance with the provisions of this paragraph, for any 
longer period than one year 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the 


words **$22 shall be paid 


| per lamp,”’ for the purpose of inquiring whether this is thesame amount 


It pro- | 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill oramendment thereto changing exist- 


ing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 


officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any per- | 


son paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction ofamounts 
of money covered by the bill. 

That is to say, the amendment must reirench expenditures ex proprio 
vigori, as the lawyers say. It must retrench by its own force. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask whether the amendment offered by the 
committee does not operate as an entirety, and whether it does not posi- 
tively reduce the appropriation from $40,000 to $30,000, without say- 
ing anything of the saving hereafter to the Treasury in the maintenance 
of the arsenals it is proposed here to dispense with ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the rule, namely: Jt must be an effect of the amendment objected to 


that reduces the amount covered by the bill; for otherwise any amend- | 


ment would be in order when you added to it a reduction of $1, as an 
independent clause, and there would be no distinction between the 
proposition of the proviso and the proposition in the main body of the 
rule. It is not enough that some part of the amendment retrenches ex- 
penditure in a general way. The new legislation must do it ina special 
way. 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Buildings and grounds in and around Washington 

For the improvement and care of public grounds, as follows: 

For improving grounds south of the Executive Mansion, $15,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move in line 726 to strike out ‘*15” 
and insert ‘‘10,’”’ and I propose that amendment for the purpose of 


The gentleman fails to observe the language of | 


per lamp provided in the District of Columbia appropriation bill for 
the city. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is precisely the same amount 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I should like to ask a question 
It seems to me the language in line 779 does not read the same as we 
left it in the other bill. On the criticism of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILs] it was changed somewhat, so that in ease a contract could 
not be made at that rate the commissioners might substitute other 


| illuminating material. 


Mr, HISCOCK. The ideaof the committee on that subject was this 
that for the purpose of illuminating the public grounds around the Ex 


| ecutive Mansion and around this Capitol, it was scarcely worth while 


for the Government to undertake the experiment of electric light o1 
anything of that kind. It would be on too small a scale, and therefor 
we did not put anything into this bill which would authorize anything 
of that sort in the grounds about the Capitol and the Executive Man 
sion until something had been done by the commissioners in the first 
place in the city. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 1 
deed. 

The Clerk read as follows 

For the building of the State, War, and Navy Departments: For clearing the 


site, laying foundations, building walls of the lower stories, and continuing the 
preparation of cut granite for the westand center wings, and for each and every 


think that Is ve 


| purpose connected with the same, $500,000 
The Chair will keep close to the rule, and therefore sustains the | 


Mr. HISCOCK. I move the following amendment: after the word 
**same,’’ in line 806, insert the words ‘* including the rent of necessary 
office room.’’ The reason of that is that the oflicer who has charge ot 
this building, or rather who is in control of its erection, has no office 


| room in the old navy building; and it is necessary to tear that down to 


| put in this new wing. 


' 


inquiring of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations what | 


improvements south of the Executive Mansion call for the expenditure 
of $15,000? I hope he will inform this House what improvements 


under this appropriation were contemplated for the grounds south of | 


the Executive Mansion? I can not imagine any required there unless 
it be to drain them and put them into grass. 


I hope the chairman of | 


the Committee on Appropriations will inform us what improvement is | 


proposed under this appropriation to those grounds. 


Mr. HISCOCK. The grounds south of the Executive Mansion are | 


those in the direction of the river and the Potomac flats. These im- 


provements have been going on for years, and we are told they are neces- | 


sary for the health, if you please, of the people in that part of the city, 
as well as for the health of those who reside in the Executive Mansion. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Certainly the explanation of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations is not a very clear or satisfae- 
tory one. 
and that to my mind, Mr. Chairman, is one of the strongest reasons 
why we should now know exactly how this money is expended, soas to 
judge whether there is any necessity for this appropriation. 

Certainly, looking at the grounds south of the Executive Mansion I 
would not suppose there were over a hundred acres to be improved. 
The appropriation here is at the rate of $150 an acre, assuming there are 
one hundred acres. That ought to reduce that ground to as perfect a 


| 
| 


He says these improvements have been going on for years, | 


condition, so far as vegetable decomposition and putrefaction are con- | 


cerned and from which disease could arise, as would be necessary. I could 
take $150 an acre and put this ground in such condition there would be 
no fear of vegetable decomposition or putrefaction or anything delete- 
rious to disturb the health of the people. While I am not sufficiently 


XIV-—190 





Consequently his oflice room is destroyed; and 
this is to provide room for him during the time this work is going on. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For completion of the Washington Monument: For marble, granite, iron 
frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office expenses, and for each and every 
purpose connected with the completion of the monument, $150,000 

Mr. HISCOCK. I had designed offering an amendment in line 808 
to strike out the word ‘‘ completion’’ and insert *‘ for continuing,’’ but 
I will leave it as it is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think that will be bette 

Mr. HISCOCK. The word ‘‘ completion ”’ has been used in this work 
from the beginning of the work upto thistime. ‘* For the completion ”’ 
not for the final termination of it, which is a consummation most de 
voutly to be wished. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It isalways usual to put that word in when it isin 
tended to exclude any contract beyond the mere wording of the bill 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I am under the necessity of object 
ing to the amendment, and for this reason: that this work has been 
continually carried on under the heading we here find in the bill ** for 
the completion of the Washington Monument.’’ That has been the 
heading always; all of the accounts have been made under that head 
ing. The estimates are, I think, for $50,000 or $100,000 more than we 
have given here. Now, if you will read further 


in the paragraph you 
will discover that provision is mad 


For marble, granite, iron frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, oflice expenses, 
and for each and every purpose connected with the completion of the monu 

|} ment, $150,000, 
The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending, as the Chair under- 


stands, and this debate is entirely out of order 


Mr. HISCOCK. I offer the amendment which | send to the desk 
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The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 810, after the word “ expenses,” 
necessary office-rooms.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, Mr. Chairman, while this amendment is 

ding, to ask the gentleman from New York in charge of this bill if 

¢ can inform the committee at what time in the future, near or remote, 
this monument is likely to be finished? The American people are get- 
ting a little anxious to get this thing done, and they want to know when 
that consummation is to be reached. I hope the gentleman has esti- 
mates of such a character as will enable him to give us the information 
we seek and let us into the secret as to when this thing is to be finished ? 

Mr, HISCOCK. My understanding is thatit will be finished or com- 
pleted in two years from the Ist of next July. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I am prepared to give the gentleman from Illi- 
nois the most positive assurance on this point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have investigated the subject with a great deal of 
care, and I can give the gentleman this information without the least 
doubt in the world as to its accuracy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That information is very satisfactory to me and 
willbe, I amsure,tothecountry. [Laughter.] And 1am glad toknow 
that there is a time to which we may look forward with the hope of 
seeing this monument completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


insert the words “ including the rent of 


MILITARY POsTs. 

To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve- 
ments made at military posts, as follows: At Fort Colville, Washington Terri- 
tory, $50,000; for the establishment of reserved posts at San Antonio and Fort 
Bliss, $75,000; at Fort Huachuca, Arizona, $52,000; at Fort Grant, Arizona, $60,000; 
at Atlanta, including purchase of necessary ground, $75,000; at Fort Douglas, 
Utah, $12,000; in all, $324,000, 

Mr. VALENTINE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line S817, after the word “ dollars,”’ 

“Fort Niobrara, Nebraska, $25,000." 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Chairman, the estimate made by the Sec- 
retary of War and forwarded to the Committee on Appropriations for 
the continuance of the building at this fort is $63,000. The total 
amount asked for by the Secretary of War for all of these fortifications 
was something over one and one-half millions of dollars; but the com- 
mittee have for some reason seen proper to reduce it to less than one- 
half a million dollars, leaving out entirely any appropriation for this 
fort. 

Now, Fort Niobrara is located on the extreme northern boundary of 
Nebraska, on the line between the settlements in the northern part of 
the State and the large reservation in the Territory of Dakota, where 
there are more than 25,000 Indians. It is the only means of defense of 
the settlers in that part of the State of Nebraska in case of an outbreak 
ofthese Indians. I know itis apart ofthe programme ofthe commanding 
officer of that department, as well as the Lieutenant-General and General 
ofthe Army, to consolidate these posts as far as possible, and do away with 
alarge number of them altogether. But they have selected Fort Nio- 
brara to be continued as the only post in that region, and made an esti- 
mate in accordance with that determination. It is absolutely neces- 
sary that this should be completed, and I hope therefore that there will 
be no objection to the amendment. ; 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 21. 

So (there being no further count demanded) the amendment was not 

1 to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move tostrike out the word “‘five,’’ in line 821; 
and I do this that I may ask the chairman of the committee whether 
this clause is evidence of a policy to be adopted by the Government in 
the expenditure of these large sums of money at these posts? Or, in 
other words, whether these expenditures provided for in this bill are 
the first that have been made at these posts ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In part, yes; and in part, no. At Fort Colville, in 
Washington Territory, which is upon our extreme northwestern border, 
there has been an old fort of that name, and it is not intended to ex- 
pend any of this money upon the old fort. It has been, I think, ab- 
solutely abandoned. It is a point, however, where the Government 
deems it absolutely necessary to keep a certain number of troops. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask if it is not the purpose of the Military 
Committee to offer an amendment providing for the sale of property no 
longer required for the purposes of these forts? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to say, if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] has closed his remarks, it seems to me the Government 
in this bill is appropriating large sums of money at these different posts 


insert: 


and that these are but the beginnings of expenditures that will not fail to 
be very lange. What may be to-day a desirable and eligible mili post 


out on the frontier may not ten years from now be a desirable military 


perishable buildings is a policy the wisdom of which may be very well 
questioned. 

Now, $50,000 is a very large sum to be appropriated for improvements 
at post practically abandoned and practically outside of the range of 
military headquarters. We have here $324,000 appropriated, not for 
the construction of forts but simply for improvements about forts, some 
of which are substantially abandoned and which will soon become use- 
less tothe Government. There ought to be something fixed in the char- 
acter of these points at which so much money is expended. 

Take for instance the Department of Dakota, embracing the Territory 
of Dakota and the State of Minnesota largely. There are permanent 
works at Fort Snelling—very properly; and these are to be of the like 
kind, and these appropriations are looking to the same end touching 
these other places. Now if these other places are as well selected and 
as well fixed by nature as Fort Snelling, in the Department of Dakota, 
very well. I would like to hear the gentleman from New York give 
something of a military statement touching these positions and the part 
they play in the d arrangement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If there is any subject in the world in reference to 
which I feel I am entirely competent to speak, learnedly and exhaust- 
ively, it is on this subject of the location of military forts. [Laughter. ] 

The Secretary of War and the General of the Army submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations estimates amounting in the aggregate to 
$1,700,000 in round numbers. They said the purpose was, in these 
days of railroads, to locate military posts at railroad centers or where 
they could be reached by railroads in the West and on the extreme north- 
western boundary with Canada, and at other points, so that the troops 
could be concentrated at those points. They said they believed that toa 
large extent the day of Indian hostilities had passed and the troops were 
to be concentrated at these points, always to be within call, but not to be 
scattered or maintained in the scattered condition in which they are now. 
They submitted to us a list of fortifications, barracks, or forts—call them 
by whatever name you please—for the construction of which they asked 
an appropriation of $1,700,000. After repeated interviews with these 
gentlemen we finally picked out these military posts indicated in this 
paragraph, at a cost of something near $350,000, and concluded to ap- 
propriate the money for them. 

Thoroughly convinced that upon this theory of theirs, which we be- 
lieved to be a proper and wise theory, of the concentration of troops at 
a given point, from which they could be sent in case of an emergency to 
the scene of hostilities—convinced that this was a wise policy, we con- 
cluded to adopt the scheme to the extent of giving the money for these 
oq Now, take this one on the northwestern frontier. They say this 
of it: 


From Fort Assinaboine, on the upper sources of Milk River, a tributary of the 
Missouri, to Puget Sound—a distance of more than a thousand miles—we have 
no fort or military establishment on the northern frontier. One such is deemed 
all-important, both to prevent Indian complications as well as trouble with law- 
less white men, who always exist on the national borders, who commit depreda- 
tions on one side and escape to the other. We always hold the authorities of 
the Canadian Dominion toa promptaccount for the depredations of their Indian 
and half-breed marauders, and should, in fairness, be prepared to keep reason- 
ably good order on our side. The buildingof our Northern Pacific Railroad has 
filled that region with a lawless class, who will surely compromise our Govern- 
ment unless we are pre to repress them promptly. For this purpose we 
need a military post somewhere between the Flathead agency, in Montana, and 
Puget Sound, preferably at some point near old Fort Colville. We succeeded 
to that post from the old Hudson Bay Company about 1848, and have patched it up 
from time to time, butat last it has become simply untenable, the buildings rotting 
down, and has been abandoned. The purpose is to select a new site near the 
Dominion border, either at old Fort Colville or some point in that region, before 
the land is taken up by settlers, who are only too willing to make a homestead 
entry and thereafter make the United States pay roundly for it. We now pro- 

to select the best site available before it is too late, and thereon erect a post 
or two companies of cavalry or infantry, to form a nucleus for a larger estab- 
lishment in the nearfuture. The sum asked for is the minimum possible. 


Mr. McCook rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. McCOOK. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Minnesota to the report of General Sherman. It furnishes a very dis- 
tinct and conclusive answer to his su tions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to amend in line 820 by inserting the word 
‘Georgia’? after the word “ Atlanta.’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is very much needed down there. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. McCOOK. I desire now to offer a substantial amendment. I 
am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, to be inserted after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
in line 823. I hope before the amendment is read the committee will 
be in order, as it is quite lengthy and I do not desire to have it read. 
more than once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

re! a end of line 823 add the following: 


all lands reserved for mili purposes which, in the opinion of the 
President, may be no longer desirable for such purposes, or so much thereof as 
Secretary of the 


he may designate, shall be placed under the control of the Inte- 
rior to be disposed of : That said lands shall not be placed under the 
control of the of the Interior until the direction of the President the 


re- 
for shall have been filed in the Interior Department: also, That said 





post, and the making of these expenditures in the way of temporary 


Provided 
lands shall not be subject to location by warrant or scrip of any description. 
nor to the homestead or pre-emption laws of the United States : And provided 
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t be sold until they shall have been surveyed and 
aeret —— ee at ihe Secretary of the Interior and appraised by 
mw om nt men to be appointed by him and their appraisal approved by 
the P resident of the United States. And said lands shall be sold at public sale 
soc he highest bidder for cash and shall not be sold at less than their appraised 
= oand in such subdivisions as may be most advantageous to the Govern- 
aa. no subdivision to exceed one hundred and sixty acres,” 

Mr. VALENTINE. It is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. McCOOK. Let us hear what the point of order is. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It changes existing !aw and does not retrench 
expenditures. ie : 

Mr. McCOOK. Tell us what existing law it changes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does it come from any committee? 

Mr. McCOOK. It comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say that this proposition has been fully in- 
vestigated by the Committee on Appropriations, and I am authorized 
by that committee to accept ee ; : 

Mr. VALENTINE. I still maintain my point of order. If there 
was only a portion of the proposition offered I should not object to it; 
but the idea of taking all our military reservations in the West and 
throwing them open to the people of the whole country is something I 
object to. Seen is , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire if this subject was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

* Mr. McCOOK. It was, and this’is the unanimous report of that com- 
mittee. : OE ; 

Mr. VALENTINE. It would seem to be implied from the question 
asked by the Chair of the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCook] 
that if the Committee on Military Affairs have passed upon this propo- 

ition it ma on a general appropriation bill, and not be subject toa 
sition it may go ge pproy , 

int of order. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proviso of the rule 
which was read not long since. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would be glad to hear it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That it shall bein order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- 
trench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will observe that the only ques- 
tion under that provision of the rule is whether the proposed amend- 
ment retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I say it does not upon its face retrench expend- 
itures. To be in order the amendment must carry upon its face the fact 
that it will retrench expenditures. 

Mr. McCOOK. I will read on that point the opinion of the former 
Secretary of War, Mr. Ramsey, of the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I do not know that the opinion of the former 
Secretary of War has anything to do with the point of order. 

Mr. McCOOK. The gentleman asked the question whether it re- 
trenched expenditures. I am going to give him the opinion of a former 
Secretary of War in regard to that point. Of course 1 have no personal 
knowledge of it, and I simply quote the opinion of one who I suppose 
was competent to give an opinion upon the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. McCook] on that point. 

Mr. McCOOK. Secretary Ramsey said: 

There are a number of military reservations which are of no further use for 
military purposes, and every year the number increases, It is the custom of the 
Secretary of War to report such cases to Congress as soon as they are brought 
to his notice and ask for authority to transfer the reservations to the custody of 
the Secretary of the Interior for sale or disposition under the general land laws. 
As a rule several years clapse before such authority is granted,and inthe mean 
time trespassers come upon the reserves as soon as the troops leave, and when 
ejected they appeal to the Department to reinstate them in the possession of land 
to which oftentimes they pope shadow of claim. These claims are asource of 
constant annoyance ; and in addition— 

This is what I wish to call attention to— 

And in addition there is the expense of an agent—— 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will preserve order so that we can 
hear the gentleman from New York. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until the committee 
comes to order. : 

Mr. McCOOK. Iam simply reading this because the Chair requested 
me to, not because J believe the committee are listening to me or will 
ksten to me. 

I was just coming to the point to which I desired the attention of the 
Chair. Now, Mr. Chairman, just between us [laughter]— 


These claims are a source of constant annoyance ; and in addition there is the 
expense of an agent to take care of each “ abandoned” reservation. 


I therefore claim that on the face of the amendment, on the face of 
the proposition to dispose of these abandoned reservations, it is shown 
that the expense of an agent to take care of each reservation will be 
got rid of, and therefore it will retrench expenditures. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman— 

ee CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 

er. 


Mr. DUNNELL. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


| 





| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
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New York [Mr. McCook ] provides for the appointment of an appreiser 
and makes provisions for expenditures in the disposition of these reser- 
vations, expenditures quite as large as might be had under the agenev 
system to which he alludes. ; 

Now, I insist that the Chair will be unable to determine whether 
there will be any retrenchment of expenditures by the adoption of this 
proposition. Iam radically opposed to its adoption; it is all wron 
I wish to be heard for a moment upon the merits of the proposition 

Mr. McCOOK. That is just where we want to get you; on the mx 
its of the proposition. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let us confine this debate to the point of orde: 

Mr. CANNON. I thinkthisamendmentisin order. The Chair will 
recollect that when these rules were adopted the House sought to limit 
the power of the Committee on Appropriations as such to place legis: 
tion upon appropriation bills. 

Therefore it provided, in the clause of Rule X XI to which reference 
has often been made, that legislation to be in order must retrench ex 
penditures in one of three ways. And the Chair has very properly held 
strictly to the wording of that clause of the rule for the purpose of ear 
rying out the intention of the House in adopting the rule 

Now, as to the proviso to that rule, which permits legislation upon 
general appropriation bills, upon the report of different committees of 
the House, the construction of the proviso has always been liberal and 
not strict. Ifa proposition is made which fairly upon its face or by 
fair intendment will retrench expenditures in any way the practice of 
the Chair has been to hold it in order and allow the Committee of the 
Whole to vote upon it. Toa certain extent, to a very large extent, we 
are proceeding legitimately under the recommendation of different com 
mittees of the House to legislate upon appropriation bills for the public 
interest. 


Now, does this amendment retrench expenditures? It provides for 
the sale of military reservations which have become useless, which are 
not productive to the Government, which are an item of expense for 
their care. To my mind the amendment clearly comes within the pro 
viso of Rule XXI. 

Mr. VALENTINE. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, I think the 
amendment itself indicates that it will increase expenditures. It pro 
vides for the appointment of appraisers, for the payment of surveys and 
many other things which directly tend to increase rather than diminish 
expenditures. I donot think it allowable fora committee.to place upon 
a general appropriation bill any legislation that it pleases under the 
clause cited by the Chair. In the first place it must be germane, which 
in my opinion this certainly is not; and it must reduce the amount of 
money covered by the bill. That is the language of the rule. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, by the last clause of the third para- 
graph of Rule XX1I it is provided 

That it shall be in order to amend such bill upon the report of the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amend 
ment, being yvermane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expend 
tures. 

That particular clause goes to the subject of the general reduction 
of expenditures. The other clauses give the Appropriations Committee 
power over subject-matters which are not generally committed to them, 
but which require expenditures in detail. But when an amendment 
comes from a committee which has appropriate charge of the subject, 
either by the nature of its general jurisdiction or under a reference by 
the House, then that rule broadens and embraces every matter which 
looks generally toward the reduction of expenditures. 

Now, the provision to which this amendment is offered is a part of a 
system entered upon by the military authorities ‘of this Government 
the Secretary of War and the commanding general—for the purpose of 
retrenching expenditures in the maintenance of military posts. A part 
of the scheme is embraced in the provision of the paragraph itself. In- 
stead of asking appropriations for numerous posts seattered all along 
the line of our boundaries, it concentrates these posts at railroad cen 
ters, where it is intended in the future to mass our troops so that they 
may be sent out to ether points as necessity may require. Thusalong 
the Rio Grande frontier, instead of a dozen subordinate posts we au- 
thorize but two posts, one at El Paso, the other at San Antonio—hoth 
railroad centers, from which other points may be readily reached. Thus 
at Atlanta, a high and healthy point in the southern country with a 
salubrious atmosphere, the troops for the Southern States are accord 
ing to this plan to be massed so as to be sent out by railroad as ocea 
sion may require. 

This is a system of general retrenchment of expenditures recom- 
mended by the Secretary of Warand the commanding general. So far 
as the Committee on Appropriations had authority they have put it in 
their bill originally. But it is not complete unless some other com- 
mittee acts upon it and carries it out. In order to carry out this re- 
duction of expenditures the Military Committee comes in and acting 
strictly under the rule submits this provision for the sale and disposal 
of those posts which have been abandoned. It is a partof the general 
system of reduction, and therefore strictly in order. 

I have said that the proposed amendment is strictly in accordance 
with the rule and with proper legislation. We have done everything 
that the Committee on Appropriations was authorized to d 


iO: 
A), 


that is 








3028 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 





the initiation of this retrenchment. Now, the Military Committee 
comes in and adds its appropriate clause, the subject-matter being one 
over which it has jurisdiction, and carries the plan of retrenchment to 
its legitimate end; for it can not be denied that it is in the line of re- 
trenchment to consolidate these posts; and when they are consolidated 
and two-thirds of them abandoned, it can not be denied that it is in 
the line of retrenchment for the Government to dispose of them prop- 
erly and under such restrictions as the legislative power may prescribe. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must beg gentlemen now to be brief, 
as he has already heard the point of order very fully discussed on both 
sides. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] 
who has not spoken. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I wish simply to inquire of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Ropeson] whether, under the rules of the House, 
either the Appropriations Committee or the Military Committee has 
any control whatever over the sale of public lands or any other property 
of the United States. ‘This entire provision, as I understand, is for the 
sale of the public domain. I wish to inquire whether either of these 
committees has any control over the sale or disposition of any public 
property. 

Mr. ROBESON. I admit, if the gentleman puts to me that ques- 
tion, that these are lands owned by the United States; but they are not 
in the general sense the same lands that we call ** public lands;’’ being 
original!y a part of the public lands, or having been purchased from in- 
dividuals, they have been appropriated by the Government for military 
purposes. ‘Therefore it is a proper part of the jurisdiction of the Mili- 
tary Committee to recommend to the House the abandonment of them, 
and if possible their sale. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now rule upon the question, hav- 
ing heard it discussed sufliciently at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow me just one word? In the 
decision made by Mr. Speaker Kerr, in the Forty-fourth Congress, it 
was stated that the Chair would take cognizance of the reports of the 
various Departments of the Government, of existing laws, and of the 
rules and proceedings of the House. The gentleman from New York 
has quoted one of the reports of the Department showing that there 
would be a retrenchment of expenditures in the discharge of the cus- 
todians of this property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the reading of the first 
part of the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 823, insert : 

“That all lands reserved for military purposes, which, in the opinion of the 
President, may be no longer desirable for such purposes, or so much thereof as 
he may designate, shall be placed under the control of the Secretary of the In- 
terior to be disposed of.” 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the first branch of the amendment, and 
the first question is whether this is germane to the paragraph of the 
bill under consideration. That paragraph is headed ** military posts,’’ 
and it provides for several of these posts. The amendment providing 
for others has already been entertained. The Chair is of the opinion, 
therefore, that it is germane to the subject-matter of the paragraph. 

Further than that, even these stations and posts for which appropria- 
tion is made are included within the discretionary power given to the 
President. 

Being germane, the next question is whether it is reported by a com- 
mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter, and the Chair takes 
the statement of the gentleman from New York that the subject-mat- 
ter has been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCOOK. What does the Chair mean by that? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ido not think the gentleman will say that it 
has been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair asked whether this had been referred 
to that committee, and understood the gentleman from New York to 
say that it had. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think the Chair asked whether it had been 
under consideration by that committee, and I do not think it was ever 
referred to that committee under the rule. 

Mr. McCOOK. What rule does the gentleman refer to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs again to make inquiry whether 
he misunderstood the gentleman to say that this subject was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. McCOOK,. Referred by whom or in what manner? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is for the gentleman to say. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Was it referred by bill or resolution ? 

Mr. McCOOK. There was no bill or resolution so far as I know re- 
ferring this to the Committee on Military Affairs. But, sir, the Presi- 
dent’s message time and again has called the attention of Congress to 
the subject, and the subject-matter is involved in the President’s mes- 
sage and the accompanying letter of the Secretary of War, which have 
been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question is have they gone to the Mili- 
tary Committee? Does the chairman of the committee, or any gentle- 
man of that committee, state this subject-matter was before that com- 
— by any paper coming either from the President or the Secretary 
of War? 








Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; I say so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs now states the subject-matter was referred to his committee, and 
the Chair accepts that statement. 

_ CONVERSE. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the rule before him. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The rule says it shall be proposed legislation 
which is referred to the committee. This is not proposed legislation 
which has been referred to the Military Committee. 

Mr. McCOOK. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the rule before he is through. 

Mr. McCOOK. Wait a moment until I can show the subject-matter 
was before the Military Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not undertake to decide until 
gentlemen have closed the debate. 

Mr. McCOOK. The Chair asked me a question and I have been 
trying to answer it correctly and intelligently. This subject-matter 
has been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs in the ordinary 
and usual method in which such matters go to committees of this 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already had the statement of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON ], chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, that the subject-matter was referred to that coni- 
mittee, and it desires to hear nothing further on that point. 

Mr. McCOOK. If the Chair will pardon me I will read a few words 
from the President’s message transmitted to the Senate and House of 
Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War upon the subject of abandoned military reservations, and 
renewing his former recommendation for such legislation as may provide for 
the disposal of military posts which are no longer needed for military purposes. 

That is signed by Chester A. Arthur, President of the United States, 
and was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now proceed to decide the point 
of order. The first clause of the amendment as stated is germane. 
It appears the committee reporting this amendment has jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter. 

The remaining question, as to whether it retrenches expenditure, 
has to be decided. In answer to the point made that other expenses 
are to be incurred in executing the law, the Chair does not regard that 
as objectionable. It is proposed to substitute a temporary expenditure 
for a permanentone, and further it may include the very posts for which 
appropriations are made in the bill by the terms of the amendment. 
The Chair therefore thinks it comes fairly within the provision at the 
end of subdivision 3 of Rule XXI. 

Further, the Chair will state the distinction taken by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is recognized by the Chair as an important 
one—that the previous clauses of the subdivision are very restrictive of 
the power of the Committee on Appropriations and are in favor of com- 
mittees having regular and legitimate jurisdiction of the interests in- 
volved. This amendment seems to the Chair to mect the demands of 
the proviso including retrenchment, as certified by the letter of the 
Secretary of War, and he is of the opinion that it is in order and so de- 
cides. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. No action being desired further on the point of 
order, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUNNELL]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I can not suppose the Military 
Committee or the Committee on Appropriations will desire to incorpo- 
rate into this bill a provision touching these military reservations which 
will work a hardship to the settlers. The policy of the Government 
hitherto has been, on the recommendation of the Secretary of War, for 
Congress to pass a special act throwing the military reservation in ques- 
tion open to settlement under the homestead and pre-emption laws of 
the United States. You will mark the proviso under discussion is an 
absolute overthrow of the policy of the Government from time imme- 
morial. 

Heretofore whenever a military reservation, on the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, has been abandoned it has always throughout 
the entire history of the Government been made by act of Congress a 
part of the public domain and thrown open to pre-emption and home- 
stead settlement. Now it is proposed to say that those reservations 
shall no longer be opened to pre-emption and homestead settlement. 
That is one of the subdivisions of this proviso sought to be incorporated 
into this bill. But, on the other hand, they are to be, appraised and 
sold as provided here, in opposition to the policy that has long prevailed. 

Some of these reservations, as I know, Mr. Chairman, embrace many 
square miles, hundreds of thousands of acres of land; and upon these 
reservations settlers have gone—squatters they are called technically— 
but always in its legislation heretofore Congress has regarded their 
rights and provided for them in making disposition of such property ; 
and among the very first acts of the Forty-second Congress, after I be- 
came a member of Congress, there was passed a bill opening up a mil- 


I desire to be heard for a moment on the merits 
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itary reservation to the homestead and pre-emption settlers. 
bill, at the time I refer to, provision was made that the persons found 
there who had made settlement under the homestead and pre-emption 
law, or the squatters upon this reservation, were to be protected in the 


rights which they had acquired by residence and occupation; and the | 
very bills themselves protected these squatters on these reservations 
and provided that they were to have the right to perfect their entry | 


and acquire title. The bills making these posts or reservations part of 
the public domain always so provided. It is here proposed practically 
in this bill to scoop out of the vast domain of the Republic a large 
amount of public land, and instead of allowing those lands to be opened, 
as the spirit of the law requires, to homestead and pre-emption entry, 
which is the settled policy of this Government, a new proposition is 
brought forward providing that these lands shall be taken away from the 
right of settlement and sold under an appraisement ordered to be made, 
thus depriving these settlers of their acquired rights of occupancy. 

Mr. McCOOK. Because they have not acquired any rights. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am for one terribly opposed to a 
shange in our policy in this respect. sal 
corrupt practices; it is open to fraud, and it is open to bad government. 
I trust this committee will not force us into a policy so radically new 
and so radically different from the homestead and pre-emption princi- 
ple which we have always followed so steadily in the disposition of our 
public lands. 

Mr. DAWES. Are the lands here referred to settled to any extent? 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
tlers, four, five, and ten years on the lands. They have made settle- 
ments upon them and have recognized homes which they have estab- 
lished there. It is now proposed by this amendment to oust them and 
forfeit their titles. I hope the committee will do nothing of the kind. 
I hope our public-land policy will not be changed at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota has 
expired, 

Mr. McCOOK. It is proposed to oust them because they are tres- 
passers and have no more right to the lands which they have taken up 
in this manner than they would have to take possession of my prop- 
erty or any other man’s property in any part of the United States. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let me answer that objection of the gentleman 
from New York. They withdrew these landsasa military reservation and 
threw them open to these homesteaders and pre-emptioners. They con- 
tinued on them I think in many instances all the time that it was oe- 
cupied as a military reservation. But they were finally abandoned as 
such, and by thisamendment you prospose to take the lands which they 
have acquired in this manner by long settlement and sell them by ap- 
praisement. 

Mr. McCOOK. 
right to the land. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Butthey went and settled upon the lands betore 
they were withdrawn for military purposes. 

Mr. McCOOK. 
the authority of the Committee on Military Affairs will affect thirty- 
seven of the military reservations of this country, containing in round 
numbers 600,000 acres of land, which are affected by it should it be- 
come a law. Ever since the organization of the Government it has al- 
ways been the custom of the President of the United States to declare 
and set aside by proclamation certain parts of the public domain for 
military reservations; and those acts of the President have time and 
again been ratified by Congress. A judicial decision by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in 13 Peters, I think, is to the effect that 
after these reservations have been once declared by the President of the 


For the very reason, as l have said, that they have no 


United States they can not be used for any other purpose save that of | 
military reservations, except by an act of Congress surrendering them | 


back to the public domain. That, I think, isa complete answer to the 


suggestion of the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from | 


Minnesota, who allege that the passage of such a law as this will affect 
the rights, as they choose to call them, of men who have settled upon 
these military reservations without authority of law. 

Many of these posts immediately after they had been abandoned by 
the military authorities were at once occupied by squatters in the vi- 
cinity who have clustered around the posts; because it is not necessary 
for me to tell the committee that in the progress of this country, as a 


rule, the military reservations of the country. the Army being the 


great pioneer, are upon the very best lands in the West; and some of 


the most populous communities and the richest cities of the West to- 
day owe their existence to the fact that originally they were military 
posts. 
portance as the country became more thickly settled; so that as soon as 
these lands were abandoned for military purposes these people settling 
in the vicinity have taken possession of the land and claimed to hold 
it under the homestead and pre-emption laws. This was done before 
these lands by act of Congress had been given back to the public do- 
main. 

regularly authorized settlers upon the public lands. According to my 
views I repeat that they have no more right to do that than they 
would have to go and locate upon my property, if I had any, in the 
city of New York, or any other man’s property. 
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It is all wrong, and it is open to | 


Upon some of these reservations there are old set- | 


Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I offered by 


Large settlements clustered around them, which grew in im- 
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Every Secretary of War for the last ten years, so far as I have any 
knowledge, has recommended the passage of some general law of this 
kind. The present Secretary of War recommends it; the General ot 
| the Army recommends it; and the Military Committee in taking charge 
of this question has thrown around the sale of this property all of the 
checks and guards that could possibly be thrown aronnd it so as to pre 
vent combination, so as to prevent men who had squatted upon the 
property from claiming any right; so that the Government of the United 
States should have the benefit of the sale of these lands to the highest 
| bidder for cash, in small subdivisions of one hundred and sixty acres 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

As has been stated by my colleague on the Military Committee, all 

Secretaries for many years past have recommended that these lands be 

| turned over to the Land Department to be disposed of. If this bill ox 
| this amendment is not passed it goes over another Congress. It is ab 
solutely in the interest of the Government that these abandoned reser 
vations be turned over for settlement and sale. 
| Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques 
| tion? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. With pleasure 

Mr. DUNNELL. Have these Secretaries recommended the manne 
of the disposition of these lands in addition to the request that they be 
turned over? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. In some instances they have. They have 
recommended in certain instances that they be devoted to certain school 
purposes or delivered for certain other purposes. But our committee 
have acted upon this matter from this standpoint, that these posts are 
more valuable than common lands. Many of these reservations are 
wooded, covered with valuable timber in some instances, and having 
| Valuable water privileges in some instances. They are the best land 
which have been selected in these regions. It is believed by our com 
mittee that the best, the most equitable, and the most incorruptibl 
manner of disposing of these lands is to have them properly appraised 
and sold at publie sale. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee rise 

Mr. DUNNELL. For what purpose does the gentleman make that 
motion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the purpose of adjourning 

Mr. McCOOK. Does the gentleman propose to ris 
vote on the pending amendment ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. CALKINS having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro te mpore, Mr. KASSON r ported that the Con 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 184, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the House do now adjourn 

LOAN OF TENTS, I BY SECRETARY 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask the gentleman from New York to withhold 
for 1 moment the motion to adjourn. I desire to ask unanimous co! 
sent to introduce a joint resolution for present consideration, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iyieldtothe gentleman from Ohio for that purpos« 

Mr. CONVERSE. The purpose of the resolution is to authorize the 
loaning of tents for the national soldiers and sailors’ 
bus, Ohio. It is the usual resolution. 


having a 


le lore 





Pa. OF WAR 


reunion at Colum 





Mr. STEELE. I understand that the joint resolution offered 
simply for reference. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman trom Ohio asks for the 


| present consideration of the joint resolution, which will be reported 
| The joint resolution was read, as follows 
A joint resolution to authorize the loan of t nts and the firing of salutes at the 
soldiers and sailors’ national reunion, Columbus, Ohio, im ISs83 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre tives, That the Secretary of War 
is authorized to delivertothe officers of the Ex-Soldiers and Sailors’ Association 
at Columbus, Ohio, five hundred hospital tents and equipments or their equiva 
| Jents for the use of ex-soldiers and sailors during their national reunion at said 
| city in the summer of 1883, the said oflicers giving security for the safe return 
in good condition of the said property at the close of said reunion, And he 
further authorized to direct the firing of such salutes at Columbus barracks as 
| nay be proper and the said officers desire during said reunion 


Mr. STEELE. I object to the present consideration of the resolution 
| unless I am permitted to offer as an amendment a bill which ha 
reported by the Military Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 


ene 


he el 


The gentleman from Indiana objects. 
Mr. CONVERSE. Oh, no; he merely desires to offer an amendment. 
Mr. STEELE. I desire to offer as an amendment a bill which has 

been favorably reported by the Military Committee and is now on the 

| Calendar to loan tents for a soldiers’ reunion in Colorado 

| Mr. CONVERSE. I have no objection to that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be subject to 

| amendment if there is no objection to its present consideration. I 

| there objection to the present consideration of the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution (H., Nes. 357) was read 
a first and second time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] now offers an amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
the gentleman from Indiana to pass his bill as a separate bill. 
would be no objection to it. ae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair it is im- 
possible at this moment*to find the bill referred to by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I offer as an amendment that 1,000 tents—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have to send up 
his amendment in writing. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MANNING, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RecorD certain remarks in addition to those he submitted this 
evening in support of his amendment in reference to the National Board 
of Health. [See Appendix. ] 

NATIONAL BANK AT WEST GREENVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. MILLER. While the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is 
looking for his bill or preparing his amendment there is a bill on the 
Speaker's table which has passed the Senate that I should like to have 
taken up 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
ter ] 

Mr. MILLER. No, sir. The bill simply strikes the word *‘ West”’ 
out of the name of a bank in Pennsylvania. It has passed the Senate, 
and asimilar bill is recommended by the Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does it develop American labor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MiLLeR] asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table for 
present consideration a Senate bill, which the Clerk will read, subject 
to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2490) to change the name of the First National Bank of West Green- 
ville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Greenville, Pennsylvania, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name of the First National Bank of West Green- 
ville, Pennsylvania, shall be changed to the First National Bank of Greenville, 
Pennsylvania, whenever the board of directors of such bank shall accept the 
new name by resolution of the board, confirmed by a vote of two-thirds of the 
stockholders, and cause a copy of such action duly authenticated to be filed with 
the Comptroller of the Currency: Provided, That such acceptance be made within 
six months after the passage of this act, and that all expenses incident to the 
proposed change, including engraving, shall be borne an id by said bank. 

See, 2, That all the debts, demands, liabilities, rights, privileges, and powers of 
the First National Bank of West Greenville shall devolve upon and inure tothe 
First National Bank of Greenville, Pennsylvania, whenever such change of 
name is effected, 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, read three several 
times, and passed. 

Mr. MILLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] to the 
joint resolution introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to loan to the 
Grand Army of the Republic, to assemble in the city of Denver in August next, 
1,000 tents, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, upon the exe- 
cution of asufficient bond for the safe return of the property without expense to 
the United States for transportation and for the compensation of the Government 
for any of said property not returned in like good order as when received from 
the Government, 

Mr. CONVERSE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ‘ 

Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that the House now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I suggest it would be better for 
There 


Do youallude to the bonded bill? [Laugh- 





PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRENTS: Memorial of the Legislature of Idaho Territory, 
relative to the services rendered by certain volunteers in the Nez Pereé 
Indian war; also in relation to the construction of a military road— 
severally to the Committee on Military Affairs, ; 





By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The petition of Hon. W. M. Eagan, C. W. 
Elphicke, and 30 others, marine underwriters and vessel-owners of Chi- 
cago, protesting against the transfer of the revenue-marine, Life-Sav- 
ing, and Marine Hospital services to the Navy Department, and also 
against the establishment of a mercantile bureauin the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Indiana, asking an extension of the arrears-of-pension act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Alfred Harrison and otiiers, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of Clinch River in Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of C. W. Hall, of Knox County, Tennessee—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Two petitions signed by citizens of New York, 
asking the of the resolution to re article 11 of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States—severally to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, protesting 
against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of P. B. 8S. Pinchback, for allowance 
of expenses of contest in the Forty-third Congress—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
asking that the headwaters of the Minnesota River be embraced in 
the reservoir system—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of merchants, owners, and masters 
of vessels at Muskegon, Michigan, protesting against the transfer of the 
revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—to the same committee. 

The following petitions and other papers relating to tariff legislation 
were presented, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The resolutions adopted at a meeting of working- 
men of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted at a meeting of working- 
men, held at Arsenal Park, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: Of Mack Gardner and others and of 
Thomas Spear and others, of Georgia. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of C. H. Cappellar and 79 others of Farragut, 
Iowa. 

By Mr. MONEY: Of citizens of Noxubee County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: Of John Wannamaker, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1883. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
J. BuLiLock, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ings will be read. - 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Journal is very long; it is full of de- 
tails which are printed in the Recorp. Probably no Senator would 
object to dispensing with the reading. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But I do not think we should be ready to do 
business if the reading should be suspended. 

Mr. HOAR. Petitions, &c., can be presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] moves to dispense with the reading of the Journal. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the reading is dis- 
pensed with. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 


a EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of Patents asking an appropriation of $1,000 to make 
inquiries concerning the public use or sale of inventions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


VY PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented joint resolutions of the General Assembly 
of New Jersey relating to the fisheries on the seacoast of that State; 
which were read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
as follows: 


Joint resolutions to Congress asking relief and protection to citizens along the 
seacoast of New Jersey from steam-yacht menhaden fishing with purse-seines. 

Whereas the inhabitants along the seashore of New Jersey have been in the 
habit of catching, in addition to other food-fish, large quantities of menhaden 
or mossbunkers, used by many for food; and 

Whereas the menhaden are naturally inclined to draw toward the beach, and 
being a principal “feed” for other and better of food-fish the latter nat- 
urally follow the “feed,” thereby affording t residing contiguous to the 
ocean favorable opportunities for securing means of subsistence, also 
furnishing the home market, with its increasing demands along the entire coast 
as wel as that of the country and cities, with a very important article of food; 
an 

Whereas the said citizens, residing aforesaid—especially those accustomed te 
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| 
i hi in the ocean adjacent to the beach—have been and are | 
be qemapetion es tathetr business by men fishing with steamers and purse- | 
poe 4 Ce other States an«| Territories, who operate their machinery within a 
fow hundred yards of the bach, by which means the lif>-time business and de- 
a lence for subsistence of a worthy, useful, and needy class of citizens are be- 
Mig destroyed the people deprived of a luxury and needed article of food and 
an eastern section of the State of its natural sources of revenue and income ; 
nd while the aforesaid citisons neither ask nor seek any special immunities or 
franchises they are not willing to concede under similar circumstances to citi- 
-_ of any other State, and realizing that they have no means of competing 
ith or protecting themselves against so formidable an enemy, they feel com- 
> sjied to seek relief and protection from the power ihey believe can render it: 
Relieving therefore, as we do, that the General Government exercises jurisdic- | 
tion over the waters of the Atlantic Ocean a sufficient distance from the beach 
to answer all practicable purposes : Therefore, “ae : 

1. Be it resolved by the senate and general assembly of the State of New Jersey, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State be, and they are 
hereby respectfully and urgently requested to use their influence and best en- 
deavors for and urge such action as it may be the prerogative and right of Con- 

rress to adopt in order to afford the necessary relief and protection to the afore- 
Said citizens of New Jersey, by prohibiting the mode and means of fishing re- 
ferred to for a reasonable distance from the beach, that the natural rights and 
privileges enjoyed by said citizens for time immemorial may be continued and 
i to them. 
wand be it resolved, That his excellency the governor of this State be, and he 
is hereby, reepectfully requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress a certified copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present the same resolution of the General 
Assembly of New Jersey, which I have received, and move its reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. ae ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I present aremonstrance of citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, merchants, ship-owners, and a large number of leading citi- 
zens, George T. Vaughan, William H. Sire, John H. Broughton, and many 
others, representing the business interests immediately concerned, re- 
monstrating against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the 
Navy, and stating their reasons at considerable length. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. - ite 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Tariff Commission bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. ap 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Sherman Grange, No. 1539, of 
Harrison County, Missouri, and a petition of the Chilly Grove Grange, 
No. 180, of Schuyler County, Missouri, asking the establishment of a 
secretary of agriculture; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Edward 
Bellows, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6683) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Ogeechee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, in the 
State of Georgia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2485) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at the most accessible point within five miles below and five miles 
above the city of Kansas City, Missouri, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed*bhy the Committee 
on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7321) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officersof the United 
States Treasury Department, to report it without amendment. I will 
submit a written report to-morrow morning. I have it not at my desk 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to submit a report to-morrow. 

PRINTING OF EULOGIES. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which wasreferred 

— . . . — . . . 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 347) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Godlove S. Orth, have instructed me 
to report it favorably and without amendment. I ask for its present 
1 ‘ ’ I 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. From the same committee I report back the joint | 
resolution (H. Res. 349) to provide for the publication of the memorial | 

: a I ; 
addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. R. M. A. Hawk, 
of Illinois, without amendment, and with the recommendation that it | 
pass. I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution was considered as in Committee of the Whole, | 
reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, | 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE NEWBURGH CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was | 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 138) concerning the erection of a me- 
morial column at Washington’s Headquarters, at Newburgh, New York, | 
have instructed me to report it favorably and without amendment, and | 
I request its immediate consideration. 








Leave will be granted to the Senator 





| New York and the Newburgh local committee. 
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The committee unanimously reported the resolution. It is in alter 
ation of a resolution passed last July, which appropriated $25,000. So 
we are not asking for any moremoney. Ten thousand dollars of it was 
to be devoted toa monument and the remainder to the purchase of 
certain ground and the expense of the celebration. The committee of 
Congress charged with a partial supervision of the matter thought it 
better to devote the whole $25,000 to the monument and leave the 
expense of the celebration and the other local matters to the State of 
That committee and 


| the Congressional committee in conference with the Secretary of War 


decided upon this division of the labor. We recommend that the en 
tire sum given last July be devoted to the monument, and New York 
State and the city of Newburgh will then take care of the local pur 
chases and of the celebration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

OATH OF 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2486) to authorize the 


NAVAL RECRUITS 


| requirement of an oath as to age from recruits for the Navy before en- 


listment, and in the case of minors, from their parents or guardians, 
and to empower certain officers of the Navy to administer such oaths, 
to report it with an amendment. The committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill as amended, and I should like to have it passed now, 
if possible. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to considér the bill. Itprovides that recruits for the Navy: 
may be required, before enlistment, to make oath or aflirmation as te 
their age, to the best of their knowledge and belief; and, in the case 
of minors, certificates of consent may be required from parents or guar 
dians, with oath or affirmation as to date and place of birth. These 
oaths may be taken before any commissioned officer of the Navy au 
thorized to enlist recruits. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs was to 
strike out lines 8 and 9, as follows: 

These oaths may be taken before any au 


commissioned 
thorized to enlist recruits. 


officer of the Navy 


And insert in lieu thereot 


Any commissioned officer of the Navy authorized to enlist reeruits is hereby 


| empowered to administer all such oaths or affirmations and certify the same, 


with the same effect as if administered and certified by a civil magistrate 


The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if it would not be proper to put in a proviso here, 
that where minors are enlisted in the service contrary to the provisions 
of the law, without the consent of their parents, they shall be discharged 
on the application of their parents? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That does not properly come within 
this bill, because this is merely to authorize a Navy oflicer to adminis- 
ter the oath, which lays the foundation for the enlistment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A minor enlisted without the consent of his 
is always discharged 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third time, and passed 


parents 
unendment 


third reading, read the 
BILLS INTRODUCED 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 

introduce a bill (S. 2500) to regulate the sale of grape-sugar and glucose, 


and to prevent the adulteration of sugar, molasses, and sirup, the prod 


uctof beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in 


troduce a bill (S. 2501) relative to the Southern exposition to be held 


in the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, s 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (Hf. R. 7193) making appropriations for the pay 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes 


The message further announced that the House had passed the fol 
lowing bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2490) to change the name of the First National Bank of 
West Greenville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Green 
ville, Pennsylvania; and 

Joint resolution (S. Rt. 137) to print certain culogies delivered in Con 


gress upon the late Benjamin H. Hill. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted upon ita 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HL. It. 7049) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
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the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, asked a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. L. B. CASWELL of Wisconsin, 
Mr. FE. JNo. ELLs of Louisiana, and Mr. Josern G. CANNON of Illinois, 
managers at the further conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 2 > 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 357) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan tents to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Association at Columbus, Ohio, 
and to the Grand Army of the Republic at Denver, Colorado; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 358) to provide for the publication of the me- 
morial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. John W. 
Shackelford, of North Carolina. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (IH. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (Jf. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. GARLAND. I offer a resolution, and ask that it be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the President to 
examine into the works now in progress for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River below Cairo, and the methods pas [ps in making such improvements, 
and the contracts touching the same, and the application of the appropriations 
made by Congress for that purpose. ie. 

Also, all matters pertaining to and the feasibility of the outlet system for the 
improvement of said river. oy : 

Also, in the improvement made at the mouth pf said river, the system of jet- 
ties, and the extent to which the same have facilitated the navigation of the 
river to the Gulf, their permanency, and the method now employed in the im- 
provement thereof, and intoall matters touching said improvement, the methods 
and effects thereof, and contracts touching the same. 

The said committee may hold its sessions during the recess of Congress at such 
places on said river or elsewhere as may be necessary for full inquiry into the 
matters above referred to, may send for persons and papers, examine on oath 
any of the persons employed on the Mississippi River improvement commission, 
or by the same and others if deemed necessary, including all river men and 
river residents, 

The said committee shall report to the Senate the result of such inquiries at the 
earliest day practicable of the next session of Congress, 

A sum not exceeding $5,000 out of the contingent fand of the Senate may be 
applied by the Secretary to the payment of the actual expenses of said commit- 
tee, including clerk and witness fees. But the Secretary is only authorized to 
pay such expenses on vouchers therefor, duly certified as correct by the chair- 
man of the committee and specifying in detail the items thereof. But the entire 
expenses of said committee shall not exceed the sum above mentioned and no 
other expenses shall] be incurred, 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senate is very thin at this time, and I shall 
not ask action on the resolution now; but as it will go over it is prob- 
ably well enough for me to state the views I have about it, so that Sen- 
ators may look into the subject by the time the resolution is considered 
to-morrow. 

The House of Representatives at the last session appointed a com- 
mittee of nine of this character, a committee as I am informed by the 
public prints who have made some examination of the work contem- 
plated in the resolution, but they have made no report, and no legisla- 
tion has been had in reference to the subjectat this session of Congress, 
and as a matter of course none will now be had. 


the matters suggested may be, no one knows; at least I do not. 

It is important that a committee of this sort should be appointed. 
It has now become more so in view of the overflow that is about to take 
place in that country of all that portion of the Mississippi River desig- 
nated in the resolution between Cairo and themouth. The expense is 
limited, possibly it is toomuch limited, to the sum of $5,000, Perhaps 
upon reflection that will have to be increased somewhat. For one, I 
am anxious that an investigation be had, and that legislation take 
place at the next session of Congress, which will be the regular session, 
that shall settle this matter in some permanent and practical way. I 
believe myself there was an error in providing for a commission with- 
out some members of Congress being placed upon it. If the original 
Mississippi River Commission had been composed partly of members 
of Congress action of this sort would be unnecessary, because their re- 
ports when made to Congress could be explained by the members who 
were on the commission representing the one House or the other. In 
that way information as to the reports could be had from persons on the 
floor who knew the facts. 

I think there can be no reasonable objection urged to-morrow to the 
passage of this resolution. Of course I am willing to accept any amend- 
ment or any proposition that will reach the same purpose and accom- 
plish the same end. I ask that the resolution may lie over; I shall call 
it up to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish it printed ? 


What the scope of 
the examination of the House Committee was, or what their views of 





Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lie over. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator that he put in his resolution 
the authority to employ a stenographer. It is important that the tes- 
timony taken before the committee should be preserved. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will do that. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps before it is printed the Senator had better mod- 
ify it in that way. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well, I shall do so. 


CHILI AND PERU. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I offer a resolution, which I ask may lie over and 
be printed; I will call it up to-morrow, or as soon as it can be printed. 
Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested, if not in his judgment 
incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate any infor- 
mation in his possession touching an alleged —_ agreement between the min- 
isters of the United States, of Great Britain, of France, and of Italy, now serving 
at Lima, or Peru, to make a joint effort to bring about peace between Chili and 
Peru,and to inform the Senate whether the minister of the United States has 
been instructed to invite or accept the mediation of European powers in the set- 
tlement of a purely American question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
go over. 
PRINTING OF INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make a motion that the revenue bill 
as passed by the Senate be printed—1,000 copies. Several Senators 
want a copy, and it will be wanted by members of the House. It will 
not be printed in the House until it shall be taken up for action. It 
will be convenient, I think, for both Houses to have it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will goto the House to-day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know; but I ask to have 1,000 copies of the bill 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Can 1,000 extra copies be printed 
without referring that question to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; that will not cost $500, nor half of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The printing of the usual number can be ordered 
without a reference. It is better to print the usual number. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Monariz). 

The motion was agreed to. 


The resolution will be printed and 


The resolution will be printed and 


EXECUTIVE SESSON. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is no further morning business I desire to make 
amotion. I understand that it is desirable to have a very brief executive 
session at some time to-day, and that it would be more agreeable to the 
Senator who has charge of the appropriation bill to have it now than to 
interrupt that bill. 1 move, therefore, that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After thirty minutes spént in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


MAJOR WILLIAM LUDLOW. 


Mr. HAWLEY. ¢ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 355) to authorize Major William 
Ludlow, United States Army, to accept a civil position, have directed 
me toreport it favorably and without amendment. TI ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
reported to-day. 

Mr. INGALLS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If gentlemen will allow me to make a brief staie- 
ment, I think this is a measure to which no possible objection will be 
made. 

The city of Philadelphia is under the absolute necessity of beginning 
some great improvements in its water-works. Major Ludlow has been 
for six years on duty around the Delaware River and all about there, 
in charge of the river and harbor improvements. Philadelphia is un- 
able to find elsewhere the properman. With extraordinary unanimity 
on the part of both political parties they have selected Major Ludlow. 
He is needed immediately. They wish to put him in charge of the new 
system of works. This resolution will grant him a two years’ leave of 
absence, but it is probable, if he proves acceptable, that he will resign 
from the Army before that time. It is without pay. His pay ceases 
the moment he accepts the position. He would be entitled now, if he 
had the benefits of the leaves of absence he has saved, to some fourteen 
months’ absence. The Secretary of War approves it in a letter which 
states the facts clearly. The councils of Philadelphia ask it; the citi- 
zens ask it; here is a petition to Congress asking it which embraces the 
strongest names possibly of all parties in that city. It is no injury to 
the public service. It is particularly needed, and it will be a great 
benefit to that city. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is undoubtedly a very important matter, but 
I have reported a good many very important bills which if I could get 
them up would be disposed of in five minutes; but I can not doit. I 


We ought not to take up bills and resolutions 
It is not fair. 
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propose to take what time there is for the things on the Calendar when 
we can getatthem. This is not fair play. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is in accordance with public justice. 
ing more than fair to the people of that city. It is fair to the service. 
It does not interfere with anybody’s promotion. He loses his pay from 
the day he goes on this duty. He is needed now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the point of the merits of the resolu- 
tion; I am on the point of doing the important business of the Senate 


It is noth- 


first. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senate had heard the letter of the Secretary 
of War they would have passed the bill before this time, but if objec- 
tion is made—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to take up the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do, as it is now reported. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ThenI withdraw the demand at present, but Ishall 
renew it at the first favorable opportunity. 


s ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN. I move to postpone the Calendar and all prior orders, 
for the purpose of taking up the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It ismoved to postpone the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
take up the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7077) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move todispense with the formal reading of the bill, 


If objected to the resolution has to 





The Senator from Illinois moves to 


and that the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be acted | 


on as they are reached in the regular reading. 


And then, after they are acted on, amendments offered by Senators | 


not on the committee will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND inthe chair). If there 
be no objection to the course suggested by the Senator from Illinois it 
will be taken. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Illinois is that the amendments offered by the committee shall be taken 
up and disposed of in the order in which they are reached. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that will be 
considered the sense of the Senate. The bill will be read. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 7, toincrease the 
appropriation ‘‘ for expenses of the commanding general’s office’ from 
$1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, to strike out ** twenty-five”’ 
insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to read: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezvous to 
depot, $110,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 16, to insert: 

For salaries of one hundred and seventeen civilian clerks, at not exceeding 


$1,000 each per annum, for the Adjutant-General’s Department, at the headquar- 
ters of military divisions and departments, $117,000: Provided, That thissum shall 


and 


be in full for all clerical expense of the Adjutant-General’s Department at the | 


headquarters of military divisions and departments: Provided further, That sol- 
diers rendering the clerical services above provided for shall be restored to duty 
with their respective companies. 

Mr. LOGAN. The committee authorize me after a reconsideration 
of that to substitute for that amendment the following: 

For salaries of one hundred and seventeen civilian clerks, namely, ten clerks 
at not exceeding $1,500, and one hundred and seven clerks at not exceeding 


sert ‘‘in addition to pay in the line;” 


Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Pay Department, "’ 


in line 38, before the word ‘‘aids-de-camp,”’ to strike out ** twenty 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-seven;’’ after ‘* aids-de-camp,’’ in the same line, in- 
and after the word ‘line,’’ in 
line 39, to strike out: 

And on and after the Ist day of July, 1883, the Lieutenant-General may have 
two aids-de-camp, to be selected from officers of the line below the rank of lieu 
tenant-colonel; that each major-general may have two aids-de-camp, to be se- 
lected from the captains or first lieutenants of the line; that each brigadier-gen- 
eral may have one aid-de-camp, to be selected from the first lieutenants of the 
line: Provided, however, No officer shall remain absent from his regiment on such 
duty for a longer period than three years: And provided further, That such ofti- 
cers so detailed for staff duty shall not have or receive any additional rank or 
pay over and above their regular rank and pay by reason of such detail or 
assignment to such staff duty. 


And insert in lieu of the words stricken out: 

Provided, That no officer shall remain absent from his regiment on duty at 
Washington city, or on the staff of a major-general or a brigadier-general, for a 
longer period than three years at any one time; but this provision shall not 
apply to officers on the staff of the Commanding General of the Army. 

Mr. BAYARD. That amendment is obnoxious to the provisions of 
Rule 29. It proposes genera! legislation, which can not be done on an 
appropriation bill. The rule is: 

No amendment which proposes general | 
general appropriation bill. 


egislation shall be received to any 

I submit that point of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator would only have waited until I made 
the suggestion that Iamauthorized by the committee to make, it would 
have saved him perhaps the trouble. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator tried to interrupt me before I stated 
my point. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Are the words in Italics stricken out? 

Mr. LOGAN. Allis stricken out from line 39 down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘duty,’’ in line 52, which is the first part of the amend- 
ment. I would rather have a vote taken on that first, and then on the 
insertion of the proviso inserted by the committee, and the Senate will 


I wanted to say that is all stricken out by order of 


| see what it means. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator state how the committee propose to 
amend the proviso ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The committee propose to amend it so as to read 

Provided, That no officer shall remain absent from his regiment on duty at 
Washington city for a longer period than three years at any one time, but this 
provision shall not apply to officers on the staff of the Commanding-General of 
the Army, nor to the officer in charge of the publication of the records of the 
war of the rebellion, or detailed to work on the Washington Monument 

Mr. HARRIS. Thad offered an amendment which I had printed, but 
I see the committee has covered the point in respect to the war record 
office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Chair thinks the question should 
be divided. 


The first question will be on the amendment striking ont 


| “‘twenty ’’ and inserting ‘‘ thirty-seven”’ in line 3x. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator trom Illinois if it would not be 


| Wise—it is a subject which I have not considered in every view—that 


| lines proposed to be stricken out as an independent question. 


$1,200 per annum each, in lieu of the general service men on duty at the head- | 


quarters of military divisions and departments, $143,400. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest whether that should not be amended by 
adding to it the last proviso of the amendment as it originally stood: 

Provided further, That soldiers rendering the clerical services above provided 
for shall be restored to duty with their respective companies. 

And that ought to be followed by ‘‘or mustered out.’’ Some of these 
men are what are called general-service men, who really, while enlisted 
as other soldiers, were enlisted with the understanding that they were 
to render clerical service, and have never been on duty with their com- 
panies. 
they so desire. Some others should be returned to their companies. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave no objection to add the last proviso there at the 
end of the amendment. I think that would be better. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then add “or discharged from the service ”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], as modified, to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


They ought to have an opportunity of being mustered out if 


the Army officers who are detailed and on duty in the Signal Bureau 
should be excepted from this general provision, it being a specialty that 
they are peculiarly qualified to fill, and they would have to educate 
new men if they were sent off to their commands and others detailed 
for that service. 


Mr. LOGAN. I want the Senate first to vote on the proposition ol 


| the committee to strike out from line 39 down to and including the 


word ‘‘duty’’ in line 52. Then that other question will come up. 

Mr. MAXEY. lI agree with the Senator in charge of the bill that 
the true policy of the Senate at this stage is to act on striking out the 
Then 
there are a good many questions about the words in Italics which | 
should like to be heard upon as well as others 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what I propose. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think the committee is right in the striking out 
I agree with the committee on that, but I disagree about the matter to 
be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
amendment in lines 0 


The question to be acted on is the 
38 and 3f The Secretary will report the amend 
ment distinctly to the Senate 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 38 it is proposed to strike out 
‘twenty’ and.insert ‘* thirty-seven,’’ and in the same line, after ‘‘aids- 
de-camp,*’ to insert *‘in addition to pay in the line;”’ 


} 
ne 


so as to read: 
Thirty-seven aids-de-camp, in addition to pay in the 
The amendment was.agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know why 
the number of aids-de-camp. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will explain to the Senateina moment. The House 
in putting in these words cut off part of the aids-de-camp to general 


it is necessary tO raise 


| officers. 


Mr. MORGAN. Cut off seventeen ? 
Mr. LOGAN. Yes, 


is necessary to put it 


restore them. 
the number 


sir; and by this amendment we 


It ‘thirtv-seven,”’ because that is 
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and it is necessary to insert ‘‘in addition to pay in the line’ to include 
the extra pay which was stricken out by the House 

Mr. MORGAN. It leaves the law as it is? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. Itleaves the law as itis. That particular provision 
underwent thesupervision of the Committee on Military Affairs. That 
committee recommended striking it out, so as to leave the law as it is. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military Affairs instructed me to 
make this report to the Committee on Appropriations, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations agreed to it. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next question is on the amend- 
ment tostrike out the words beginning on line 39 and ending with line 
52. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is the question to be taken upon the proposition 
to strike out and insert? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is to be taken first on striking out. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the pointof order can be raised on the proviso first, 
then perhaps the vote had better be taken on striking out and inserting. 
If theSenator from Delaware proposes to raise the point of order, I do 
not propose to have the clause stricken out on the point of order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The point of order undoubtedly can 
be raised. 

Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the question will be on striking 
out the werds indicated by the committee and inserting the proviso from 
line 53 to line 57, inclusive. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Chair rule that the words in italics are 
connected with the cancellation above, from line 39 to line 52? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that striking out and 
inserting comes up as one question. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I raise the point I did before, that the amend- 
ment is obnoxious to Rule 29, as it is providing general legislation on 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator mean the whole amendment, the 
provision by the House and the proviso proposed by the committee? 
Does his point go to the provision of the House billand the amendment 
of the Senate committee ? 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment is an amendment of the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations to substitute this language in italics for 
the matter stricken out. I should suppose the two things were sepa- 
rable, that we could concur in striking out and afterward vote on the 
insertion of the proviso. lask the Chair, as a matter of parliamentary 
law, whether the vote is not separable upon the striking out the can- 
cellation of the words from line 39 to line 52? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the rule isinsisted upon, a motion 
to strike out and insert is not divisible. 

Mr. BAYARD. My objection is that the effect of striking oyt these 
words and inserting the proviso in italics would be to receive an amend- 
ment which is obnoxious to the provision of Rule 29. That is the effect 
of it. That rule prevents a proposition of general legislation to be re- 
ceived on any general appropriation bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. The lines stricken out by the committee are general 
legislation on an appropriation bill. They come from the House, and 
according to the theory we can not control their rules, and therefore 
we are bound to keep them on the bill because it is not amenable to our 
rules; but when we endeavor to correct that and strike that out, and as 
an amendment insert something different, that is amenable to our rules, 
and we can not avail ourselves of the benefit of legislating on an appro- 
priation bill although we are bound to take legislation from the House 
however bad it may be, because we can not control their rules. That 
is the effect of the point precisely. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 should like to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Delaware that the amendment shall be -perfected according to the 
sense of the Senate reserving the point of order, and perhaps it may be 
when the provision is perfected that no member of the Senate may care 
to make the point of order and the occasion for it may entirely pass 
away. In the meantime it seems to me that in regard to the matter 
about which the House has legislated we should not, if we can avoid it, 
put ourselves in the negative position of simply striking out what they 
have put in, taking the chance of being obliged to restore it in confer- 
ence. We ought toperfect it and see if we can not get it in such ashape 
that the Senate will be willing to agree to it, and, whatever the parlia- 
mentary law may be, not resort to the point of order. 

Mr. LOGAN, I should like Senators to state their objections to this 
proviso. I think the Senate would generally agree to strike it out if 
the reason for doing so was stated to them. I do not see any objection 
to the proviso reported by our committee, but if there are objections 
I should like them to be stated; and if I can not answer them, then I 
will agree that it shall be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state to the Senator from Illinois, in re- 
sponse to that suggestion, that it seems to me the proviso is subject to 
this objection: that the result of it will be to order presently back to 
their regiments the officers on duty in the Signal Corps. Now, with- 


It will be. 
Then I would rather have the matter submitted in 














out bringing up for discussion here at all—for I do not consider that it 
is before us—the general question of the present organization of that 
corps, or the question as to how its organization may be improved, or 
the broader question whether it should be kept in contact with the 
War Department at all, I simply suggest that it is there now, and that 
we ought not in this indirect way to destroy it. We ought to meet the 
question of its transfer to another bureau or Department of the Govern- 
ment, or the questson of its reorganization upon some permanent basis, 
with officers of its own, as a distinct issue upon a bill presenting that 
question. That would be open to amendment, and not subject to the 
limitations which attach to an appropriation bill coming tous from the 
House of Representatives. 

Now, I am free to admit that some views which I have held upon 
that subject have undergone modification; but it must be, at least 
until the next session of Congress, that whatever is done in the way of 
weather observations and reports during that interval must be done by 
the Signal Corps as now organized. If, therefore, we are presently to 
return to their regiments all officers there on detail who have acquired 
valuable experience in connection with that work, it is practically to 
uproot and destroy the organization. 

I would therefore suggest, if this amendment is to be considered and 
the point of order withdrawn, that the exception which is made as to 
the officer in charge of the Monument and as to the officer in charge of 
the compiling of the records of the rebellion should be extended to the 
officers on duty here in the Signal Corps, in order that at the next ses- 
sion of Congress, after an investigation that seems to be likely is made, 
we can reconsider this whole question, and meet the subject of the re- 
organization of the Signal Corps or its transfer to some other Depart- 
ment in a fair way, when our powers of dealing with it will not be cir- 
cumscribed. 

I say, then, in response to the Senator from Illinois, that as at pres- 
ent advised if this substitue is to be voted upon—and I trust the Sena- 
tor from Delaware will not insist on the point of order, for it is simply 
tying our hands to deal with this question—if we are to deal with 
the subject I think that exception ought to be made for the present. 
In saying that to the Senate Ido not mean at all tocommit myself even 
to views already expressed on the question as to whether there may not 
be a better organization of this bureau. ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware re- 
serve the question of order, or insist on it now? 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the whole provision ought to go out: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A request was made by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the question of order be reserved for 
the time being. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate then will proceed to con- 
sider the amendment, the question of order being reserved. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to inquire whether if the point of order is 
not insisted upon now it will be available after this proviso has been 
amended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order can be reserved 
by the Senator from Delaware and he can make it at any future time 
The request made by the Senator from Kansas was that the clause . 
should be perfected first in the absence of the point of order. The 
Senator from Delaware may reserve his point of order until afterward 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know what the rule is here; but if this 
should be amended or any action taken upon any of its parts, can the 
point of order then be made against it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order can be made under 
the rule at any time. 

Mr. CONGER. If it could not, I should wish to make the point of 
order now. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the effect of the whole proceeding is 
that nothing can be done except what meets the unanimous consent of 
the Senate. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order can be made at any 
time before the bill gets out of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish in a very few words to state what I think 
about this proposed legislation. So far as the amendment we have 
adopted in lines 38and 39, striking out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and inserting ‘‘thirty- 
seven,’’ and adding ‘‘in addition to pay in the line,”’ is concerned, | 
voted very cheerfully for that for the reason that it leaves the law pre- 
cisely as it is; it does not attempt to legislate upon an appropriation 
bill, but simply makes an appropriation to meet existing law. So far 
so good, and I think we are just right in voting that way. 

I also favored the striking out of the lines from 39 to 52, inclusive, 
for the same reason, that while they did not come from the Senate they 
are nevertheless legislation upon an appropriation bill, and usually that 
kind of legislation is not submitted to the trained and experienced com- 
mittee having charge of the special matter to which it relates. Hence 
on such special legislation the Senate can not be so well advised as it 
would be if it had the benefit and skill of the committee specially charged 
with that kind of legislation before it came to this body for consideration. 

Then we come to the lines from 53 to 57: 

Provided, That no officer shall remain absent from his regiment on duty at 
Washington city or on the staff of a major-general or a brigadier-general for a 
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jonger period than three years at any one time, but this provision shal! not 


apply to officers on the staff of the Commanding General of the Army 


There are two or three objections that I desire in a very few words to 
present to that proposition. 

There is not a Senator on this floor who has had command of large 
forces of men who is not aware (and no one knows it better than the 
Senator from Illinois in charge of this bill) that the s‘ail officers ofa 
general are confidential officers, and he ought to have the privilege of 
selecting them. 
ods of proceeding. When he trains his staff to understand him and he 
understands them and has them well prepared to carry out his wishes, 
it does seem to me that it is a privilege in the interest of the United 
States, of good order, and military discipline that you should not part 
that relation between the commanding general and his staff officers by 
such legislation as this bill proposes. I understand from the Senator 
from Illinois that so far as that particular point is concerned, in the 
amendment which he is authorized to make by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee as a substitute, that difficulty is removed. Unquestionably there 
ig no Senator on this floor who has commanded men in the Army but 
knows the importance of retaining that privilege. The generals should 
ve left to make their own selection of staff officers, and that relation 
should not by force be broken up so long as it is satisfactory to the gen- 
eral and his staff officers. 

Now, I come to another point. This amendment strikes down and 
removesand carries back to their regiments the officers who are detailed 
with the Signal Corps. That is the necessary effect of it. At the last 
session of Congress a bill was introduced for the purpose of reorganizing 
the Signal Corps. That bill was reported by the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. HARRISON], and is now pending on the Calendar, reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Military Affairs. The purpose of that bill 
is to make a permanent signal corps service and stop all this trouble, 
and it is a great trouble which necessarily must exist between the Chief 
of the Signal Service and the General of the Army and the division and 
brigade commanders and regimental commanders, because a general or 
colonel who has a first class officer is derelict in duty in my judgment 
if he will voluntarily give up that first-class officer to anybody if he can 
keep him. In other words, when you have good men you want to keep 
them. Equally so the signal officer wants to get the best men that he 
can get. That is perfectly natural, and he is doing his duty in doing 
that. There is trouble and collision necessarily between the signal 
officer, who is seeking the best men, and the division, brigade, and regi- 
mental commanders, who seek toretain the best in their own commands. 

While that bill is pending, and it is not yet disposed of, there is a 
temporary provision going on whereby certain officers are assigned to 
duty in the Signal Corps, and the more experienced those oflicers are 
the better for the Signal Service. As a matter of practical fact, my 
judgment is, and I think I shall be sustained by nearly all Senators 
here or by most of them at least, that the public demand of this coun- 
try is that the Signal Service should not be stricken down. You pass 
this bill as it is and require all these officers who have been away from 
their commands for three yearson duty in Washington city in the Sig- 
nal Corps to be sent back to their commands, and you strike down in- 
stantly the Signal Service. The people of this country do not demand 
that; but in every way that information can come, I happen to know— 
no one knows it better than the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], and myself, for it 
became our duty as a sub-committee of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to investigate all this vast volume of testimony in regard to the 
Signal Corps, coming from every portion of this country—that the peo- 
ple of this country want that corps upheld and maintained. That is 
my judgment about it. But we can not act upon that bill at this ses- 
sion of Congress, because the time now allotted to other questions will 
not allow. So we have temporarily to leave the Signal Corps where 
we find it, with a general in command of the Signal Corps and five or 
six lieutenants at the foot end of the service with the rest of the de- 
tailed officers taken from various portions of the Army. 

If they are sent back you strip that corps of all its vitality; you take 
from it all its energy; it at once becomes a helpless machine if you 
bring in new men who have no experience in the Signal Service and 
place them there between the Chief Signal Officer and the lieutenants. 
I believe none of the men in that corps proper are above the rank of 
second-lieutenant. Take out those who are detailed and send them 
back to their regiments and take new men and place them there, and 
you at once destroy the efficiency of the Signal Corps, and you do a thing 
which the American people do not want done, and which in my judgment 
would be a grievous blow at the best interests of our country, commer- 
cially and agriculturally, as well as at the interest of having proper 
signal service and signal stations along our great frontier and in the In- 
dian Territory and everywhere else where the service is now operating 
80 beneficially. 

Nothing, in my judgment, could show the evil of legislation on appro- 
priation bills more than hasty action of that kind, when the Senate has 
charged a sommittee with the investigation of that business and that 
committee charged a sub-committee with it, and that sub-committee, as 
1 know, has worked for weeks and months in trying to perfect a bill 
and bring it here which would save the Signal Service, and present it 


Every officer in command of troops has his own meth- | 
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in such a way as to meet the approbation of the Senate and House and 
of the country; and while that is pending we want simply to let the 
corps go on as it is with those officers detailed doing duty, and if this 
proviso is adopted you send these officers back to their commands and 
you destroy the Signal Corps. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is nothing that demonstrates more fully to my 
mind than the arguments which have been made here this morning 
that nothing can ever be done to improve anythinz connected with the 
Army, no matter what efforts may be made. I notice in reference to 
the tariff bill and in reference to every other bill that comes before the 
Senate that if Senators object to any provision of a bill they try to 
make it better, if it is a proper provision; but if any provision ijpears 
in the Army bill which in the slightest degree atfects any corps or indi 
vidual of the Army the provision is always attacked without attempting 
to substitute anything that makes it better. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Illinois will allow me to state that 
I ought to have given notice that on the 6th of February I proposed an 
amendment at the end of line 57, after the word ‘*Army,’’ to insert 
the words ‘‘ nor to officers of the Army on duty with the Signal Corps; ”’ 
so as to read: 

But this provision shall not apply to officers on the staff of the commanding 


general of the Army, nor to officers of the Army duty 


on 
Corps. 


with the Signal 

At the proper time I propose to offer that amendment 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose it has gone all over the country that I am 
attacking the Signal Corps. You would think from the arguments here 
this morning that my intention is to destroy the Signal Corps. 1 have 
no desire to do that; I have never attempted to do it, and I will offer a 
proposition here before I sit down, and I want to see whether Senators 
who are so interested in not having this corps touched at all think it 
fair or not. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Indiana 
that I understand the Signal Service to be like any other service, except 
in this: The officers learn signaling, and that signaling taught in the 
Signal Corps applies to the whole Army, and every officer in the Army 
ought to have an opportunity to learn it. The Senator from Texas is 
an old Army oflicer, and I ask him if that is not true? Is it not a facet 
that the signaling for the Army is a service that ought to be taught to 
all the Army? 

Mr. MAXEY. Isoregardit. I do not wish to take up the Sen 
ator’s time, but the Signal Corps does an immense amount of work of 
importance to commerce and agriculture 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that; I understand that it does an im 
mense amount of service outside of what it was intended for. Forin 
stance, there has beena report referred here tothe Committee on Printing 
on the entomology of Alaska made by the Signal Corps. What has it 
got to do with that, will you tell me? What part of its service is it 
performing when it is doing that at the expense of the Government, 
when other bureaus are authorized by law to perform that service? 
Will yo tell me what right it has to give the destruction and over 
flows, &c., of the Mississippi and other rivers after they have gone by, 
when we have a commission for that purpose? And yet it does it. It 
expends the Government money in reaching out and extending beyond 
the duties that are given to it under the law, as the Senate well knows 

I introduced a bill in the early stages of this session to divide the 
Signal Corps; that is, to leave the Signal Service to perform its duties 
as Signal Service officers, and the civil department of that corps to be 
assigned to a civil department to perform its duties in the civil depart 
ment where it belongs. But the very moment I did that I was attacked 
in the newspapers all over this country. I was astonished at it, for ] 
could not understand it. I was astonished to find editorials in leading 
newspapers in the country attacking me, saying that I was trying to 
destroy the Signal Service; but I will say to the Senator from Texas 
that afterward I found these editorials all inclosed to me in a letter 
After I had read them, a letter was written to me stating that these 
editorials were written in the Signal Office 

Mr. PLUMB. I shouldlike to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques 
tion. LIask if he thinks that a new detail of officers would be able to 
write just as good editorials—if he does not think that kind of work 
can be better done by men who have been there seventeen o1 
years ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senator 

The Signal Serv ice, I do believe, if properly managed is a good sery 
ice to the country; I do not wish to destroy it, but I wish the officers 
of the Army to have an equal chance in learning that which belongs to 
it if it is valuable to the Army; and if it does not belong to the Army, 
let it go where it does belong. If the examination that I have referred 
to of the entomology of Alaska belongs to the Army, well enough; but it 
does not, as all know. If the duties they perform belong to the civil 
department, not to the Army, why shall they be performed by the 
Army? If they are necessary, why not give the general oflicers of the 
Army a chance to understand these things? Is it to be a secret locked 
up in the breast of a few men? Is that the object? If the object is 
because you detail an officer of the Army to this service and after he is 
detailed and has learned it then he must stay there as long as he lives, 
because you say he is more efficient than anybody el 
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at this time, then why put it upon an establishment; why not make it 
an establishment of itself, and make the officers permanent and not 
take them from the Army’? Let them belong, then, to a permanent 
establishment; let them belong to a civil establishment; and do not 
detail men from the Army to a position to perform duties in the Army 
and keep them there for life. You have officers in the Signal Service 
to-day who have been there twelve years, detailed from the Army. 

Mr. PLUMB. Eighteen years. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say, and the Senator well knows it, that no officer of 
the Army should be detailed on certain duties for eighteen years, de- 
priving others of his service, when others can perform it just as well. 

Now, I propose to offer this amendment before I sit down, that of 
these officers, I think twelve in number, three shall be returned to 
their regiments within the year 1883, and others detailed in their places; 
that three shall be returned to their regiments in 1884, and three shall 
be returned to their regiments in 1885, and others detailed in their 
places. Will not that give time enough for others to learn signaling? 
Is that trying to destroy the Signal Corps, or is it an attempt to give 
officers of the Army an opportunity of Tearning this service so that it 
may be taught elsewhere? I intend to make that proposition, or change 
‘three’? to ‘‘four,’’ in order to get the twelve back to their proper 
positions in three years. I will insert ‘‘four,’’ se as to have one-third 
go out each year, leaving four of them there for two years, so that 
others may learn it. Take the ones who have been here the longest 
and send them to their regiments; others who have been here eight or 
nine years are certainly sufliciently proficient to perform their duty. 

It will not do for Senators to stand on the floor here at the dictation 
of a circular letter that has been sent around to them by the chief of 
that service telling them these oflicers ought not to be sent back because 
they are necessary here. There is no man who ever has been in the 
Army but knows that the statement is false that it is necessary to keep 
a man fifteen or eighteen years away from his command because nobody 
else can learn the duties he is performing, and therefore you must keep 
him here for life. Suppose they should all die with cholera, what 
would become of the Signal Service? Nobody could be detailed; no 
man would know anything about it. This argument that is made here 
in the Senate Chamber time and again in reference to men performing 
duties here that nobody else can perform is absurd. <A lieutenant was 
kept in the War Department for eighteen years away from his com- 
mand, and finally he became so necessary to the Government, the Gov- 
ernment could not ran without him, that the Senate and House passed 
a bill making him a major. What were his duties? To examine ac- 
counts. Nobody coulddoit buthim. No man had the capacity to ex- 
amine accounts and see whether they were correct but him. He had 
sufficient influence with the Congress of the United States to keep him 
there eighteen years. Finally a provision was adopted in an Army bill 
that sent him back to his regiment. 

That is about the condition of things; that is about the way Congress 
acts in reference to men who want to stay always in Washington city. If 
aman gets here once, no matter what his duties may be in the field, you 
never can get him away; the Government will go to pieces if he is sent 
back to his regiment. The whole thing should stop. You could not 
get an account of how fast the Mississippi River is rising if three of these 
officers were sent back to their regiment! I do think that the influence 
that is brought to bear on Congress by a few men who do nothing but 
lobby Congress in Washington city is absolutely saying to the country 
that Congress has not capacity enough to run itself. 

I agree with the Senator from Texas in reference to the aids-de- 
camp on General’s staff, and I voted in committee to strike that out; but 
in striking out all that provision which was put there by the House we 
certainly thought we ought to put some proviso to it, and to at least 
carry Out in some way a part of the proposition of the House. So we 
provided that officers should not remain in Washington city over a cer- 
tain length of time except certain persons that it made no material dif- 
terence whether other officers learned their duties or not. As faras the 
rebellion records are concerned, that is not a matter that somebody 
else wants to learn; that is not a.matter that is going to have some in- 
fluence on the Army as the Signal Service has. It is a mere matter of 
examining records, and inasmuch as the man is there and it is unneces- 
sary to send him to his command, we said let him remain for the reason 
that he isnot learning there anything that belongs to the science of war. 
Soin reference to the officer in charge of the monument, where noth- 
ing is learned that belongs to the science or artof war. But where things 
are taught that are connected with and are part of the learning of the 
Army or Navy it is necessary that details should be made at different 
times, 

So, then, instead of the words— 

That no officer shall remain absent from his regiment on duty at Washington 
city or on the staff of a major-general or a brigadiergeneral for a longer period 


than three yearsat any one time, but this Ss shall not apply to officers on 
the staff of the Commanding General of the Army— 


I propose to say this: 
And that officers on duty in the Signal Corps shall be ordered as follows: Four 
of said officers to be returned during the year 1883to their regiments; four to be 


returned to their regiments Sosing the year 1884; four to be returned to their 
regiments during the year 1885, and other officers detailed in their places, 


That is what I shall propose. 


i 1 ee eae 





Mr. MAXEY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ili- 
nois to one intimation that I thought was rather unpleasant, that I or 
any other member of the Military Committee or any other Senator was 
acting in this matter on the dictation of anybody. I beg to say to the 
Senator that in my action here I am controlled by what I believe to be 
the best interests of the country. My motives, as I think, are as good 
as those of men generally. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not question the Senator's motives. 

Mr. MAXEY. The ideas of men outside or newspaper articles that 
the Senator from Illinois refers to do not control my action. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not refer to those newspaper articles as con- 
trolling anybody’s action here. I referred to them to show that these 
officers were engaged in matters which certainly do not pertain to their 
army duties. I do not wish to go into that discussion just now; but I 
will say to the Senator that officers in the Signal Corps have been sent 
through deception to far away cities under the pretense that they were 
going there for purposes necessary to the Signal Corps, when in fact they 
were sent there to get up resolutions against the action of membersof Con- 
gress, against what they were attempting to do, to influence Congress in 
another direction. ThattheSenatorcannotdeny. If thatis the object 
of these gentlemen and what they are engaged in I think they had bet- 
ter go back to their regiments and let somebody else try to do regular 
signal work. 

Mr. MAXEY. So far as my observations are concerned they are 
the results of my own examination and without regard to the dicta- 
tion of any mortal man on earth. I have made my statement to the 
Senate according to what I believe to be the truth. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will ask the Senator, does he not believe that by 
making these changes gradually, letting the men now here run on for 
a year, it would be as well for the service ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I believe that the best thing on earth we cando is to 
let the matter lie until the bill which is in charge of the Senator from 
Indiana is taken up and deliberately considered by the Senate, and in 
the mean time, let the Signal Service go on for the benefit of the country. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have heard that speech made in the Senate Cham- 
ber now for many years. I have introduced several bills trying to re- 
organize the Army, in a certain sense benefiting it and for the benetit of 
the country, and I never could get the bills.acted upon. I have been 
told always, ‘‘It is too late; we cannot doit now.’’ And when I have 
tried to do the same things in bills that came from the House, where 
we had a right to put them, that were absolutely necessary forthe bene- 
fit of the Army, the point of order has always been raised, and I have 
been always told, ** Wait until next Congress and we will get the bill 
through.’? That is always the argument. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I said when I addressed the Senate 
before that I did not understand that the question of what the proba- 
ble permanent status of the Signal Corps was or should be was involved 
in this question at all. 1 repeat that declaration. Inthe very amend- 
ment which the Appropriations Committee have proposed they recog- 
nize the propriety of exceptions from the operation of this general rule, 
to the wisdom of which I agree, namely, that officers should not be de- 
tached from their regiment for a longer period than three years. They 
make two exceptions. They say that the officer in charge of the con- 
struction of the Washington Monument shall not come within the rule, 
and they say that the officer in charge of the publication of the records 
of the rebellion shall be made an exception to the rule. 

Itseems, then, that the committee and the Senatoa from Illinois recog- 
nize the principle that there may be special duties to which officers of 
the Army have been assigned here, and in which they have acquired 
peculiar skill that would make it tothe detriment of the work in their 
charge to make them subject to this rule and send them back within 
three years to their regiments. The proposition I make is to extend 
the principle that the committee have admitted; and the only proper 
subject of discussion here is whether the exeeption which I propose 
comes within the spirit of the other exceptions which have been pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. President, this Signal Corps organization is an anomalous organ- 
ization. The Senator from Illinois says that all the officers of the Army 
ought to learn this duty of signaling. They are taught army signal- 
ing proper, that is, the use of the to communicate messages at 
distances in the field. They are taught that at West Point; they are 
taught it at the school at Fortress Monroe; they are taught it, I be- 
lieve, at the school at Leavertworth; but I am free to say for one that 
if this were the only duty to be discharged by that corps I should be 
for its entire abolition. It is an insignificant thing. With oflicers 
trained in the use of the flag in communicating messages, in any war 
that we might have, it would be entirely possible in three weeks to 
train men to use the flag. 

In my judgment the business of the Signal Corps simply as an organ- 
ization in connection with army signaling proper could not be justi- 
fied. But there have grown up in connection with that the weather 
reports, observations of the weather; and however the usefulness of this 
service may be ted, or however undue compliments may have 
been stimulated by the impertinent interference of any officer, as the 
Senator from Ilinois suggests, it will not be denied by him, it will not 
be controverted by any Senator here that there is among the people, the 
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commercial classes, our marine, and among our farmers a very general 
impression that this business of reporting by telegraph from day to day 
the weather and the coming of storms is of great advantage to our ma- 
rine as well as to our agricultural interests. It may be—there seems to 


be evidence indicating what the Senator from Tllinois said to be true— | 


that many of these impressions have been stimulated in a way that is 
not creditable. 

If that has been done, I say to the Senator from I!linois that no one 
would condemn more strongly than I thatconduct. I agree, again, that 
there is no possible natural connection between reports of the weather 
and the military arm of our service. It does not matter to a soldier; 
the Senator from Illinois would not care to know particularly, if he 
were ordered to march to-morrow, whether it was going to rain or shine; 
he would march anyhow. I agree with him that that function of the 
Signal Service is a civil function, and if it was an original question here 
to-day submitted to me as a Senator where that corps should be at- 
tached, where that weather observation should go, I should say at once, 
in some civil department of the Government, for it is purely civil. But 
J have been met, and was metas a member of the sub-committee of the 
Military Committee, with the fact that it was already established, that 
it had its roots in the Army organization, that the men who had be- 
come skilled in it were Army officers, and the question was whether 
we should presently transplant it to another Department. At that time 
my own opinion, as the Senator knows, was decidedly against it, and 
it may be that I should not have that opinion at the next session of 
Congress. It may be that some plan can be devised by which this serv- 
ice can be transplanted from the military to one of the civil Depart- 
ments of our Government without injury to the service, but I do not 
believe that can be done now. 

The practical question before the Senate this morning is, during this 
interval that must elapse, as the Senator’s proposition seems to con- 
template a continuance of this organization here, shall we send back to 
their regiments men who, if they have ordinary capacity and ordinary 
faithfulness, must in the nature of things be better able to do this duty 
than any fresh men who could be sent from any place in the Army? 
Shall we take them right up to-day and send them back, or shall we 
take time to consider this question? There is a bill on the Calendar 
proposing a permanent organization by which the officers shall be de- 
tached from their regiments, those that remain; but new appointments 
shall be made either from civil life or from the graduates of the Academy, 
and the appointments shall be made upon competitive examination, so 
that access to the Signal Corps will be open to any bright young man, a 
graduate of any of our colleges, on terms of equal competition with 
graduates at West Point. 

I am not prepared to say in the light of recent events that that bill 
ought not to be modified. I will meet the Senator from Illinois in an 
effort to remedy (by a reorganization of the corps or by a transfer of it 
if that shall be deemed best) the difficulty which now exists and which 
he has not exaggerated. 
proper relations to their companies and regiments and are brought here. 
I know as he does, and as he has said, that when once here they do con- 
tend and use such influences as they can to be retained here. I profess 
and say to the Senator from Illinois that I am not speaking to-day from 
the standpoint of any one of these officers; I do not think the report I 
made before on the bill that is on the Calendar met the wishes of any 
of these officers; but Ido speak for a certainty that I believe the service 
will be seriously crippled if the amendment as proposed is allowed to 
pass, 

As to the proposition of the Senator one word further. It is that 
three officers shall go back this year, and three the next, and three the 
following year. We ought not to allow this thing to remain as it is 
or adopt any amendment that contemplates that it shall remain as it is. 
It ought to be made a separate corps in the Army, having its own offli- 


cers, having no attachment to any regiment in the service, or it ought | 


to be taken out of the Army, one or the other; and I believe at the 
next Congress one or other of those courses will be taken. To one or 
the other I am already pledged. In this interval which is to elapse be- 
fore action can be taken upon the bill or upon any substitute for it, I 
do not believe that it would be best either to send all this back or to 
enter upon a system that in the very nature of it would recognize the 
continuance of the service. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say that the proposition in the bill does 
not mean what Senators claim for it. It is not an attempt to abolish 
the Signal Corps. Iam very glad to hear the Senator from Indiana 
say what he has said. I have believed ever since the Signal Corps at- 
tained the proportions that it has for the last few years, and before, that 
it was improperly organized. I have ever believed that the military 
part of it, so far as signaling is concerned, should be one branch, and 
the civil part of it, so far as the meteorology of it is concerned, should 
be another branch. Not only that, but to-day, and the Senator well 


knows it and so does the Senator from Texas, with all that is said | 


about retaining these officers because they have attained competency, 
they have attained competency in what? I suppose they mean com- 
petency in making calculations. That is what they are employed for. 
Is it not a fact that Professor Abby is employed at a salary of $4,500, 
I believe it is $4,000 any way, to make these computations? If these 








That difficulty is that men are taken from their | 
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Army officers are absolutely necessary, and they understand this service 
and are so competent, why do we appoint as.a professor a civil employé 
and pay him $4,500 for the purpose of making the calculations, 1 
should like to know? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right in saying there is a civil 
employé and a man there entirely skilled in the caleulations, but heis 
wrong in saying, if he meant to say so, that none of the oflicers em 
ployed at the Signal Office in Washington arecompetent. In fact they 
have been trained to it, and do make the computations of the weather, 
the reports and prognostications. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not doubt that, but I say if they are absolutely 
necessary, and if they have become so proficient that their duties can 
not be dispensed with by detailing another person, why do you em- 
ploy a civil employé at so large a salary ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Simply because one man can not do it all 

Mr. LOGAN. Then why not detail another Army officer in place 
of the civilian? It would not cost so much. 

Mr. HARRISON. As to that I understand the fuet to be that the 
professor who is ¢mployed there, who is connected with the service 
and has been connected with it for a great many years, has a very pe 
culiar and special adaptation to that service, and has instructed all 
others who are brought there, and his services are exceedingly valuable 
and can not be dispensed with. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘‘ Exceedingly valuable and can not be dispensed with.”’ 
Then noother man inthe United Statescoulddo it. I thinksome other 
person could do just what he does after a little practice, at any rate 
The argument is made that the service of these officers can not be dis 
pensed with, and at the same time that a civil employé cannot be dis 
pensed with. In other words, nobody can be dispensed with; no one 
else in this country can perform that duty. I pity the educational men 
in this country, I pity the colleges, I pity everything connected witha 
high order of education if no man can be found to make the computa 
tions except the gentlemen who are there in the Signal Office 
the service. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator must not misrepresent my 
He would not do that intentionally. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course I would not 

Mr. HARRISON. Other persons could be found, but there is no pro 
vision of law to find them except by details from the Army 

Mr. LOGAN. If there is a provision of law to find them by details 
from the Army, if that is the way to find them and you have found com 
petent men, why must you have a civil instructor for the Army oflicers 
who have been there from twelve to eighteen yeass? Is not eighteen 
years long enough to learn thisscience, if itisascience? Must we keep 
these officers on service there for eighteen years and then pay high sal- 
aries for professors outside? 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Illinois thinks that the pro 
fessor can be dispensed with it would have been very appropriate for 
him to have reported an amendment to the bill not appropriating the 
salary for him. 

Mr. LOGAN, Ido not 


I pity 


position, 


know whether the gentlemen up there can 
dispense with him or not. The aid seems to be asked for from that 
quarter. I will only say to the Senator that I did not propose to 
report a bill to dispense with a civil employé performing the duties 
that ought to be performed by a civilian. I think these duties ought 
to be performed by civilians; and therefore I introduced a bill to turn 
that part of the bureau over to a civil department, because it to-day is 
under the head of a civilian and not under the head of an Army oflicer, 
except that an officer is detailed merely to give orders and this man 
performs the duty. I think it ought to be in a civildepartment. For 
that reason I reported a bill to do it; but I did not get the aid of the 
Senator when I reported it. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; the Senator did not 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope I shall hereafter. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘That I have explained already 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope I shall have the very valuable services of the 
Senator hereafter in this direction. I hope Senators will come to the 
conclusion finally that Iam nearer right than they thought I was at first. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is often right, but I would not be 
willing to pledge myself now to such a judgment upon his opinion, 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not ask any pledges. I was in hope that the 
Senator’s mind had got a little different turn from what it had before 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I have got some light. 

Mr. LOGAN. Whether this amendment is agreeable to the Senator 
or not it certainly has brought out some reasons from Seaators here in 
reference to this very valuable service. I do not say it is invaluable; 
I say it is a valuable service to the farming community, and to ship 
ping, &c. But while I believe that I do not think it ought to be so ex 
pensive a service. I do not think it ought to be made to appear before 
the country that there is some secret about it so that nobody can perform 
the duties except certain persons who have already been there a great 


| length of time, detailed from the Army, from the duties that belong to 


them there. I hope that at least to some extent has been demonstrated 

I want to say in conclusion that I think it is bad policy to keep men 
detailed from the Army, from the line of their duties, for a great length 
of time 
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Mr. HARRISON. Yet, as I have said to the Senator, he agrees to 
make an exception of Colonel Scott, who is in charge of compiling the 
records of the rebellion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido. 

Mr. HARRISON. That must be upon the idea that Colonel Scottis 
so experienced in the work that no one else could do it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not atall. The Senator has entirely a wrong impres- 
sion. I said that these two exceptions were not in the performance of 
anything that was educational belonging to army service, and therefore 
there was no necessity for one in the Army to know the duty; there 
was no reason why anybody else should learn it, because it ends there. 
It is not a continuous duty; it is not a duty that belongs tothe Army. 
Hence there is nothing in it to learn that would be beneficial to the rest 
of the Army. That is the reason why I am for that; but in this other 
work there is much to operate beneficially in the military branch of it 
to the whole Army. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was just going to ask the Senator what it was 
that the officers would learn in connection with the Signal Service that 
would be beneficial to them as army officers, and how it is that he in- 
sists on the statement that the whole duties are civil and ought to be 
performed by civilians. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senator will at least be moderately fair in 
his statement. 

Mr. HARRISON.  L attempt to be so, undoubtedly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not suppose it was necessary for me to keep re- 
peating what I said in order that the Senator might comprehend. I 
said in the commencement of my argument that a number of these 
duties belong to the Army. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator means the signaling? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, siz; the signaling. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator whether that is not taught 
to every army officer? 

Mr. LOGAN. Not to every army officer. It is taught to all army 
officers who graduate at West Point, and it is taught to all army officers 
who attend the Artillery School. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is taught at Leavenworth also? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is there any officer of the Army who is not 
brought into contact sooner or later with one of those three schools? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; plenty of them. The Senator is mistaken. 
In the first place, all the officers of the Army do not go to West Point 
and therefore do not get the teaching there. In the second place, no one 
goes to the Artillery School unless he has a preference and is detailed 
for it. Only one from a regiment goes to the school at Leavenworth. 

Mr. HARRISON, But is not that detail from the regiment usually 
if not invariably of those officers who have not had the advantage of the 
West Point school, so that officers from civil life are sent there? 

Mr. LOGAN. But there is only one from a regiment who can be de- 
tailed. There is not one officer in twenty in the Army to-day who has 
had the advantage of those teachings. 

Mr. HARRISON. They have had the chance to get it in the Signal 
Service. 

Mr. LOGAN. But why give that opportunity toa few? The de- 
tails are made for the school at Fortress Monroe every two or three years, 
I do not remember the time. They are made, say at Fort Leaven- 
worth, and the advantage is given to all they can by making details, 
but the details do not apply to all the officers of the Army who have 
not had the advantage of West Point. So I said that that part of the 
Signal Service which pertains to military duty ought to be taught, and 
officers ought to be detailed far it, and the rest of it ought to belong to 
a civil department of the Government, because it is not a part of the 
uty of the Army, and never has been, until by just such legislation 
as has been obtained at different times from the Congress of the United 
States, by one line or two lines, they have got this organization until 
now it reaches out and attempts to grasp nearly everything. 

To illustrate the character of legislation we have had, it has not been 
very long since the Commissary Department and the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment of the Army were both open to civilian appointees, because 
as good quartermasters and commissaries as the Army ever had were by 
appointments from civil life, but by one line being inserted in an ap- 
propriation bill a few years ago civilians were cut off from such appoint- 
ments, So it goes until you are locking the doors against every man 
in, this country almost getting inte these bureaus who has not had the 
opportunity to get a military education. Step by step it is being done. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has heard me already say that in the 
bill providing for the reorganization of the Signal Corps entrance into 
the service was distinctly made open to competitive examinations to all 
persons in civil life. 

Mr. LOGAN. We are not discussing that billat this time. Weare 
discussing a proposition to give an opportunity to these men to go back 
once in three years, and other men to come here for the purpose of 
learning to perform the duties that are performed by them. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I } soa tosay. Itis amatter of 
no consequence to me whether the amendment is adopted or not. It is 

a great deal better for the Army, it is a great deal better for the coun- 





try, that we should have at least a little rotation in these things than 
that we should have them permanently in a few hands. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to allow the proviso as it is proposed to be amended by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the origi- 
nal amendment and as proposed to be amended. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out from line 39 
to line 52, inclusive, in the following words: 

And on and after the Ist day of July, 1883, the Lieutenant-General may have 
two ai e-camp, to be selected from officers of the line below the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel; that each major-general may have two aids-de-camp, to be 
selected from the captains or first lieutenants of the line; that-each brigadier- 
general may have one aid-de-camp, to be selected from the first lieutenants of 
the line: Provided, however, No oflicer shall remain absent from his regiment on 
such duty for a longer period than three years: And provided further, That such 
officers so detailed for staff duty shall not have or receive any additional rank 
or pay over and above their regular rank and pay by reason of such detail o: 
assignment to such staff duty. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Provided, That no officer shall remain absent from his regiment on duty at 
Washington city or on the staff of a major-general or a brigadier-general for a 
longer period than three years at any one time, but this provision shall not 
apply to officers on the staff of the Commanding General of the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
addition, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add: 

And that officers on duty in the Signal Corps shall be ordered as follows: 
Four of said officers to be returned during the year 1883, four in the year 1884, 
and four in the year 1885, and others to be detailed in their places. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will supply the words to make that plain. 14 
should read ‘‘ returned to their regiments.”’ 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to state that on the 6th of February I gave 
notice that I should propose to add ‘‘nor to officers of the Army on 
duty with the Signal Corps.’’ I ask if I can offer that amendment 
now to be considered ? 

Mr. HARRISON. 
degree, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would not now be in order as 
an amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MAXEY. I propose to offer it whenever it is in order. I do 
not know when that will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
floor. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have not been able, owing to engage- 
ments on this floor on another important bill, to attend the meetings of 
the Committee on Appropriations quite as much as I have been in the 
habit of doing. But this debate has developed, I think, conclusively, 
the importance of having as little general legislation upon appropriation 
bills aspossible. Wehave had for many years, indeed ever since I have 
been in Congress, more trouble in regard to legislation placed upon ap- 
propriation bills than in regard to anything else; and there has been a 
good deal of crimination and recrimination between the respective par- 
ties growing out of the character of legislation so placed upon appro- 
priation bills. I think it is the feeling of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate, as far as they possibly can, to divest their appro- 
priation bills of all general legislation, and I believe that at this session 
we have endeavored more closely to adhere to that rule than we have 
ever done before. 

Mr. BAYARD. That has been done in the case of the naval aypro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BECK. In the naval appropriation bill the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] having charge of that stripped it as clean or as nearly so 
as he could, and the Senator from Illinois, in charge of this bill, when 
you come to look over it, has stripped it of a’ great deal. I am only 
sorry that he did not content himself with strikingout what the I louse 
had done, because it is not subject to a point of order, and allow these 
complicated questions to come up in bills from the Military Committee, 
of which the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEy], the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. HARRISON], the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAw ry ], 
and himself are distinguished members. 

I confess my utter inability to grapple with those questions. There 
are four or five of us on the Committee on Appropriations whoare very 
well qualified, I think, and I claim to be, to attend to the general mat- 
ters of appropriations for carrying out existinglaw. The Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. we), the chairman of the committee, so far as he ever 
has developed himself, knows but little about army matters. I do not 
think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is a warrior; I 
know that it is the case with neither the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. DAvis] nor myself. As tothe Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALF], 
who is alsoa member, I donot know what his capacities are in that way. 
The others have been soldiers, and I admit that a portion of the com- 
mittee know a good deal about war; but there are four or five of us who 
do not know anything about such things. 

I only rose to protest against going into these questions now. It 
there is anything wrong about the Signal Service let it come up in an 


The Senator from Illinois proposes an 


That would be an amendment in the third de- 
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orderly way. If there is anything wrong about officers being allowed 
to remain at any one place, let that come up on a proposition from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I do hope that the Senate, as we have 
only nine more days remaining of the session, and as we have the sun- 
dry-civil bill, the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, and quite a 
number of important bills to pass, and there will have to be much con- 
ference with committees of the other House, will keep complicated 
questions out of this bill. z ‘ 

I repeat that in all the action of the Committee on Appropriations 
the Senator from Illinois has seemed as anxious to keep clear of general 
legislation as any of us, and I do hope that he will, in this instance, 
when he sees what trouble it is making, let it go. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course I takeall the criticism that may come from 
any person in reference to this provision. The House proposed to strike 
generally at all staff officers and included every officer on detail, pro- 
viding that all should be returned to their commands within three years. 
They struck down the staff officers of the generals of the Army. We 
jnodified that and thought we were doing as little as possibly could be 
‘done, so as to make some medium between the House and Senate, by 
striking all that out and putting merely that portion in which is now 
before the Senate. We thought that was as little as we could do. I 
would much rather have seen the bill come from the House without 
any legislation on it. I did not provoke or suggest this legislation. 
What I did was to try to modify the proposition, which I thought a 
very harsh one, that came from the House. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, only one word more and Iam done. I 
believe that if we advise the gentlemen of the House that under our 
rules we are prohibited from placing any general legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills, when under the rulings of the Senate we are hardly 
allowed to amend even the legislation that they send to us, they will 
generally acquiesce in allowing provisions of general legislation to go 
out, especially as an extra session of Congress will be inevitable if some 
of these important bills fail, and we have made fair provisions for car- 
rying out all the provisions of existing law. I believe it would be 
stronger to take the ground that we can not consider general legislation 
on appropriation bills, especially at this time, in view of the great delay 
that has been had in both Houses over the tariff bill, by striking it out 
altogether, than to eg it in a modified form when the controversy 
comes up between the House and Senate as to which is the better, be- 
canse it will be conceded that something has been done in the way of 
general legislation. I think we had better have none and defend our- 
selves for striking it all out than to argue the question between the 
moditied form presented by the Senate and the still more objectionable 
form presented by the House. I hope the Senator from [linois, 
when he sees the trouble we are getting into, will see that it is best to 
let this 1aatter go, perhaps for this session. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois will remem- 
ber that when this question came up in committee I reserved the right 
to oppose the amendment in the Senate. The more I think of it, the 
more obj -ction I have to this clause. I do not think that the Senate, 
especially upon an appropriation bill, is prepared or has the knowledge 
requisite to take wise action on this subject of administration. It is 
purely a question of administration as to what officers shall be sent to 
one duty or to another duty, as to what officers shall be kept in Wash- 
ington and how long they shall be kept here. Something must be 
trusted in this matter of administration to the Department that has 
charge and jurisdiction of any service or any corps. 

It looks now as if there was an evil in the way of favoritism as to 
officers remaining long in easy and comfortable places; but I know 
enough about the subject to know that in many cases there may be 
special duties that require an Army officer to be kept in Washington 
more than three years. In fact I know enough about it to believe that 
there are some cases where, for the good working of the service, it is 
better that an officer should stay here three, six, nine, or even twelve 
years, or without limit. All of that should be largely left, I repeat, to 
the Department asa matter of administration. If it is to be revised, then 
I agree fully with the Senator from Kentucky that the Military Com- 
mittee, with the Senator from Illinois at its head, should take up de- 
liberately the whole subject-matter of the Signal Service, its relation 
to the Army, its relation to the reports upon the weather, of so much 
value to the industrial interests of the country, and frame a bill, and 
on let us consider the matter upon such a bill and upon such a re- 
port. 
Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not like to have the assertion made so often that 
the Military Committee should consider these questions and report upon 
them. I have introduced bills at every Congress that has met since I 
have been in the Senate on these subjects, and I have never been able 
to have one considered yet. 
coming from the Military Committee on these very subjects that have 


never been permitted to beconsidered. I do not like to have that said 
all the time in view of the fact I state. 
Mr. HALE. I am not in any way finding fault with the dutiesand | 


the industry of the Military Committee, but certainly somewhere there | 


To-day, on the table of the Senate are bills | 
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| has got to be a set and determined opposition to appropriation bills 
| being made the vehicle for general legislation. My experience at the 
| last session led me to believe, as I do now, that the committee itself 
| must take that step; that it must resist legislation upon appropriation 
bills. Otherwise other committees will become remiss and will de- 
pend upon putting their provisions upon appropriation bills, and not 
only will that be theevil, but in the end the Appropriations Committee 
itself, which has great duties legitimately intrusted to it, will be broken 
down. The fact that committees report and can not get their bills upon 
the Calendar considered ought not to be any reason why at last they 
should be tacked upon appropriation bills 

Mr. LOGAN. This provision was not tacked upon an appropriation 
bill by the committee. This is a proposition that came from the House 
and which was modified by the Committee on Appropriations. The 
Senate had nothing to do with putting it on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has made it a great deal better than the 
House made it. He has, as he says, simply moditied the House action. 
In the naval appropriation bill, where the Senator was with me on the 
sub-committee, we not only did that but we went further; we not only 
struck out every particle of legislation that the House had put upon 
that bill, but we refused to report in any manner that legislation, simply 
putting ourselves upon the ground that we would report a bill to main 
tain the naval establishment and to build up anew Navy. There is 
notanother thing upon the naval appropriation bill as reported but that 
I wish the Army bill was just like that. The Senator has gone very 
far toward it, but not quite far enough, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, as I consented to perhaps all these 
various forms of amendment in committee, I feel as though I ought to 
say something about the reasons which justified me in that consent. 
I will say, however, that my proposition goes further a great deal than 
that made by the Senator from Illinois. I believe in absolutely cut 
ting off all details at a certain time, and I believe in doing that as a 
matter of legislation, because the legislation must control as it ought 
to control the Army, because in atime of peace it needs that control 
more than it does in timeof war. It assimilates itself more and mort 
in peace to the civil department of the Government and ought to come 
more directly under legislative control, when we do not need the auto- 
craticcortrol of one man, whom we make responsible for the movements 
and the operations of the Army, and must give him power in accord- 
ance with his responsibility. 

In the first place, I was in favor of this proposition forthe very reason 
that it is going totake men out of the Signal Service Corps, not because I 
dislike that corps, but because they are among the most conspicuous ex- 
amples as I think of the evils of the system of continuous detail. There 
are men in that corps who have been there for seventeen or eighteen 
years. I do not know a single one of them; I do not know that I am 
familiar even with theirnames. I mention that toshow that there can 
be nosuspicion that I have any personal ill-will toward any one of them. 

I want to say in regard to the head of the bureau, that he is a man 
who, asa soldier, was entitled to, as he has received, the plaudits of his 
countrymen. Noreputation, I think, is fairer than his, and the only 
thing that his country has ever done that I think was against him 
was putting him at the head of the Signal Corps. He came here fresh 
from service in the field, from the command of an army, and was put 
at the head of a bureau insignificant in its ordinary and local scope, 
comparatively speaking, and ill suited to a man of the active habit 
which had characterized General Hazen during all the years of his man- 
hood. Fromthat has grown up the incongruity of the bureau itself as 
a branch of the military establishment—and the question as to what its 
duties were—the mere perfunctory kind of duties properly lodged with 
it, and the fact thatit embraced civilians in its office as well as enlisted 
men and a few oflicers all contributed to that, out of which has grown 
a mess humiliating to this able and gallant man, humiliating to some 
extent to all of us, in that it has involved in the way it has done the 
administration of that bureau. 

Certain things that have recently come under my observation lead me 
to believe that these men should be taken away and sent to their com- 
panies, where in the contemplation of the law they are needed, without 
in any way impairing the efficiency of the service. I have in my hand 
a joint resolution which I will ask the Secretary toread. I will preface 
the reading by stating that the resolution was drawn, I am informed 
by good authority, in the Signal Service Bureau, and I offer it now for 
the purpose of showing something of what that bureau is doing and of 
| the men who ate in its employment and where they have been employed. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Sec- 
| retary will read the joint resolution. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 





Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Public Printer 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind, for the use of the Signal Office, 
2,000 copies of a report on the meteorology, geography, botany, and zoology of 
Alaska, by Lucian M. Turner; also, 2,000 copies of a report on the same subjects 
| and on the ethnology of Alaska, by E. W. Nelson; and 2,000 copies of a report 
| of observations on Mount Whitney relative to the absorption of the sun's heat 
| by the earth’s atmosphere, by Professor Langley; and he is also authorized to 
contract for the illustrations. 


Mr. PLUMB. It appears from that, on the face of it at all events, 
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that these eminent scientific civilians are in the employ of the General 
Government, and that they have had so much time that the personnel 


of that establishment is so much in excess of any requirement neces- | 


sary to report the weather in the sections of the country where agri- 
culture exists, where the people raise crops, where they sail ships car- 
rying the commerce of this country, that they have been in Alaska, not 
reporting, I take it, the weatherout in that country, because that would 
ve a matter of very minor consequence, but working up the ethnology, 
the botany, the meteorology, and so on of that remote and I have no 
doubt very interesting section of country. That is in no way asI think 
cognate tothe service, and in no way embraced within the proper pur- 
view of its duties. More than all that, it is traversing the direct line 
which is being traversed by another Department of the Government. 
If it is true that these three men could be detailed for duty in Alaska, 
if they are of that eminent character which would appear from their 
characterization by the Department in the draft of this joint resolu- 
tion, then certainly they could safely be brought home and put upon 
some duty here that they are qualified to fill, and these Army officers 
could be sent back to the companies which they have not seen for 
fifteen or eighteen years, and where according to the theory of the law 
they are necessary, or the places which they have so long abandoned 
would have been abolished by law. 

I believe in short details where details are necessary, on account of 
the regard I have for the Army itself, for what I believe is its best in- 
terest, and I am unwilling that we should keep up an Army as a basis 
cither for existing operations of a military kind or as a foundation to 
be built on hereafter in the case of an emergency if the country shall 
need great bodies of troops, and then constantly deplete it and break 
up its organization by detailing men for the performance of civil duty 
upon any theory whatever. 

I do not believe it is possible that there will be found within the 
limits of the Army, well officered as it is, any men so well qualified 
for the discharge of any duty but that some person in civil life equally 
well qualified can be found. If he is well qualified, then the Army 
has the more need of him, for he possesses the special qualifications 
fitting him for the duties which he is discharging in the Army and he 
should be kept there in order to make the Army, which is to be our 
reliance in case of need, all the better for his presence there. If we 
draw them out we are constantly depreciating the value of the Army. 

I believe that these Army officers should be detailed for some pur- 
pose outside, but when they have made their tour of duty they ought 
to go back, in order that the Army may have the benefit of that tour 
of duty and of the enlargement of their faculties by reason of it. I 
think that detailing officers for a long time begets in them the idea that 
they are not a proper part of the military establishment. It begets in 
them the idea, which to some extent has been made manifest recently, 
that they are an integral part of the Government in a sphere so im- 
portant that the Government can not get along without them. 

1 do not believe that there is anything that these men are doing but 
what could be done as readily or nearly as readily by an abundance of 
men already in the service of a much lower rank. The information 
which we rely upon for the purpose of telling of the existence or the 
coming of storms is after all transmitted to this central bureau by the 
enlisted men of that corps, some five hundred in number, and by men 
on duty at the various posts throughout the United States which have 
been made signal stations, where the meteorological conditions of any 
particular moment made necessary are transmitted to the office at Wash- 
ington, where the functionsare to gather them up and retransmit them to 
all portions of the country and make certain deductions from them which 
may be said to convey some indication of coming conditions of the 
weather. 

I do not believe that this generally requires the exercise of any very 
great ability. I would say if I were not somewhat modestly inclined 
that I believe some officers who have gone into that corps within the 
last tawvo years are as well qualified todischarge the highest functions of 
it as some of those men who have been there for fifteen years. I believe 
if the average Army officer should be drawn in there he would become 
quite as familiar with what is necessary to be done as a corps of intel- 
ligent civilians, that we donot get rid of atall, who are there constantly; 
and the corps is constantly increasing. 

The general question having been touched on, I desire to say that I 
think it is an anomaly to have an institution of this kind connected 
with the War Department. I hope the time will never come in this 
country when we shall have an army enlisted and kept up for the pur- 
poses of place, when we shall have the agents of destruction waiting as 
hand-maids upon the interests of production, when the question of the 
course of storms and of the meteorology which affects the growing crops 
and all the great and vast civil interests of this people shall be dealt out 
to them by the man with the musket. I want the Army kept within 
its true limits, and in the performance of its true functions in time of 
peace, taking a back seat and coming to the front only when there is 
lighting to be done. 

This bureau ought to go to the Department of Agriculture. It is the 
hand-maid of agriculture and ofcommerce. While I think its benefits 
have been extolled more highly than they deserve, at the same time it 
is probably a growing science. We are probably upon the threshold of 
discoveries in connection with it which are of the greatest importance. 








At all events it is an interesting and valuable field; we can afford to 
enter upon it and to spend considerable sums of money for the develop- 
ment of this science and for the record of current events which throw 
light upon it, in the interest, however, of commerce and of agriculture, 
not for the purpose of making a place for anybody, not for the pur- 
pose of providing easy berths for Army officers or anybody else, but al! 
the time keeping it within the performance of its true functions. 

The joint rosolution patood. x as I said, by the Signal Corps illus- 
trates the inevitable tendency of things, which can only be corrected by 


legislation. Here is a bureau performing duties already of the Agri- 
cultural Department. Iam informed that some time since one of the 


civilians in that corps applied to the Secretary of War for transportation 
to attend a forestry convention at Cincinnati, and on being asked why 
he desired to go to that forestry convention as a member of the Si:mal 
Corps he replied that forestry was intimately connected with the scicnce 
of meteorology or that meteorology was intimately connected with for- 
estry. Thus at one single step this institution was proposing to grasp 
to itself one of the most important and useful functions of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask him a qnestion ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator calls attention to what undoubtedly is an 
abuse, the stretching out of a bureau or department and seeking to ag- 
grandize itself and totake toitself subjects-matter that do not belong to 
it. Iagree with him fully that the Signal Service ought not to have 
anything to do with experimentsin Alaska and inother places to which 
he has referred; but he says that that shows illustratively the need 
of legislation. Let me ask him whether the remedy is not by legisla 
tion, but by refusing to appropriate money? The remedy, Lagree with 
him, is with the Committee on Appropriations. If this bureau or any 
bureau goes outside of its proper vocation and seeks to build itself up 
at the expense of taking from others, the remedy is in our refusing to 
appropriate money, confining them in the sums that we appropriate to 
what will be sufficient to perform their legitimate duty, and we do not 
need any legislation. To cut off the supplies will cure that trouble. 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from Maine suggests, that undoubt- 
edly is the most obvious way of reaching it, and I cheerfully admit that 
the proposition of the Senator from Illinois is only an incident to this 
main one; but the discussion has taken a wile range. We have dis- 
cussed the Signal Corps, and for the purpose of opposing the amendment 
or putting it before the Senate in such a way that it should not be 
adopted, that corps has been applauded and the work of those men has 
been sought to be put in such a position of importance as that they are 
not to be touched. I reply to that simply by saying that this depart- 
ment is doing what it ought not to do; that it has got more agencies 
already than it ought te have; and that therefore if we propose to take 
away some of the men who are detailed to it we are not in any way 
infringing upon its lawful prerogative. 

The answer of the Senator from Illinois to the question about legisla- 
tion, it seems to me, while perhaps not entirely conclusive in taking 
this proposition without the rule, is justified by the fact that the House 
sent us a proposition touching upon the general subject. Two methods 
were left open to the committee in treating it. One was to take it out 
entirely either upon the ground that the legislation proposed was totally 
unwise, or upon the ground that if possible no legislation should be 
permitted upon an appropriation bill; the other was that it should be 
amended so as to make it conform tothe views of the committee, in the 
hope that those views might in time become the views of the Senate in 
regard to the subject-matter. That is a question in which I agree in 
the main with the Senator from Maine. I think there is no dissent from 
it, but I call his attention to the fact that the most effectual way of 
reaching propositions of this kind is through a money bill. 

In many ways we are compelled to touch upon them. There is « 
world of detail in legislation which will never be incorporated by sub- 
stantive bills, by bills introduced for that particular purpose. There 
are things that come to the attention in investigations subsidiary or 
connected with the appropriation of money which themselves would 
not constitute the substance practically of a separate measure, but 
which being grouped with other measures and put together make a 
bill having form and substance and dimensions sufficient to attract the 
attention of the Senate, which considered in a separate measure would 
lead to a world of discussion, and the Senate would lose itself in the 
matter of detail merely, and thus nothing would be accomplished 
Many things will necessarily be touched upon in this way which could 
not be touched upon otherwise. ; 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me to! 
a question for information, as he is a member of the same committee” 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to know something about the present 
status of the business in the Signal Corps. May I inquire of that Sena- 
tor whether there is not the authority of law now for the transference 
of officers who are to-day conducting the affairs of that department to 
other fields of duty? If the superintendent of the Signal Service 1s 
placed there as such superintendent, does it carry with it the idea that 
he is to be a permanent officer located there, and that he is not subject 
to transference? 

Mr. PLUMB. 


As I understand it, the Secretary of War, who origi- 
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| 
nally made these details upon the request of the Chief of the Signal | 
Service, has the same power to turn them into their regiments that he 
had to put them there. This is a direction to him to do that which he 
has now authority by law to do. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Was he not also appointed and confirmed by 
the Senate as the superintendent of that particular corps? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Chief Signal Officer is beyond the power of re- 
moval of anybody except in the manner provided in the Articles of War. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. IfI do not interfere too much with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, I wish to say that I was very much impressed with 
the logic of the Senator from Illinois. It does seem to me that the his- 
tory of that department is such that the argument of the Senator from 
Illinois ought to be very convincing. Theideathata man being placed 
at the head of that department occupies a position that no other man 
on earth could fill is to my mind a very peculiar idea. We have had 
the experience in the father, so to speak, of the Signal Service, the man 
who originated it, who had done everything for it almost to build it 
up. He has since died and somebody else has been appointed in his 
&tead, and we have no knowledge that the business of that office is not 

ing and proceeding in a very satisfactory way. 

But there are other things connected with it. There are scandals 
that have grown up, defalcations have occurred, and some of the Signal 
Service officers are to-day fugitives. I believe that if the reeommenda- 
tions of the Senator from I]linois were carried out we should have less 
defaleation; we should have less scandal; we should have new blood, 
new officers with new ideas, if you please, to take the place of the older 
ones who have been there long enough to engineer and to originate 
schemes of plunder which the experience of the past has shown to have 
taken place in that department. 

Therefore it is that I believe the proper place to make this legisla- | 





tion is where you are appropriating money for that department, and it | 
should be moved right here upon this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not care to enter into the question suggested by 
the Senator from New Jersey, nor had ] any reason to suppose that 
there was anything wrong in the administration of the department so 
far as it affected the integrity of its chief or any of his subordinates. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I know that, and I referred to it to show that 
it has not lost its virtue and its intelligence because one man had died 
and another had been put in his place. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a very fair consideration. I do not believe | 
the bureau would lose if its entire personnel should be changed in six 
months; butI say now, in regard to the question of where this legislation 
should be done, we are confronted with a condition of things in which 
we are to do something or nothing at the close of ashort session of Con- 
gress, and we shall continue to be confronted with conditions of this 
kind hereafter. It has been found almost impossible, in many of these 
minor things at least, where legislation should be had, to secure it ex- 
cept in connection with appropriation bills. 

It is probably proper that the Military Committee should consider 
this question, but why the Military Committee more than the Agri- 
cultural Committee, or why the Agricultural Committee more than the 
Public Lands Committee? On various propositions they should go first 
to the Agricultural Department, then to the Interior Department, and 
soon. The Military Committee, as I happen to know from my service 
on it, finds its time almost wholly taken up in the consideration of per- 
sonal grievances, bills to restore officers to rank which they have lost, 
to positions which in some way have escaped them, to rectify all that 
body of evils, which these people see more clearly than anybody else, 
which affect their rank ortheir pay. I venture to appeal to every mem- 
ber of that committee if three-quarters of his time is not occupied, and 
necessarily occupied according to the rules and requirements of the Sen- 
ate, in the consideration of matters which affect not the administration 
of the Army at large in its organization, but simply the grievances of 
its personnel. And unless we can have a thorough understanding that 
this class of cases shall take the background, and that the Military Com- 
mittee shall address itseif to matters of Army organization and the | 
Naval Committee to matters of naval organization, to the exclusion of | 
these quarrels and bickerings about rank and grade, actual and rela- 
tive, the Military Committee will never originate any bill which will 
pass the Senate reorganizing the Army or introducing any reform in it; 
neither will the Naval Committee do a similar service for the Navy, 
and so on all around, more or less, we come to concern ourselves about 
those things which are personal and not general; and until we turn our 
backs upon the whole policy it will be left to the last moment to put 
legislation of importance upon appropriation bills or simply to say that 
by reason of the arbitrary enforcement of the rule (founded in reason, 
it is true) we shall submit to evils that we labor under rather than at- 
tempt to cut them off by violating a rule of the Senate, wholesome of | 
course as it is, but at the same time liable in its enforcement to lead to 
unjust results. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the point of order that I suggested is to be sus- 

this debate is simply superfluous. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will waive the point for a few | 
moments. I wish to submit a few considerations. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as a member of the sub-committee 
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of the Committee on Military Affairs which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Texas, it has been my duty to consider this subject more 
or less at intervals for several months; and there is upon the Calendar, 
as we have been reminded already, a billsubstantially reorganizing the 


| Signal Corps, a bill that in its general features I heartily approve. 


There is no doubt whatever that the status of that corps requires 
thorough investigation and definite establishment. 
anomalous condition. It has two classes of duties which need not be 
conjoined. Oneof them pertainsalone tothe conveyance of intelligence 
by signals, by flags by day and by lights by night. There is nothing 
in that which requires the establishment of a separate corps or aseparate 
school of instruction. All that can be taught at the several military 
establishments at West Point, at Leavenworth, and at Fortress Monroe, 
and it also can be taught in the field or at the leading garrisons, and 
bright young men can learn in a very few weeks to make excellent sig- 
nal officers. The two things ought to be detached. 

It is not a question just now upon this bill and upon this special 
amendment as to what ought to be done. We know very well what 
ought to be done. The two should be separated, and the observations 
of the weather and prophecies concerning it ought to be made an en- 
tirely separate branch. They might be retained in an organization 
that would make a sort of wing of the Army, a semi-detached wing ot 
the Army, and they might be put in one of the civilian departments of 
the service. 

But the range that the discussion has taken shows that it is utterly 
impossible to reach the real roots and merits of this service upon an ap 
propriation bill, and we are touching only one of the small minor evils 
of which complaint has been made, and are not meeting the necessities 
of the case. It is more or less an embarrassment that a young subaltern 


It is in a somewhat 


| officer should be detached from his company or regiment and sent away 


for avery considerable time on a business, no matter what it is, scientific 


| or otherwise, but it is comparatively speaking a small evil, because if 


there be acaptain of artillery in the Signal Service now, those of us who 
have had experience know that in time of peace his duty at any one ot 
the artillery posts along the shore can be perfectly well performed by a 
lieutenant of his company. 

In objecting to the amendment in question, I do it not for the good 
of these young men, however excellent they may be in character, how 
ever meritorious; not in respect to their record; I do it for the sake of 
a great establishment of inestimable value to the whole country, com 
mercially and agriculturally, forthe pending amendment would return 
to his regiment or to his command every single officer of the Signal 
Service Corps who for several years has made one of its daily 
tions. 

There is a civilian professor to whom reference has been-made. For 
several years he has not made a weather prediction. He is a man of 
great scientific acquirements in his particular way and is considered of 
inestimable value in the Signal Corps, but he does not make the weather 
observations. I repeat, and I ask the few Senators who take an inter 
est in this subject to remember, that the passage of this amendment 
would detach from that service and return to some local command away 
from Washington every officer who for many years has made one of the 
weather observations. It is quite useless it seems to me, I do not say 
ridiculous, to assert that anybody can learn these things in a few days 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not proposed to return them all at once 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I knowtheSenator from Illinois has offered a modi 
fication of that; but I am referring to the amendment, as it stands in 
the printed bill. It certainly does not accord with any man’s experi 
ence in any business in the world to say that a young man can be 
brought here and taught this business in a very short time. It can not 
bedone. Itis not alone a matterof taking the record of the barometer 
and thermometer and of the wind-gauge and all that every day; it is 
the rapid and simultaneous collection of these observations from points 
all over the country, and upon them, after long study and long experi 
ence, basing some sort of estimate of what the weather is likely to be 
within the next eight or twelve or twenty-four hours. As to the value 
of this service the testimony is utterly incontestible and overwhelming 

Reference has been made to the resolutions passed favoring the con- 
tinuance of the corps by various boards of trade and chambers of com 
merce, &c., as if they had all been stimulated by letters written from 
the headquarters of the corps. They come in abundance, freely given. 
I know it has been disclosed that some of these officers have of them- 
selves asked that these things be said, but they have been said by 
boards of trade and others with entire heartiness and perfect unanimity 
and have been sent without solicitation or suggestion; and any man 
who desires to know what the opinion of the commercial world is about 
this service can very easily obtain it by a very little correspondence. 

Of course there are minor abuses 
dences of lack of tact and skill. 


obser 1 


- of course there have been evi 
The disclosure of personal errors upon 


| the part of some of these officers has nothing to do with the great value 


of the general service. 

Reference was made by the Senater from Kansas to a resolution re 
ferred to the Committee on Printing for the publication of certain 
reports upon the entomology, &c., of Alaska, as if (one was compelled 
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to infer from his remarks) an officer salaried by the Government had 
been detailed from his natural duties in the Signal Corps to go to 
Alaska to make these inquiries. Now, these are the very simple facts: 
The Smithsonian Institution inquired whether at a signal station in 
Alaska there were not men qualified to make some of these inquiries, 
or they may have been sent there upon ordinary duty; they were privates 
in the corps; and it was at the request and suggestion of the Smith- 
sonian Institution that these young men wrote these treatises and did 
this work. 

Whether those things should be printed or not is a matter for the 
Smithsonian Institution to judge. It had better take them and print 
them as part of its own work. If it is part of its own work it is not 
part of the Signal Service business either to collect that kind of in- 
formation or print it; but inasmuch as the duties of the private at 
stations require him only a portion of the day, and require exact, faith- 
ful, perfect performance of his duty at that time and full reports upon 
it afterward, there is no harm whatever, but, on the contrary, good, if 
this young man has a taste for some of the natural sciences, in having 
him record his observations at the same time. There was no neglect 
of duty, and there was no special detachment, as I have been informed, 
for this matter came before the Printing Committee some time ago, and 
I have heard about it at different times. There was no neglect of duty 
and no special detachment in the performance of the service. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? I 
did not hear all his statement, but I think I understand the scope of 
it. ‘Then I understand this proposition is simply to print something 
which the Senator thinks was properly acquired ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there was no harm in these young men, sta- 
tioned where they were, devoting a part of their time to the study and 
accumulation of information of that description. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I wanted to make an adverse criticism on this 
corps, | would take the Senator from Connecticut’s and not my own, 
because this information having been obtained entirely apart from their 
Signal Service duty it becomes necessary to have a lot of it printed for 
the use of the Signal Corps. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not think it was. My opinion is that resolu- 
tion sleeps and will sleep in the Committee on Printing, and if the in- 
formation should be printed, the Smithsonian Institution will have to 
attempt it within its own proper sphere. That shows, I think, that 
there was no abuse of the service in that particular matter. We have 
pending a bill which goes over all this subject, and if that bill can not 
be acted on now, it would not be a bad thing to require some small 
committee to look into the whole subject during the vacation and pre- 
sent a bill, for there isa demand and a desire that this corps should be 
put upon its proper foundation and permanently and definitely organ- 
ized. It is now jn an unsatisfactory condition, because it gives rise to 
various dissatisfactions and grumblings and criticisms. Any corps, I 
do not care what it is, will have some man who is unwise in it at times, 
who will bring criticism, but these criticisms, undoubtedly arising from 
real defects, extend over that which is of itself meritorious and ought 
to be continued. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senator from Connecticut if in the inves- 
tigation which the sub-committee made of this service the fact of evils 
growing out of the long details was not taken into careful consideration 
hy that committee and attempted to be provided against in the bill 
reported ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly; but I do not know that I will go fur- 
ther. Ido not know but that I would organize a corps in such a way 
as to contemplate permanency of service in it just as we do in the En- 
gineer Corps. You might as well say you could detail men from time 
to time to serve as engineers. So you could, and they would do some- 
thing, but they would make a botch of it. Every army in the world, 
as a matterof pride, has classes of very high scientitic attainments in cer- 
tainspecial lines; andit is quite rightweshoulddoit. Weshould have 
eminent engineers, but I am not quite sure that the Signal Corps ought 
not to be entirely detached from the line of the Army, so that when a 
man was put there, either by appointment or promotion, from a sergeant 
(as is now provided for to a certain extent; two a yearare allowed to go 
from sergeants, to be examined and be made second-lieutenants) he 
should stay. The whole of them should be drawn by selection from 
civil lite or by detachment from the Army, if they like this service and 
wre attached to it, so as to make them entirely independent. I would 
organize them asaspecial branch, and leave no possibility of complaint 
hereafter about detaching men from their several regiments. 

But I beg the Senate not to make this bureau entirely useless by this 
amendment, certainly as was originally reported by the committee, or 
to inflict a serious injury upon it by the requirement even of these de- 
tachments from year to year. You might almost as well tell me that 
my old and venerable friend, Dr. Peters, now at Clinton, New York, 
where he has been many years mapping out the stars and where he has 
tliscovered more asteroids than any other astronomer, could be very 
well replaced by some young student. 

After that young man had pursued the same kind of work for ten, 
fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five years, he wnt he might not, be as 
good as Dr. Peters. You can not avoid ledging that there is 
such a thing as special qualification and an inestimable value in long 








study and devotion to a subject, and this matter of weather observa- 
tion may be worth 50 in the 100, or it may be worth 80 in the 100, as 
it is now, or it may be worth 90 in the 100, but if you are in the habit 
of changing men frequently it will be worth no more, or hardly as much 

as a good old farmer's guess, because he has been all his life long look. 
ing at the winds and clouds, and makes a good estimate for his locality 
of the weather for the next twenty-four hours. If you are to cover 
wide region and have it done with any scientific accuracy at all you 
must devote men to it. 4 

I shall therefore, certainly with a view to the good of this branch of 
the service, and not because I have any pets or care for the purposes of 
the public service what becomes of or to what sphere of duty these youn 
men go, but because I regard the public benefit, oppose any interfer- 
ence whatever with that corps upon this bill, and I will be ready to- 
morrow to take up the bill on the Calendar for its reorganization. 

I will add just one word more, which I always say when I have an op- 
portunity, that I am the unyielding opponent of general legislation upon 
appropriation bills. It is the delenda est Carthago which I shall always 
utter when this question comes up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, about four years ago the President of 
the United States interposed his negative to the passage of an Army 
appropriation bill, and the reason given in his veto message was that it 
contained features of general legislation. I thought then and think now 
it was an unwarranted exercise of his power; it was a criticism upon 
the form of legislation, a matter with which, I think, he ought to have 
nothing to do; but notwithstanding it was beneficial in this respect, 
that it pointed at a vicious form of legislation. An appropriation bill 
ought to be nothing but the machinery to find money to carry out ex- 
isting laws. That is all that it is intended to be, and the rule of the 
Senate, I think, will sustain the point in this case that this is a viola- 
tion, this being a general appropriation bill, because it proposes general 
legislation which, the rule says, shall not be received upon an appro- 
priation bill. i therefore think it is not worth while to delay by debat: 
on this subject. 

This apparently will take from those who administer the Army and 
control it all discretion as to the permanence of any officer in his place 
of duty in the Departments at Washington. It makes it mandatory 
that they shall be removed after a certain period. Now, as far as | 
know, the common sense of mankind has digested the wisdom of good 
government into a very common phrase, to get the right man in thi 
right place; and how can you get him there without testing him and 
trying him, and when he is found there he certainly ought not to lx 
disturbed. This amendment proposes to unship all details not only fo 
the Signal Service, of which I know very little of the merits or deme: 
its of the individuals concerned, but also for the Engineer Corps, and 
there may be others of which I know nothing, but the principle which 
includes the one ought to be applicable to the others. 

I do not think an appropriation bill is the proper vehicle for a change 
of the legislation on this subject. I would not have uttered my own 
judgment against that of Senators of more experience in respect to the 
wisdom of rotation in station by officers of the Army, but it certainl 
is new legislation which makes very wide and sweeping changes witli- 
out the proper notification which should accompany it. Therefore | 
have raised the point of order. It has been before the Chair to decide 
since I did raise it, and why it has been debated I can not tell, though 
I have no special objection to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
Chair understood the Senator from Delaware to withdraw the point of 
order for the time being. That was the cause of the discussion pro- 
gressing. If the Senator now makes the point of order, the Chair will 
dispose of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to be allowed to say a few words in refer- 
ence to what has been said. 

Mr. BAYARD. The point of order is made on the amendment of 
the Senator, and then I trust the Senate will sustain the committee in 
striking out the words they have proposed to strike from the House 
bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Just one word. I did not expect this to go through 
without opposition. I do not know that anybody will vote for it; that 
is a matter I care very little 2bout. Ihave done my duty in reference 
to it. I have reported several Army bills to the Senate, and I notice 
that whenever legislation is on an Army bill that is in the direction a 
Senator thinks right there is no objection made to it; but if there is a 
proposition on an Army bill that is in a direction where some Senator 
thinks it strikes somebody that probably he would rather not have 
touched, then there is objection to it because it is on an appropriation 
bill. 

Now, I desire to answer the argument of the Senator from Delaware 
in a very few words. He says that the experience of mankind has 
proven that where you find the right man in the right place he must be 
kept there. The experience of monarchies has found that to be their de- 
cision, but the experience of republican forms of govenment has not found 
that to be correct. According to that theory the Senator, being an 
eminently wise man, would remain in the Senate forever, for experience 
has shown that he is qualified to perform the duties. According to the 
theory of the Senator a President of the United States who suits the 
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people should be permitted to remain in that position during life. You 
can not apply one principle to the Army and insist that it is right and 
not apply it elsewhere. I totally disagree with the doctrine that no 
man is qualified to perform the duties of an office except somebody who 
has been tested. It is repugnant to the doctrine of equality of men and 
equal rights among men to perform these duties whenever they are se- 
lected to do it if they are qualified to do it. 

I have nothing further to say except that this is a fair proposition to 
let these men go out after serving three years and let somebody else 
come in in their place. A part of them would be there over twenty 
years under this amendment. Those who have been there seventeen 
years would remain three years longer, and if twenty years is not long 
enough to make a detail from the Army, in God’s name I want you to 
tell me how long you want them detailed for. 

Senators on the right insist upon a bill that they have on the Calen- 
dar which will die on the 4th of March. That, they think, should be 
investigated and passed. Everybody in the Senate knows it will never 
be touched; it will never be reached; it will never be called up; and 
the Senators themselves will not call it up, for they will not have the 
opportunity. Every one knows that. 

There is not a Senator here who can say that rotation in reference to 
this branch of the service ought not to exist, and the Senator from 
Delaware is entirely mistaken in reference to this amendment apply- 


ing to the Engineer Corps. It does not apply to the Engineer Corps at 
all. Men are not detailed in Washington city from the Engineer 


Corps as contemplated in this bill. They are operated under a very 
different law, a law organizing them, making them a permanent estab- 
lishment. They are detailed under an entirely different branch of the 
law from this. 

Now I am ready to have the decision of the Chair in reference to 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware has raised 
the point of order upon the amendment offered by the Committee on 
Appropriations that it is objectionable to Rule 29. The Secretary will 
read the first paragraph of Rule 29. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as folows: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under that the Chair holds that this 
is general legislation to a general appropriation bill, and therefore the 
point of order is well taken. 

The committee propose to strike out from line 39, commencing with 
the word ‘‘and,”’ to the word ‘‘duty,’’ in line 52, inclusive. That 
amendment is in order. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 82, after the word ‘‘ men,’’ to 
strike out: 

And section 1306 of the Revised Statutes is hereby soamended as to strike out 


the word “ fifty,’’ where it occurs in said section, and in lieu thereof inserting 
the word “five.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 86, to insert: 

Provided, That commissioned officers of the Army not above the rank of cap- 
tain may make deposits with any Army paymaster, not to exceed for any one 
year one-half of their annual salary ; said deposits, on sums not less than $50), to 
draw % per cent. interest, payable when withdrawn: And provided further, That 
any officer making deposits may draw the same on his check whenever the 
accumulations shall amount to a sum equal to gne year’s salary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 95, after the word “shortest,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ through ’’ and insert ‘‘ usually traveled;’’ and in line 96, 
before the word “‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five,’’ and insert 
“eighty;”’ so as to read: 


For mileage of officers of the Army for travel, over shortest usually traveled 
routes, not to exceed $180,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 98, after the word ‘‘ shortest,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ through ’’ and insert ‘‘ usually traveled;’’ so as to read: 


And from and after the passage of this act mileage of officers of the Army shall 
be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes between the points named 
in the order, and the necessity for such travel in the military service shall be cer- 
tified to by the officer issuing the order and stated in said order. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 103, before the word “‘ contract,’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ not exceeding eighty;’’ so as to read: 


For miscellaneous expenses, to wit: Hire of not exceeding eighty contract 
surgeons and one hundred and sixty hospital-matrons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 104, after the word * hospital- 
matrons,’’ to insert: 

Provided, 
abolished. 

Mr. BAYARD. That amendment is obnoxious to Rule 29, and I 
raise the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not object to the Senator’s raising the point of 
order; of course I have no right to do so; but I should like to give to 


That the office of assistant surgeon-general of the Army is hereby 
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the Senate the reason. Objection being made to the bill as recom- 
mended here, it is taken for granted that I have put something very 
obnoxious in it. I notice the Senate passed over three or four amend- 
ments that were legislation that the Senator did not object to. It only 
shows what I said a while ago that where legislation happens to strike 
at something that is unfavorably considered by Senators they object to 
it, and where it does not they do not. The reason for this | will give 
in a very few words. 

The Medical Department of the Army has in it to-day 

Mr. BAYARD. May I say to the honorable Senator that it is not a 
question of the merits or demerits of the proposition? It is that upon 
an appropriation bill this amendment is not proper. In the language 
of the rule, it *‘ shall not be received.’’ It would be pertinent upon a 
bill to reorganize the Army. Then I should listen with a great deal 
of respect to the opinion of the Senator upon such subjects; but 
objection is to the form of the proposition. 

Mr. LOGAN. I see what the Senator's objection is. I was only as- 
tonished that he did not make the point on other items, where legisla 
tion much more important than this was on the bill and was adopted. 

In the Medical Corpsof the Army, witha very few officers there is one 
brigadier-general and there are six colonels. ‘There is not a corps and 
never was and never will be again with such rank as belongs to the Med 
ical Corps of the Army, and such an expensive organization. The oflice 
of assistant surgeon-general is conceded by every one who has any 
knowledge of the corps to be absolutely without any reason. It is now 
vacant, and for the purpose of saving the Government $4,000 a year we 
thought it proper to let the office not be filled, and that isall there is ot 
it. It does not turn anybody out of office. It merely abolishes thi 
office and leaves one brigadier-general and five colonels in the Medical 
Corps. 

There is one vacancy. We thought to save $4,000 where ther 
no necessity whatever for the office as the Secretary of War and every 
body else admits who has any knowledge on the subject here 
necessity for it whatever. We thought it would be a 
Government and would be in the line of economy to abolish it and not 
appoint anybody to fill the place. If there is any vicious legislation 
in that, which is saving something to the Government by not filling an 
office that there is no reason for in the world, I should like to know it 

I wish to say further that I have a letter in my possession now writ 
ten, not to me but to a high oflicial, a man whose name was sent to 
the Senate to fill this office to be called assistant surgeon-general, say 
ing that he is willing to reduce his rank from a coloneley, 
had for six years, to a coloneley to commence now without any increase 
of pay. It does not increase him; it does not promote him; it degrades 
the man and cuts him off six years by hisappointment now. We thought 
it was a proper thing to abolish the office. There is considerable ques 
tion in reference to the law governing this case and whether he can bi 
appointed at all. He wrote a letter to a certain gentleman in this cits 
asking him to select some Senator who was his friend and ask that Sen 
ator to make an objection to this Army appropriation bill. I do not 
know whether that Senator was chosen or not; but he makes the obje: 
tion. I have got that letter in my possession. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator trom Delaware | Mi 
BAYARD] submits the point of order on this amendment. The Chait 
will hold the point of order well taken. 

The reading of the bil! was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in lines, 113, 114, and 115, to strike 
out: 


For commutation of quarters to commissioned officer 
are no public quarters. 


my 


is ne 
saving to the 
| 


Which he has 


sat places where ther 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘quarters,”’ 
insert: 

For the officer in command of the military prison at Fort Leavenwe 
sas, in addition to his pay in the Army for the next fiscal year, $1,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 118, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriation for the Pay Department of the Army from $11,800,000 
to $12,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was tostrike out the following proviso between 
line 131 and line 150: 

Provided further, That disbursing officers shall be required to give bonds, with 
sufficientsureties, in such amount as the Secretary of War may direct and ap 
wrove: And provided further, That whenever a vacancy occurs in the office of 
Fupmunterdieneral, assistant paymaster-general, deputy paymaster-general, o1 
paymaster inthe Army, by death, dismissal, resignation, retirement, or other 
cause, the same shall not be filled by appointment or otherwise; and whenever 
the force in the Pay Department shal! not be sufficient for the due payment of 
the troops, the Seeretary of War is authorized and required to detail, under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, an officer or officers in the Quartermaster’s De- 
yartment to supply the deficiency; and when the paymasters have all died, 
Coen dlensiaved. resigned, or been retired, as hereinbefore stated, the payment of 
the Army shall be wholly transferred tothe Quartermaster’s Department, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of War may prescribe. Whenever, however, 
a vacancy occurs in the office of the Paymaster-General, the duties of that office 

shall devolve on the next officer in rank in the Pay Depurtment. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Provided, That vacancies that may hereafter occur in the Pay Corps of the Army 
by reason of death, resignation, dismissal, or retirement, shall not be filled by 
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original appointment until the Pay Corps shall by such vacancies be reduced to 
forty paymasters, and the number of the Pay Corps shall then be established at 
forty and no more, 

Mr. LOGAN. On line 152, 
in that line, I wish to insert 
and major;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That vacancies that may hereafter occur in the grades of colonel, 
lieutenant-colonel, and major in the Pay Corps of the Army, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is all there are, I will explain to the Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. In regard to the part stricken out, it seems to be 
based on the idea that you shall transfer the paying department to the 
purchasing department and leave no check on the quartermasters. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The Senator misunderstands it entirely. Westrike 
out that whole thing. The proposition of the House was to turn the 
Pay Corps over to the Quartermaster’sCorps, which I have no strictures 
to make on now, because the thing strikes me as being so absurd that I 
«do not suppose anybody would want it. We strike that out and then 
provide that the Pay Corps as it exists nowshall not have any new ap- 
pointment made in it until it is reduced to forty. That is all. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no provision in this for filling the offices of 
major and lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. LOGAN. TheSenatoris mistaken. He does not understand it. 
It provides that there shall be no original appointments in these vacan- 
cies; that is, no outside man shall be appointed. It does not stop pro- 
motion. There shall be no more appointments in the corps, but they 
can be moved up to the higher grade until the whole number gets to 
forty, and no more, That is the meaning of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that this is legislation, 
as has been before ruled. I think what the gentleman in charge of the 
hill says as to the fitness of it is undoubtedly correct; but I wish to stick 
to the principle of no legislation on appropriation bills, and that forces 
me to make the point of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator withdraw the point of order for a 
moment, until I give my reasons ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. My own judgment is that the objection being made 
to the proviso which we have introduced here the result is exactly put- 
ting the bill in such a condition that we can not agree to it. The House 
undertook to consolidate the Pay Corps with the Quartermaster’s Corps, 
when there is no more relation between those two corps than there is 
between anything a person may imagine and another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be a check on each other. 

Mr. LOGAN. Instead of being a check on one another they have 
fixed it so that they will be together. For instance, a captain in the 
Quartermaster’s Corps to-day if a major should die would fill a major’s 
place without any promotion, making the thing, I will not say absurd, 
but making it very strange at least. 

We called the Paymaster-General before us and asked him the num- 
ber of paymasters he could get along with. Hesaid he could get along 
with forty. There are fifty-fournow. I have drawn up this provision 
that in the rank of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major of the Pay 
Corps there shall be no original appointment till the total comes down 
to forty. That does not interfere with the promotion of those now in, 
but there shall be no further appointments made to this corps from the 
outside until by retirement, death, and so forth, the corps shall be re- 
duced to forty, and that it shall remain there. I think that is a wise 
provision. I have a letter here from the Paymaster-General. When 
he was before us I asked him to write out his views in reference to this 
matter, dnd he did so. His views conform precisely with the views of 
the committee in this provision, and I shall be very sorry to see it 
stricken out. Ishall be sorry to see it stricken out for the reason that 
if we do that the House will insist on its proposition. I believe if we 
put this proposition in the House will agree to it, but if we strike it 
all out the House will insist upon its proposition, and then what kind 

of an amendment are you going to get? I think this is a better one 
‘than we shall get if we strike out the clause. That is my judgment 
about it. 

Mr. CONGER. The House has followed out that universal feeling 
in the Army to shut out all civilians from any participation whatever in 
any civil service in connection with the Army. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly; that is true. 

Mr. CONGER. And it throws together into the hands of the pur- 
chasing officer the payment of money without any check. It throws 
civilians out of any opportunity for service in the civil branch of the 
military establishment. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘True; but*that is what we strikeout. I am opposed 
to it just as much as the Senator is, and for the same reason. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, until there is some bill reorganizing the Army 
‘in all its branches that shall meet the approval of Congress, I object to 
making a difference of ten or twelve officers in the Paymaster’s Corps. 
I do not care what the present Paymaster-General says; it has been re- 
ported time and time again that there were not enough 


personally and individually to perform the duties of a and 
pay all the scattered troops of the United States on the different coasts 


after the word ‘‘the,’’ the second word 
‘grades of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, 








and frontiers easily or safely. I suspect all these measures that seek 
to get into the military rng only those who have come from West 
Point and to shut out those citizens of the United States who from 
their ability and from their tact as business men may desire and their 
friends may desire that they shall have an opportunity even in the 
Army to perform the duties of civilians. 

There is too much of that feeling of encroachment in the Army and 
in the Navy to-day. There is a kind of feeling among all the people 
of the United States and the young men of the United States that there 
is no admission to any position either in the military or civil part of 
the service of the Army or of the Navy unless it is through West Point 
or Annapolis, and there is a growing feeling that notwithstanding our 
theory that there shall be no title of honor and continual heredity of 
places of trust, we make the laws so as to make effectual classes in our 
Government and open the doors only to peculiar classes of our people. 
That will result in the destruction of the Army organization and the 
Navy organization whenever the representatives of the people come 
here with the feeling that all the people of the United States are ex- 
cluded by our laws and that only privileged ranks shall have opportu- 
nities to engage in that service. When that comes to be understood, 
it will destroy the whole, and deservedly. I would guard against that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. While I sympathize with him in regard to this ex- 
clusion, I trust he will not descend to put himself in the position of 
saying he would create unnecessary places to give persons outside of 
the Army a chance. 

Mr. CONGER. Not atall. I have already answered that. I have 
said that from year to year, and up to within the last year, when it 
was proposed to cut down on some former occasion the number of pay- 
masters, statements were made here officially and authoritatively that 
with our troops scattered as they have to be, and moving as they have 
to move all through the Western country, a few here and a few there, 
asmall squad in this direction and troops in the field in another, it was 
impossible for the paymasters we had to personally attend to the pay- 
ment of the troops and perform their duties, and therefore the num- 
ber was not decreased. 

Mr. PLUMB. The number of garrisons has been largely reduced, 
and it is the policy of the Government to continue that reduction by 
reason of settling the Indian difficulties on the frontier. So, even if 
that were true a few years ago it is no longer true, and the number of 
paymasters in the Army now is more than one-third of the number of 
garrisons, and I will venture to say that there are at least half the corps 
who do not do five days’ work in a month. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know how much work they do. If they do 
but one day’s work in a month, there »:nst be so many to pay and take 
care of the money of the Government. Ifa less number will not do it, 
let them work what time they are required to. But the fact that gar- 
risons and establishments are closed and reduced simply means that 
you throw off squads all over without garrisons, who camp on the 
plains in winter and summer as your record shows and watch on the 
mountains and on the prairies. You divide up a garrison into twenty 
squads, and they stay months and years wandering about separated 
from the garrisons. 

Mr. PLUMB. That kind of service is not to be carried on any more. 

Mr. CONGER. Ithasbeen carried on and every newspaper records it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Nota single bit of service of that kind has been ren- 
dered during the last twelve months, and probably none will be in the 
next ten years. a 

Mr. CONGER. I would rather take the reports we see daily in the 
papers that our soldiers are pursuing Indians in this direction. Con- 
tinual accounts come to us of their achievements this very winter in 
camps where human beings could scarcely be expected to live. There 
are in this city now young men whose health has been destroyed for 
life by exposure in tents and without tents in the pursuit of Indians 
this very winter and in watching and guarding our frontier. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not questioning that, but I was questioning 
their being away a time from the post. I say that kind of service is 
not carried on. 

Mr. CONGER. Some of them have not been at a post for a month. 

Mr. PLUMB. The garrisons are changed. It sometimes happens 
they gointo tents. I know that is a very exposed and dangerous serv- 
ice, but it is very acceptable I have nodoubt. Iam very sorry for these 
men who are suffering so much more than soldiers ever suffered before 
or ever will again; but the fact is the paying is done at stations, as it 
properly would have to be done. The paymasters do not accompany 
detachments into the field; they donot have to be gone except on scout- 
ing parties more than a week at a time generally. It is very rare that 
any man goes out fora month anywhere. I do not think the Senator 
can find a sufficient statement that will substantiate the fact he states. 

The Secretary of War concurred with the Paymaster-General in saying 
that the number of forty paymasters is abundant. It has been abundant 
any time within the last few years. One pa r is stationed now 
at Boston, who pays only a company stationed in Boston Harbor, when 
he has the capacity and could just as well pay those stationed at New 
York, Charleston, Norfolk, and a dozen other places by going backward 
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and forward, and it would not exhaust all his time to do that. That 
is, of course, proper enough as long as the number is kept up as it is now. 

Mr. CONGER. Those are not the class of men who ought to be re- 
duced. Those spoken of now are not the class of men who are taken 
and scattered off in the West. Those who have nice places in the cities 
are there for some peculiar reasons. I am talking about the men scat- 
tered over the Western country. 

Mr. PLUMB. But this question of vacancies touches all alike. It 
is proposed here when vacancies occur that they are not to be tilled 
until the number is reduced to forty. 

Mr. CONGER. And to make additional liability, additional duty, on 
the men who perform service on the frontier. It will not affect the men 
who are at desks here. 

Mr. LOGAN. The point of order, as a matter of course, if insisted 
on, is well taken. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must insist upon it on principle. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely ask to put on record in reply to the Senator 
from Michigan the reasons why it is proposed in this bill to insert this 

rovision. 

The House proposed, as I said, tomerge the Pay Corps and the Quar- 
termaster’s Corps. ThatI donot think good legislation. I do not think 
that that would advance the interest of the country or of the Army in 
the slightest degree, but it would be a great disadvantage. 

The two corps are entirely dissimilar. If the House had proposed 
to place the Quartermaster’s Corps and the Commissary Corps together 
and merge them there would have been some good reason for that, be- 
cause they are both purchasing corps. The Quartermaster’s Corps fur- 
nishes all the transportation for the Army and purchases clothing and 
things of that kind. The Commissary Department furnishes rations 
and things of that kind forthe Army. One furnishes that which hauls 
the other, and therefore if these two corps were put together, as one 
buys and the other furnishes transportation, there would be some rea- 
son in that; but there is no reason for putting the Pay and Quarter- 
master’s Corps together, nor has it ever been considered a wise thing to 
do by any officer of the Army having great experience. 

The evidence of General Sherman, of General Sheridan, of General 
Hancock, and of all the leading officers of the Army is entirely against 
a proposition of this kind, and I have the evidence herein my hand. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Michigan to a point 
which he does not seem to have understood exactly as I do, that this 
proposition made by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate is 
a modification of the proposition made by the House in this bill, in this, 


that instead of merging the Pay Corps and the Quartermaster’s Corps | 


together we strike that all out and provide for the Pay Corps as it now 
exists, except that we say when it isreduced to forty by retirement, death, 
or resignation it shall not be increased beyond that number. That in- 
terferes with no one now in the Pay Corps; it retains them all; but when 
the number is reduced by casualties to forty the corps shall not be in- 
creased beyond that number. We base that, asI said, on the evidence 
of the Paymaster-General. He says that he can get along with that 
number. He does not say that he prefers the number that now exists, 
but in answer to our question he says he can get along with forty, and 
gives the reasons for it. He says the railroad facilities and the concen- 
tration of troops, as was suggested by the Senator from Kansas, in large 
bodies gives him facilities for paying that he did not have before and 
that no other Paymaster-General had prior to this time. It being re- 
duced to that number, he thinks he can get along with forty paymasters 
by the time this reduction would take effect; not now, but by the time 
that by death, resignation, and retirement the number should be re- 
duced. The calculation shows that it would be several years béfore 
that can be done, the number being fifty-four now, unless some great 
calamity should strike that corps. He thinks by that time he can get 
along with forty when it is reduced to forty. 

But, asI said, the proposition to insist that nothing shall go into this 
bill except that which legitimately belongs to it takes this out. 

I think it is a much better provision than the provision of the House, 
and I will ask that the letter of the Paymaster-General, with the evi- 


dence of these general officers on the subject, be printed as a part of 
my remarks, so that the case may be in the Recorp, that everybody | 


can see it if the question should arise again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The documents submitted by Mr. LOGAN are as follows: 


PAY DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY, January 8, 1883. 

Srr: In reply to your private note of this date I have the honor to state that 
during the five monthsending November 30 the payments on account of mileage 
to officers of the Army amounted to $73,868, as against the sum of $103,642 for the 
y= orem period in 1881, showing a saving of about $30,000. 

It is the amount appropriated for the current fiseal year ($180,000) 
will be sufficient to cover all demands against that appropriation. 

Referring to the House amendment for the gradual decrease of the Pay De- 
aap and its ultimate transfer to the Quartermaster’s Department, allow me 

say there are abundant reasons why this department should remain separate 
and distinct from any other. 

On account of the increase of railroad mileage each year, making distant posts 
more accessible, the increased facilities for traveling and the consequent concen- 
tration of troops at large posts and the abandonment of small ts, I would 

no more paymasters be appointed until the number is reduced 
by retirement, death, and resignation below forty majors. 





\« 


To hasten this reduction I recommend that those paymasters who are incapa- 
ble of performing active service shall be placed upon the retired list at once, and 
that the law be so amended as to compel all officers of the Pay Department 
upon reaching the age of sixty-two years to retire from active service 

This change in the law would effect a reduction of ten paymasters within the 
next five years, as follows: 

One paymaster-general, two assistant paymasters-general with the r 
colonel, and seven paymasters with the rank ef major. 

The safety of the public money is of the firstimportance. The present system 
of accountability is as near perfect as can be, and the liability to loss is reduced 
tothe minimum. 

The cost of paying the Army is found to be a fraction lessthan 2 
the amount disbursed during the past fiscal year. 
has been but 2} per cent. 

The percentage will, of course, be reduced as paymasters go out of service 

The Browne amendment in the House bill contemplates the payment of the 
Army by the acting assistant quartermasters at posts. Of these there are over 
two hundredinthe Army. Each one is asubaltern of the line, whe, for the time 
being discharges the duty of quartermaster for the post where he may be serv 
ing with his company. 

He is not bonded, nor is it practicable that he should be. His dutiesare prin 
cipally the receipt, custody, and issue of quartermaster stores and property to 
the command. He has usually little or no money responsibility. His detail is 
temporary, and may be revoked at any time. To thrust a large money respon 
sibility on such a young officer ata frontier station, away from a depository, 
compelling him to keep his funds in his personal possession, not subject to 
weekly examination by report from depositaries, is placing a temptation where it 
should be a duty to protect. 

National-bank depositories are not to be found in the midst of camps 

The amount required for the payment of a muster period can not be accu- 
rately estimated in advance ; an excess is usually asked 
main on hand to be held for casual payments. 
check. 

Again, these balances though small in themselves in the aggregate withdraw 
a large amount from the active funds available for disbursement, and owing to 
the limited appropriations, which leavea narrow margin, makes it very difficult. 
to distribute the funds to so many officers. 

These officers must have currency to pay the troops. Checks would leave 
them at the mercy of post traders and seriously impede if not destroy the present 
benelicial system of deposits. 

To obtain currency, from five to eight officers would have to make the journey 
now made by one, There is therefore no safety nor economy gained by the 
adoption of such a system. 

If it is proposed that the bonded officers of the Quartermaster's Department 
shall pay the Army, what advantage is there in substituting one officer for an- 
other? 

Has the Quartermaster’s Department a surplus of officers? If not, the quar- 
termaster must perform the dutiesof both. He mustshut up hisstorehouse, from 
whieh daily issues are required and to which daily receipts are coming, while 
he is absent for weeks paying troops. It would be difficult to hold a quarter 
master or his sureties liable for losses which might occur under such cireum- 
stances, 

Again, it is doubtful whether his bond, given as a quartermaster, could be held 
for funds not accounted for as a paymaster. 

The wisdom of the law giving the Executive the power of selecting the chief 
of the staff departments from the junior officers is so apparent that it needs no 
argument. The chief of a department should be above suspicion and be able to 
show a clear record, 

The Pay Department as now organized has stood as severe a test as may be 
expected ever can be applied to it. It is capable of expansion in case of war and 
of contraction in time of peace. The proposed plan is not an experiment, for it 
was tested in the earlier history or our Army and found wanting 
Attention is respectfully invited to the accompanying memoranda, 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 


Payinaster-General United States Army 


ank of 


per cent, on 
The cost for the past five yea 


rs 


hence a balance will re- 
Against this-balance there is no 


Hon, WILLIAM B. ALLISON 
Chairman, &c., United States Senate, 


The proposition to merge the Pay and Quartermaster’s Departments as pro 
posed by the amendment of Mr. Browne (if it should become a law) will set 
aside and abolish a system ef Army payment which years of experience have 
tested, both in peace and war: 

It is safe to say that no system can be devised equal to the present one, which 
can be made to combine the advantages of prompt payment, safety of the public 
money, accurate and prompt accountability, withthe least possible expense and 
liability to embezzlement or corrupt defalcation, 

As the law is now construed, it requires the express authority of the Secretary 
of War to enable any officerof the Pay Departmentto hold funds in his personal 
possession at places on the frontier distant from designated depositories. This 
authority is personal to the officer and has to be renewed whenever he may 
change his station. As the acting assistant quartermaster of the post is wener- 
ally a lieutenant these changes would be frequent and tend to interrupt and 
postpone the regular and prompt payment of the troops. 

It is not believed that any one oflicer could perform the duties, make all the 
returns now required by law and the regulations of the Pay and Quartermaster'’s 
Departments, and do it satisfactorily. This performance of duty under widely 
different systems would produce confusion in the disbursements and would in- 


| evitably tend to inaccuracy, as past experience has demonstrated 


I refer to the long exploded system of regimental, battalion, post, or company 
paymasters. The official records show the following striking facts in the history 


| of Army payments: 


“First. From 1808 to ISI], before the war, the average annual loss by the de 
faleation of regimental and battalion paymasters amounted to 1.58 per cent. on 
the amount disbursed, and the annual average expenses for paying the Army to 


3.10 per cent.’ 


“Second. From the beginning of the war to 1816, underthe same systein, these 
averages were: Defalcations, 2.98 per cent., and the expenses, 4.56, 

“Third. From the date of the reorganization, in 1821, on the new plan (the 
present one), to 1825, the average defalcations were twenty-two one-hundredths, 
little more, it will be perceived, than the one-fifth of 1 per cent., which was 
finally paid into the Treasury; expenses for the same period, 2.13." The results 
during the Mexican war were better still, as not one dollar was lost by defalca- 
tion and the average expenses reduced, 

‘*Fourth. From 1825, after the new system had been well established, not one 
dollar of defaleation, and the total average expenses reduced to 1} per cent.” 

General B. W. Brice, in his annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1866, uses the following language: ’ 

‘Tam enabled to reiterate the unprecedented result that since July, 1861, in 
the expenditure of $1,083,000,000, disbursed by this department in minute sums, 
and surrounded by difficulties and hazards, the total cost to the Government 
in expenses and losses of every character can not, in the worst possible event, 
exceed three-fourths of 1 per cent.”’ 
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Is there an instance on record of public disbursement so cheaply performed ? 
And this under the present organization and system of Army payments. 

It was asserted that it costs 4 per cent. of the amount disbursed to pay the 
Army now. The actual cost of paying the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1882, was 2} per cent. 

To abandon the present system, and call in officers of the Quartermaster's 
Department to make payments to the Army would be practically a return 
the old system, so long tried and found wanting, for at almost all the mil 
posts in this country a lieutenant of the line is detailed to do the duty of bot 
«quartermaster and commissary; these officers are not under bonds; the ques- 
tion arises, could they get bon en? if they could, would they? Most of the 
bonded officers of the Quartermaster’s Be heey are stationed at the head- 
quarters of the divisions, departments, depots, their eee pat Ace ogee d 
being such as to confine them to their stations. They are not su to the pro- 
vision ef Jew which requires paymasters to renew their bonds every four years. 
This provision preserves an active, reliable bond upon which recovery may be 
had. 

If you pay through the post quartermaster and the quartermaster of each de- 
tachment and detail of troops, funds must om ont to them and the expense 
thereof must be paid. As it is now, a paymaster who is familiar with laws and 
regulations and decisions governing payments carries funds to the place ye a 
ment, settles on the spot all questions, the money in the hands the 
soldier, receives such sums as —_ be by them, returns to mee ees, 
and places his surplus funds in a United States depository. Hf the practice of 
leaving funds in the hands ef any officer at a post for the payment of troops ab- 
sent from the ——- when the paymaster pays, as was , it must pre- 
vail to a very limited extent, as such payment is illegal and the paymaster re- 
sponsible for repayment, The Paymaster-General’s Office knows of no such 
practice. Ifthe Pay Corps is too large reduce it by providing thatthere shall be 
no more appointments until the number is reduced within a certain limit. 

The question of consolidation of the Pay’ Quartermaster, and Subsistence De- 
partments was made the subjectof careful oe ay by the Military Commit- 
tee of the House at the third session of the Fortieth Congress, the first session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress, and the second session of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress. The —_ of testimony was strongly against the merging of the Pay 
Department with the Quartermaster and Su nee Departments, or with either 
of them, and I call your special attention to what was said on the subject by a 
few of the many officers who gave testimony: 

General SHERMAN: A staff system that has admitted of an increase of the line 
of the Army from the mere nucleusof 1860 to a million of men, and its reduction 
back to the present standard, without confusion, and with the most perfect ac- 
countability as to property and money, at all times providing for the Army 
abundantly, is entitled to our respect. 

Lieutenant-General SHERIDAN: Of course they can be consolidated; but I 
doubt whether you can get as good a result as you have now. I do not believe 
in tearing things down, magne when they have done well. They have cer- 
tainly done well as they are, and I do not know that any great saving is to be 
— by consolidation. I am not prepared to recommend anything of the 

cind, 

Major-General Hancock ; It would be “ practicable" to consolidate the Quar- 
termaster’s, Commissary, and Pay Departments into one corps, but the opera- 
tion would be difficult and attended with no great advantage or economy. All 
or most of the persons who now constitute the separate corps would appear in 
the consolidated corps, and they certainly would not act any more efliciently 
or economically on account of the consolidation, 

A careful examination of all the views expressed will not only show that the 
weight of evidence is against the consolidation of these corps, but that the op- 
position to it has decidedly increased, and that while some who at first favored 
it now either oppose or do not support it, there are no changes of opinion in the 
other direction. 

General Howarp: But careful inquiry will, | am confident, discover grave dif- 
ficulties in the way of such consolidation, Our Army, though not now very 
large, is very widely scattered, There would bea liability of overtaxing a sin- 


gle officer at Washington ; and confusion in accounts would be inevitable, unless P 


a clear distinction was kept up in all papers, and books and reports, correspond- 
ing almost exactly with that now kept by the Quartermaster, Commissary, and 
Pay Departments, 

General MCCLELLAN: You ask my opinion as to the proposed consolidation 
of the three corps (Quartermaster, Commissary, and Pay) into one, I don't like 
the idea at all, and, had I the power, would prevent it. 

If this consolidation scheme is carried out, experience will prove that some 
individual interest was at the bottom of it, and that no real benefit inured to the 
service; and before long the old order of things will be restored. 

It seems almost superfluous for me to say that our peace organization should 
be such as to enable us to increase the Army rapidly in timeof war. Any disin- 
terested soldier knows what this means with regard to the number of staff and 
Jine officers in peace. 

Major-General Meape: I can not say that, after reading all that has been writ- 
ten and said, lam prepared to advocate consolidation, foes had a fair oppor- 
tunity to observe the workings of the present system, both in time of war and 
peace, It has always worked well. 

Major-General Thomas: Idonotthink that it would be advisable to unitethem, 
either one with another or to unite the whole three together. Their duties are 
separate, and I think they are very wisely divided as they are. 

General Foster; The paymasters have, again, an entirely different duty to 
perform, in which great care and responsibility are required, At many posts the 
officers who perform the quartermaster’s duties could not furnish the requisite 
bonds for the security of the public money, now furnished by every paymaster. 
, The public money for the payment of the Army is safer in the bm 4 of the 
paymasters than in the hands of quartermasters, who have to follow the move- 
ment of troops, and thus, to a certain degree, endanger its safety, especially in 
time of war. 

General Lonestreet: The duties of the Quartermaster's, Commissary, Pay, 
and Medical Departments are sufticiently burdensome and compl when 
kept as separate departments. Consolidated, an officer of bipeer grade would 
be chief, while the organizations would virtually remain as before. The only 
good reason that I can give in favor of consolidation is that a place may be made 
for some distinguished and meritorious officer. 

General TOWNSEND, The question of paying the troops is a very difficult one. 
It does not so nearly affect the number of desertions as is generally supposed. 
Steady discipline and good treatment of soldiers by the officers is the best remedy 
for that crime, together with an adequate punishment and proper places of con- 
finement. Payment by company commanders would involve the frequent chang- 
ing of funds from hand to hand, t multiplication of accounts, and corre- 
sponding increase in clerical force of the Treasury tosettle them; and morethan 
all, frequent and serious losses to the Government from want of secure places 
of deposit at most of the military stations. Large supplies of funds must be sent 
to the officers in the fall before communication is cutoff with many poe. Agents, 
whose expenses must be paid, must carry them, for there are no king li- 
ties at hand. At the posts, a safe, a trunk, or a chest will be the well-known de- 
posit, inviting to frequent robberies. The officers would not be under bonds, 
and might often be defaulters; or from want of capacity for keeping such intri- 
cate accounts, might often make serious mispayments. ape Se remedy be 
applied of requiring bonds. Not many officerscould get without leav- 
ing their post, if they couldat all, Moreover, where a man is required to give 





bonds for any duty, he should have the liberty of accepting or declining the dut: 
weteteenghoctachoud, Ansthicetgenisnounioas oberetiet nes 


paring accounts, for the officer who made up the 

would like r first corrects the 
accounts before he pays them, and he is with mistakes ifthe soldier can 
not be reached to rectify them. Then, afterall, provision must be made for pay- 
monte otaetdinesdioeanyes cone em r commands, and of officers at posts. 
The opinion is deliberately entertained that any other mode of ent than 
the present must necessarily be more complicated, and subject the Government 
to immensely greater risk of loss. 

General McDowell sa: 


8: 
“I > aa Gareenaseatine consolidation of the Bap: Peqatimanienth the ordi- 


nary supply de ments, On the contrary, I would itand keep it 
pe Retinet s them, and favor the plan of extending its payments to in- 
clude that of all dinan coutmaitine eine enatk of aerviaas, tn eli 


having nothing whatever to do with the creating of o! but confined to 

the duty of discharging them, as is now done in the case of the muster and pay 

rolis of the troops and officers’ accounts for pay, and, recently, for traveling ex- 

pe where the eacemest euemeanenenetsee anneal Charmneey aieanes 
y another. I think this division, when once under way, would tend ord 

i guarantees to the Treasury, and much simplify the business of the 
rmy. 

General Terry says : 

“I think that to consolidate the Quartermaster’s, the Subsistence, and the Pay 
Departments into one corps would be to d a principle which underlies 
all modern p: principle that the best results are ined by the divis- 
ion of labor; the best work is done by specialists—-a " je that is of 

uite as much importance in military organizations as it is in civil life. The 
Suartormaster’s Department is already loaded down by the multiplicity of sub- 
jects over which it control; to add to its duties would, I think, impair its 


efficiency. 

“That the Pay Department should not be consolidated with the other two, or 
with either of them, seems to me to be shown by the fact that paymasters must 
travel from post to post, paying troops, while the duties of quartermasters and 
commissaries require them to remain stationary. Should a legal union of these 
departments be effected it would not be a union in p' . ‘The officers of the 
new organization would, of necessity, be assi to al duties, some to the 
duty now performed by quartermasters, some to that which is now performed 
by paymasters, &c. I think that the change suggested would be merely nominal ; 
that it would lead to no economy.”’ 

General Grover says: 

“I do not think it would be advisable to consolidate the Quartermaster’s, Com- 
missary, and Pay Departments in one.” 

General Getty says: 

sa 


money 
branches of the service ; making it the eS ae. 
the r 


“It would be mong me ted but to consolidate the three corps into one would 
not, in -_ opin 

General Dodge says: 

“I think it will be a very great mistake to consolidate the Quartermaster's, 
Commissary, and Pay Departments.”’ 

General Kelton says: 

“The Pay Corps can not be incorporated with the Supply Corps for the rea- 
sons— 

“First. Their duties and accounts are utterly dissimilar. 

“Second. Their duties require them to be absent from any one station the 
greater part of every two months.” 

General Marcy es: 

‘For the reason that each of the departments named in question 8 has all the 
work it can efficiently perform now, andas the chiefs of those departments have 
abundant occupation in properly administering the affairs of their separate de- 
partments, I think the consolidation indicated would diminish their efficiency.” 


on, be for the best interest of the service.”’ 


Expenses of Pay Department, United States Army, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1882. 

ar Oi RINIINIID. 0s sates eiaineedibtaieeanebiarinsaniwieresesendisnnnaetenelatiuennias $180, 274 56 

Commutation of quarters to paymasters ep «.. 22,084 80 

GO ER eae eee . 64,800 00 





Ea ea ee a 14, 426 66 
Mileage of paymasters and actual traveling expenses of their clerks 37,265 26 


ee I a. snniasacabinnineninentibitiniaiesnititarcamespremcnininti 318, 801 28 
Total disbursements for fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, $13, 613,257.41; per 
cent. of expenses to disbursements, 2.32. 

Mr. HOAR. Isympathize with the general object of the Senator from 
Vermont in insisting upon the rule; but suppose this pointof order be 
sustained, as it appears to be, and then suppose the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendment striking out their legislation, then the bill 
goes toa committee of conference. That committee of conference report 
that the Senate recede from its amendment striking out the House text 
of the bill, and adopt the House text with a certain amendment, which 
they agree on in conference. Is that liable to the point of order also? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair it would 


Mr. HOAR. Because if not, the only effect of insisting on the rule at 
this time is to send our committee into conference with no knowledge 
whatever of the opinion of the Senate. That is a very important and 
serious question. If that point of order lies to a conference report that 
is all right, because then we can stand where the Senate now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair the point 
would then lie. Does the Senator from Vermont renew his point of 
order ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I insist upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
as he has on two different occasions already on the same question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the question is on striking out. The com- 
mittee has recommended to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out the 
lines from 131 to the word ‘‘department,’’ in line 151. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on foupeiens i in the appropriations for the Sub- 
sistence Department, in line 161, the words ‘‘contract surgeons,’ 
to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert “not exceeding eighty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 164, after the word ‘‘ hundred,” to 
strike out ‘‘ thousand five hundred and’’ and insert ‘‘ and twenty-six 
thousand one hundred and twenty ;’’ so as to read: 

bsistence of 25,000 enlisted men, 120 additional half-rations for sergeants 
nee of ordnance, 1,830 civilian employés, not exeeeding 80 contract 
‘su 160 matrons, 37 military convicts, and 500 prisoners oi war 
(Indians) ; in all, 10,126,122 rations, at 22 cents each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 171, after the word ‘‘ guices,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one million nine ’’ and insert ‘‘two million three;’’ so as 
to read: 

For difference between cost of rations and commutation thereof for detailed 
men, and for enlisted men and recruits at recruiting stations, and for cost of hot 
_coffee and cooked rations for troops traveling on cars; subsistence stores for 


dians visiting milita: — and Indians employed without pay as scouts and 
iden "ao appa — whict amount $300,000 shall be available from and after the 
oO! Ss or 


urchase of stores necessary to be Spo i 
Pint posts in advance of the 30th of June, 1883. . re 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that is adopted I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Illinois to a fact that I think he will recall, that there 
was a miscalculation at that point whereby that amount was increased 
more was intended. It will be remembered that in making the 
calculation there was a little confusion between ‘‘rations’’ and ‘‘dol- 
Jars,’’ and that amount I think ought to be ‘‘$2,000,000"’ in place of 
“$2,300,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator offer an amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
‘<300,000”? in line 172. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objecton to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations for the Quartermaster’s Department, in line 268, after 
the word ‘‘services,’’ to strike out the foliowing proviso: 

Provided further, That for the better accomplishment of the object of the acts 
authorizing the construction of the railroads hereinafter referred to, and the 
better to secure to the Government the use and benefit of the same, all acts au- 
*thorizing the building and construction of those railroads which have received, 
in addition to land grants, Government aid by loan or guarantee of bonds by 
the United States, and all otheracts, parts of acts,and provisions having relation 
thereto, are hereby so altered, amended, and modified that hereafter the com- 
pensation paid or allowed for the carrying and transportation of the property or 
troops of the United States by such railroad companies, or their assigns or suc- 
-cessors, shall not exceed 50 per cent. of the amount paid by private parties for 
the same kind of service. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire in regard to the two hundred 
and sixty-fifth and following lines which are not struck out, is that the 
‘present law applicable to these railroads ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Soe that in all events we are bound to allow them as 
‘much as the rate here stated, 50 per cent. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the measure of settlement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
striking out the lines which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 290, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘ for construction and repair of hospitals, as reported by the 
Surgeon-General of the Army,’’ from $70,000 to $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 302, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘thirty ’’ and insert “‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 


For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other estimates, 


and embracing all branches of the military service, to be expended under the 
immediate orders of the Secretary of War, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Medical De- 
partment,’’ in line 306, after the word ‘‘depots,’’ to strike out ‘‘ pay 
of employés;’’ so as to read: 

Medical Department: For purchase of medical and hospital supplies, med- 


‘ical care and treatment of officers and enlisted men of the Army on duty at 
and stations, ex 


neous expenses of the Medical Department, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was, after the word “‘dollars,’’ in line 308, to 
insert: 

Provided, That civilian employés of the Army stationed at military posts may, 
under wenations to be made by the Secretary of War, purchase necessary med- 
— ies, prescribed by a medical officer of the Army, at cost, with 10 per 


The amendment was agreed to. 
m The next amendment was, in line 315, to reduce the appropriation 

for the Army Medical Museum, and for medical and other works for 
the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office,” from $10,000 to $5,000. 
_ Mr. BAYARD. A gentleman in no way connected with the Army, 
but a medical man of very high scientific grade and who takes a great 
‘deal of interest in the Army, suggested to me that this was a diminu- 
tion of the appropriation and expressed his great regret. If the Sena- 
tor having charge of the bill has no especial reason why the appropria- 
tion should ‘he diminished, I should be 


very glad to see it restored to 
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nses of purveying depots, advertising, and other miscel- 








theamount the House fixed. This is the only national medical library, 
| and it is so important in every respect that I hope the Senate will not 
| concur with the amendment, but will adopt the House measure unless 
| there shall be some positive reason given for reducing the amount. 
The amount is not large and medical books are all copyrighted and we 
should have them in all languages and from all countries. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will not discuss this elaborately. I would like some- 
times when gentlemen oppose propositions in a bill, that they would 
give some reason other than that somebody has asked them to do it. 

Mr. BAYARD. This was really from a man who is very competent 
to speak, who is thoronghly disinterested about the matter, and who 
knows, I think, the wants of the higher medical education in this coun- 
try. It was for that reason he spoke, and he would have authority 
with me, and I am sure he would with the Senator if I mentioned his 
name. 

Mr. LOGAN. Almost anybody would have influence with me in 
reference to it that knew more about it than I do. I pretend to know 
but very little about it. The Army appropriation bill has regularly 
contained an appropriation of $10,000 for ten years for the Medical 
Museum. That is $100,000, and it ought to buy a pretty good lot of 
books. 

Mr. BAYARD. Has it not been money well spent? 

Mr. LOGAN. I am not saying as to that. I only want to know 
from the Senator when he opposes an amendment are we to go on for 
one hundred years this way? In every appropriation bill there is 
$10,000 for the Medical Museum. Does the Senator understand that it 
has been spent for books ? 

Mr. BAYARD. It must be fora library devoted to medical and sur- 
gical purposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I will tell the Senator why it was cut down. 
It was cut down at my suggestion. I sent for the gentieman who has 
charge of that Museum, and I asked him for what that money was ex- 
pended. What do you suppose he told me? He said part of it was 
expended in purchasing books, and the balance of it was expended for 
repairs, &c., on the building. If the Senator wants it put in there that 
so much shall be expended for books I will agree with him; I have no 
objection to spending money for books; but when money is appropri- 
ated for books I do not want it spent for repairs and for employing jan- 
itors and other persons to attend to their duties. 

Mr. BAYARD. Suppose we strike out the words ‘‘ Army Medical 
Museum’’ and let it stand ‘‘for medical and other works for the 
library.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Under the custom of the Department this sum is 
divided into three parts, substantially, one part going to the Army 
Medical Museum for pay of employés and the care of specimens there 
found and the accumulation of others; another part goes to the pur- 
chase of books and pay of employés in the library, and a portion of 
the money is used now, as the Senator from Illinois has stated; for re- 
pairs of the building. There are two objects in the appropriation, the 
Army Medical Museum and the medical library of the Surgeon-Gen- 
| eral’s Office, so that practically there is $2,500 for eachof those objects. 

Mr. BAYARD. This amendment apparently is not for the expense 
of taking charge of the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, but ex- 
pressly ‘‘ for medical and other works for the library,’’ and is also ‘* for 
the Army Medical Museum.’? It would seem to me a very obvious 
misappropriation to spend the money upon salaries of janitors or for 
repairs, as the Senator from Illinois has suggested, of a building when 
it is expressly for the purpose of works for the library. I supposed that 
| we were building up by these appropriations a valuable medical library, 
and I ean understand few things of more value tothe Army and, through 
the Army, to the country, than to have an appropriate library here of 
a medical character. It seems to me that if they have, under such a 
clause as this, to spend money otherwise than really tor the Medical 
Museum and forthe medical library, it has beena very great impropriety. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois a question 
as to this library. Does he understand that this is for a library which 
is maintained in connection with the Surgeon-General’s Office here ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. I had an impression, derived, I think, from acci- 
| dental conversation with the purveyor-general of the Army, that these 
medical books purchased were passed about; that they were sent, for 
instance, to the medical officer at a certain post a certain length of time, 
many of the new publications in connection with medicine and sur- 
gery; that he had an opportunity to read them, and they were passed 
on, in that way constituting a sort of cireulating library through the 
Medical Department of the Army. I do not know whether I am right 
about it, but I have that impression. 

Mr. LOGAN. That may be so or may not beso; I do not know any- 
thing about that; but that would not change it. I inquired and found 
it has been the universal practice—I did not know it before; I do not 
think any of our committee knew it—to get a $10,000 appropriation and 
use part of it for books and to expend the balance of it for something 
else. We concluded we would stop that other expenditure and let it 
go where it belonged, and this $5,000 is more than or as much as they 
have ever used for books. We propose to appropriate $5,000 for that 
purpose, and give the officer notice—at least I did give it—that if any 
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of the money thus a og was used for any purpose except books 
he would be held responsible for it. This is as much money as they 
have ever used. I did not know before, and I suppose no one in the 
Appropriations Committee knew, that part of this appropriation had 
always been used for either purpose. I looked upon it—I will not say 
as a fraud, but as a clear violation of the law, and therefore we reduced 
it to the amount of money that he said they used for books. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask the Senator whether he gives anything 
for the Army Medical Museum now? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. I regard the Army Medical Museum as be- 
longing, as far as repairs are concerned, to the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, and they have money appropriated for repairs of building and 
everything of the kind. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is not a word in this clause about repairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course not; but the appropriation is used for that 
and has been. I regard part of the money appropriated to the Quar- 
termaster’s Department for repairs as belonging to repairs of the mu- 
seum. 

Mr. CONGER. The museum should either be stricken out or al- 
lowed a part of the appropriation, There are continual expenses for 
the Army Medical Museum which are not provided for anywhere else 
in this bill. To leave it without any appropriation is not proper. Here 
are two distinct objects for an appropriation, one for the Army Medical 
Museum, and an appropriation has always been given for that, and I 
have never heard that the money was misappropriated or used improp- 
erly. I consider it a very valuable addition to the medical service. 

Mr. LOGAN. I consider ita valuable addition, too, but you do not 
want to appropriate $10,000 for books and have half of it expended in 
something else. 

Mr. CONGER. The clause does not say it shall be for books for the 
Army Medical Museum any more than, if it said ‘‘ for buying a horse,”’ 
it must all be applied to that purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator suggest an amendment that will 
make it say that? Itis very easy to find objections, but let us have 
some suggestion that will make it mean what you want. 

Mr. CONGER. I would suggest: 


For the Army Medical Museum, $5,000, and for medical and other works for 
the library, $5,000, 


Mr. LOGAN. Very well, move that as an amendment. 


Mr. CONGER. Ido; I move that amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Pending the consideration of that amendment I have 
a letter from the Secretary of War, the Surgeon-General, and Surgeon 
Billings, of the Army, directed to the Surgeon-General, which I ask may 
be read in connection with this matter. I was very much of the opinion 
of the Senator from Illinois in regard to this appropriation, and do not 
know that I have fully changed my opinion now, but I confess that the 
reading of these documents, which came under my observation after the 
bill was reported, modified at any rate the opinion which I before had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters sent to the desk by the 
Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

War DerarTMENT, SuRGRON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1883. 

Sir: I have the honor to invite your special attention to the inexpediency of 
the reduction of the usual annual appropriation for the museum and library of 
this office, which is proposed in the Army appropriation bill as reported to the 
Senate from the Committee on Appropriations, 

As regards the library, its usual share of the annual appropriation, namely, 
$5,000, is not sufficient to purchase the new medical booksand journals published 
during the year; $2,500 per year are required to obtain the medical journals and 
transactions alone. At present the library is taking every medical journal or 
transaction published in the world, about seven hundred and sixty in all. It is 
extremely desirable that these subscriptions should not be cut off, in part because 
such periodicals if not obtained at the time of their publication are extremely 
difficult to obtain at all; in part because they are needed to make the index cat- 
alogue of the library, now in course of publication, as complete as possible. 

It must be remembered that this is the only medical library approaching com- 
pleteness in the United States; that by its means the medical writers and teachers 
of this country are put on an equality with those of the Old World, so far as ac- 
cess to the literature of their profession is concerned, and that the comparatively 
smallsum required to keep it fully supplied with the latest literature is all that 
the General Government is asked to contribute for the benefit of medical educa- 
tion and of the medical profession, 

The good effects of this library with its index catalogue extend to the patients 
of every physician who subscribes for a medical journal and keeps himself ac- 
quainted with the latest discoveries in medical science. 

‘The demands upon the library for information and books are steadily increas- 
ing, and there is not a week during which some books are asked for which it 
does not pessess. During the past year, under the regulations which permit of 
the loan of books to other responsible libraries, books have been loaned to Bos- 
ton, New York; ple apm on Baltimore, Chicago, Cincinnati, Saint Louis, and 
other places, for use by physicians in those peneee, . 

The annual appropriation for the library alone should be $10,000, for the United 
States should have in its national medical library a copy ofevery new medical 
book as soon as published, and to secure this would requirethesum named. As 
itis, selections for purchase must be made, and it is impossible to assure the in- 
wing pogeaen that he can see in this library any recent medical publication 
a 7 off teen ste d of the special and i h 

n view of these an e a rre injury which must 
result from reducing, during the course of Sublication of the ex ‘ 
the amount allo to the library, it is sincerely hoped that the usual appro- 
priation will be allowed. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN 8. BILLIN 


Gs, 

, United States Army. 

General C. H. Crane, vr Pie — 
Surgeon-General, United States Army. 





_ ,, .. War DsrarTMent, 
Washington City, February 3, 1883. 

Sir: I have the honor toinclose herewith a letter of the 2d instant and aceo.- 
panying papers from the Surgeon-General of the Army inviting attention to the 
pro} reduction of the appropriation for the Army Medical Museum and for 
the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, in the Army appropriation bill, as re- 

rted to the Senate, wherein the sum which has been annually appropriated 
‘or these purposes, $10,000, is now reduced to $5,000. 

In view of the facts set forth in the accompanying statements of the curator of 
the museum and the librarian of the Surgeon-General’s Office in regard to the 
injury which would result should the proposed reduction be made, Saenene in 
the recommendation of the Surgeon-General that $10,000 be appropriated as here- 
tofore for the objects stated. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Wash , D.C., ry 2, 1883. 

Stir: I have the honor to invite your attention tothe proposed reduction of the 
appropriation for the Army Medical Museum and library of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office, in the Army appropriation bill as reported to the Senate, January 
27 (page 14, lines 313, 314, and 3 in wherein the sum which has annually been 
a ey for these purposes ( 10,000) is now reduced to $5,000. 

similar reduction was made in the bill as reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but the amount was ee ly restored in debate. (An extract of 
the remarks on the subject is inclosed. 

I have also the honor to submit statements made by the librarian of this office 
and by the curator of the Army Medical Museum showing in what manner the 
appropriations have been expended in the past eighteen months, and would re- 
spectfully uest that these statements be forwarded to the chairman of the 
Committee of the Senate on Appropriations, with your recommendation that 
the sum of $10,000 be appropriated for these purposes as heretofore. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. H. CRANE, Surgeon-General, 





_ To the honorable SecrETARY OF WAR. 


“For the Army Medical Museum, and for medical and other works for the 
ag oy A the Surgeon-General’s Office, $5,000.”’ 

Mr. BurTrERWworTH. In regard to that item I will state to the committee that 
it was reduced by the sub-committee on appropriations from ten thousand to 
seven thousand five hundred dollars, and we had such a storm raised about our 
the pet of the whole medical profession, that. 
ced it to that sum I moved to restore it to the amount of the 
estimate. The Committee on Appropriations, the whole committee, instructed, 
however, that this should be reduced to $5,000, It has heretofore been $10,000. 
It relates to the collections made during the war and stored in the Army Med- 
ical Museum, and for works of reference for the Surgeon-General’s Office ; and I 
believe it is the finest collection possibly inthe world. They insist that a larger 
sum is necessary. How it is necessary, however, was not made to appear, and 
the committee instructed this reduction to be made. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Let me ask the gentleman if any consideration 
was given to the construction of a fire-proof building for the museum? 

Mr. BurrerwortuH. Yes. I will say to my friend this, that a part of the public 
building proposed to be erected for a library would be devoted exclusively to 
this museum and to the articles there gathered together with the library. 

Mr. TownsuHeEnpD, of Illinois. I have received communications from many 
persons who speak of the library and museum as of great value and of the ne- 
cessity for the erection of a fire-proof building for their preservation. 

Mr. Butrrerworts. There is no doubt of it. The gentleman is correct. It is 
asserted by many doctors to be one of the most valuable collections in the world ; 
and it is now stored in what you might almost say is a mere tinder-box, liable 
to be destroyed by fire at any time. That is one of the reasons the committce 
deemed it unnecessary to add materially to the collection while it is in that build- 
ing, but deemed it proper to withhold appropriations until a more suitable build- 
ing was secured. t 

Str. TownsnEND, of Illinois. Do the committee make any recommendation 
upon the subject? : 

Mr. Burrerwortu. The committee believe that a part of the new library 
building might be necessary for this museum. ; : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the gentleman think that it would be wis« 
to ~ og the library from the museum? In my judgment they ought to be 
together. 

Ir. BUTTERWORTH. The proposition was to set apart a section in the new li- 
brary building to be devoted to the museum and its library. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York. Permit me to say that the amount, $10,000, appro- 

riated last year, was not, in the judgment of many eminent in the medical pro- 

ession, sufficient. That I suppose the gentleman from Ohio understands, Fiv« 
thousand dollars is entirely inadequate. ’ 

This library is the most = library in the world on medical subjects. 
The object is tocomplete it and keep it complete. Five thousand dollars a year 
will not purchase the new publications necessary to keep it up to its present 
standa I think this is perhaps the wisest expenditure of money we can pos 
sibly make with reference to disease. 

r. BurTerwortu. If the gentleman from New York will yield to me, I beg 
to state I will move to increase the appropriation to $10,000, 

Mr. Hewirt, of New York. That is right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to say a wort, unless the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewrrrt] wishes to retain flor. 

Mr. Hewirr, of New York. I have finished what I had to say. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think true economy would require we should 
make provision for the preservation of the ‘ibrary and museum and that a mere 
increase of the a priation is notsufficient. I woulds to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] or the gentleman from Ohio|Mr. BuTrerwortu } 
to bring in a provision here for the erection of a fire-proof building for the pres- 
ervation of the museum and library. 

Mr. ButrrerwortH. I do not think that would be proper in this bill, although 
I with my friend from Illinois it is something which ought to be done. 

e question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUTTERWORTH to strike 
out “$5,000” and insert “$10,000,” it was agreed to. 


Wark DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1888. 
Sir: I have the honor to report that the proposed reduction of appropria- 
tion, in so far as relates to the Army Medical Museum, will prove most disad- 
vantageous to 


are now on exhihition in the museum over 22,000 specimens relating 
to and illustrative of military surgery and the diseases of armies; this number 
is being constan —— by contributions from “members of the Medica! 
Corps of the Army from members of the medical profession 





1883. 
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thoroughly appreciate its importance and value, until the collection has become | 


te be regarded as one of the , if not the best, of its kind in the world. 

Its usefulness is becoming more apparent year by year in the increased num- 
ber of visitors who come to Washington es —_ for the purpose of the study 
of specimens included in the collection, and by the constant inquiry made in 
reference to matters pertaining to medical and surgical science, Hardly a work 
on surgery is now issued from the press of this or foreign countries which has not 
abundant illustrations from and references to this valuable museum. 

The annual amount appropriated for this museum and library ($10,000) is di- 
vided between the two, and heretofore has been made sufficient to keep the col- 
lection in 4 order and to enable a limited purchase of material proper and 
necessary for a collection of its character. 

Latterly, owing to the constant deterioration of the building in which the 
a, 5 placed, an unusual draft has been made upon the appropriation for 
necessary repairs. Allthe manual labor required in cleaning rooms, shelves, 
and cases, as well as all the additions for the safe-keeping of specimens on ex- 
hibition and for the innumerable demands of such a collection, are paid for, as 
will be seen by the accompanying statement, out of the appropriation. 

An increased appropriation could be well and judiciously expended in en- 
hancing the value and usefulness of this collection, which should be, as it is, the 
pride of the medical profession of America. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. L. HUNTINGTON, 
Surgeon United States Army, Curator Army Medical Museum. 
«To the SURGEON-GENERAL, United States Army. 


Extracts from medical reviews with regard to the index catalogue. 
(From the Medical News, Philadelphia, October 7, 1882.) 

We have just received the third volume of this extraordinary work. We have 
so often commended it, and so often urged its support by liberal Congressional 
appropriations, that it is but iteration to expressany opinion. Not only hasno 
such work ever been attempted before, but probably none ever will be again for 
a century at least, for this work is monumental and complete. It is indispensa- 
ble for every medical writer and investigator. 


(From the Medical Record, New York, November 4, 1882.) 


To such as may only know of the index catalogue of the Surgeon-General's 
Office by what may be written of successive volumes asthey appear can form no 
adequate idea of the immensity of labor involved in its preparation, nor of the 
amount of material upon which sach labor is based, 

* * ~ * * * * 

These catalogues are making available to the wants of the working medical 
men an amount and variety of medical literature which has never been collected 
together in any similar library in the world, nor probably ever willbe. We are 
not surprised to hear that the use of the library is increasing with medical men 
over the country. Its direct influence in encouraging research must in the end 
exertits influence upon our medical literature and through it elevate the tone of 
medical education, We have repeatedly said that the American medical man 
is as much a worker as the physician of any other country if the opportunities 
are offered him for so doing. The different volumes of the index catalogue of 
this great library are some of the essential means to that end in directing his 
studies, and in indicating to him the proper lines to follow. 


> 
(From the North Carolina Medical Journal, Wilmington, 1882.) 











Nothing has done more to give American medicine a reputable position among | 


the nations of the world than the impetus which has radiated from the greatest 
medical library of modern times. 
(From the American Journal of the Medical Sciences, Philadelphia, 1883.) 

It is a very pleasant task to notice the successful progress of this great work. 
It isa proper subject of pride to the medical profession that such a record can 
be made exhibiting the greatness of our work ; and a matter for national con- 

tulation that the conception and carrying out of so grand a plan should be- 
ng to America, The scope of the work is enormous, and the execution of it, 
so far as it has gone, is everything which can be desired, 
* * * * * . * 

But nothing we can say will add to the value of the book. 
mendation, It is its own only fitting commentary. 
originality, it isin point of fact most original, and so far as we know stands 
alone. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator from Kansas desire to have the 
paragraph remain as it came from the House? 

Mr. PLUMB. I consented as I said toa limitation of this amount to 
$5,000. The reading of these letters which came under my observation 
accidentally a day or two ago in the committee-room has satisfied me 
that whatever propriety there may be in a division of the appropriation 
the sum total ought not to be reduced. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
his motion. 


It needs no com- 


While laying no claim to. 


I hope, then, the Senator from Michigan will modify | 


Mr. PLUMB. There is a schedule there which states exactly how | 


the money was spent last year. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
museum and the library if it is necessary to specify the details. 

Mr. CONGER. I am perfectly willing to do that. I simply did 
not like to leave the Army Medical Museum without any appropria- 
tion whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves to 
insert after ‘‘ Museum”? ‘‘ $5,000.”’ 

Mr. CONGER. It hasbeen stated that it was divided equally, $5,000 
heretofore for the museum and $5,000 for the library. 

Mr. PLUMB. I stated that as an impression, but I think the docu- 
ments I sent up show that it was never that way. I ask the Secretary to 
read the statement of amounts. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D, C., February 2, 1883. 
Statement of expenditures on account of the library of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office during the year ending June 30, 1882: 


For book: edical ber, 4,241 poping 

8, medical—number, 

a $7,543 76 
And from July 1, 1882, to January 31, 1883: 

For books, medical—number, 1,816 

For medical journals volumes, 285 eevversecesescceses 00000 cncces coveccccoccocs co ccceces 2,611 53 


Perhaps that had better be read also. | 
I hope the $10,000 will be divided between the | 





Statement of expenditures on account of the Army Medical Museum during 
the year ending June 30, 1882: 


For microscopical and photographie section......... 


ceece S78) Sf 

For museum collection..................... aaeniaaianiaieniiatte é 574 78 
For repairs to and care of building and appurtenances 681 20 
For office furniture Sidavenighinnien ' 250 42 
For stationery...... ‘ ectietasiicesatansasinduanaustiniaian 102 70 
For rent of telegraphic instruments and telegraph service 1 80 
2,456 24 


Statement of expenditures on account of the Army Medical Museum from 
July 1, 1882, to January 31, 1883; 


For microscopical and photographie section 


cin Mos 43 
SS SEL AA TET TENT aia 212 42 
For repairs to and care of building and appurtenances... 728 54 
For stationery............... sat iGhaaniandindeelownsdadintinbuiedcsintenenwsdnes 70 00 
For rent of telegraphic instruments and telegraph service 25 50 

1,444 89 


Mr. CONGER. Then I modify my motion, ‘‘ For the Medical Mu 
seum, $3,000, and for the medical library, $7,000.” 

Mr. LOGAN. They have never spent $7,000 yet on the library. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, yes; they report that they spent more than that 
last year—$7,500. 

Mr. LOGAN. [am not going to oppose the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Michigan. Whatever the Senate desires is agreeable to me, 
but 1 notice one thing, that all the information that can be given about 
this Medical Museum is always given to somebody else except myself, 
although I have charge of the bill. I examined the surgeon in charge 
of it and he told me exactly what I have said, and the very letter there 
shows that this money is not properly expended. I am perfectly will- 
ing that all the physicians in the United States should have access to 
this library, but when the Surgeon-General notifies the Senate that th 
books of the library are sent around to physicians in Boston, Chicago, 
and New York, and not sent to the army medical surgeons all over the 
United States, I do not think it is exactly the thing. 

I have no objection to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, 
but I just want to put on record what I have said, that that is not the 
way for the Government money to be used, buying books to be dis- 
tributed around over the country for the use of other people. If they 
want them let them go to the library and examine them. I donot think 
the Government should be engaged in that kind of business, and this 
appropriation has not been conducted properly. We have appropriated 
$10,000 every year for about ten years, and without the knowledge of 
Congress part of the appropriation has been used for repairs and other 
purposes, when Congress thought all the time they were appropriating 
it for books. 

Mr. CONGER. That is not the meaning of the language. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understood itso. It has always been so understcod. 
No one understood it differently until it was explained to me. Then I 
said the money appropriated should not go for repairs of the museum. 
It is a building that belongs to the Quartermaster’s Department and 
the money should be appropriated there for repairing buildings, and not 
let money be appropriated in the hands of everybody to be used to re 
pair buildings as he chooses and take it out of the hands of the Depart 
ment to which it belongs. That was the objection I had to it. 1 was 
willing to put in the $5,000 for books, because it was agreed that that 
was enough for books; but I have no objection to the proposition of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] after ‘‘museum,”’ in line 
313, insert ‘'$3,000,"" and in line 315, to strike out ‘'5”’ 
‘ 


and insert 


‘he amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment to this clause. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ En 
gineer Department,’’ in line 323, after the word ‘‘ chemicals,”’ to strike 
out ‘* professional books for library;’’ and in line 525, after the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out five hundred;’’ so as to make the claus 
read: 


This supersedes the committee's 


For incidental expenses of the depot, remodeling ponton-trains, repairing in 
struments, purchasing fuel, forage, stationery, chemicals, extra-duty pay to en- 
listed men employed as artisans, and ordinary repair, $3,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Ordnance 
Department,’’ after line 340, to insert: 

For transporting, mounting, proving, and testing guns, including small-arms 
constructed at private expense, said expenditure to be made in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for the 
** United States testing-machine,’’ after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 377, 
to insert: 

Provided, That the tests of iron and steel and other materials for industrial 
papers shall be continued during the next fiscal year, and report thereof shall 

e made to Congress: And provided further, That in making tests for private cit- 
izens the officer in charge may require payment in advance, and may use the 


funds so received in making such private tests, making full report thereof to the 
Chief of Ordnance ; and the Chief of Ordnance shall give attention to such pro 
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gramme of tests as may be submitted wy the American Society of Civil Engineers, 
and the record of such tests shall be furnished said society, to be by them pub- 
lished at their own expense. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have looked at this amendment. In one respect 
it is possible that it is subject to the point of order, and if so I would 
have made it, only it is a very trivial one. It seems to me to merely 

late the expenditure of money. I call attention to it in order that 
if it can be subject to the point of order it shall not be drawn into prece- 
dent as a piece of legislation. I doubt if it is subject to it possibly. I 
merely mention it in order that it shall not be said that we have legis- 
lated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought that the clause when it was last 
year became permanent legislation. I should like the attention of the 
Senator from Vermont to the clause which reads: 


And provided further, That in making tests for private citizens the officer in 
«charge may require payment in advance, and may use the funds so received, &c. 


I ask him whether that is not permanent legislation. I desired to 
have it so. It was passed last year in the act, inserting this language, 
and I thought then it was a permanent provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido notthink itis. I think it regulates the cost 
of making the tests now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope it will remain, because it is absolutely 
essential. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not make a point on it; I merely ealled at- 
tention to it in order that it should not be drawn into a precedent here- 
after. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations having been gone through with, the bill is still as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to return to line 373. 1 intended to offer an 
amendment there. I move in that line to change ‘‘guns”’ to ‘‘gun’’ 
and to insert ‘‘a’’ after ‘‘of,’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

That not more than $50,000 of this amount may be expended by the Secretary 


of War in the manufacture or purchase of a magazine-gun selected by the board 
of officers heretofore appointed by the Secretary of War. 


A board of officers was appointed to examine magazine-guns. They 
were at it for a long time, and they reported in favor of three guns. It 
is very evident that we do not want three different kinds of magazine- 
guns; we ought to have but one. These guns should be tested thor- 
oughly, and the one that is the best gun should be selected, and the 
money should be appropriated for that particular gun and not for three 
of different kinds. I ask that the amendment may be made so that it 
shall be understood by the Secretary of War when the money comes to 
be expended that it shall not be for buying three guns of different 
kinds, but for buying the gun, after testing it, that proves to be the 
best. The amendment will confine it to one gun. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Illinois whether this ap- 
propriation is not intended for the purchase of several guns? 

Mr. LOGAN. The board have reported three guns. I want them to 
try the three guns, and the best one I want the Secretary of War to 
select and have the money appropriated for. 

Mr. HARRISON. My inguiry is whether it refers to guns of a par- 
ticular class or to a single gun. 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean by “‘ gun’ 
do not mean a single gun. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I think the language adopted by the Sena- 
tor would not be correct. It would limit the expression to a single 
gun. The word ‘‘gun’’ must be in the plural. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will modify the amendment so as to read ‘‘maga- 
zine-guns from one of the class selected by the board of officers.’’ 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to ask whether the object of this ap- 
propriation is not to test all three classes? How can they tell which 
is the best unless there is an appropriation made to purchase and test 
the three ? 

Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. CONGER. 
test. 

Mr. LOGAN. It confines the purchase to one class. 

Mr. CONGER. But they want to test all three. 

Mr. LOGAN. They have already manufactured the three guns and 
they have reported three. They are to be tested, and this appropria- 
tion of $50,000 is to purchase guns after testing. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is an appropriation in another part of the 
bill for testing? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is appropriated for in another place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois 
to lines 1l4and 115. I wascalled out at the time they were being con- 
sidered. What was done with the amendment there ? 

Mr. LOGAN. It was to. 

Mr. HALE. Is that right? 

Mr. LOGAN. What objection has the Senator to it? 


*aclass. Asa matter of course I 


That is exactly what I want to do. 
But it confines it to one class before they have the 





Mr. HALE. The clause stricken out reads: 

For commutation of «, :arters to commissioned officers at places where there 
are no public quarters. 

I am not very well versed in military law, but 1 understand that the 
law now gives to Army officers commutation for quarters where there 
are no Government buildings which they can occupy; that if we do not 
cone for that we thereby so much reduce their pay; and that it 

with hardship upon those officers who are placed upon the 
frontier at garrisons and posts where there are no Government buildings 
for them to occupy. I know the Senator from Illinois does not in any 
way wish to interfere with that class of officers, because he is looking 
out for them. It seemed to me in examining the matter that an in- 
justice might be done in making that amendment. Would it not be 
better to let the clause remain and give them what the law gives them 
now? 

Mr. LOGAN. They get what the law gives them now. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Illinois will permit me, I will 
call attention to what occurred about that matter. The clause at line 
114 is a change of law from what it has heretofore been; that is to say, 
those words were inserted. We were informed on good authority that 
that would enlarge the operation of the present law in such a way as 
to give commutation of quarters to se officers and officers on leave. 
Whether the intention to strike out those words was subsequently en- 
larged so as to strike out all that referred to quarters I do not know; 
but speaking for myself, the design was to get out that particular inter- 
polation which would enlarge the provision of existing law. 

Mr. HALE. Why not meet it, then, by passing it in this form: 

For commutation of quarters at places where there are no public quarters, 
where the same may now be allowed by law. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will not be necessary to put in those qualifying 
words. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it will. 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply leaving out ‘‘to commissioned officers ’’ will 
accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not think it makes any difference at all; but I 
am perfectly willing to strike out ‘‘to commissioned officers’’ and to 
insert ‘‘ for commutation of quarters for officers on duty without troops.’’ 

Mr. HALE. Would you have it ‘“‘on duty without troops’’ or ‘‘on 
duty where there are no public quarters?”’ 

Mr™LOGAN. ‘Onduty without troops.’’ Officers are not entitled 
to commutation of quarters when serving with troops, under the law. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. After line 185 I move to insert: 

And not more than $105,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph shall 
be applied to the payment of civilian employés in the Subsistence Department 
of the Army; and the clerks employed in said department shall be graded as to 
compensation at $1,600, $1,400, $1,200, and $1,000, respectively, and the number to 


be employed in each grade shall not exceed those employed in the correspond- 
ing grades in the force as now employed. 


Mr. LOGAN. I think that amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire whether the Senator from 
Kansas intends to move a like amendment to the provision in relation 
to the Quartermaster’s Department ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I intend to move similar amendments to all depart- 
ments of the Army in which there are civilian employés. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is on the Calendar of the Senate a bill re- 
ported from the Military Committee on this subject. I believe the fact 
is now that the clerks in the Paymaster’s Departmentare the only class 
of stated clerks who have any connection with the Army whose pay is 
regulated by law. That is regulated by Department order; and there 
it ranges from $1,000 to $2,000. I understand the Senator from Kan- 
sas makes his grades from $1,000 to $1,800. * 

Mr. PLUMB. From $1,600 down to $1,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. I see the report of the Military Committee was to 
make the grades as proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that these 
amendments apply to all of them. We apply the grades in this bill 
to the Adjutant-General’s Department, and these amendments are to 
follow on and make the grades the same all through. The matter was 
considered by the committee and it was agreed that the amendments 
should be offered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it not unlikely that there may be a few 
of these clerks for whom the compensation of $1,600 provided will not 
be enough; but I shall not undertake to antagonize the chairman of 
the Military Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that this amendment 
is legislation in all the last part of it. It proposes to fix a permanent 
grade of clerks by law. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, it only provides for 
the method of expending the money which we appropriate here in 


gross, 
Mr. HALE. It is a limitation on the expenditure. 
Mr. PLUMB. Itisalimitationof the expenditure of money. There 
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js no law fixing the salary of any civilian employed in the Quartermas- 
ter’s t, the Subsistence Department, or the Medical Depart- 
ment, but in point of fact, as we learn by tables sent to us from the 
office of the Secretary of War, persons are being paid various rates of 
co ion, ing from $75 a month up. It is proposed simply to 
say that as to this money, so far as it is in the payment of civilian 
employés, it shall be used in a certain way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Chair will allow me to make a further sug- 

ion, if there is no objection to it (of course the Chair must rule with- 
out debate), I should like to reply to my friend for a moment. 

I think as to the first three lines, that part of the amendment would 
be clearly in order, because that merely regulates the application of 
the money appropriated. Then you come te an affirmative paragraph 
that has no limitation, and that as I think will stand as the law until 
it is repealed by Congress. It is: 

em in said de ment }l be mpensa- 
Pm y #1400, Torna $1 (0 respectively, and = aa ey my tn 


ployed in each grade shall not exceed those employed in the corresponding 
grades in the force as now employed. 


That appears to me, with great respect, to be a permanent provision 
of legislation. The statement that it does not change existing law be- 
cause there is no law about it does not exactly answer the rule. It is 
making law, and if there is no law now it is just as much open to ob- 
jection. It may be very good; but I only make the point of order on 
the principle of keeping these bills free from legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Letme ask the Senator from Vermont if his purpose, 
with which I sympathize, would not be accomplished by putting inthe 
express words of limitation applying to this particular appropriation ? 
He seems to anticipate that this would outrun the present appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it will. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, I think 
it best now not to make a classification that is to be limited to the par- 
ticular appropriation for this year. Had we not better wait until we 
can reach that question and regulate it by a general law such as is pro- 
posed in the bill we have on the Calendar ? 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with that is that we are confronted with 
the necessity of furnishing the money. It is not new legislation. It 
is one of the existing, continuing, running needs of the Department. 
We are now to furnish the money atany rate. Nobody objects to that; 
nobody expects that it will be cut off. All that is sought to be done 
here is, it seems to me, not new legislation, but simply breaking up 
and subdividing the sum of money that we grant into several parts 
and pieces. We say it shall be spent in no case beyond $1,600 a year 
for a clerk, or $1,400, or $1,200, or $1,000. It seems to me in that re- 
gard it is not subject to the point of order, it being cleary, closely, ac- 
curately a method of expending the money, and a limitation upon it 
clear through, not only in the amount, but in the designated ways in 
which it shall be spent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The fact is, as this thing stands, that next year 
if we appropriate for these classes of clerks, just as if they were in the 
Treasury, to carry out the provisions of existing law, we shall be obliged 
to make appropriations in exact conformity to this regulation, as my 
friends call it. That is the trouble; and therefore I think it is a pretty 
permanent classification of a salary for these officers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will amend the amendment then, with consent, by 
saying that during the continuance of this appropriation or as applied | 
to this appropriation they shall be graded so and so as to compensation. 
That is simply saying that a certain person shall receive a certain 
amount of this money as compensation for clerical work. 

Mr. HALE. And next year you may appropriate in gross if you 
want to? 





Mr. EDMUNDS. Not with this modification. 

Mr. HALE. We only say that this year it shall be so spent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be reported. 

The ACTING SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘department,”’ in line 5 
of the amendment, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ during the next fiscal year;”’ 
80 as to make the amendment read: 

And not more than $105,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph shall 
be applied to the payment of civilian employés in the Subsistence Department of 
the Army; and the clerks employed in said department during the next fiscal 
yearshall be graded as tocompensation at $1,600, $1,400, $1,200, and $1,000, respect- 

vely, and the number to be employed in each grade shall not exceed those em- 
ployed in the corresponding grades in the force as now employed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. At the end of line288 I move to insert what I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. I have modified the amendment that I intended to 
offer at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
taal ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of line 288 it is proposed to 


And not more than 
plied to the 
the Army, 


$1,600,000 of the sums appropriated by this act shall be ap- 
payment of civilian employés in t ene Department of 
including those heretofore paid out of the funds appropriated for regu- 


lar supplies, incidental expenses, barracks ‘and quarters, army transportation, 
clothing, camp and garrison equipage; andthe clerksemployed in said depart- 
ment during the next fiseal year shall be graded as to compensation at $1,600, 
$1,400, $1,200, and $1,000.per annum, respectively, and the number to be employed 
in each grade shall not exceed those employed in the corresponding grades in 
the force as now employed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied that I yielded too suddenly to my 
friend from Kansas before about these changes of the law for the fiscal 
year. Thatcertainly doeschangethe law. Iam afraid the former did, 
to which I did not object when he modified it. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is mistaken about its changing the law. 
There is no law on the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Making a law when there is no law on the sub- 
ject, changes the law, because it makes a law different from what ex- 
isted before. 

Mr. LOGAN. There was no law before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what makes it law; and that is 
what is legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator to illus- 
trate the manner in whieh clerks have been paid. In one of the De- 
partments a clerk would be getting, for instance, $1,200 a year. There 
would be a vacancy where $1,200 would be allowed, and instead of 
employing a clerk at $1,200 they would take two clerks and divide it. 
Wherever they could get two clerks they would be appointed, taking 
the salary provided for one clerk. It is for the purpose of correcting 
that practice as far as possible that this proposition is offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did not the committee report that thing ? 

Mr. LOGAN. They have reported it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis notin the bill because it was not drawn up at 
the time the bill wasreported. We were getting the information, and 
the Senator from Kansas took charge of it in connection with the clerk, 
to draft it with the agreement that it was to be offered in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly it is very good to correct all abuses, 
but if you undertake to correct all abuses on an appropriation bill it is 
rather a dangerous piece of business, not in respect of that particular 
abuse, butin the way legislation goes on. Therefore, I feel obliged, al- 
though I let the former one go, supposing it was the end of it, as asmall 
favor, now to make the point of order that this is completely within the 
rule of legislation, and I make it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator be kind enough to put the form of 
language in the amendment which would qualify it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should want to think of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not agree 
to do as requested by the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator trom Vermont has made 
a point of order which is not debatable unless he withdraws it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withdraw it for a moment that I may 
make a suggestion ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the rule read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was read a few moments ago 
Secretary will read the first paragraph of Rule 29. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is enough. It seems to me that the one point to 
be decided here is not whether this is new legislation, not whether it 
corrects something that has not existed before, because every appro- 
priation is new legislation. Lvery provision in an appropriation bill 
for the expenditure of money thereby creates a right and endows some- 
body with a right to spend money that did not exist before, and there- 
fore it is new legislation. 

The question is whether this is general legislation. 
it is clearly not general legislation. It is confined to the scope of the 
bill, the year in which it runs. It deals only with the expenditure of 
money given; it breaks it up and declares how it shall be expended; 
and in no respect is it general legislation. It does not travel outside 
into that domain, but confines itself closely and unerringly to the way 
that the money shall be expended, without making any general legisla- 
tionuponit. Certainly if you can not limit and provide for the expendi- 
ture of money covered by an appropriation bill in this way, your pur 
pose and object in the appropriation bill may fail. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
he understands that the words ‘‘ general legislation’’ relate simply to 
duration of time ? f 

Mr. HALE. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. HARRISON. And whether you might cover the whole subject 
of appropriation bills? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator precisely what I mean by gen- 
eral legislation: any legislation that is so broad and sweeping and gen- 
eral, to use the term in the rule, that it applies to subject-matters out- 
side of the expenditures of the particular money granted. 

Take an appropriation of $100,000 for some particular purpose, for a 
public building; clearly it can be determined in the appropriation in 
what months of the year it shall be spent; clearly it can be provided 
upon what story of that building it may beexpended. Take anappro- 


The 


I contend that 
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priation of $100,000 for clerk-hire, which has been general heretofore, 
which has been unlimited, which has been uncontrolled. The com- 
mittee report an amendment declaring that the money which is to be 
appropriated shall be spent in such a way for the year. If that is gen- 
eral legislation, then you can not make a provision that is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | renew the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order made by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont is sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move the same amendment with the part clas- 
sifying the compensation to be paid stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as modified by the Senator from Kansas. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 288 it is proposed to insert: 

And not more than $1,600,000 of the sums appropriated by this act shall be ap- 
plied to the payment of civilian employés in the Quartermaster’s Department 
of the Army, including those heretofore paid out of the funds appropriated for 


regular supplies, incidental expenses, barracks, and quarters, army transporta- 
tion, clothing, camp and garrison equipage. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is enough. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. After line 374 I move to insert: 

That not more than $65,000 of the money appropriated for the Ordnance De- 


partment, in all its branches, shall be applied to the payment of civilian em- 
ployés in all of its departments. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will not the Senator from Kansas modify his first 
amendment to correspond with the amendments just agreed to? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will make them all correspond so as not to make 
any distinction between them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As to lump sums? 

Mr. PLUMB. Notas to the sums, but as to the grading of compen- 
sation so as to leave them all alike. I will modify thefirstone. After 
line 312 I move to insert: 

And not over $34,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph shall be ap- 
plied to the payment of civilian employés in the Medical Department. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know that anybody understands how this 
is limited, whether a half or a quarter or a third, except the gentleman 
who makes the motion. Unless there issome reason for making the dis- 
tinction, some abuse of the money, I can not see, without some further 
information, why these propositions should be made. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ought to have said, and it probably would have an- 
swered a portion of the purpose of the Senator from Michigan, that 
these amendments were agreed to in the committee, so that they have 
not been adopted without consideration. Besides that they have been 
exhibited in quarters where the question of the administration of the 
Army is the first consideration, and so far as they relate both toamounts 
and classification as they originally appear they were entirely satisfac- 
tory. They are a reduction of about $10,000 in the sums now appropri- 
ated for the purpose of paying civilian employés in the Army. 

Mr. CONGER. I think there has been great care taken here that 
civilian employés of the Army stationed at military posts away from 
the opportunity of procuring what they want may, under regulations 
to be made by the Secretary of War, purchase necessary medical sup- 
plies prescribed by a medical officer at cost with 10 per cent. added. I 
object to that 10 per cent. which is drawn from these civilians for ad- 
ditional money on their pills and salts. 

Mr. PLUMB. If we had succeeded in getting in salt free probably 
these people could have got along with less compensation. 

Mr. HALE. It does not reduce the compensation. 

Mr. CONGER. Still you charge them 10 per cent. additional for 
medicine. I think it is a pretty small business to require a man em- 
ployed in the Army, with the certificate of a medical officer that he 
needs medicine, provided as well for soldiers as other employés, to get 
it at a little 10 per cent. added to the cost, which includes everything 
up to that time; and I do not know who the 10 per cent. is for. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I am very 
sorry when an attemptis made in a bill to provide for men who are not 
provided for inthe law that this character of criticism should be made. 
Under the law as it exists to-day the civilian employés in the Army can 
not have medicine furnished at all by the Medical Department. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a disgrace to the service that they can not. I 
would strike out the ‘‘10 per cent.’ 

Mr, LOGAN. The law only applies to medicine to be administered 
to the soldiers and officers of the Army and their families. It excludes 
civilians who are employed by the Army; but for their benefit, to pre- 
vent them from having to go a long distance and employ a physician, 
we provide that they may purchase medicine at cost with 10 per cent. 
added. If the Senator will examine the law he will find that every 
dollar’s worth of provisions that is purchased by an Army officer, ser- 
geant, or soldier from the Commissary Department is purchased at 10 
per cent. advance, and we use the civilian exactly as the soldier is used 
when it is applied to medicine. It is a fair and proper ry dws in 
here for his benefit, and I do not like to see a criticism of this kind 
made upon such a proposition intended for the benefit of individuals 
and not for their inju 


Mr. CONGER. This must apply to teamsters. It must apply to 





those who are just as necessary to the movement of the troops and to 
the service as the soldiers themselves. The cost includes transporta- 
tion, purchase-money, everything. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator desires this stricken out, and is in 
favor of not allowing the civilian employés of the Army to purchase 
their medicines at all, inasmuch as it is new legislation, let him make 
the point of order on it and strike it out. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to strike out ‘‘10 per cent. added.”’ That 
is all I care to strike out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has nothing to do with the pending amend- 
ment. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know but that it hassomething to do with 
the pending amendment. It follows, it is connected with it. It de- 
ducts 10 per cent. on the wages of these men, and in the same clause, 
if adopted, taking 10 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope none of these employés will use all their com- 
pensation in buying medicine from the Army in order to be cheated out 
of 10 per cent. That seems to be the logic of the Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. It isa little thing, and the very triviality of it makes 
it ridiculous in this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ with 10 per cent. 
added.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been voted in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the rule that motion is not in 
order, as the words have been agreed to by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no objection, I suppose, to striking them 
out. Nobody has raised the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not a question of order. The 
Senator may reach his purpose by moving to reconsider. The Senator 
from Michigan can make the motion when the bill gets into the Sen- 
ate, if he desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When the question is on concurring in the Senate 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole the Senator can 
move to amend as he has indicated. 

Mr. CONGER. I think everybody approves it, and I have no doubt 
it will be struck out by unanimous consent. We might as well finish 
it here. I ask unanimous consent that those words be stricken out. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois objects 
The Senator from Michigan can bring up the matter when the bill gets 
into the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word ‘‘hostilities,’’ in line 131, I move to 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That in the execution of so much of the act 5 ty June 30, 1882 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other pu as provides for the honorable discharge of 
supernumerary officers, it s ball be deemned lawful and within the intent and 
scope of said provision, and in the fulfillment of its purpose, for the President, 
in his discretion, to discharge honorably as supernumerary officers, in the man 
ner and subject to the ee ny therein, such first lieutenants of ar- 
tillery in excess of the number of fourteen of that grade to each artillery regi- 
ment as may request the same. The places thus made vacant shall be abolished 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is legislation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, by unanimous consent, modify the first amend- 
ment so as to correspond with the later ones that were agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the modi- 
fication will be made. 


Mr. LOGAN. I move the following to come in at the end of the bill 
as an additional section: 


Src, —. That hereafter, in time of peace, all offenders in the Army charged 
with offenses now punishable by a regimental or garrison court-martial shal! be 
brought before a summary court, which shall consist of the commissioned officer 
second in rank in the line at the post or station of the offender, and who shall 
hear and determine the offense, and udge the a poe that shall be in- 
flicted; and shall also make a record of his proceedings and submit the same to 
a commander, who, upon the approval of the proceedings in the case, 

order the execution of the sentence, and shall forward the record to the 
department headquarters for examination and file in the office of the judge-ad- 
vocate of the department: Provided, the punishment in such cases be lim- 
ited to that authorized to be inflicted by a regimental or garrison court-martia! 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is clear legis- 


Will not the Senator from Kansas modify the first 


lation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order made by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is sustained. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not see any chance to get any legislation on any 
bill that will improve the Army anywhere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not until you bring in a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have b ht in a bill and I have tried to get it be- 
fore the Senate, and I have failed to do so. 

I desire to amend the bill in one particular, and I hope the Senator 
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will not object to it when I state it. It is to fix a punishment on per- 
sons who invade the Indian Territory whom the Army are required to 


t. 
“—_ EDMUNDS. [shall make the point of order on it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I move to add the following as an addi- 
tional section to the bill: 

Src. —. That section 2148 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding thereto the following words: ‘Or to imprisonment ina 
penitentiary for a period not to exceed one year, or by both.” 

That is to cover offenders like the man Payne who has led his com- 
pany time and again to the invasion of the Indian Territory. It is to 
cover offenses of that character where the military authorities are re- 
quired to arrest and they can only arrest. This is for the purpose of 
fixing a punishment to that class of offenders. Of course it is subject, 
as I know, to the point of order, but I was in hope that this might be 
permitted at least to be adopted; it is a provision that is so necessary 
and so much required. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This may be necessary, and it may be that a care- 
ful inspection of the law would show that there are means of reaching 
the thing now. It is true that the power of the Army is to remove in- 
truders from the Indian Territory. That there is no law for the pun- 
ishment of such intruders under a different branch of the Government 
at this moment, Iam not sosure. That is a subject that a committee 
charged with the matter, the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Com- 
mittee on Territories, or somebody, should properly investigate. I there- 
fore am not willing to waive this point of order for that purpose, more 
especially as all these points of order are upon the principle of having 
the appropriation bills appropriate money to carry out existing laws 
and to stop there. They then become easy and proper subjects of con- 
sideration and can be easily disposed of, and it saves one committee, 
the Committee on Appropriations, from the necessity of absorbing all 
the legislation—civil, criminal, political, foreign—that belongs to the 
whole Government by putting these things on the appropriation bills. 
80 I feel perfectly justified in insisting on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to add as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec. —. That fuel in kind only shiall be issued to the officers of the Army with- 
out cost by the Quartermaster’s Department, in quantities as preseribed by the 
Army regulations and general orders, 

That can not be outof order, because it is only making a regulation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is legislation. I make the point of order 
upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
clean bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further amendments 
as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator from Kansas corrected the former 
amendment to make it conform to those afterward agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been done. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the vote be taken in solido or 
separately upon concurring in the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. LOGAN. Let it be taken in gross. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan can now 
get at the question he desired to bring up in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Inline 312, after the word ‘‘cost,’’ I move to strike 
out the concluding words of the paragraph, ‘‘ with 10 per cent. added;”’ 
so as to read: 

Provided, That civilian employés of the Army stationed at military posts may, 
under soguneons to be made by the Secretary of War, purchase necessary med- 
ical supplies, prescribed by a medical officer of the Army, at cost. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That I know ought not to be done, because the 
same rule applies to all officers of the Army or employ¢s or soldiers. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not as to medicine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notas to medicine. I knowthe general rule au- 
thorizes soldiers and officers to procure certain supplies from the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, and the 10 per cent. is added, as it is supposed, 
to cover transportation. There may be some difference in this pro- 
vision from other provisions, but it seems to me that in the case of 
civilian employés, whose pay is larger than that of soldiers, because 
they have to pay all their expenses, there ought not to be a discrimina- 
tion in their favor. Not only that, but the addition of 10 per cent. does 
not equal the transportation. They get it at cost to the Government, 
and it is all that could reasonably be required. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ten per cent. is added on everything that is purchased 
by the Army from the Quartermaster’s or Commissary Department. 
Medicine of course is issued to all soldiers and officers. It is the only 
thing that these men are prohibited from purchasing by law; they can 
not do it, and we change that so as to allow them to purchase it and 
pay the 10 per cent. the same as officers pay on commissary supplies for 
transportation, as the Senator from Ohio says, and that is what it in- 
cludes and covers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
I am going to stick and see if we can not have a 














The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to change some totals made necessary by the 
adoption of the amendments which I proposed as in Committee of the 
Whole. In line 339 I move to strike out ‘‘ and ten,” 
amount ‘'$100,000’’ in place of ‘‘$110,000."" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 308, after the word ‘‘ Department,’’ I move 
to strike out ‘*200”’ and insert ‘'190,’’ so as to read ‘‘ $190,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 2561 move to strike out 
**475;’? so as to read: ‘‘$3,475,000.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to make the total according to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is to correspond with the reductions made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inline 231 I move tostrike out ‘* 700" 
**650;’? so as to read: ‘'$650,000.”’ 

-Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to conform to the items? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; these are all for the purpose of making the items 
correspond. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 201 I move to strike out ‘ 
to insert ‘‘$2,840,000."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


so as to make the 


**500°’ and insert 


ind to insert 


$3,000,000"" and 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Seere 
tary of War, dated the 19th instant, inclosing one from Major George L. Gilles 
pie, Corps of Engineers, dated the 15th instant, reporting the insuflicieney of the 
sum ($39,000) appropriated by the sundry civil bill of August 7, IS82, for building 
the sea-wall on Governor's Island, New York Harbor, together with an indors« 
ment of the Chief of Engineers showing the necessity for an additional appro 
priation of $15,000 for the purpose. 

The Secretary of War recommends that said additional sum of $15,000 be ap 
propriated at the present session of Congress for the object state 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 20, 1883. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. It should be 
merce. 

Mr. HALE. Is not that a Government work? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Government work. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Then it should be considered in connection with the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


The message will be referred to the 


referred to the Committee on Com- 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 357) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to loan tents to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Association at Columbus, Ohio, 
and to the Grand Army of the Republic at Denver, Colorado, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 358) to provide for the publication of 
the memorial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. 
John W. Shackelford, of North Carolina, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have been uo- 
able to agree. 

P. B. PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
f L. B. CASWELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Kk. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House 
Mr. PLUMB. I will state for the information of the Senate that the 
material differences between the conferees of the House and Senate re- 
late to the amendment by the Senate to the House bill providing for 
what is known as fast-mail facilities, the amendment of the Senate 
striking out the amendment of the charters of the Union Pacific rail- 
ways, and the amendment of the Senate making the 
provision take effect on the Ist day of July. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. All of which are legislative provisions. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Vermont says that these are all 


2-cent postage 
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legislative provisions. We n to have had the decision of the rank- 
ing officer of this body to the effect that the last named was not a leg- 
islative provision, and upon that I will rest, at least for the purposes of 
this discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In a military point of view. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House for a new conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not heard the message of the House read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought it had been read yesterday; I am notsure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again, whether it was read or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the message 
of the House of Representatives. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

In Tur House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 21, 1883. 

Resolved, That the House agree to the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R. 7049) making ws egy + for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and 
that it further insist upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to 
said bill and ask a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Caswei., Mr. Cannon, and Mr, Exvvis be the conferees on 
the part of the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments and accede to the request of the House for a further con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate; and Mr. PLuMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move to take up the fortification appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave sent for the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWes] who has charge of the bill, who will be here, and who desired 
me to move to bring it up. I now give notice that to-morrow morning 
as early as possible I shall try to get up the naval appropriation bill, 
and I hope that we shall pass it to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLANDin thechair). The Sec- 
retary will proceed with the reading of the bill, and the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached 
in the reading. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps it would be well enough for me to state the 
condition of this bill before the amendments are reported. 

The total in the bill as it came from the House is an appropriation 
specified in the bill of $325,000 only. The estimates for fortifications 
were $1,000,000. The appropriations for the last year were $380,000. 
In this bill the appropriations as they came from the House are less 
than the estimates $675,000. The bill is less than the appropriation of 
last year $55,000; $56,000 of that reduction is in the appropriation for 
torpedoes for harbor defenses, and $5,000 was a special appropriation 
for heavy guns to be loaned to the militia of the States, which it was 
not necessary to repeat. 

The bill makes no appropriation for the enlargement or construction 
of fortifications in any of the harbors. It simply appropriates enough 
to preserve and to keep in repair, in the condition they are now, any of 
the harbor defenses. The Committee on Appropriations on the part of 
the Senate propose certain amendments to the bill, which are printed 
of course in Italies. They are first in the matter of appropriations for 
torpedoes for harbor defenses. They restore the amount appropriated 
last year, which was $100,000 and which is thesame as the estimate. 
They then offer amendments resulting from the determinations of a 
special committee of the Senate upon the subject of heavy ordnance, 
which are printed in the report of that committee, and which the chair- 
man of the committee, himself being of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, will more intelligently explain to the Senate than I should be 
able, if [should undertake todoit. When those amendmentsare reached, 
therefore, I will leave them entirely to him. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 18. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereis a motion to be made in regard to the mat- 
ter on line 16. Perhaps I ought to wait until the Secretary has read 
the matter in Italics. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in lines 
16, 17, and 18, to strike out the words: 

And for machine guns, including the conversion of smooth-bore cannon into 
rifles, $1,000, 

And to insert: 

And for conversion of 10-inch smooth-bore cannon into rifled 
and testing two 12-inch cast-iron rifled cannon, in lieu of such 


construction of which has not been commenced 
cape 


ns, maki 

“yy <4 

as were provided for by the 
works of defense, and 


ng three hundred 15-inch guns, 
with wire, testing devices for breech-loading 

accordance with the report of the select pom. ~ wey of the Senate on 
ject of heavy ordnance and projectiles, 000: Provided, That section 37 





of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so that its provisions which require 
that purchases shail be made from the lowest bidder after advertisement shall 
not apply to ordnance and their carriages, to projectiles, gunpowder, or other 
war explosives, orto the materials entering into the manu ure thereof, or to 
whatever is requisite in military experiments with them; but all contracts for 
such material 1 be made by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the question of order so far as the proviso 
is concerned, not as to the rest. That clearly changes the well-estab- 
lished law. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the point of order is raised I will not say whether 
it is well taken or not, but I am very sorry that it is; and I will state 
the reason to the Senator if he will hear me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to withholding it, but I shall 
insist on the point of order after the Senator gets through. 

Mr. LOGAN. We provide in the bill for the manufacture and fab- 
rication of two steel guns and for the making of projectiles, powder, &c. 
It is a well-established fact that in this country we can not produce the 
character of steel that is absolutely necessary for the manufacture of 
guns. That article has to be purchased from abroad, and so it is with 
many of the things connected with the Ordnance Department. If under 
the law we have to advertise for all the materials which are necessary 
for the fabrication of these gunsand the different articles which can not 
be procured in this country, that stops the making of them entirely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A foreigner can bid under our laws as well as any- 
body else. 

Mr. LOGAN. Buta foreigner can not, as a matter of course, bid for 
the character of steel he would propose as low as the character of stec} 
that would be proposed by American manufacturers. Therefore I say 
it entirely puts a stop to the making of the guns, unless this can be 
changed so that the Ordnance Department can have the opportunity of 
making the purchases without the ordinary advertisement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose we can not make this kind of steel—which 
I suppose a Pennsylvanian or a New Yorker would deny—grant that, 
and therefore it is necessary to have foreign steel. If the War Depart- 
ment describes precisely the kind of steel that is necessary and our peo- 
ple have not got it, then the foreign manufacturer has the monopoly ot 
the bidding and he can make his bid and will get his contract, and we 
shall have the steel; but that isnot the pointof course. The point is to 
endeavor to free these bills from any kind of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Surr- 
MAN] makes the point of order on the part of the bill indicated. The 
Chair sustains the point. The question ison theamendment of the com- 
mittee, omitting the proviso, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hardly know how to make the proper motion in 
the case, but I desire to leave the words in line 16, ‘‘and for machine 
guns,’’ where they are. I will therefore modify the pending motion, 
which is to strike out those words. I move that the motion be so 
amended as to strike out only the words ‘‘including the conversion ot 
smooth-bore cannon into rifles, $100,000.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Connecticut to ask for a division of the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will observe the forty-third and forty- 
fourth lines. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [see there is an independent appropriation in those 
lines of $15,000 for the purchase of machine guns. I only desire to 
leave it as the Ordnance Department originally left it in gross, so that 
if the Chief of Ordnance desires to purchase $15,500 worth of machine 
guns or $18,000 or $20,000 he will not be restricted. The original bill 
read for ordnance, &c.; ‘‘and for machine guns * * * $100,000.”’ 
Now they have it for ordnance, &c., $450,000, and a separate $15,000 
for machine guns. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator would leave the Chief of Ordnance at 
liberty to purchase the gun he likes, I suppose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But I shall move when we come to the $15,000 to 
make it $25,000. I would give him some leeway. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will get what he desires in an amend- 
ment to that amendment; but if the Senator leaves the other phrase in, 
then, in addition to what may be that amendment, the Chief of Ord- 
nance might expend the whole $450,000 for these guns. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. The way the bill came here originally you might 
say he could expend $100,000 for machine guns. ; 

Mr. DAWES. We moved to strike it out for the very reason that it 
was possible for him to spend the whole sum for machine guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator thinks it is really necessary —— 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think the Senator desires to have more than 
one kind of machine and that is the latest improvement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. t is what I desire. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator want any other kind ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the Senator would not want any other 
kind but the latest improvement. Ifthe Senator thinks the amount 
we have set for t! rpose is not enough, he can move to make 
it $25,000 or $30,000, but to leave a specific appropriation for the pur- 
chase of the latest improvement and then leave an appropriation for 
the purchase of machine guns generally, in a general appropriation 0! 
$450,000, the Senator sees would not do. 





1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3055 








Ee 


Mr. HAWLEY. I perfectly comprehend what the Senator isat. I 
was wiiogmrent to leave the Chief of Ordnance to make his selection, 
but if the tor thinks it better to make a restriction in this para- 

ph I shall not make any further contest about it. I was going to 
move to strike out lines 43 and 44, for the words ‘‘ machine guns’’ were 
left in the original bill. If the Senator realy objects to that, I will 
move to add $10,000 to the item in lines 43 and 44. 

Mr. DAWES. I would not object if it seemed to me wise, but I 
have no doubt about it. Itseems to me wise to have the Chief of Ord- 
nance restricted to one machine gun and for us to determine how much 
hé may expend for the machine gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It did not occur to me it was objectionable in the 
way it read at first, namely: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including heavy guns and how- 
itzers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, 
their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, including com- 

nsation of raughtsmen on gun construction while employed in Ordnance 


ureau, and for machine guns, including the conversion of smooth-bore cannon 
into rifles, $100,008. 


Mr. LOGAN. We struck that out; and I willstate the reasons that 
actuated me at least in regard to this appropriation of $15,000. Wehad 
the evidence before our committee when we examined this question. I 
do notremember the number—perhaps the chairman does—but over two 
hundred machine guns have already been purchased by the Government 


of the United States, and the evidence shows that there is not one of 


them to-day that is not laid aside. 

Mr. DAWES. There are about one hundred of one particular kind, 
the inventor of which is a wonderful inventor, and he has now made 
an improvement on that gun which the Ordnance Department think 
never can be improved upon further. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make a correction there? 

Mr. DAWES. That is the Gatling gun that we propose to purchase. 
We do not propose to purchase a great number of them to lay up, be- 
cause we think it is possible that the Ordnance Department may be 
mistaken in the idea that there never can be any more improvement 
to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Those already on hand are not laid aside in one 
sense. They are still an extremely valuable gun and the same that 
are still used in the European armies of a particular make; but he has 
made an advance on them and the purchaser of course would not think 
of taking an old one. 

Mr. LOGAN. We had the inventor of those guns that we laid aside 
before us, and we questionedhim. Every year there was an appropria- 
tion for purchasing machine guns and there was no restriction until 
we have two hundred that are laid aside, because a new invention makes 
much better guns. I asked this inventor if the guns we had could 
not be changed, and he said no. He insisted that the only thing to be 
done was to buy the new gun. Now, for fear there might be a change 
in the new gun again in order to get a new sale, we concluded that we 
would restrict the Ordnance Department to $15,000, and I think it was 
a very wise thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much did you pay for the old guns? 

Mr. LOGAN. About $1,000apiece. We have two hundred of them 
now useless in consequence of new inventions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are not useless. They do not fire at high 
angles so easily. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam using the word that the gentleman who appeared 
before us used. Ido notinvent the word ‘‘useless,’’ but he saidit. He 
said they could not be changed to this character of gun. We thought it 
would be a good idea if they could be changed, but he said no, and we 
concluded it would be proper to restrict the seller and the purchaser, 
80 as tosee what kind of a gun could be had. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was to. 

_ The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 42, to insert: 
For the purchase of machine guns of the latest improvement, $15,000. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Has the previous paragraph been ruled out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso has been. The other 
part has been to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is quite useless to argue on the wisdom of the 
proviso, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question has been determined, 


and debate on it is out of order. The question is on the amendment 
which has just been read. 
The amendment was to 


_ The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
line 48, after the word “application,” to strike out 50” and insert 

100;’’ so as to read: 
For torpedoes for harbor defenses, and the preservation of the same, and for 
foehnag experiments in their application to harbor and land defense, and for 
of engineer battalion in their preparation and application, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 











The next amendment was after the word ‘* provided,”’ in line 49, to 
strike out: 

That the money herein appropriated for torpedoes shall only be used in the 
establishment and maintenance of torpedoes to be operated from shore stations 
for the destruction of an enemy’s vessel approaching the shore or entering the 
channels and fairways of harbors. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

That one-half of this sum may be used in the purchase of torpedoes of the 
latest improvement. 

The amendment w:s agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. On line 20, before the word *‘ rifled,’’ I wish to insert 
the word ‘‘ breech-loading.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those words should have been in. 

Mr. LOGAN. They ought to have been in; it was neglected. It 
will then read: 

Two 12-inch cast-iron breech-loading rifled cannon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

NIOBRARA MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, understanding that there is no appropria- 
tion bill ready until morning on account of the papers not being got 
together, that the Senate take up for consideration the joint resolution 
(S. R. 123) providing tor the termination of the fisheries part of the 
treaty with Great Britain, a measure of great public importance that 
ought to be passed on. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection, but will aid the Senator in any 
way to get that matter up; but there is a conference report that was 
laid aside yesterday to be taken up to-day which will take but a min 
ute. Ifthe Senator would not object, I should like to call it up 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report will be read 

The Secretary informs the Chair that the conference report was read 
yesterday. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, and was laid aside at the request of the Sen 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], to be taken up to-day. I ask 
that the report be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report on the bill (If. R. 2997) granting right of way to the 
Fremont, Elk Horn and Missouri Valley Railroad Company across thi 
Niobrara military reservation in the State of Nebraska. 

The report was concurred in. 

BRITISH FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution (S. R. 123) pro 
viding for the termination of articles numbered 18 to 25, inclusive, 
and article numbered 30 of the treaty between the United States of 
America and her Britannie Majesty, concluded at Washington May &, 
1871, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with an amendment, which was to strike out all after the 
resolving clause and insert: 

That in the judgment of Congress the provisions of articles numbered ISto 25, 
inclusive, and of article 30 of the treaty between the United States and Her Bri 
tannic Majesty, for an amicable settlement of all causes of difference between the 
two countries, concluded at Washington on the &th day of May, A. D. i871, ought 
to be terminated at the earliest possible time, and be no longer in force; and to 
this end the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give notice to the Gov 
ernment of Her Britannic Majesty that the provisions of each and every of the 
articles aforesaid will terminate and be of no force on the expiration of two years 
next after the time of giving such notice. 

Sec, 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give and commu 
nicate to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty such notice of such termina- 
tion on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1883, or as soon thereafter as may be. 

Sec, 3. That on and afteg the expiration ofthe two years’ time required by said 
treaty, that each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have ex 
pired and be of no force and effect, and that every department of the Govern 
ment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the 
prenetene), in the same manner and to the same effect asif said articles had never 
veen in force; and the act of Congress approved March 1, A. D. 1873, entitled 
“An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the sth day of May, 1571, re 
lating to the fisheries,’ shall be and stand repealed and be of no force on and 
after the time of the expiration of said two years. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
now reads: 


In section 3, line 2, there is a clerical error. It 


That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by said treaty 
that each and every of said articles, &ec. 

The word “‘ that,’’ before ‘‘ each,’’ should go out as a mere matter of 
grammar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. BAYARD. 


’ 


The amendment will be so amended. 
Is this the regular notification under the treaty ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. This is the regular notification under the treaty 
Mr. WINDOM. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
section 3, which repeals ‘‘an act to carry into effect the provisions ot 
the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed in the 
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city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries,’’ 
will repeal the act under which goods are imported in transit through 
American territory. It says “‘relating to the fisheries,’’ but the Re- 
vised Statutes seem to indicate that it covers the question of transporta- 
tion in bond. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is section 2866 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look at the statute. 

Mr. WINDOM. While theSenator is looking for the statute I desire 
to say that I am very unwilling to repeal those clauses of the treaty and 
those laws which relate to transportation in borid through this country, 
‘because it is a very large business and a very great interest would be 
injured if it should be done. I am very willing to give notice of the 
termination of the fishery part of the treaty, and I do not know but that 
article 29 of the treaty would cover the transportation question. The 
question is whether the law which is here proposed to be repealed affects 
transportation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The twenty-ninth article of the treaty provides, not 
for the fishery subject or the transportation between the two countries of 
things in bond from the ports of one country to those of another, but it 
provides for complete transit from the sea, for instance at Portland to 
Quebec, and from Port Huron, in Michigan, to Buffalo, for another illus- 
tration, reciprocally. That is the twenty-ninth article. 

Mr. WINDOM. Would that provide for transportation, for instance, 
through Minnesota, of goods brought and carried to Manitoba. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it would; it covers all that thing. Ar- 
ticle 30 would not provide for that. 

Mr. WINDOM. But article 29-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Article 29 provides, I think, for that, because it 
says not only New York, Boston, and Portland, ‘* but any other ports 
of the United States,’’ and then reciprocally the other way in exactly 
the same terms, so that article 29 would cover things from Manitoba 
coming across the Territories of the United States for the British prov- 
inces; all that would come under article 29. Article 30 is an entirely 
different thing, which provides really for the British having the benefit 
of the coasting-trade of the United States, and the United States having 
the benefit of the coasting-trade on the lakes. That is the sum and 
substance of it, stated briefly. 

Mr. FRYE. No notice is given as to article 29. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh,no. The only question is whether this repeal- 
ing clause of the act of 1873 is to operate as repealing the provisions 
that have been made to carry out article 29; but article 29 did not re- 
quire any legislation about it; it executed itself. I will look now at 
the act of 1873, and see if it did provide for carrying out article 29. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator will find it did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be, but it was not necessary. 

Mr. FRYE. Even if theSenator finds that it did, there is ample time 
to amend it at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes, but we would rather amend it now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be arranged in a moment, if it is necessary. 
I do not think it is, for it says ‘‘ relating to the fisheries;’’ but we can 
fix it in a word. 

Mr. FRYE. I said to both Senators from Minnesota that it did not 
interfere at all with the rights and privileges which were of advantage 
to us under the treaty. I refer to the twenty-ninth article, which was 
not repealed, and not to the legislation which the resolution undertakes 
to repeal, for I did not have in my resolution anysuch reference to leg- 
islation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is an express repeal of legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Toguard againstall possible misconstruction about 
it, I move to amend the amendment of the committee, page 3, after the 
end of the description of the title of the act, after ‘‘fisheries,’’ partly in 
line 13 and partly in line 14, to insert: 


So far as it relates to the articles of said treaty so to be terminated. 


So that we repeal the act only that far. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that covers it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lam sure it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, 


SUPPRESSION OF BIGAMY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. As no appropriation bill is yet ready, I move to 
take up the Utah bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of what is called the 
Utah bill. It will be reported by title and number by the Secretary. 

The Actine Secretary. “A bill (8. 2238) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 





United 2 iehe + reference to bigamy, and for other purposes, ’ approved 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objecti ideri 
vane jection to considering the 
—-e oie. I object. 
e IDING OFFICER. Objection being made, th i 
is on the motion of the Senator Po Vermont to proceed A eg 
sideration of this bill. 

_Mr. CALL. I hope very much that bill will not be taken up at this 
time. It involves very serious constitutional questions, and we have 
but a few days left of the session, and there are a good many matters of 
very great importance to the current business of the country that have 
not been able to be considered at all. We shall be occupied long with 


this question in regard to the condition of things in the Territo: 
Utah if we go into it. It occupied a great deal of time last non he 


I think it is impossible to consider it at the present moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

_ ene . lask for the yeas and nays, 

yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. ; ~———qeaiemm 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 
““ yea. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON]. I do not know how he would vote on this question, 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
my vote. 
STON ]. 

Mr. WINDOM (after hiving voted in the affirmative). I voted, for- 
getting that I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [{ Mr. 
Davis]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
Otherwise I should vote 


( I withdraw 
I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Joun- 


YEAS—23. 
Anthony, Garland, I n Rollins, 
Blair, Hale, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mahone, Sewell, 
Conger, wiley, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Voorhees. 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., 
NAYS—17. 

Barrow, Camden, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Coke, Jones of Florida, Williams. 

k, Groome, Pendleton, 
Brown, Hampton, Pugh, 
Call, Harris, Ransom, 

ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Ferry, Kellogg, Plumb, 

ison, . Frye, Lamar, Saunders 
Butler, George, Lapham, Sherman 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, MeDill, Slater, 
Cockrell, Grover, McPherson, Tabor, 
Davis of I1., Hill, Mitchell, Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Jackson, Mo . Vest, 
Fair, Johnston, Morrill, Walker, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Windom. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2238) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
agent reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 

, 1882. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with «n 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That in any proceeding and examination before a d jury, a judge, or a 
United States com ioner, in any prosecution for y, polygamy, or un- 
lawful cohabitation under any statute of the United States, the lawful busband 
or wife of the person acc shall be a competent witness and may be called 
and may be compelled to testify in such ing, examination, or prosecu- 
er = ie A consent of the — or — as the case may be. - 

nc, 2. That in any prosecution for bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabits- 
tion, under any statute of the United States, whether before a United States com- 
missioner, judge, a jury, or any court, an attachment for any witness may 
be issued by the court, judge, or commissioner without a previous subpana, com- 
pelling the i diate attend of such witness, when it shall appear to the 
commissioner, j , or court, asthe case may be, that there is reasonable ground 
to believe that witness would ‘unlawfully fail to obey a subpoena issued and 
served in the usual course in 

Src. 3. That any prosecution for y, polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation 
may be comm at any time w five years next after the commission 0! 
the offense; but this provision shall not be construed to apply to any offense al- 
ready by any existing statute of limitation. 7 

Sec. 4. very ceremony of , or in the nature of marriage, in any 
of the Territories of the United States, whether either or both or more of the 
parties to such ceremony be lawfully com t to be the subjects of such mar 
riage ceremony or not, shall be cert n writing by a certificate stating th: 

and nature of such ceremony, the full names of each of the parties con 
cerned, and the full name of every officer and of every person in any way taking 
part in the performance of such ceremony, which certificate shall be drawn "| 
Endiaigned Gy he partiesto such ceremony and by every officer or person taking 
part in the performance of such ceremony, ‘and shall be by the officer, priest, or 
other — solemnizing such ma or ceremony, filed in the office of the 
probate court, or, if there be none, in the office of the court having probate pow- 
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ers in the county or district in which such ceremony shall take place, for record, 
and shall be immediately recorded. Such certificate shall be prima facie evi- 
by this act to be stated therein, in any proceeding, 

minal, in which the matter shall be drawn in question. Any person 
violate any of the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of 
a an ry and 7 f ee ey mn f, be —— by a — of ame 
than or by im mment n jonger than two years, or by both 

maid | punishments, in the discretion of the court. 


= 

= 

8 
= 


Sec. 5. , record entry of any kind concerning any ceremony 
of marriage, or in the nature of , made or kept by any officer, clergy- 
priest, or person rming civil or ecclesiastical functions, whether law- 


ful or not, in any Te ry of the United States, shall be subject to inspection 
at all reasonable times by any officer of justice appointed under the authority 
of the United shall, on request, be produced and shown to such of- 
ticer by any person in whose possession or control the same may be. Every 
person who shall violate the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty 
ofa misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not 


more than $1,000, or bag re not longer than two years, or by both 
said punishments, in the d tion of the court. And it shall be lawful for any 
United States commissioner, judge, or court before whom any proceedings shall 
be pending in which such record or entry may be material, by proper warrant, 
to cause such record or entry and the book, document, or paper containing the 
same to be taken and brought before him or it for the purposes of such proceed- 


ing. 

‘too. 6. That nothing in this act shall be held to prevent the proof of marriages, 
whether lawful or unlawful, by any evidence now legally admissible for that 
P'SEC. 7. That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah for any public purpose whatever, and no such 
vote be recei orcounted orgiven effect in any manner whatever; and 
any and every act of the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah providing for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby 
annul . 

Sec. 8. That the existing election districts and apportionments of representa- 
tion concerning the members of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utahare hereby abolished ; and it shall be the duty of the governor, Territorial 
secretary e United judges in said Territory forthwith to redistrict 
said ‘Territory and apportion representation in the same in such manner as to 
provide as nearly as may be for an equal representation of the people (except- 
ing Indians not taxed) being citizens of the United States, according to numbers, 
in said Legislative Assembly, and to the number of members of the council and 
house of representatives, respectively, as now established by law. Anda rec- 
ord of the establishment of such new districts and the apportionment of repre- 
sentation thereto shall be made in the office of the secretary of said Territory, 
and such ent and representation shall continue until Congress shal! 
otherwise pe and no persons other than citizens of the United States other- 
wise qualified shall be entitled to vote at any election in said Territory. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the seventh section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRts inthe chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state the reasons on which the committee 
inserted the seventh section which deprives for the time being females 
in the Territory of Utah from voting. According to the information 
that we received from the commissioners appointed under the previous 
act of Congress and from other sources, it appeared that female suffrage 
in that Territory was so far as it relates to the Mormons a suffrage of 
servitude, that the females vote exactly as their lords and masters re- 
quire them to do, be they many or few; and that counts to keep up in 
this hierarchy and polygamous really governed Territory as it has been, 
the power of those guilty of the crimes that we wish to repress. 

Accordingly, we felt justified without any reference to the question 
of the general propriety of female suffrage, in proposing that for the 
time being female suffrage exercised as it isin that Territory should be 
suspended. We do not, by proposing this clause, undertake to express 
any opinion as to the general question of female suffrage; but in order 
to accomplish the end, and to put the political power in that Territory 
in the hands of the people who are in accord with the laws and senti- 
mentsof the United States. This was onc of the things that was thought 
to be necessary to that end. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me to ask one question for information. 
I did not hear all the statement of the Senator from Vermont. I lost 
the authority he had for saying that the females in the Territory voted 
as their lords and masters directed. I suppose he stated on what au- 
thority he said so, but I did not hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We saw all or all but one of the gentlemen who 
were commissioners under the former act, who spent some months in 
that Territory. This observation that I have made does not apply to 
the Gentile women as they are called there, very few of whom I un- 
derstand really exercise this right of suffrage; but it refers to the other 
class of females under the domination of the Mormon Church, for there 
is no di the fact that the Mormon government of that Terri- 
tory is a government of the most exclusive and powerful hierarchy that 
exists on this continent. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Gentile women did vote one wife would not 


six. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true enough; but our information drawn 
from these gentlemen who spent months there, and from all other 
sources that we can get by letters and so on, convince us that the polit- 
ical power of this Territory is now largely influenced in respect of its 
being kept in the hands of the people who defy the laws of the United 
States, by force of their casting the solid votes of their females in the 
direction that I have named. We therefore thought that the greater 
good of breaking up this great crime would justify the suspension for 
the time being of female voting in the Territory, without any refer- 
ence, I to the general question of female suffrage. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator from 
Vermont to any legislator accustomed to be governed by general con- 
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stitutional principles has stated very strongly the objection to the see- 
tion which he proposes in his bill. Here isa criminal law, a law aimed 
at the offense of polygamy and prescribing the method of proving with 
a view to the punishing a certain crime. In that law he includes a 
general provision in regard to the right of suffrage, and he undertakes 
to make a general provision in regard to the right of suffrage prohibit- 
ing all women from exercising a right they now enjoy and taking from 
the people of a particular Territory the right to determine the quali- 
fications of electors in that Territory, accorded to all other people and 
accorded to them in all other respects, by saying that a certain class of 
women whom the Senator thinks are in a majority will not vote as he 
thinks they ought to vote. 

That is the whole of this proposition as he states it himself, trans- 
lated into plainer and clearer language so fur as disclosing the purpose 
goes. I do not mean to compare my general capacity for makinga clear 
proposition with that of the learned chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. He says that the Gentile women, the unmarried women, the 
women who are the sole lawful wives of lawful husbands, shall all be 
prohibited from the exercise of a right which they new enjoy, and which 
for the purposes of his present argument he does not deny they ought 
to continue to enjoy, because certain other women have voted or are 
likely to vote in a way that we do not want they should tor the wrong 
candidate or because they are constrained by domestic or ot her influences 
into voting a particular way. 

Now, suppose we may take it for granted (though the Senator cites 
no authority except that of certain commissioners who have not been 
out of Salt Lake City) that the women who have so far become adherents 
or disciples of Mormonism as to live in polyamous connection with Mor- 
mons would be likely to cast their votes in the interest of that church 
and that institution; I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ver- 
mont why, if he excludes all the women of that Territory from the 
right to vote because of the action of the majority of women, he does 
not exclude all the men of that Territory from the right to vote be 
cause of the way in which the majority of the men vote in that com 
munity? If he excludes the Mormon wife because of casting her vote 
in accordance with the will of her husband, why should he not exclude 
the husband who casts his vote under the domination of the same hiet 
archy? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is really doing what the 
author of this section, I will not say flinched, but shrank from doing, 
and from avowing in regard to men. Why not meet this question 
fairly and say that Mormons shall not vote, that persons under the 
influence of the Mormon hierarchy shall not vote, or at any rate that 
persons living in polygamous marriage, male or female, shall not vote ? 
That is what the Senator undertakes to accomplish; and if he has a 
right to do what he proposes, he has a right to do that. 

But I suppose that whoever drew this section and that the chainnan 
of the Judiciary Committee in proposing this section thought that would 
be a violation of general and sound constitutional principles. He was 
not prepared to say even to a Mormon, ‘‘ You shall not vote because of 
your religious or pretended religious principles;’? he was not prepared 
to say even of Mormons, ‘‘ We will punish a certain class of offenses 
against society and against the marriage relation as it is conceived and 
understood by Christians with the deprivation of the right of suffrage,’’ 
because whatever evils the exercise of the right of suffrage by this class 
of persons may operate in the particular class, the assertion of the right 
by the Government to control the suffrage with a view of making that 
control a lever or instrumentality in regard to certain opinions, how- 
ever erroneous they might be, was the assertion of a vicious and most 
dangerous general principle, worse, if anything could be worse, than 
Mormonism itself. I will not say that; not worse than Mormonism 
itself, because Mormonism itself isa destruction of that most sacred tie 
which lies at the foundation of the home and of society itself. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont says that he does not put this prop 
osition upon any general objection to female suffrage. Whatever his 
opinion may be on that question he is not governed by that opinion 
here, but he puts it simply on the ground that the suffrage of a partic 
ular class of women preponderating in numbers over others in a partic- 
ular community is exercised in favor of a vicious system or under the 
control of a vicious hierarchy. If that be the reason, it seems to me, 
with great respect to a Senator for whose conclusions I have so great 
respect always, whom almost always I delight to follow in public ques 
tions, that that is a bad reason in principle. 

I hope, therefore, whatever may be done with the bill, which I shall 
be glad to support without this clause, that the section will be stricken 
out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the question of suffrage is a po- 
litical question within the control of the political power at all times 
I believe everybody agrees to that. All that the Senator has said re- 
specting the opinions of Mormon women is entirely apart from this bill. 
That is motive merely; it is not law. 

In the next place, if we could get at the real opinions of the Mormon 
women, and give them the free exercise of those opinions, desirous of 
breaking up as I am these practices in that Territory, I would say if 
the Mormon women could not now vote they should have the right to 
vote, because if you can get at their real opinions (as these commission 
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ers did from many of them in private interviews, &c.) we should find 
that the very nature of woman in general—the very nature of every 
virtuous woman—revolts at the notion of polygamy and of all its in- 
fluences; but they are like the women of Central Asia at this present 
moment; they are dominated by the lords of creation, who wish to keep 
up a government which is opposed, as my iriend and myself agree, to 
everything that is good as we understand it in this world, and that we 
all agree in desiring to put down. 

That is the way it stands. Therefore we do not invade any princi- 
ple of law or constitutional government in arranging the political af- 
fairs of a Territory over which we have supreme dominion. If the ar- 
gument of a learned citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, said to have 
been delivered to a committee of the House of Representatives, and a 
copy of which has been sent to me, is sound, then we have no right to 
legislate about any of the transactions in the Territory of Utah at all, 
and Utah is entitled to the same powers of self-government by its peo- 
ple that a State is. But Ido not propose to go into that question; I 
dismiss it as one to which no Senator, or very few Senators, will agree 
at all. 

Then having the political power of arranging the suffrage in that 
Territory, and being determined to put down the practice of polygamy 
there and to abolish this anti-republican hierarchy which is founded 
on that alone, I think we are justified in taking any step that protects 
equal rights, necessary to that end. The motive is not to make a dis- 
tinction in respect to opinions, but the motive is to liberate these women 
from the duress under which they keep up a government there which is 
injurious to their own fortune, their own honor, their own prosperity, 
and their own instincts of female virtue. That is it, and that is all 
of it. 

My learned friend inquires why we do not exclude the men too. On 
constitutional principles of course we must make general rules. We 
have not undertaken, and I do not wish to undertake, and I do not 
think it rightto undertake, and I doubtif it is constitutional to under- 
take—lI will not say I doubt; I am sure it is not constitutional—to dis- 
franchise any man on account ofan opinion that he has, or any woman. 
Persons must be disfranchised on some other legal ground. 

Everybody, I suppose, except Judge Black, agrees that in point of 
law we can confine voting in any Territory or in the District of Colum- 
bia to property-holders of $100,000, and that would reduce the govern- 
ment of the District to probably one hundred men; we can confine it 
in the Territories to $100,000, and that would reduce the whole Terri- 
tory to one hundred men very likely; we can say that nobody who has 
a dollar in the world shall be entitled to vote; we can say that nobody 
who has any amount of property shall be entitled to vote, and that all 
those who have no property at all—the paupers—shall be the sole voters 
in a Territory over which we have dominion or in the Districtof Colum- 
bia, if we think it wise to do it, because we make a general classifieation. 

If you say exclude the Mormon men as well as the Mormon women, 
you must exclude the Gentile men as well, as we do by this bill the 
Gentile women, and then you have nobody to vote in the Territory at 
all. So with the motive, which | avow with the utmost plainness, of 
diminishing this power and relieving these Mormon women from the 
slavery and duress under which they now cast their votes in a certain 
way, it is right and proper to do this thing. That is the whole of it. 

Now, if my friend from Massachusetts is so stirred up with his ad- 
miration and desire for woman suffrage that he is unwilling to take 
every step possible lawfully to repress polygamy and this hierarchy 
founded on it in that Territory; that he prefers to have polygamy with 


woman suffrage than to have no polygamy without it for the time | 


being, that, of course, will account for his position. 

Mr. HOAR. Why does not the Senator abolish suffrage there alto- 
gether, allow me to ask him ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state that. 

Mr. HOAR. We have the same right to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have the same right to abolish suffrage alto- 
gether. Then what are you going todo? You must govern that Ter- 
ritory then just as you govern the District of Columbia, by a steady 
and constant act of Congress like a legislature, which is impracticable. 
Some people, a considerable number of the Gentiles in that Territory, 
were angry last year when we passed the former bill, to which this is 
merely a supplement drawn out by circumstances and in aid of it, and 
extremely desirous that we should abolish suffrage altogether and put 
the government of that Territory into a commission and give the com- 
mission, as practically we must, if we do it at all, legislative powers. 

I do not believe the Congress of the United States ought to give any 
commission anywhere legislative powers. You can give them execu- 
tive powers; but you must yourself exert the legislative power and we 
know with the way Congress is blocked up with business that we can 
not provide local legislation from day to day and from time to time for 
that Territory. It can not be done; and the committee thought, con- 
sidering that part of the question, that it was improper as the thing 
now stands to undertake to govern that Territory by a commission that 
should be invested with the necessary legislative powers for the proper 
government of it. So we can not do that. 

Then we go just as far and as fast as the Constitution will allow usin 
every way to accomplish the end that I suppose we all have in view, and 





so far as the thing stands in point of law there can be no question of our 
right to regulate suffrage in that Territory, suppose. When you come 
to the question of motive then my honorable friend is entitled to make 
the argument he has made, that this motive may apply just as well to 
men as to women. So it might; but we apply it both to the Gentile 
women who are willing and glad to suffer this deprivation in order to 
accomplish this great good, and to the Mormon women alike. If we 
apply it to the Mormon men we mustapply it to the Gentile men alike. 
and then we shall have nobody to elect a Territorial Legislature and 
make a government. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to ask the Senator a question, but I want to 
found it, if he will allow me, on the reading of a passage from the last 
act. The Senator, as I understood him in what he first said, stated 
that these women acted under duress of their husbands. For that 
reason he wished to exclude them. The present law is this section 8 
of the act of March 22, 1882: 

That no polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than one 
woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described as afore- 
said in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any election held in any 
such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election orappointment to or be 
entitled to hold wn office or place of public trust, honor, or emolument in, un- 
der, or for any such Territory or place, or under the United States. 

So you have already excluded every bigamist or polygamist, man or 
woman, every woman cohabiting with any polygamist or bigamist; and 
this is a proposition merely to extend to all women this disqualification 
without extending it to all men. The Mormon man in carrying his 
principles into practice is not excluded. Now, I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor from Vermont why itis that finding certain men not guilty of crime 
but only entertaining bad opinions, and certain women not guilty of 
crime but some of them as he supposes entertaining bad opinions, he 
makes a law applicable to the Territory of Utah by which he excludes 
all women from the franchise they now possess and refuses to exclude 
not only all men but even the men entertaining those opinions? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have answered that already. I have said that 
your law must be equal and is equal as applied to classes. Nobody 
doubts, my friend from Massachusetts does not doubt that wherever 
we have legislative jurisdiction, like a State has or like Congress has 
over the District of Columbia or a Territory, we may classify the peo- 
ple who are entitled to the exercise of political rights by age, by sex, }) 
property, or the want of property, or any other such thing that is gen 
eral in its application.’ » Now in order toaccomplish the object we have 
in view, one great and necessary step in it is to diminish the politica! 
power of the polygamous Mormon Church, because that is what it is. 
and that is what it is alone, as it is now constituted, although it is an 
ingrafted eontrivance on the original Mormon faith. 

Now how are you going to doit? Ihave answered that alread) 
You can do it by excluding all men in the Territory if you please and 
leave it to all women; but inasmuch as three-fourths of the women 
there are under the domination of the men who wish to keep up this 
polygamous church, they vote just as they are compelled to whether 
they are plural wives or not, because the power of the church extends 
entirely beyond the mere polygamous relation. It extends to almost 
all the female people of that church as well as the male people, and 
they vote almost solid in one way in order to maintain this centra! 
power of the kind that I need not take time to describe. That is the 
reason, and therefore having the power to make this classification under 
the law and not having the power to abolish it entirely with any 
safety for the government of the Territory, for we cannot put it ina 
commission with legislative powers, we must do this or do nothing; and 
| it really comes back to the question whether you prefer polygamy to 
| suspending for the time being female suffrage in that Territory and re- 
| lieving these poor women who are far more vastly sinned against than 

sinning, from the domination that forces them to uphold by their votes 
this institution that we are trying to get rid of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, 1 believe in what is called manhood 
suffrage; that is, the right of partahing in the sovereignty on the part 
of every human being of mature powers, whether male or female. |! 
admit that the power to te the exercise of suffrage is in the po- 
litical organization as it exists, and that the extension of the sufirage 
is at its will, not as a matter of right but as a matter of power, because 
there is no other way to obtain the extension unless it be exercised by 
force and violence, which is revolution. Wherever in any republican 
community or in any community where the republican form of govern 
ment prevails this right has been extended to all to whom it belongs 
by nature, 1 never will consent by any act of mine to see any class 
despoiled of the exercise of that right; and if in the Territory of Utah 
woman has acquired it, I will so far as my action is concerned incline 
always to vote in such way as to enable her to continue rather than to 
restrict her in its exercise. But without entering upon the gener! 
question of the right of female suffrage, I wish to confine what little 
I have to say now to the specific provisions in this bill. 

The exact state of the law seems to be this: By the statute of the las 
session we deprived every polygamist and bigamist of the right to vot« 
and to hold office. I suppose we would consider that they have the 
right to continue the exercise of suffrage and the right of office-holdiny 








until tried and convicted of the crime mentioned according to law, aud 
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it is because we can not inflict this pain and penalty, for certainly the 
deprivation of the right of partaking in the suffrage is punishment, be- 
cause we can not deprive them until after conviction by due course of 
law, that the Mormon men still retain the right of suffrage. Therefore 
they can still vote. Mormon women can vote still. Both can vote 
until they are convicted of the crime specified in the act of last session. 
Now, this bill comes to us and reads as follows: 

That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election hereafter held 
in the Territory of Utah for any public y= whatever, and no such vote shall 
be received orcounted or given effect in any manner whatever; and any and 
every act of the governorand L lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah pro- 
viding for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby annulled. 


It does not touch the matter of office-holding, it does not attack the 
right of suffrage in the hands of any but women, and it makes no dis- 
tinction among women. The Senator from Vermont brings in this bill 
with this section because certain of the women in the Territory of Utah 
believe in polygamy and vote in accordance with their belief, or if he 
does not place it upon that ground he says it is because these women are 
practically enslaved and vote in accordance with the will of their hus- 
bands or their masters. R 

That is a question of fact, and his proof of that question of fact is, I 
think, liable to be controverted. To be sure he says that certain com- 
missioners who went out there and spent a few months come back 
and say so. I do not know in what authoritative way they have ever 
said so; but I do know that all the accounts I have ever heard from the 
Territory of Utah are overwhelmingly to the point that the women are 
as much attached to the institution as are the men in that Territory, and 
| think that is the fact. 

I happened to be the last Gentile who conversed with Brigham Young 
before his death. I was in the Territory at that time. It was ona 
Monday evening, and he died the next Thursday. Inconversation with 
him and in conversation with many other leading men, and from ob- 
servation that I had the opportunity of making at a public festival and 
at other public gatherings and assemblies which I witnessed while there, 
I was thoroughly satisfied that the women as a whole were as strongly 
attached to the institution as were the Mormon men, and I believe such 
to be their opinion to-day. I believe that if the Mormon women vote 
for sustaining that institution, they do so as a rule as freely as do the 
Mormon men. So upon the question of fact I should need a great deal 
of evidence to satisfy me that the position of the honorable Senator is 
correct. 

But assuming that he is correct in that regard and that his object is 
to place the control of the Territory in the hands of those who are 
opposed to polygamy—for that after all is the only practical reason 
that can be urged in this strange and otherwise violent and tyrannical 
legislation; nothing but the good purpose involved can possibly justify 
it—it is a question whether the best purpose, that is the destruction 
of polygamy, the destruction of the Mormon system, can justify a 
violation of the constitutional principles that have been the result of 
the toil and development and struggle of six thousand years. Assum- 
ing that the purpose, itself a worthy purpose, may be attained by the 
means which are brought into use in this section of this bill and other 
provisions of the bill which certainly seem to me to be very severe and 
violent and only to be justified by stress of the most important cir- 
cumstances—assuming that, however, to be so, does the Senator attain 
his end? 

Is it nota matter of common notoriety that the Territory of Utah is 
in the hands of the Mormons at least four to one, and in the hands of 
Mormen women also? Of what avail is it to strike at the suffrage in 
the hands of Mormen women even if they do vote unintelligently or 
as slaves, casting the ballots of their masters and husbands? If you 
disfranchise these women there are four Mormons to every Gentile to 
vote for the system, not four polygamists it may be, but four who en- 
tertain this same Mormon opinion, and who have the right to vote, and 
if every male polygamist in Utah was convicted of the crime as con- 
templated in the law of the last session, and if therefore he was de- 
prived of the right to vote legally and judicially as a part of the sen- 
tence to be affixed to conviction, there would be at least three Mormons 
remaining who are not in the practice of polygamy to retain by their 
voting in their own hands the sovereignty of that Territory; for from 
all the undisputed information I have ever heard from any source there 
are at least three, if not four, unmarried male polygamists in that Ter- 
ritory who upon the provisions of all the bills suggested will still have 
the right to vote and who will control the Territory at the ballot-box. 

So then this bill goes far short of any remedy for-the evil there, and 
there is no necessity whatever of this continuous violation of our con- 
stitutional ideas and our constitutional rights. This other provision 
here, which commences by placing a witness under arrest before the 
ordinary means have been put in motion tosecure hisattendance, before 
there is any contempt of court, seems harsh. There is no necessity, I 
say, of these violent measures, unless you goa great deal further 
than the Senator from Vermont feels justified in doing and deprive the 
unmarried Mormon male polygamist of the right of suffrage. Nobody 
proposes to do that, and the bill will be an utter failure for that reason, 


and we shall find ourselves precisely where we were in the commence- 
ment, 








Mr. President, there are other reasons, strong, general reasons, that I 
could state why I am opposed to this principle of the deprivation of any 
human being who has it of the right of suffrage. I do not believe the 
remedy for this evil lies in that direction, and the proposed remedy I 
had almost said is worse than the evil itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied that as the Senate is very thin and 
I should like a full vote on this question, it is better to now adjourn. 
I move 

Mr. BLAIR. If you are going to move an 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the desk. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to read it first. I propose to amend the seventh 
section by striking out the word ‘‘female’’ wherever it occurs and in- 
serting the word *‘ person;’’ also after the word ‘ whatever.”’ in the 
fourth line, to insert: 


Provided, That such person shall have been tried and convicted of the crime 
of bigamy or of polygamy according to the law. 





adjournment, I wish to 


Very well. 
I wish to offer an amendment to this section, that it 


The Senator will send his amendment 


And also to insert the word ‘‘such’’ between *° 
in the seventh line. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


by’? and ‘‘temale,"’ 


Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate ad- 


journ until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1835. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. D. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire toask unanimous consent to pass a bill— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and cuts off all 
requests of that kind. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back the bill (H. R. 7193) making appropriations for the pay 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, with the Senate 
amendments thereto, and to recommend that the amendments of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

; Page 2, line 16, ofter the word “dollars,” insert “and of thissum $5,000shal! be 
immediately available ;"’ so that the clause will read: e 

“For contingent expenses of pension agencies $10,000, and of this sum $5,000 
shall be immediately available.” 

Page 2, after line 16, insert the following: 

“That seciion 4745, title 57, of the Revised Statutes of the United States is here- 
by amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4745. Any pledge, mortgage, sale, assignment, or transfer of any right, 
claim, or interest in any pension which has been, or may hereafter be, granted, 
shall be void and of no effeet; and any person whosball pledge, or receive as a 
pledge, mortgage, sale, assignment, or transfer of any right, claim, or interest in 
any pension or pension certificate which has been, or may hereafter be, granted 
or issued, or who shall hold the same as collateral security for any debt or 
promise, or upon any pretext of such security or promise, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in a sum not exceed 
ing $100 and the costs of the prosecution; and any person who shall retain the 
certificate of a pensionergnd refuse to surrender the same upon the demand of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, ora United States pension agent, or any other per 
son authorized by the Commissioner of Pensions or the pensioner to receive the 
same, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shal) be 
fined in a sum not exceeding $100 and the costs of the prosecution.’ ” 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. O’NEILL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES UPON SENATOR BENJAMIN H. HILL. 


Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table for consideration at this time Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 137, to print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the 
late Benjamin H. Hill. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed 12,000 copies of the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late Benjamin H. Hill, a Senator from the State of Georgia 
of which 4,000 shal! be for the use of the Senate and 8,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have printed a portrait of said Benjamin H. Hillto accompany each 
copy of said eulogies; and for the purpose of defraying the expense of engray 
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ing and printing the said portrait the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. JOHN W. SHACKELFORD. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(IL. Res. 358) to provide for the publication of the memorial addresses 
delivered upon the life and character of Hon. John W. Shackelford, of 
North Carolina; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that this resolution be put upon its passage now. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, d&oc., That there be printed 
12,000 copies of the memorial addresses delivered in the Senate and House of 
Representat.ves upon the life and character of Hon. John W. Shackelford, late 
a Representative from the State of North Carolina, together with a portrait of the 
deceased ; 9,000 copies thereof for the use of the House of Representatives and 
3,000 copies for the use of the Senate; and a sum sufficient to defray the expense 
of preparing and printing the portrait of the deceased for the publication herein 
provided for is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and > 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. I rise to make a privileged report from the com- 
mittee of conference on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate tothe bill (HL. R. 7049) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department forthe fiseal year ending June 30, 1884, and 


for other purposes, having met, after a full and free conference, have been un- 
able to agree. 


L. B. CASWELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 

E. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


‘The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the Post-Office priation bill 
submit the following statement in explanation of the report submitted : 

The conference having failed to agree leaves the bill and amendments in the 
same condition as when last considered in the House, 


L. B. CASWELL, 
J.G, CANNON, 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 
6 Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CASWELL.  L ask that the House insist on its non-concurrence 
in the amendments of the Senate and ask a further conference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection it will be so ordered. The 
Chair hears no objection. The Chair announces asthe on the 
part of the House in the further conference the gentleman = Wis- 
consin, Mr, CASWELL, the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON, and 
the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. ELLIs, 

Mr. CASWELL. Inquiry is made of me as to what are the points 
of difference. If there is any wish on the part of the House to be in- 
dicated at this time in reference to any particular amendment I would 
be glad to hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The subject is not now before the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that the substantial dif- 
ferences between the Senate conferees and those of the House were in 
reference to the appropriation of $185,000 for speeial mail facilities and 
the provision fixing the rates of compensation for land-grant railroads. 
Upon those two points mainly the conferees differed. I think there 
would be no difficulty in agreeing on the other points. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that there is any 
question before the House in regard to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
ADDITIONAL CHAIRS AND DESKS IN THE HALL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up the re- 
port and accompanying resolutions submitted by the Committee on 
Rules some days ago, and which went over upon the request of the 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] and others. The ay ap Sapa 
to the rearrangement of the seats in this Hall for occupation in the next 


The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed to procure 
thirty-two additional desks and chairs of the same size, style, and material as 





those now in use, in order to accommodate the increased number of Representa- 
tives in the next Congress, said desks and chairs to be placed upon the present 


That to this end the railing now in position on the south side of the 
Hall be removed; and that the Architect of the Capitol is hereby directed to 
make room for an additional desk at the south end of each S- 
Resolved, the payment for the desks and chairs, and for label frames and 
ig for the former, be made out of the miscellaneous item of the contingent 
n 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to go further 
in the discussion of these resolutions than I went on the day of their sub- 
mission, which, if my memory serves me, was Friday last. I merely 
wish tosay that the Committee on Rules in presenting these resolutions 
express the conclusion which they have reached upon consultation with 
the Architect of the Capitol and after the discussion of very many ditler- 
ent suggestions and plans looking toward the accommodation of the 
thirty-two additional members who will come in with the next Congress. 
The Committee on Rules, having been charged with the duty of inquir- 
ing into and reporting upon the best method to provide for the accom- 
modation of those additional members, have submitted this report as 
the result of the best and closest inquiry and investigation they could 
make. The Supervising Architect of the Capitol and the Clerk of the 
House have been conferred with. A diagram has been submitted. The 
space has been measured; the thirty-two additional seats have been cal- 
culated for. 

Among the various propositions submitted was one looking to the 
removal of all the desks from the Hall. The committee declined to 
agree to this, remembering that some years ago that method was at- 
tempted. The desks were all cleared out and nothing but seats left; 
but after a trial of the experiment for a very short time it was by an 
almost unanimous vote repudiated and the desks were ordered to be put 
back. Another proposition was to remove the intervening walls and 
extend the Hall to the outer wall on the south side of the Capitol. 
There were grave objections to this s ion. 

Among others we learn from the Architect of the Capitol that the 
weight of this building rests on the wall intervening between this and 
the surface wall, and that project could not be carried into execution 
without endangering the permanency of the structure itself, for the cor- 
ridors all rest onthe wall immediately beyond the Hall here on the other 
side or the south side of the lobby. 

After the most careful consideration the committee could give, it 
reached the conclusion it would probably meet the views of the House 
to recommend as it has recomended, that seven seats shall be supplied on 
the rightand left of the Speaker’s stand on the south front of the Hall, the 
remaining eighteen to besupplied by the insertion of desks and chairs in 
each of the blind aisles of the House, gaining from two to five by sec- 
tions. 

AsI stated on the day when this report was made to the House, actua! 
measurement made by the Architect of the Capitol shows conclusive!) 
that it will not cramp the members more than they are cramped to-day. 
except in each of the blind aisles of the House, by which I mean those 
aisles which run from the circumference but do not reach down here to 
the point in front; not the aisle in which I am standing, but the ad- 
joitiingone. Thatis, one tier would have to be occupied, and where there 
are now three tiers ranning there would be but two left. One will be oc- 
cupied by the insertion of another desk and another chair; and you will 
have the same amount of room for each desk you have now, except that 
this rail here on the south front of the Hall will have to be removed and 
that space will have to be occupied by chairs and desks, affording seven 
seatsoneitherside. It will not interfere with the walk-way of the Hall, 
but will simply necessitate the removal of the rail which we have now in 
the House. 

The committee did not know and were not able to find or have sug- 
gested tothem any method which would less disturb the present arrange- 
ment of the Hall and at the same time afford equal convenience and fa- 
cility toeach member and tothe additional thirty-two who are coming in. 

The plan submitted, as I stated the other day, does not carry a single 
seat in this Hall any further back toward the rear. Nor does it trench 
in the slightest degree on the vacant space in area in front. Nor does 
it disarrange the semicircular disposition of seats. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish tomakean inquiry of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if he will permit me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And that is whetherthat wall between the body 
of this Hall and the outside lobby is at all involved in the support 0! 
the building? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the gentleman refer to this wall here to 
the left? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I answer and say no. My opinion and that 
of the commi as we got it from the Architect of the Capitol, is that 
it is not this wall but the wall immediately across that Hall, between 
this and the lobby-room of the House. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Let me ask the gentleman another question. I! 
this wall may not be removed, did the committee take into considera- 


tion the reduction of that 
lery, say two, four, or six feet? k 
Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer, I wish tosay the committee took all 


; that is, reducing the width of that gal- 
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that into consideration, and the result of the suggestion, if suggestion 
it is, that comes from the gentleman’s question was it would necessitate 
two things: the taking away of the gallery above the Speaker’s desk and 
the making of an entrance into that main lobby-room of the House at 
either end, by doors opening from the transverse hall, for of course there 
could be no hallway through a portion of the House itself. This wall 
might doubtless be removed with impunity so far as the structure is 
concerned, but you would then have the lobby of the House left with- 
out any wall in front of it at all and no way to enter except by doors 
trom thisand the corresponding transverse hall at the several ends, and 
you would do away with the gallery we now have over the Speaker’s 
chair in the south front of the hall. 

Mr. ANDERSON. One more suggestion, and that is whether that 
wall might not be removed four feet and still leave a narrower lobby, 
and in that way provide more room for seats; not taking this gallery, 
not doing away with that gallery, except that you will take one seat 
out of it, and in that way get room for seats, leaving the reporters’ 
gallery as it is and still having the convenience now afforded by the 
blind aisles. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I state to the gentleman from Kansas it seems 
to me his suggestion would mar the symmetry of the Hall, while ma- 
terially impairing and impinging on the convenience of members in this 
Hall. We would then have the seats provided on the south front, I take 
it, in tiers, and would throw the occupants of those extreme southern 
tiers behind the Speaker instead of at his side as now, leaving the re- 
porters’ gallery as it is, asthatcan not be disturbed. In thatevent you 
will have one if not two of these rows of seats actually in the rear of the 
Speaker’s desk. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; only one. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And let me say further, Mr. Speaker, that this 
suggestion would involve—that is, the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Kansas—a very considerable expenditure, while at the same time it 
would be merely experimental and might not be satisfactory nor afford 
suchasatisfactory arrangement as we would be willingto continue. On 
the contrary, the reportof the Committee on Rules and the recommenda- 
tion that they make involves an expenditure of only the purchase of 
thirty-two additional desks and chairs, costing perhaps in the aggregate, 
with such slight alterations in the Hall as will be rendered necessary, 
not more than $2,000. 

I might say further that it was proposed and urged in committee that 
it would be wise to bisect the Hall and reduce it in space one-half, re- 
moving every desk now here and inserting benches for the use of the 
members; and also to provide retiring-rooms where members might go 
to transact business or carry on their correspondence. Several such radi- 
cal changes were suggested. Other suggestions as radical in their feat- 
ures were submitted without number to the committee; but we believe 
the plan we propose to be the most conservative course that can be pur- 
sued, both as to the amount of money involved and also to the charac- 
ter of the work done, which is, as must always be the case, more or less 
experimental. They thought it wouid commend itself to the judgment 
of the House, and leave future arrangements of a more permanent char- 
acter to such time as, after the new Congress shall have convened, this 
plan may have been fairly tested, and we will have more opportunity or 
leisure to discuss the alterations or make the proposed changes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I know that there are only 
«bout one-half of the members present who are interested at all in the 
question of the arrangement of this Hall for the accommodation of the 
next Congress, and as a consequence many gentlemen present do not 
care in particular what arrangement may be made for the accommoda- 
tion of the next House. I do not doubt that the Committee on Rules 
did their best and recommended the most economical measure that 
could be suggested. But I say this, sir, that every member of this 
House who occupies a seat on the last three tiers of seats in this present 











Assembly chambers, and other parliamentary bodies, and after makiag 
some little notes and observations and looking carefully over the ground 
I think the best thing we can do is not to have benches, for we tried 
that some fifteen years ago and found it to bea failure, but to do as they 
do in the Spanish Cortes, and if you please in the French Assembly, 
and that is to provide smaller desks and smaller chairs, which will be 
equally convenient for the members occupying them, and we will have 
far more room and better accommodations in the Hall. 1 can now 
make a desk from what I have seen which will give us as much « 
commodation certainly, if not more, than the present desks, and can 
furnish a chair or bench which will be as comfortable as those we now 
use and which will occupy very little more than one-half of the space 
that is now taken up by the present chairs and benches. 

jut, Mr. Speaker, I do not complain of gentlemen on the Committee 
on Rules for the recommendation they have made; nor that they have 
not examined further into the matter, although they have had a plain 
proposition submitted to them. but I would suggest a plan and sub 
mit a resolution providing that a special committee of this House and 
the next be appointed, after we shall have rejected the present plan of 
the committee fortemporary purposes, tomake a more full and thorough 
investigation of the subject, and let that special committee go on and in 
quire whether we can not make a more commodious and better arrange 
ment before the meeting of the next Congress. I think it would be a 
good idea to put some benches in front of the desks or in front of the 
seats, as is the case in the Spanish Cortes, on which members could lay 
their papers. In the British Parliament, as we all know, thay have no 
desks atall. They have only benches for the accommodation of the 
members, and the members of Parliament are not permitted to write on 
to take notes during the sessions of tlie Parliament, except in a very 
limited manner. They write on the tops of their hats, and sometimes, 
as I have seen ministers near the bench, they reach over and get papei 
from it, and write on their knees. 

Mr. DUNN. The trouble is we do not all wear plug-hats. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And we can make the same arrangement 
here that is made in the British Parliament, in part at least, with sat 
isfaction and comfort to the members. I would not do away with the 
desks altogether, and I would perhaps put some of them in the cornet 
for the convenience of members who desire to carry on their correspond 
ence. We tried, as I have said, some years ago to do away with the 
desks altogether, but the difficulty was in securing the attendance ot 
members who were engaged writing letters in the corner at the desks 
provided for that purpose, and in a few weeks we gavethem up. My 
present idea is that we should combine asmaller desk with smaller seats, 
to provide suitable accommodations for members, so that we may beable 
to do some writing and something else besides merely listening in om 
seats. 

Mr. KASSON. Will my friend from New York permit me to say, | 
suppose there is no doubtexcept upon one or two points. One method 
might be instead of blocking up these short aisles to put some rows of 
seats in the corners in the rear. Another is the suggestion the gentle 
man from New York now makes as to diminishing the space occupied 
by desks and chairs. I think these doubts are of suflicient importance 
to be a reason for the appointment ofa select committee, as the gentle- 
man now suggests, and which I suggested the other day. I know the 
embarrassment of the Committee on Rules in recommending anything 
else than is embraced in their report without the sanction of the House 
I think their report is the best off-hand report that could have been 
made on the subject. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I believe if we would reduce the space o 
cupied by the seats we would have plenty of room in this House to do 
our business properly. But as it is now, I believe more than half the 
members of the House do not understand what is going on. I have to 
leave my seat always and come over here to understand what is going 


Hall will bear me out in the assertion that we are making the House, if | on from the Speaker’s chair. And the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
possible, still moreinconvenienteven than it is now, although perchance | BLACKBURN], who has the most magnificent voice in this House, fre- 


it may be done in what is claimed to be the interest of economy. 
making the additional seven seats on the south side of the Hall, on 
either side of the Speaker’s chair, we shut up practically those passage- 
ways now running between the rows of seats and the south wall. By 
filling up these blind aisles, as suggested by the committee, with seats 
and desks, we compel members who may occupy seats on these lines to 
drag themselves along through fifteen members in these narrow, crowded 
transverse aisles, between the chairs and the desks, before they can get 
access to the main or other aisles, or else they will have to sit still and 
remain in their seats, which is perhaps a valuable thing sometimes in 
public life. [Laughter. ] 
the Committee on Rules be adopted in its present form its effect will be 
to disqualify at least one-half of the members of this House both from 
Pho what is taking place or taking an active part in our delibera- 
ions. 

Mr. HASKELL. What better can be done? 

Mr. HAZELTON. What would the gentleman himself suggest ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I made some observations while I was 
traveling, if I may be allowed to refer to it, which I seldom do, and I 


And I repeat, sir, that if this proposition of 














By | quently can not be heard by gentlemen in that corner on the last two 


rows of seats, unless he speaks from some commanding position; and 
he can not alwayg obtain that position. Even the Speaker can not 
always be heard in those remote parts of the Hall. 

Mr. BEACH. Let me ask my colleague whether that is not owing 
to the confusion which prevails in this House, and whether members 
would not be better heard if better order were preserved ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. There will always be confusion here. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As long as our country is what it is, and 
when we have in this Hall three hundred and twenty-five members, 
there will be confusion more or less. What is to be aimed at is to 
diminish the confusion as much as possible by bringing the members 
closer together, in the interest of business. 

I know something about this matter. With all modesty I say it; | 
made the first speech in the Hall. It had an attentive auditory—not 
from what I said, but because men were watching the acoustic proper- 
ties of the Hall. I have survived a good many long, wearisome debates 
in this House in spite of all the confusion. I have been placed in the 
outer rim in one corner; I have drawn seats 911 round the Hall; and I 


took occasion to visit the parliamentary houses of Holland and Bel- | know the interest I take in legislation depends greatly on where I am 


gium, Sweden and Norway, Germany, the Cortes in Madrid, the French | in the House. 


If I had the choice of a seat in this House T would 
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choose the Speaker’s chair. [Great laughter.] But I can not always 
have that. [Mr. BLACKBURN rose.] Will my friend from Kentucky 
allow me to offer my resolution ? 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
propose to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I offer an amendment which I think will 
perhaps be accepted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a committee of five members be appointed to consider whether any 
other arrangement than that proposed by the Committee on Rules can not be 
made, and hat said committee be authorized to so arrange the seats of the 


Chamber as to give better accommodation for the transaction of the business of 
the House. 


Mr. COX, of New York. 
the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire simply to say we have but nine work- 
ing days left, I believe, of this Congress. It seems to me impracticable 
to adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from New York in the form of 
the substitute he offers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not offer it as a substitute, I will say 
to my friend, but as an addition to his resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That would necessitate the change contem- 
plated by the report made from the Committee on Rules; then the sit- 
ting here during the long session of the Forty-eighth Congress under 
that arrangement. And it seems to me that the time during the six or 
eight or nine monthsof the session will be ample to consider any radical 
changes. 

Now that the gentleman from New York has offered his amendment, 
desiring to get the sense of the House, and having tried as fairly as I 
could to state the reason which induced the committee to make this 
report, I will test the sense of the House by demanding the previous 
question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not wish to antagonize the report 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My demand for the previous question does not 
shut out the amendment of the gentleman from New York. I agree to 
let it come in. 

Mr. WHITE. 
offer a substitute. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it is the only one, I shall be glad to do so, 

The Clerk read Mr. WHITE’s proposed substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed (before the 
convening of Congress in December, 1883) to remove the desks and chairs now 
in use in this Hall of Representatives, and substitute therefor the same chairs, 
or those of a more convenient style and pattern, if such can be obtained, attached 
to the right arm of which shall be a rest or table on which to write, with a small 
drawer or receptacle underneath for holding writing materials; such chairs to 
be placed in their present circular form, maintaining the space now existing in 


front of the Speaker's table; the present desks, or, in lieu of them, counting- 
house or library tables, containing drawers, and presenting writing spaces suffi 


That is in addition to the resolution of 


I ask my colleague from Kentucky to allow me to 


cient to accommodate the Representatives and Delegates elect to the Forty- 
eighth Congress, so that each person | have a drawer and space for his 
exclusive use, the desks or tables to be placed in the open space behind the 
chairs, and separated therefrom in the most convenient manner. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Desiring a fair expression of opinion from the 
House upon this question, I am glad the substitute of my colleague from 
Kentucky is offered. I ask for the previous question, so as to get a vote 
first on his substitute, then upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox], and then upon the re; ort of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. Will my colleague allow me two minutes to explain 
my substitute ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman can give his explanation after the pre- 
vious question shall have been ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am only afraid it may involve further discus- 
sion. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire to debate this matter to any extent, 
but merely to explain my proposition for two minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have the previous question ordered, 
and then the gentleman can go on. 

The SPEAKER. There will be no debate after the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; I will yield now. 

Mr. WHITE. What the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
said must certainly strike every one as the fact, especially those of us 
occupying seats in the remote parts of the Hall. What we need is some 
arrangement by which we can hear what is going on. 

My colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] hasa magnificent voice, but I think 
I can safely say that not one-half of the members t here this morn- 
ing have been able to hear what he has been saying. For that reason 
I have offered this resolution, to enable the members of the House with 
weaker lungs to be heard when they have something to say. 

My proposition is to take out these desks and put them behind the 
outer railing, or to have substituted instead proper counting-house 
tables, in which there shall be a lock-drawer, so that any member who 











may want to write a letter, read a paper, or smoke a cigar can go out- 
side of the railing, while those who desire to stay here can understand 
what is going on. 

It is not necessary that each member shall be allowed all the space 
which is now assigned him for a chair and desk. Five feet square of 
space is allowed here now to each member. In order to do that for the 
few who are fortunate enough to draw seats near the front, the rest of 
us are obliged to sit farther back. That is not fair to those members. 

Mr. REED. Ido not know that itis n for me to say any- 
thing on this subject; but if the House will indulge me a moment. | 
desire to say a few words. 

I think the idea of the removal of these desks and the substitution 
of seats is absurd, except upon one plan or purpose, and thatis to divide 
this Hall into two parts and use only one-halfof it for purposesof legis- 
lation. If we have made up our minds that we want to make that 
radical change, then we can have a space for desks and have another 
portion of the Hall reserved in which members can be heard. 

But to put desks in the middle of this ten-acre lot in which we are 
now doing business would be the greatest mistake in the world. It 
would do neither the one thing nor the other; it would neither give an 
opportunity to do private business to the exclusion of the public busi- 
ness, nor an opportunity to do public business to the exclusion of pri- 
vate business. 

As an individual I might be in favor of dividing this Hall into two 
parts, and taking one-half of it for legislative purposes, so that every 
member, whether he has a ‘‘ magnificent voice’’ or not, can be heard 
when he addresses the House. ButI do not believe the House is ready 
for any such radical change, and therefore the wisest thing for us to do 
is to make the slight change which is recommended by the committee. 

I do not believe in having a select committee to attend to this busi- 
ness on the heel of the session. If it is desired to make radical changes 
in this regard, then let them be begun at the commencement of the 
next session of Congress, when we can have full opportunity for discus- 
sion and when we can arrive at some conclusion to which we will stick 
thereafter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 18, noes 
not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] for the resolutions re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. 

The substitute was not agreed to. 

The resolutions from the Committee on the Rules were then agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lutions were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FERDINAND MULLAN. 


Mr. URNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Accounts to 
report back the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to ask 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is here!y, 


authorized and directed to pay out of the cont t fund of the House to Fer- 


dinand Mullan, administrator of Charles N. Mullan, deceased, late an employé 


of the House of Representatives during the Forty-fourth Congress, a sum not 
exceeding $173 for funeral expenses of said deceased, and that the same be im- 
mediately available. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would inquire of the Chair whether if this reso- 
lution should be referred to the Committee on Claims at this late period 
of the session it would not be an end of the matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I suggest that it be referred to the Committee 
on A i 

Mr. U Very well; I will make that motion. 

, sy motion was agreed to; and the resolution was referred accord- 
ingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was to (two-thirds veting in favor thereof). 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now to movethat the House resolve itself 
a ype of the a for the further nen ~¥ sun- 

civi aa ion bill. Before making that motion I will move 
that all de upon the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto 
be limited to twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to limit debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In deference to the Committee on Military A flairs, 
from which committee was reported the pending amendment in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I wil Ghange say wotion 0 an to limit debste to 

minutes. 
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Mr. ATKINS. I would suggest ten minutes. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I think it is due to the Committee on Military Af- 
jairs, from which the pending proposition came, to allow thirty min- 


utes. 
The motion to limit debate to thirty minutes was agreed to. 
DAMAGE BY FLOODS TO MISSISSIPPI IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a copy of a telegram from Captain W. L. Marshall, 
Corps of Engineers, in partial response to the resolution of the House 
on the 17th instant, calling for information in regard to damage by 
flood or otherwise to improvements on the Mississippi River at Plum 
Point Reach or Lake Providence Reach. 

Mr. PAGE. Isubmitthatthis communication should be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Did the Chair mean to refer the 
resolution to the special or the standing committee? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It ought to go to the special committee, as they 
have asked for this information. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
at the adjournment of the last session. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication will 
be referred to the special committee relative to appropriations for the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. PAGE. Itseems to me that as the special committee have made 
their report—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
ing for this very information. 

The communication was referred to the Select Committee Relative to 
Appropriations for the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 


The special committee appointed 


They have not; they are wait- 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION 


Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the House resolve itself'into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. KASSON in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto has been limited to thirty min- 
utes. The pending amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 823 add the following: 

* That all lands reserved for military purposes which, in the opinion of the 
President, may be no longer desirable for such purposes, or so much thereof as 
he may designate, shall be placed under the control of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to be disposed of: Provided, That said lands shal! not be placed under the 
control of the Secretary of the Interior until the direction of the President there- 
for shall have been filed in the Interior Department: Provided also, That said 
lands shall not be subject to location by warrant or scrip of any description nor 
to the homestead or pre-emption laws of the United States: And provided fur- 
ther, That said lands shall not be sold until they shall have been surveyed and 
platted under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and appraised by 
three competent men to be appointed by him and their appraisal approved by 
the President of the United States. And said lands shall be sold at public sale 
to the highest bidder for cash, and shall not be sold at less than their appraised 
value and in such subdivisions as may be most advantageous to the Govern- 
ment, no subdivision to exceed one hundred and sixty acres.” 


Mr. PAGE. I make the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state tothe gentleman from Cali- 
fornia that this amendment was offered last evening by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. A point of order was raised upon it; but the amend- 
ment was decided by the Chair to be in order. The proposition is now 
open to amendment and further debate in connection with amendments, 
as debate under the rule has been exhausted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There ought to be some understanding in re- 
gard to the division of the time. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not wish to debate the question at all, but merely 
to ask a question of the gentleman who reported this amendment from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I wish to inquire whether this 
provision does away with the necessity for special legislation in refer- 
ence to restoring to public entry lands formerly occupied as military 
reservations ? 

Mr. McCOOK. I assume that it does. 

Mr. PAGE. One further inquiry. There are instances where per- 
sons have entered upon these reservations which have been abandoned 
for military purposes. I desire to ask whether there is any provision 
that persons entering in this way shall have the first right in regard to 
these lands? 

Mr. McCOOK. I will gladly answer the gentleman; but I under- 
stand this does not come out of the regular time. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is in the time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PAGE]. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield to the gentleman the remainder of my five min- 
utes that he may answer the question. 


BILL. 








Mr. McCOOK. I can only answer the question in this way: Lassume 
that if any man who has entered on a military reservation has a legal 
claim this provision, if it should become a law, will not affect his rights 
If he is a squatter—has taken possession of land to which he had no 
more right or title than I have—I assume that his so-called rights will 
not be protected. 

Mr. PAGE. Suppose he has entered upon the land in good faith » 

Mr. McCOOK. The question of good faith we can not determine 
He had no right to enter until the land was formally abandoned unde: 
an act of Congress and restored to the public domain. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think we ought to have some understanding 
as to the division of time. 

Mr. McCOOK. I would like, if it be not contrary to the rule, to 
have fifteen minutes assigned either to the gentleman from Illinois [ M1 
HENDERSON ] or myself, so that we may distribute that time as we 
please. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman who offered the amendment [Mr. McCook] to dispos: 
of the fifteen minutes on that side, and perhaps the gentleman trom 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to assign the remainder of the time 

Mr. WASHBURN. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ homestead or" in the second proviso of the amend 
ment; so as to make the proviso read : 

* Provided also, That said lands shall not be subject to location by warrant o1 
scrip of any description, nor to the pre-emption laws of the United States.”’ 

Add to the second proviso the following: 

“And provided, That the rights of actual settlers entitled to the benetits of the 
homestead laws of the United States who now occupy in good faith any portion 
of the lands embraced within the said reservations shall not be interfered with 
but shall date from the day of their actual settlement thereon; and in perfect 
ing their titles thereto under the homestead laws the time such settlers have oc 
eupied and improved their said lands shall be allowed.’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let me suggest 
“such reservations abandoned,’’ &e. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, Lagree fully with the general put 
poses of the amendment offered by the Military Committee and accepted 
by the Committee on Appropriations, having for its purpose the disposal 
of the military reservations for which there is no further use for military 
purposes. I am not, however, in favor of turning our backs upon the 
policy of the last twenty-four years, whereby the public domain has 
been opened up tosettlement and dedicated to the use of the actual set 
tler. This wise and beneficent policy has done too much for my State 
and the States in that portion of the Union to be abandoned at this 
time. So far as these reservations are concerned, my observation teaches 
me they are very little different in value from the other lands of the 
public domain in the same localities. There are few of them which 
have any special value more than the rich, broad acres which have be 
longed to the general public domain. Such is the ease | know in my 
own State. 

While I have been in Congress two of these military reservations have 
been abandoned, and in both instances the provisions of this amend 
ment of mine has been adopted in reference to their disposal and in 
protecting the rights of the actual settler. Actual settlers have gone 
upon these reservations years and years ago, in the expectation and lb 
lief that they were ultimately tobe restored to the public domain, and 
in my judgment they should be allowed to perfect their homestead 
claims and secure a preference that a residence on such claims would 
give them. 

There is no good reason, so far as my observation has gone, wny these 
particular reservations should be taken out from the operation of the 
general policy of the Government so far as the disposal of the public 
domain is concerned. There may be some rare instances where pos 
sibly a portion of a reservation is of special value, but under the power 
rgiven to the President and Secretary of War such portion can be with 
drawn from the operation of the law opening up the lands to homestead 
claimants. 

Now, sir, I hope our friends on this side of the House will not forget 
that as a party we have been pledged to the principle of the homestead 
law from its very inception, and we should not forget that its effect has 
been most beneficent. It has done, Mr. Chairman, more than any 
other act of legislation to settle up and develop the great empire of the 
West and Northwest. Let us not turn our backs on it. Let us not for- 
get that the actual settler who has gone out to these publie lands in 
good faith and when he believed he could perfect his right to his home 
let us, I say, not forget him, but see to it that he shall have the right to 
secure his homestead right in preference to the land speculators and 
sharks who swarm through the country. The amount the Government 
will receive by the sale of these lands will not be large. ‘The Govern 
ment does not rely on the sale of its public lands to fill its Treasury. 
There is no necessity for it. By putting these lands up at public sal 
the result will be that men of capital, speculators and adventurers, will 
take up these reservations, and the actual settlers will be compelled to 
take them second-hand at an advanced price, I hope my amendment 
will be adopted. 


to the gentleman that he say 
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.Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, for several yeats the War Department 
has been commending to the consideration of Congress the riety of 
disposing in some way of the useless military reservations of the coun- 
try. And I take it there is no man on this floor who does not feel the 
importance of so doing. The Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, having charge of matters of this sort, with perfect unanimity 
have agreed on a policy to dispose of this public property, and have 
recommended that it be appraised and sold without being subject to 
location by land-warrants, land scrip, homestead exemption, or any- 
thing else of that kind. That committee proposes, by the amendment 
which the gentleman from New York [ Mr. oe has by its in- 
struction offered to this bill, a plan by which this valuable rty may 
bring a considerable revenue to the Government by disposing equitably 
and fairly of these public lands. 

The objection made to it, and the only one I have heard, is that made 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], who proposes to 
amend so that these lands shall be subject to homestead entry, &c. 
For a moment, sir, let us look at the effect of this modification of the 
Military Committee amendment. How are you to subject these lands 
to homestead exemption without doing injustice to the people of the 
country? It is plain that it would be impossible to do so without the 
guard thrown around them by the clause in the committee amendment, 
subjecting them to fair sale to any and all persons, and excluding any 
special privileges to this army of camp-followers and squatters, who 
having followed the army for speculative purposes would be sure to 
secure and gobble up the most valuable of these lands and thus deprive 
bone fide actual settlers, who will desire them for purposes of cultiva- 
tion and improvement, from getting them. 

We are told that some of these lands have already been squatted 
upon. By whom, and who are they? They certainly had no right to 
do so. Sir, | know of no man on this floor or in this country who is 
not in favor of the homestead law, of opening the public lands to actual 
settlers and allowing them to perfect their homestead entries. The 
public domain has been open under liberal and just laws to pre-emp- 
tion and homestead entries for many years, and will I hope remain so; 
but military reservations are no part of what is popularly known as 
the public domain. They have been taken out from the public domain 
and have been specially reserved and used by the Government for spe- 
cific military purposes. They are much of them very valuable. Now, 
when the Government has ceased to use them and no longer wants 
them for the purposes for which they were originally reserved, should 
they not in common fairness to the whole people be disposed of for the 
reasonable price they would bring by being thrown open to public sale? 

Now, I do not know whether my friend from Minnesota has any 

friends among these camp-followers, who have without authority squat- 
ted on any military reservation in his State and who would like to gob- 
ble up these valuable lands or not. I do not know nor insinuate any 
such thing. But I do know that they ought to be opened to the people 
of the whole country without reservation. They ought to be opened 
fairly to every man who will buy and build up his home upon them 
under the law. What right had these camp-followers to locate upon 
these reservations if any of themdid so? Can it be that they did soin 
good faith for the purpose of making homes upon them? No, they 
could not have done that, because it was notorious that these reserva- 
tions were not subject to be taken possession of under the homestead 
laws. They like all others could have gone upon thepublic lands (not 
reserved) where in fact they were invited generally to do so; but they 
had no invitation nor right to go upon reservations. Hence if there is 
anybody upon these reservations they are, as I have said, a class of men 
who have no legal authority under the homestead or other laws to do 
so. They followed the camp for speculative purposesand if they made 
locations in its neighborhood they acquired no legal nor equitable 
claim upon the lands, for they knew that the homestead laws did not 
apply to them. It would now be unfair to the people of the whole 
country and unjust to the actual settlers upon the public lands gener- 
ally, who have gone there in pursuance of the law, to permit these par- 
ties to hold valuable lands under such circumstances. Justice demands 
just such a law as that proposed by the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York, which comes from and is the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, having charge of the matter, that 
these lands shall be promptly appraised, duly advertised and sold, and 
the proceeds turned into the public Treasury as they ought to be. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE]. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] to permit the following words to be inserted after 
the word “‘ reservation’? in his amendment: 


Now abandoned or not used for military purposes. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I hope the gentleman will not that amend- 
ment, because there are many of these reservations where if thatamend- 
ment is incorporated the very purpose and object of the proposition of 
the Military Committee will be destroyed. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It has been the custom, as my friend knows, after 


a reservation has been abandoned, for these persons to move on to it 
and take nm of the land. Now, this makes provision—— 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Let the amendment be again read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
i rd “ rvati ” “ 
aonnd or eh weed SEY pepe ewe 


Tposes ; 
‘Who now occupy in faith any portion of the land embraced within the 
said reservations now or not used for military purposes, shall not 
be interfered with, but shall date from the day of such actual settlement,” &c. 


Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman will see that I wish to confine 
this provision to these abandoned reservations. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Thatisall right. I have noobjectiontethat. | 
misunderstood the amendment of the gentleman. 

Mr. VALENTINE. [I offer this amendment to the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Minnesota, and hope he will not object 
to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I accept that modification. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now | ask the attention of the committee for 
amoment. I can refer to a small reservation in my own State, Fort 
Hartsuff, which was originally only one or two sections, a small reserva- 
tion, a two-company post, which was used about eight years for mili- 
tary purposes. It has now been abandoned for some four or five years. 
They found it necessary to have more territory within that reservation 
than was originally selected for wood and hay purposes, and conse- 
quently they took in some five or six additional sections surrounding 
it, and took in thereby some actual settlers who were upon adjacent 
surveyed lands, in accordance with the land laws of the United States; 
men who had actually settled upon thesurrounding lands under the law. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That is a common practice in extending reserva- 
tions, to take in the surrounding settlers. 

Mr. VALENTINE. These people, to whom I refer, are prohibited 
from proving up on their entries if this amendment shall prevail with- 
out the modification I have And if this amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] prevails without such a 
modification it will prevent these actual settlers from doing so. Now, 
they ought to be protected. I can well see the force of the proposition 
suggésted by the gentleman from New York as applied to reservations 
lying within the Eastern States. I think it entirely right and proper 
with reference to these lands, for they have become very valuable and 
should only be disposed of in the manner prescribed in the proposed 
amendment of the Military Committee. But, Mr. Chairman, there are 
reservations lying in many of the Western States and Territories that 
should be excepted from its general provisions, as in the case of the one 
to which I have just referred. I think the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota amply covers and protects these actual set- 
tlers with the modification I have suggested upon reservations lying in 
the Western States and Territories; and I hope, therefore, as moditied 
that it will be agreed to by the committee. 

If I have any time remaining I yield it to the gentleman from Culi- 
fornia [Mr. BERRY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has one minute. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that some such 
amendment as that offered by the gentleman from Minnesota should 
prevail, and I must say that I am somewhat ised at the remarks 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SparKs], for he ought to know 
that in many instances reservations have been declared where there 
never was a military postestablished. The settlers have gone and oc- 
cupied these lands that are simply military reservations in name; and 
if some such amendment as is by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota and the gentleman from Nebraska does not prevail, the actual set- 
tlers who built their homes on these lands will be deprived of the 
opportunity to secure titles. . 

Further, Mr. Chairman, military reservations have been declared 
where Government troops were only stationed for one winter, perhaps; 
or where they have occupied quarters for only a few months in some in- 
stances. In these cases we have settlers who have gone and occupied 
the lands, who have made their entries and theirsurveys, established their 
homes, who will be deprived of all opportunity of proving up their titles 
if this amendment proposed by the Military Committee 


1 prevail. 

{Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. HENDERSON. ere ought not to be, Mr. Chairman, it seenis 
to me, any question in regard to ad of this amendment which 


has been offered by the direction of the Military Committee. 
Mr. VALENTINE. There will be no objection, I think, if you let 
modifications be made to it. 

r. HENDERSON. I understand 'y well the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]; and 
if I believed, Mr. rman, that any bona fide claimant of lands was 
to be protected by such amendment I would be in favor of it. But | 
do not believe there is any bona fide claimant that is to be protected by 
that amendment. 





So far as California is concerned, as long ago as 1853 it was expressly 
provided by law that no person should make any settlement or location 
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upon any tract or parcel of land selected for a military post, or within 

one mile of such post. How can a man in California in the face of this 

law come now and say he is claiming in good faith any part of a mili- 
or reservation ? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the gentleman allow me now to mate this state- 


ment—— 
Mr. HENDERSON. I can not allow it out of my time. | 
The CHAIRMAN. It must comeout of the gentleman’stime. The | 


gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I believe thisamendment ought to be adopted 


as reported by the Military Committee, from the fact that these military | 


posts have usually been established on the very best landsof the United 
States, as was stated last night by my colleague on the committee [ Mr. 
McCook] who has charge of this amendment. 
them have valuable improvements upon them because the report of the 
Secretary of War so informs us, and it seems to me that in view of that 
fact we ought not now to open up these military reservations and sub- 
ject them to the homestead and pre-emption laws. 

There is not a very large quantity of these lands; there are less than 
600,000 acres of these lands, as I understand from the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, and where the land has been made valuable and held in 
reservations for so long a time it seems to me just that the Govern- 
ment should adopt this policy instead of allowing it to be jumped or 
squatted on by any person who may go there in anticipation of its be- 
coming vacant with the intention of stealing it; as is often the case, I 
fear. 

I am in favor of the homestead exemption law. I am an earnest ad- 
vocate of it. But my faith in it was greatly weakened by a visit last 
summer to Dakota, when I found that Territory covered all over with 
claims so that an honest citizen going there with the honest intent of 
seeking a homestead for himscif and family had to purchase a right 
from some speculator who seemed to have lands in some way to dis- 


pose of. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Those fraudulent claims are not under the home- 
stead law, but under the pre-emption law, which this House, if it does 
justice to itself and the country, will repeal before we adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 


pired. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Has the time been occupied on the other side ? 


here that the Secretary of War proposes to transfer these lands to the 
Secretary of the Interior ‘‘for sale after appraisement or for a disposi- 
tion under the general Iand laws.’’ 

Heretofore, as I stated last night, we have disposed of every military 
reservation from the beginning of the Government down to the present 
time by special act, and in all cases where there have been lands prope 


| for entry under the homestead and pre-emption laws those lands have 


always been given up to settlers under those laws. It is now proposed 


| to establish an entirely new policy. 


here are involved in this proposition a half million acres of land, 
the great bulk of which is no better than the outlying lands. It is 


| proposed to sell those lands and have the proceeds go into the public 
| Treasury. 


I know that some of | 


I am opposed to this, not because I represent any lands within any 
military reservation, but because, from my service on the Committee 
on Public Lands and as representing a land State, I know very well that 
the old policy we have pursued has been in harmony with the liberal 
and beneficent homestead policy of the Government which has been in 
vogue now for so many years. 

Mr. HISCOCK. TI rise to favor the amendment offered by my col 
league. 

Mr. McCOOK. I think the Committee on Military Affairs should 
be allowed some chance to be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. McCOOK. The Committee of the Whole may as well understand 


| distinctly that if the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Min 


nesota [Mr. WASHBURN | shall be adopted it will destroy absolutely the 
effect and purpose of the proposition submitted by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Good. 

Mr. McCOOK. The Committee on Military Affairs have nothing 
whatever to disguise in regard to the action which they propose. Their 


| proposition is that the military reservations of this country, not those 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes, and five minutes remain on the side of the | 


gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL], who is now recognized. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
[Mr. RYAN]. 

Mr. RYAN. I think enough has been disclosed by the discussion to 
demonstrate that no general law can be passed here that will be just 
in its application to all these forts. The conditions vary in almost 
every case. In the case of some forts the property has become valua- 
ble ; settlements have sprung up all around such a fort; it has been a 
fort for years ; that ought to be appraised and disposed of at auction 
with certain restrictions. 

One word more. It has been the practice of the Government to treat 
each of these reservations in the disposition of them upon its merits 
and pass a law for its disposition. [Here the hammer fell.] I want to 


I yield one minute to the gentleman from Kansas | 


add one word with the permission of my friend from Minnesota [ Mr. | 


DUNNELL]. Lobserve by an examination that during the last ten years 
we have disposed of seventeen of these reservations, and every one of 


abandoned, as the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. DUNNELL] suggests, 
but those from which the troops have been withdrawn, shall be sold 
to the highest bidder at auction after due appraisal and due advertise 
ment. 

As I stated last night, the proposition is carefully guarded so as to 
prevent combinations, and it prohibits the sale of any subdivision ot 
land containing more than one hundred and sixty acres. When you 
talk about the rights of the men who have located on these military 
reservations, [ willsay that they are simply trespassers, andinmy judg 
ment are entitled to no consideration from the Congress of the United 
States. 

Almost*rom the beginning of the Government to the present time the 
President of the United States has by proclamation declared certain of the 
public lands military reservations, and that authority has been affirmed 
time and time again by Congress. Judicial decisions have been ren 
dered to the effect that when those lands have been once declared by 
the President to be military reservations they can not be afterward aban 
doned for any purpose whatever except by authority of Congress. | 
therefore again repeat that when any man in the vicinity of a military 
reservation, no matter whether he goes there in good faith or bad faith, 
takes possession of any portion of the land embraced within such reset 


| vation, he is a trespasser and has no legal or equitable rights before the 


them has been disposed of under the homestead and pre-emption laws | 


excepting four. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
[Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Chairman, in the Territory of Dakota there 
are several abandoned military reservations. These reservations were 
established shortly after the Minnesota massacre in 1862, and they were 
so far beyond settlement that they were no more valuable than the sur- 
rounding public lands. These reservations have since been abandoned 
by the War Department, and as the settlers have come in and filled up 
that country a few of them have settled upon these reservations. The 
land is no more valuable than the surrounding land taken by their fel- 
low-settlers; and these people who occupy these reservations are not 
camp-followers, but have everything they possess in the werld upon 
these lands. And for to pass any act depriving them of their 
improvements and rights would be unjust. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. They are the kind of camp-followers that have settled 
up the entire West. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam surprised to hear the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPARKS] speak of these men settling upon these reserva- 
tions as camp-followers. A gentleman representing a Western State 
ought to know better than to affirm that the men squatting even, if you 


I yield one minute to the gentleman from Dakota 


Congress of the United States. 

I deny again that it has always been the policy of this Government, 
as the gentleman suggests, to open these military reservations to pre- 
emption or homestead settlement. The military lands of the State of 
Florida have all been sold, and the proposition reported from the Com 


| mittee on Military Affairs practically follows the language of the statut 


please to use that term, upon reservations or public lands in the great | 


West are to be denominated camp-followers. They are the very men 
that lead in the development and growth and prosperity of these sec- 
tions of the country. It was said here last night by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCook] that the War Department was desirous of 
c & new policy as to the disposition of these reservations. I find 


in that case, with additional guards and checks thrown around it. 

As I understand the law, up to 1858 all of these lands were sold, and 
then the law was modified. The present Secretary of War, as did also 
his predecessor, asks us for some general law in regard to the matter, 
some law which we in our wisdom, if we have any, may suggest. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, who had the right to conside: 
this matter, after taking into consideration the value of these lands and 
also the fact that the men who have gone upon them are trespassers, 
have come to the conclusion that it is due to the Government of the 
United States that these lands should be sold at public auction, to the 
highest bidder, for cash. 

As I said before, if the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN | shall be adopted, the action of the Committeeon Mil 
itary Affairs will be rendered nugatdyy and the whole matter will be 
left at sea. I hope, therefore, that his\jamendment will not be adopted 
and that the action of the Committee.on Military Affairs will be su 
tained. ' 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like toask the gentleman a question. It 
is if under the execution of our land laws a settler has gone on a mil- 
itary reservation whose boundaries are unknown, and there carved out 
a home for himself and family, does the gentleman think it a wise and 
generous policy for the Government to oust him from that home ? 

Mr. McCOOK. I suppose I am as good-natured as the gentleman 
from Minnesota, and I perhaps would not ‘‘ oust’? him any sooner than 
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he would. But I am not discussing that question; I am discussing the 
rights of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate upon this subject 
has expired. The first question is upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ] to the amendmentoffered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. McCook]. 

The amendment of Mr. WASHBURN was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “homestead or” in the amendment; and add to the 
amendment the following: 

** And provided, That the rights of actual settlers entitled tothe benefits of the 
homestead laws of the United States, who now occupy in good faith any portion 
of the land embraced witbin the said reservations, now abandoned or not used 
for military purposes, shall not be interfered with, but shall date from the day 
of their actual settlement thereon; and in perfecting their titles thereto under 
thethomestead laws the time such settlers have occupied and improved their said 
lands shall be allowed.” 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. WASHBURN; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 18, noes 65. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I eall for tellers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I trust the gentleman will not take up time in doing 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon ordering tellers. 

The question was taken, and tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I raise the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind the gentleman that the 
proper order is to make the point of no quorum before calling for tellers. 
But the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will withdraw my call for tellers. 

So the amendment of Mr. WASHBURN was not agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN. I move to amend the pending amendment by adding 
what I send tothe desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Subject, however, to the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide addi- 
tional industrial training schools for Indian youth, and authorizing the use of 
unoccupied military barracks for such purpose,” approved July 31, 1882. 

Mr. RYAN. If debate were in order, [could explain thisamendment 
so that no one would object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman say that this is in pursu- 
ance of law? 

Mr. SPARKS. 1 make a point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
inorder, asit simply proposes to reserve from the operation of the amend- 
ment provisions of existing law in regard to training schools for Indian 
youth. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, tere were— 
ayes 20, noes 35. 

Mr. RYAN. For the purpose of obtaining tellers, I make the point 
of order that no quorum has voted. I understand that there is no ob- 
jection on the part of the Military Committee to this amendment. 

Mr. SPARKS. There is objection. 

Mr. McCOOK. I object to it. 

Mr. RYAN. I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to offer an amendment which merely 
protects the rights of settlers lawfully acquired in these abandoned 
reservations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. VALENTINE] that debate is closed. The Clerk will read 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the pending amendment the following: 

* Provided, vever, That Fort Hartsuff military reservation, in the State of 
Nebraska, be, and the same is hereby, vacated and made subject to entry under 
the land laws of the United States, reserving priority of entry to any person who 
has made lawful settlement thereon. Also, that the purchaser or purchasers of 
Government buildings on said reservation shall have the right to purchase the 
tract of land upon which said buildings are located, not to exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres, at such price as shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. SPARKS. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that a point of order does not 
lie against the amendment. It is simply a modification of the amend- 
ment already ruled in order and debated. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is identical with the proposition voted down a 
moment ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is limited to a single reservation. 

Mr. STEELE. It is certainly special | ion. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the amendment by adding 
what I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the settlers now residing upon the Fort Rice and that 
»ortion of the Fort Randall military reservation east of the Missouri River, in the 

erritory of aa shall be allowed to enter the land upon which they reside 


under the hom and pre-emption laws. 
Mr. SPARKS. I make a point of order on this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. On what ground? 





Mr. SPARKS. That thesubject-matter has already been voted upon, 
It makes no difference that this amendment embraces but a part of th: 
general proposition; the whole proposition has been voted down. \), 
amendment was offered subjecting all these lands to homestead entry; 
that amendment was rejected. Now I take it an amendment can no! 
come in which proposes the same provision in regard to single reserva- 


tions. The whole matter has been defeated. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair will remark in reply to the gentle. 
man that because the Committee of the Whole has refused to apply the 
provision to all the reservations non constat it is unwilling to apply it t. 
one. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend the amendment by inserting, 
after the words ‘‘ appraised value,’’ near the close of the amendment. 
the words ‘‘ which in no case shall be less than $1.25 per acre ;’’ so that 
the language will read ‘‘shall not be sold at less than their appraise:| 
value, which in no case shall be less than $25 per acre.’’ 

Mr. RYAN. If we are going to sell these lands, that limitatioy 
ought to be inserted. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. McCook | 
had better accept this. 

Mr. McCOOK. All right; let it go. 

The amendment of Mr. WASHBURN was adopted. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
proviso which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That persons who may at the time of the passage of this act be i), 
possession of any of the lands in Alabama heretofore reserved for military pur- 
poses shall be authorized to purchase the same at such valuation as may be put 


upon the same by the Secretary of the Interior, if such persons shall muke 
application within six months after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to submitas a further amendment a pro 
vision which is usual in regard to all these public sales, and to which 
I think the committee will not object. I move to add to the amenid- 
ment a proviso which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That no sale shall take place until notice of the same sha|! 
have been published for at least ninety days, once in each week, immediate! 


prior to such sale, in at least two daily newspapers, such papers having a gei 
eral circulation in the State or Territory. 


Mr. McCOOK. Ido not particularly object to that, so far as I an 
concerned. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let as have a division on my amendment. 

Mr. McCOOK. Strike out the word “daily’’ and I do not think 
there will be any objection to the gentleman’s amendment to the amen« 
ment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well; I will modify my amendment hy 
striking out the word ‘‘daily.’’ 

Mr. SPARKS. The question then is on the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Minnesota as modified. Now I wish to say a word on it 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. WASHBURN’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment i 
amended. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Where is this sale to take place? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I move to amend by providing for the sale at the 
reservation where the land is situated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not think that should be done. 

Mr. McCOOK. The sale is to take place under the general law, and 
if the checks and guards are not sufficient the committee are willing to 
accept any additional ones that may be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in orger. 

Mr. CONVERSE. No debate has taken place on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can be no further debate under the order 
of the House. Does the gentleman insist upon his amendment? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I do not. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let the amendment of the committee be reported as 
it has been amended. 

The amendment as amended was again read. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I offer the following amendment: 

That any settler who was in actual oceuw of any portion of any one of 
these reservations prior to the location of and continued suc! 


occupation to the present time, shall be entitled to locate under the homestex(! 
law the land upon which he lives, not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres. 


Mr. SPARKS. I raise the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair suggests the words ‘* provided tur- 
ther’’ should be ed. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I hope the committee will agree to that amend 
ment. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not choose to discuss it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state his poin' 


order. 
Mr. SPARKS. My pointof order is this, and I will do nomore thav 
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state it: If I understand the reading of the amendment it is nearly | 
identical with the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota, offered | 
in the beginning of this discussion, and enables parties located on these | 
reservations to perfect their homesteads. The opposite of that is the | 
object of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois the distinction is this: This limits the application to the homestead 
settler who came on after its abandonment as a military post. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The amendment protects only those who went 
onto the land priorto its being reserved for military purposes, and who | 
went there under the homestead law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateisnotinorder. The Chair will now hear 
from the gentleman from [linois on the point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I say the amendment offered is, in my judgment, 
nearly identical with the amendment offered either by the gentleman 
trom Minnesota or the gentleman from Nebraska. It is nearly in the | 
same words. It makes provision for parties locating on these lands, or | 
who were located on them, to perfect their homesteads. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair should have stated that the effect of 
the amendment is to limit its application to those who had entered upon 
the lands prior to their becoming military reservations. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 16. 

So Mr. CARPENTER’S amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. VALENTINE. I move, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 817, | 
to insert the following words: 

At Fort Niobrara, Nebraska, $24,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was not that offered on yesterday ? 


Mr. VALENTINE. No; $25,000 was offered on last night and this | 
is for $24,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment as amended was then adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay: For pay of one brigadier-general and ten second lieutenants, $19,500; for 
pay of one hundred and fifty sergeants, thirty corporals, and three hundred and 
twenty privates, including payments due on discharge, $200,000; for mileage to 
officers when traveling on duty under orders, $5,000; for pay of contract sur- 
geons, $3,600; for commutation of quarters to commissioned officers at places 
where there are no public quarters, $7,000; in all, $235,100. And the Secretary 
of War isauthorized, in hisdiscretion, to detail forthe service in the Signal Corps, 
not to exceed eight commissioned officers, exclusive of the second lieutenants 
of the Signal Corps authorized by law. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to raise the point of order on the see- 
tion just read, from line 878 to 892, inclusive. And my point is this: 
It provides for an appropriation not authorized by law, and is an in- 
crease of expenditure. The provision in this section is for the payment 
of one brigadier-general and ten second lieutenants and others who are 
already provided for in the regular Army appropriation bill. It is an 
addition to the amount already appropriated, and which this House 
deemed sufficient for the service as now constituted. That is all I de- 
sire to say on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire to be 
heard? 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Pennsylvania makes the 
point ef order that it makes provision not authorized by law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I deny that as a question of fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. What particular paragraph is it to which the 
gentleman makes the point of order as not authorized by law ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The appropriation made by this House for 
the support of the Army embraces this provision substantially. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair requests the gentleman to state | 
the clause of this bill which he declares subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. [I refer to the whole section, from line 878 
to 892, inclusive, the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the appropriations here made are not pro- 
vided for by existing law ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That is one point; and also that it neces- 
sarily increases expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point then, as the Chair understands it, is | 
that there is no existing law authorizing this appropriation ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York on the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. All I can say in reference to that point of order is, 
that these officers indicated in this paragraph are the regular Army 
officers detailed for this p , who, according to law, are entitled to 
the compensation provided in this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is somewhat embarrassed by the in- 
definite statement of the point of order. We have always appropriated 
for those employed in the Signal Corps. 

Mr. K. Inreference to this matter I wish to say further, that 
this is for the purpose of enabling the committee to see precisely the 
amount of money which is appropriated to the support of the Signal 
Service; and for that purpose we have eliminated from the Army ap- 
propriation bill an amount equal to the amount which has been here- 
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tofore expended in the payment of these officers specitied in this section 
and incorporated it here. Every man, every officer, every private in 

dicated in these paragraphs, commencing with ‘‘ pay,’ in line 878, has 

been paid out of the Army appropriation bill, and have been paid for 
the same services under that bill. This is simply a change in this re 
spect, that they are provided for here instead of in that bill. The com 

mittee have simply separated that service so far as it was paid out ot 
the Army appropriation bill by making specific appropriation for it her 
And I repeat that there is no man on this list, neither officer nor private 


| who has not been heretofore paid on the Army bill the amount that is 


covered by this clause. 

\Mr. BELTZHOOVER. [ am very heartily in sympathy with th 
purpose of the committee in separating the appropriations for the Sig 
nal Bureau from the Army bill; and I will say when we come to dis 
cuss an amendment that I shall offer that they have done all that they 
could to reduce expenditures in this direction, as far as the Signal Bu 
rean is concerned. 

But I beg, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the Chair now to 
the admission made by the gentleman trom New York in charge of this 
bill, that the Army appropriation bill has hitherto provided for ever) 
officer and soldier named herein in the regular Army appropriation bill 
and this year m that same Army appropriation bill provision has been 
made for the payment of every brigadier-general, and every lieutenant, 
and every private in the Army, which would necessarily embrace the 
payment for the officers assigned to this Signal Corps Service and specifi 


cally mentioned in this paragraph of the pending bill 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
| from New York to make that assertion, but the reverse 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 1 beg the Chair to understand that I took 
the language of the gentleman from New York to convey a very dif- 
ferent idea trom what the Chair has suggested. But that there may hx 
no mistake on my part I will ask the gentleman the question: Do | 
understand that in the Army appropriation bill you excepted the pro 
vision for the pay of a brigadier-general ? 

Mr. HISCOUCK. We did. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER 
this service? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We did 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. = Specitically ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, not specifically; but we reduced the amount 
which the various appropriation bills carried to pay these officers and 
put their pay into this bill in the provision now before us. Further on 
in the bill a provision will be found which provides that no money may 
be expended for the service except what is now covered by this bill, 
with this one exception, that the Secretary of War is authorized to 
detail certain commissioned officers to this service. We have kept 
upon the Army bill their pay, because it was preferred to have them 
upon the rolls of the Army 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of o1 
der upon the statement of the gentleman from New York, unless the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to be further heard. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I made no captious point of 
order, and upon the statement of the gentleman from New York | 
withdraw the point. 

I now ask to offer an amendment to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman will be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ dollars,’ 
word “law,”’ in line 892, the words 

“And the Secretary of War is authorized in his discretion to detail for the serv 
ice in the Signal Corps not to execed eight commissioned officers, exclusive of 
the second lieutenanis of the Signal Corps authorized by law.” 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS.  Betore the gentleman proceeds, let me ask a que 
tion of the gentleman in charge of this bill. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. | IL beg, then, not to be interrupted 

I have recently given considerable attention to the Signal Service 
I have studied to some extent its history and organization and the leg 
islation on which it is based. I believe it is a purely civil and wholly 
unnilitary institution and should be transferred to some civil depart 
ment of the Government. I gave my reasons for this transfer in a 
speech which I printed in the Recorp some days ago. I have not time 
even to epitomize the argument, and it would be of no avail if I should 
the bill for that purpose is not under consideration. I also presented 
at the same time a careful analysis of the estimates which were made 
for the bureau for the coming fiscal year to show its enormous and ex 
travagant demands. All that I said has been seconded beyond all my 
expectations by the action of the Appropriations Committee. In the 
present bill they have cut down the estimates for the Signal Burean 
about $600,000, and have reduced the appropriation several handred 
thousand dollars below what it was for last year. This reduction has 
been wisely and judiciously made, and I print herewith a table show 


And the pay of ten lieutenants detailed tor 


in line 888, down to and including the 


I desire to be heard very briefly upon that 


Not if it is to come out of my time. 
It must come out of the time of the gentleman 
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ing the last year’s appropriations, the estimates for this year, and the 
amount which has been allowed: 











Appropriations. 
| 1884 | 1884, 1883, 
Bb 2 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Observations and report of storms... sesseseeee] $310,000 | $235,500 | $283, 835 
Military telegraph lines............. 108, 000 30, 000 40, 000 
Observations in Arctic Sea 33,000 | 33, 000 33, 000 
Pay : Signal Service ............... 322,511 | 235,100 | 238,228 
Subsistence.............. 182, 079 | 164, 779 | 142,000 
RRRAS GRIUAG........00200000rs0scccre svesesenesneesesevene 69,476 | 57,051 55, 000 
Incidental expense .. 30,842 | 1,475 | 20,000 
‘Transportation............. Scecmaberne 57,010 | 10, 275 | 22, 254 
Barracks and quarters........... pebinniisliibnasipcneivwiakd | 86, 144 | 85, 908 | 80, 879 
Clothing, camp équipage, &¢.... ............60..0 20,034 | 23, 485 | 10,000 
Modical GepartMent.........000000+0000rescercessesceeeel 5,700 5,700 | 5,000 
OLGA OS BROT OB sore. scorer: s2200s pe0eee vovcesnecesvscnsonens OS  ) ees I nies liiadirataae 
PG seventies elateesseticennvieetesenienseomvetmestauel 35, 000 35, 000 | 35, 000 

1,269,299 917,273 965, 196 

LEGISLATIVE BILL. | | 
Salaries at Signal OMMce ..............c00-ecceseeese0e0- | 116, 860 | 50, 660 ee 
Superintendent of building at Signal Office.. 20 |. poaenien 
Rents at Signal Office. ...............000ssserssesesereres | 8,540 | 7,000 baipivimicviaionmneteh 
Building for Signal Office.. alata _ _ RSE te SERINE ae © 
| 
ARMY BILL. | | 

expense at chief Signal Office ..................... | 10, 500 5,000 





Totals .. | 1,555,449 | 979,933 | *1,045, 685 
| | 


*Many of the items which make up this sum are taken from statements of the 
Chief Signal Officer. Itis believed the amount is below the true aggregate of the 
cost of the bureau. 

There remains nothing, therefore, that I can do in this discussion ex- 
cept to try to present such facts as shall tend to secure to the Signal 
Bureau such an administration as will justify the belief that the large 
sum we give for the promotion of science and commerce and agriculture 
will be honestly expended for that purpose. I do not believe this can 
be expected under the present management of the bureau. I gave some 
plain reasons for this belief in my printed speech, which were criticised 
hecause they had not been enunciated on the floor of the House. In 
order that there may be no misunderstanding on this subject I have 
formulated my statements into certain plain and perspicuous proposi- 
tions which I will now repeat. In this way I will make it clear and 
plain and easy for General Hazen and his friends. 

1. The administration of the Signal Bureau under Howgate was the 
most corrupt, profligate, and dishonest which has ever existed in the 
annals of government, civil or military. 

2. Howgate’s method of operation, among other things, was charac- 
terized by the employment of the Signal Service force, and particularly 
its higher officers, as electioneerers and log-rollers to influence Congress 
directly by personal importunity and indirectly by securing resolutions 
and indorsements from boards of trade, chambers of commerce, &c., 
and procuring puffs from newspapers all over the country, to influence 
public sentiment and thereby induce Congress to pass legislation for the 
bureau. In order to show that this was one of Howgate’s methods I 
will print in an appendix a number of letters from that distinguished 
fugitive to his subordinates. 

3. That while apparently expending the full appropriations and ap- 
parently keeping up the efficiency of theservice, Howgate was stealing 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. I have had an estimate from an in- 
telligent gentleman that fixes the amount of the larcenies at over 
$600,000. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. BELTz- 
HOOVER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam very much obliged to my colleague. 

1. That while these corrupt and felonious operations were in progress 
in the Signal Burean Howgate was surrounded by a large number of 
intelligent, educated, and well-paid Army officers and civil employés, 
who were either marvelously stupid in not noticing his thefts or crimi- 
nally culpable in not disclosing them. 

5. That no investigation of any kind has ever been made to ascertain 
and determine the nature, character, and extent of these great frauds; 
nor has the perpetrator thereof, with all the power of the Government 
to aid the pursuit, ever been brought to trial. There is some reason 
for this which some persons around the Signal Bureau somewhere 
knaw better than any else in the world. 





6. That W. B. Hazen, in charge of the Signal B with a full 
knowledge of every preceding fact which I have has never 


brought Howgate to justice, but has every single officer, em 
and clerk of Howgate’s in as fall pel ses control of the athe of 
the Signal Bureau as they were under Hi 
Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I can not be interrupted in my five minutes. 
Let the gentleman take his own time. 





Among these it is as clear as sunlight that there are those who arc 
too stupid or too dishonest to be Government employés. In this con- 
nection I ask leave to print with these allegations a number of letters 
from Howgate and a list of the officers and employés of the Signal 
Service Bureau when Howgate left, and those who are now employed 
in that bureau. F 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, is it necessary for me now 
to object to the gentleman’s printing anything but what he says in ret- 
erence to this subject? I object. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I will notfind fault with any 
friend of General Hazen for fearing to allow me to print these things. 
and if the gentleman will not let them be printed I beg to assure hin, 
I will not take up the time of this House by reading them. 

7. That Hazen notonly failed to bring Howgate to justice and retaine« 
all his aids and assistants in place, but he adopted precisely the meth- 
ods of Howgate in using the officers, clerks, and employés of the Signa! 
Bureau to scour the country, under the pretext that they were in the 
interest of commerce andagriculture, to work up boards of trade, cham- 
bers of commerce, and other public institutes, and to importune promi- 
nent men and wheedle newspapers into giving careless and improvident 
indorsements of the Signal Bureau for the purpose of influencing Con- 
gress to pass legislation which Hazen then had pending before it. 

8. That Hazen not only adopted and followed the methods of How- 
gate in improperly working up public sentiment in the interest of ley- 
islation before Congress, but he enlarged upon thissubject by practicing 
false pretenses upon the War Department to procure the detail of Army 
officers to be used for that purpose. The official request of Hazen of 
the War Department for the detail of Story, Powell, Allen, and kil- 
bourne, and the letters of Hazen himself, and the letters or official re- 
ports of three of these officers form one of the most disgraceful chap- 
ters in the annals of attempts to lobby through personal legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 5538) to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation, with amendments, in which he was 
directed to request the concurrence of the House of Representatives. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just returned 
from the Senate be printed with the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that copies of the bill with 
the amendments have been printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make no objection to an order for the printing of 
the bill with the amendments, it being my understanding that the 
House waives no right by consenting to that. 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa that the bill with the Senate amendments be 
printed, and it is so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title: 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7193) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

,/ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra 
B. TAYLOR] to yield to me that I may request three minutes more. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Not one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield, an 
will proceed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER] asked leave to print, to which I objected. I read his 
speech printed in the RecorpD of the 8th of February in to this 
matter, and, as I can judge of it, he is not entitled on this subject to 
say anything except what he says with a full responsibility in this 
House; and I object to his printing upon this subject except 
what he says here. I hone every member of this House has read that 
speech said to have bee elivered here on the 3d day of February. Ii 
they have, and if ** .now anything of the history of this country. 
they will know ‘| whole speech is founded on incorrect informa- 
tion; it may be ii«casably incorrect information. This morning, un- 
der the pretense of an amendment to this bill, the gentleman makes an 
other assault upon a man that he does not know, a man that I do know. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I do not want to know him. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Youought towant to. Itwould help you 
infinitely if you knew him well and he would recognize you as his 
friend 


And the burden of his speech this morning is that Gemeral Hazen 
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did not prosecute Howgate. Is the gentleman a lawyer? Is he any- 
thing by virtue of which he can give information to this House? Gen- 
eral Hazen prosecute Howgate! What has he to do with that prose- 
cation, when the prison doors were opened and Howgate went free? 
It is an unjust charge; itis an unreasonable charge; it is without foun- 
dation, and, like the whole tirade of this morning and of the speech 
which the gentleman has printed, it is founded on false information. 

I say to the gentleman that I do know General Hazen, and knowing 
him I am glad to be acquainted with him. In the speech to which | 
have referred the gentleman from Pennsylvania charged General 
Hazen, the chief officer of the Signal Bureau, with being *‘ a general 
without a battle; a commander without a history.’’ If that gentle- 
man knew the slightest rudiments of the history of his country he 
would know that General Hazen has been under fire as many times as 
any officer in our service; that he has been as faithful as any other 
officer. And yet the gentleman makes that charge. 

In connection with it the gentleman from Pennsylvania says that 
General Hazen “‘ strutsupon the stageand wears the muniments of war, 
shorn of all that makes it honorable and that justifies a soldier’s life.”’ 


Now, I do not know what General Hazen wears; but if he wears ‘‘the | 


muniments of war’’ he wears something that no other general ever 
wore. [Laughter.] ‘‘ Wears the muniments of war!’’ And this gen- 
tleman who talks that kind of language is a gentleman instructing this 
committee what to do about anything® ‘‘Muniments of war’’ and 
‘the muniments of war shorn of all that make it’’—what? ‘‘Make 


it honorable or that justifies a soldier’s life.”’ My God! what gram- | 


mar and what dictionary does the gentleman use? 

Mr. ATHERTON. Give us the weight of the matter instead of criti- 
cising the grammar. 

Mr. EZRA B.TAYLOR. ‘‘Criticising the grammar!’’ I say that the 
only foundation for the charge is that General Hazen has not prosecuted 
Howgate. How can General Hazen as the Chief Signal Oflicer of the 
Army prosecute Howgate, or prosecute anybody? That is my answer, 
and if my colleague from Ohio [Mr. ATHERTON] wants to know any 
other facts in regard to him let him inquire. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Why are you talking, if not for the instruction 
of the House ? 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam talking because I please to talk, as | 


everybody else talks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. MCKINLEY. I will takethe floor and yield my five minutes to | 


my colleague [Mr. Ezra B. Tayior]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee rise. = 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I trust the gentleman from New York [ Mr. His- 
COCK ] will allow me to yield five minutes to my colleague, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] had ten minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken upon the motion that the committee rise; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 37, noes 47. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion that the committee 
rise was not to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], who proposes to yield his time to his colleague 
[Mr. Ezra B. TayYtor]}. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think gentlemen voted on my motion under the 
impression that I proposed to close debate on this subject. I simply 
asked that the committee rise for the purpose of getting from the House 
an order fixing a reasonable time for the debate. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I would ask the gentleman from New York | 


how long he proposes to give us on this side to answer what may be 
said on the other side? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said a reasonable time; such time as may be satis- 
factory. 

Mr. BERRY. Say thirty minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am willing to give thirty minutes; perhaps more. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. To be divided so as to allow fifteen minutes 
on each side ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock } 
asks that debate upon the present paragraph be limited to thirty min- 
utes; fifteen minutes to be allowed to gentlemen on each side. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] to dispose of the fifteen minutes 
on that side of the House; and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] to dispose of the fifteen minutes on that side. 

Mr. CALKINS. I donot want to be deprived of my five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall want five minutes myself. I will ask that 
jr time be made thirty-five minutes, and that I be allowed five min- 
u 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the time for debate will 
be limited to thirty-five minutes, of which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on App ions will be allowed five minutes, and the other 
thirty minutes will be equally divided. The Chair will now recognize 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will reserve my tive minutes, if 1 may do 
so, until I have heard the debate on the other side. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] for five minutes. _ 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I would rather reserve my tive minutes un- 
til later. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman indicate any one to whom 
he would yield ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will yield to any gentleman who desires it 

The CHAIRMAN (after a pause). If nobody on that side of the 
House desires the floor for five minutes, the Chair will ask the gentle 
man from Ohio [Mr. EzkA B. TAYLOR] to whom he will yield tor five 
minutes ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to direct what few remarks I may make 
upon the proposition before the committee to two phases of it. 1 donot 
care to enter into any discussion with reference to General Hazen per 
sonally, except to say that those of us who knew him in the army know 
him to be a very brave soldier and a very honorable man. That is as 
far as I care to enter on any discussion with reference to him. 

But with reference to the charge that the officers of this bureau were 
sent around improperly for the purpose of working up a sentiment in 
favor of the Signal Corps I wish to submit a statement of fact which is 
well known, or ought to be well known, to every member of the House. 
There are five officers now in the Signal Corps who are competent to and 
do make the reports for the Weather Bureau. They have been in that 
corps almost since its organization. They have made the business of 
the corps a caretul and painstaking study, and have thus become qual 
ified to make these weather reports forthe country. These are the eap 
tains and lieutenants in that corps, and the provision for these the 
| amendment now pending proposes to strike out. 

In the course of the inspection which some of these officers were called 
| upon to make in the Signal Service, they did stop to see some of the 
| boardsoftrade in thecountry. Why? Forany improperpurpose? No. 
| They were endeavoring to have this branch of the service organized into 





a separate corps, and they called the attention of the boards of trade 
and of other people interested to their work, which they had aright to 
| do; they asked attention to the great service they were performing. 
Mr. REED. Does the gentleman think it is proper that the money 
of the Government should be spent by officers traversing this country 
for the purpose of getting up public sentiment to intluence legislation ? 
Mr, CALKINS. If anything of that kind was done it would not be 
| proper. But there was not anything of the kind done; and when it is 
| charged that there was the charge, in my judgment, is without founda 
| tion. The fact is that in the course of the discharge of their duties 
some of the officers did stop and call the attention of the different boards 
of trade to the value of the services performed by this corps and the 
measure which they thought would make it more efficient. They did 
as every body else does when anything is wanted at the hands of Con 
| gress. They asked for it. If the corps had been useful that fact should 
be made known, and there was no harm in it. That is all the founda 
tion for the charge of spending Government money. 

Mr. Chairman, for myself I do not care whether the Signal Corps re 
mains a part of the Army or be instituted intoa civil branch.  Lrathet 
incline to the latter plan. But the fact remains that if this amend 
ment be adopted the only men competent to make the reports now rec 
ognized as so valuable by the country will be sent from this Signal Corps 
to their respective regiments, and the corps will be stripped of its use 
fulness. 

One word further. So far as regards the attack which has been made 
upon the lieutenants, and I believe one of the captains in that corps, | 
| say that I do not know any of these gentlemen except one; and as to 
| him I know there is not a more honorable gentleman in the whole 
| country. I am glad to bear testimony to his high character and worth. 
Mr. WILSON. Who is he? 
|} Mr. STEELE. Lieutenant Allen. 
| Mr. CALKINS. If I haveanytime remaining I yield it to my friend 
from Maryland [Mr. URNER]. 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not undertake to throw any 
light on this subject by debate; but I hold in my hand and will ask 
the Clerk to read a paper from the president and secretary of the Mary- 
land Academy of Science. These are gentlemen of the highest char- 
acter for integrity and scientific knowledge. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MARYLAND ACADEMY OF SCIENCE, 
| Baltimore, Hd., February 19, 1883. 
Considering the concerted attacks against the military organization of the Sig- 
nal Service, indicated by certain bills lately presented in Congress urging the 
transfer of its meteorological work to the Interior Department, as decidedly in- 
ae to its efficiency and unmindful of the laborious efforts of those who have 
rought the service to its present well-recognized condition of excellence, we, 
the members of the Maryland Academy of Science, desire to respectfully submit 
the following as our unbiased judgment: aha 
1. That the Signal Service has, in the field of practical and scientifle meteor- 
ology, made rapid progress and achieved results of the highest importance. 
2. That it is hardly possible in a civil organization, even under the most favor 
able circumstances, to successfully perform the peculiarly exacting duties cou- 
sequent upon the multiform and extended operations incident to the observation 
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and report of storms over a vast extent of country such asthe United States pre- 
sent. 

3. That the short record of the past twelve years, compassing the existence of 
the Signal Service, presents in its achievements results the influence of which 
have called forth the appreciation not only of this country but that of European 
nations. Progress is necessarily slow in a science where the factors entering 
each determination suffer such an endless variety of change as in the field of 
ineteorological research. 

4. In view of the above statements we take pleasure and much earnestness, as 
a scientific body engaged in allied work, to urge that Congress refrain from pass- 
ing any measure that will either destroy or seriously impair the present exist- 
ence of the Signal Service. 

P. R. UHLER, 


Approved unanimously. 
President Maryland Academy of Science. 
EDWARD STABLER, Jr., 
Recording Secretary Maryland Academy of Science. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire how much 
time the other side has consumed ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PouNnD). Seven minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. And I still have my fifteen minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Now, I desire to inquire whether, having 
the affirmative of the proposition to strike out, I am not entitled to 
close the debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That must be a matter of agreement, the Chair 
presumes, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Idonotclaim it by virtueof any agreement, 
but as a right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole is now proceeding 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to reserve ten minutes of my time 
to conclude and to answer gentlemen who may speak on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, as the Chair understands, the 
gentleman will be permitted to speak only five minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But I have control of fifteen minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There will be no objection to the gentle- 
man speaking ten minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In conclusion ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Now. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In conclusion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would object to that. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Task the ruling of the Chair on the question. 
I have moved an amendment; the debate is limited to one half hour, 
lifteen minutes on each side; the other side has occupied the first five 
minutes, and in alternating I shall be entitled to the last five minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There can be only five minutes for each 
speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, each speech must, in 
conformity to the rule, be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I beg to differ with the Chair on that point. 
Nobody on this side of the House desires to speak on this question but 
myself, and therefore there is nobody else to consume the time which 
belongs to this side. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman’s time is being consumed 
now. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The discussion of the point of order can not 
be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that each speech must be lim- 
ited to five minutes under the rule. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I can yield the floor to another gentleman 
who can yield it back to me. I will now consume five minutes of my 
time and reserve five miutes for reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has already consumed two min- 
utes of his time. [Cries of *‘Oh!’’ on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That can not be taken out of my time, as it 
was in reference to the order of business. I do not want any unfairness 
in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will resume the point at which I was in- 
terrupted by the expiration of my time. 

9. That Hazen has by vicious rider legislation run up the expendi- 
tures of this bureau until he asks double what it cost under Howgate, 
without any apparent increase in the efficiency of the service. He de- 
mands this year over $1,555,000, and accompanies his demands by pre- 
cisely the same recitals of the great exigencies and importance of the 
service, as Howgate did. He follows Howgate in this respect. The 
Appropriations Committee have decided that there shall be no surplus 
for the further pursuit of Howgate’s methods in spending the public 
funds. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I say it is less than what Howgate spent. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt. If 
he has anything to say let him say it in his own time. 

10. That Hazen’s petty frauds are even more bold and infamous than 
llowgate’s. His very latest act is to issue a foolish compilation embracing 
ubout ninety-three pages and to ¢ the men in his service $2.50 for 
the book, which costs him only 27 cents, and to add tyranny to the petty 
imposition he exacts of each poor subordinate the onerous task of com- 





—— 


mitting the whole thing to memory. Who gets the difference between 
27 cents and $2.50? Belknap’s post-traderships are nota circumstance 
to this little private speculation of Hazen. 

11. Some of the other petty frauds of Hazen, I am credibly informed 
are: paying 2,000 francs to publish a fulsome puff of his Department in 4 
journal called Nature, in France; the printing of all these innumerable 
resolutions and puffs and editorials, &c., at the expense of the Govy- 
ernment and mailing them at the expense of the Government in pen- 
alty envelopes; the employment of a paid editor at $1,500 a year, whose 
sole business is to varnish up the ‘‘shop’’ resolutions, &c., which are 
issued from the bureau; the sending of his favorites to college in Amer- 
ica and Europe at great expense. 

12. That Hazen was found, practically and morally, guilty by the 
Hazen-Stanley court-martial, composed of those distinguished officers, 
Hancock, Augur, Pope, King, Vogdes, and Brown, of base cowardice: 
ond the records of the War Department and the testimony of prominent 
and reliable persons taken before a tribunal under oath and on file 
prove that he was also guilty of fraud and dishonorable conduct as a 
soldier and is therefore not qualified by his standing and character in 
the Army to be the chief of the important military bureau which he now 
controls. 

The Philadelphia Evening Telegraph of February 20, 1883, says: 

Ina is, Secretary TeSses regre yen- 
eral Hazen should feel that Fasinomeasd tet be fog omy ae. 
of inquiry and intimates very plainly that if the Chief S Officer does not 
ask for such a court he, the , will lay the matter before the President 
and will ask him ay pe At the same time General Hazen in reality 
has excellent reason for his evident dislike of military courts. His reputation 
was very far indeed from being bettered by the a and findings of the 
last military court before which he Syos. and the results of his controversy 
with General Stanley were so decidedly damaging as to make his nomination 
by the President and his confirmation by the Senate for the office which he now 
holds a scandalous performance on the part of all concerned in it. Itis no won- 
der, therefore, that General Hazen should prefer to be investigated by a com- 
mittee of Senators rather than by a military court. The chances of his having 
his preference, however, are apparently not particularly brilliant. 

15. That Hazen’s management of the Signal Bureau has not only been 
profligate and extravagantalmost beyond parallel, butit has been utterly 
without adequate results either to science or commerce and agricult- 
ure. It has not only not given any contribution to meteorology eithe: 
by discovery or treatise, butit has not added to the knowledge of storms 
and hurricanes so as to help commerce. 

For these reasons, sustained by what I believe to be clear and con 
vincing testimony, I do not think that this House should hand over 
a million of dollars for disbursement to such an administration. 

I now reserve the balance of my time for reply. 

[Here the mer fell. ] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word, and 
will give three minutes of my time to my colleague [Mr. CoNVERs®r }. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to take any 
part inany personal controversy. My acquaintance with General Hazen 
is limited, but I deem it a duty to make some suggestions of what | 
know and have learned of his public character. 

The gentleman who has just taken hisseat [Mr. BELTZHOOVER } speaks 
of General Hazen’s cowardice. A man who carries a musket-ball in his 
body received in honorable warfare ought not to be lightly spoken of. 
In General Hazen’s case the ball that broke his wrist passed throug) 
his body and lodged near his spine, causing a wound apparently as dan- 
gerous as that of the late President. Yet he survives and is arraigned 
and traduced by a man who never saw a battle. 

Why, ifI wanted proof I could appeal to the gallant General WHEELE 
who has a seaton this floor. On more than a dozen hotly-contested bat- 
tlefields he could, and if called on would, testify to the gallantry and 
bravery of General Hazen, who stood in his front and led the opposing 
forces. I could ap to his war record as it stands in the War Office 
to-day, written by other hands, for bravery, energy, long and active 
service. That record will show that he has few equals in the Army. 

What is the meaning ofall this clamor and vilification of Genera! 
Hazen, who is not here to answer for himself? I can tell gentlemen 
what it means. It is the remnant of a quarrel that began years ago 
when a colonel of the Army was brought before an investigating com- 
mittee of this House and dared to give testimony in relation to a mat- 
ter which convulsed the whole country and threw from the highest mili- 
tary seat in the United States, save one, the man whooccupied it. That 
quarrel has been continued from that hour to this. General Hazen has 
never seen a day of peace orof rest from the time he gave that testimony 
before the investigating committee of this House. He has been pursued 
in a most disreputable manner by vilification, insult, and falsehood. 

And I believe for that reason, on the recommendation of General Gar- 
field, he was by President Hayes removed from the immediate charge 
of the Army and put in the place which he now occupies, where it was 
supposed he would have some rest and some peace and comparative 
independence. But how has it been since the change? Spies have 
surrounded him; they have gone into his very office. Scavengers have 
been employed to go into his spittoons and into his waste-basket to pick 
out and paste together even the remnants of paper which have been used 
in lighting his cigars to see if something could not be discovered against 
him. The eavesdropper, the common informer or spy maintains av 
honorable character in comparison to such creatures. 
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A great deal of this stuff that has been printed and scattered broad- 
cast to the country against General Hazen comes from no more honor- 
able source than I have indicated. This work has been done largely by 
persons who have been themselves under charges. 

A single word more, Mr. Chairman. So far as the Signal Service is 
concerned that service ought not certainly to suffer on account of any- 
hody’s ancient personal quarrels. If General Hazen has not honestly 
administered the moneys which were appropriated for the support of 
that service then gentlemen should ask an investigation. Why do they 
notdoit? Why dothey not ascertain, asin honor bound to do, after using 
such terms as they have, whether he hasspent adollar improperly? If 
he has done so let him be properly punished for it. But give hima 
chance to vindicate himself from the foul aspersions cast upon him. 
Scandalous charges, without at least an effort to investigate and an op- 
portunity given for him to respond, ought not to be indulged in here, 
because General Hazen can not be heard in response to them upon this 
floor. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I would prefer to hear from the other side, 
and reserve my ten minutes until after they conclude. 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. I think, Mr. Chairman, that he is bound to 
use his five minutes now, and I insist upon it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. ‘Then I will use five minutes of my time 
now and will still have five minutes to reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. Proceed. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I will not detain this House 
to criticise the reply of the gentleman from Ohio who has just taken 
his seat to the remarks which I have already submitted. It is said to 
be the best defense of some lawyers when they have a very bad case to 
abuse the counsel on the other side. The information upon which I 
based the charges made in my speech, as printed in the Recorp of this 

House, is derived largely from record and from documentary evidence, 
and from evidence and information which I have every reason to believe 
to be true. The justnessof the conclusions that I drew from the letters 
and other matters and from the record evidence in this case every gen- 
tleman can test for himself by an examination of my speech and the 
appendix. 
cowardice I did not call to testify a gentleman like General WHEELER, 
who was referred to by the gentleman from Ohio, who is a noble and 


Hazen’s troops in the fight than he knows about the courage of General 
Hazen himself. 


When I charged that General Hazen had been guilty of 


| to the country is not questioned. 
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Mr. CONVERSE. Will the gentleman allow me to answer him now 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Then I will say in response to the gentleman that 
I have never made such charges as he repeats here; but | do believe 
that men have been set upon General Hazen’s track to use foul words 
and foul means in order to drive him into a fight and get into a difti- 
culty so that they might kill him. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, so faras the gentleman's be 
liefS are concerned he is welcome tothem. In the investigation I know 
no man living but one sergeant, who was formerly at General Hazen’s 
headquarters; no one. I have had no consultation with the Secretary 
of War or any of the gentlemen that the gentleman from Ohio [Mi 
CONVERSE] insinuates I have conferred with. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
he not in consultation with a man who has been discharged and was 
under arrest’? And does he not get all these facts from that man who 
lives in his neighborhood ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 1 am glad to answer the gentleman’s ques 
tion. I got some of the information from a gentleman who has been in 
General Hazen’s employ and whom he arrested and incarcerated in a 
dungeon for twenty-six days on the bare suspicion that he had criticised 


his superior. {Here the hammer fell.] I reserve the remaining five 
minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield five minutes, the balance of my 
time, to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Burrerworrn]} 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like toask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. BELTZHOOVER ] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrERworrH | 
is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. IL had anticipated that some assault would 


be made on the Signal Service; but I little dreamed it would take this 
form. I little thought that the head of that service, who has struck 


| more blows for his country than his assailants have spoken words, 


would be subjected to such gross assaults as these. 

The quality of the service has not been assailed. That it is needful 
Buta gentleman rises in his place 
here and testifies, not in the interest of the public, whose servant he 
is, but in the interest of a clan and faction who have dedicated them 
selves to the work of hunting down the superintendent of the Signal 
Service. If it be true, as the gentleman trom Pennsylvania has as 


| serted, that General Hazen has been guilty of peculation, he has heen 
gallant man, but certainly knows more about the conduct of General | 


derelict in the discharge of his duty in not rising in his place before 
this House and the country and presenting formal charges against that 
officer, and thus afford him an opportunity to make answer and be 


I adduced the record of the Hazen-Stanley court-martial, on which | judged according to what he has done or omitted to do, and not solely 
I based my statement. I found that that distinguished court-martial | in the light of the ex parte statements against him made in a place, at 
had been presided over by an officer of the high rank, character, and | a time, and in a manner which precludes him from making defense 

standing of General Hancock, and was composed of the most distin- | The value of the testimony of a witness depends very largely upon 
guished and gallant officers of the Army, who, after full investigation, | whether he testifies solely in the interest of truth or whether he is en 


although not technically, yet practically and morally, found General 
Hazen guilty of cowardice at the battle of Shiloh. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
he is now undertaking to cite the findings of that court-martial ? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Ibeg to say to thegentleman from Ohio that 
1 am speaking from my understanding of the record and with it before 
me. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
record, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 


I say, in response, that there is no such 


I am speaking from the record itself. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. And I claim that there is no such record. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I printed it in my former speech. 
yentleman who charged General Hazen with cowardice is well known 
in the Army of the United States as a man against whom cowardice has 
never beeneven insinuated—I refer to General David 8. Stanley, one of 
the fighting officers of our Army. And I beg gentlemen to remember 


I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 


And the | 


| non were captured from the enemy. 


that the records of that court-martial are open to the inspection of every | 


living man. Before that court General Philip Sheridan and other wit- 
nesses charged General Hazen, and swore to it, with taking two pieces 
of artillery at the battle of Missionary Ridge and keeping them until 
they were taken from him by force; and General Hazen sat under that 
charge and in the face of that court as mute as the grave. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Two pieces of artillery captured from the 
rebels, and I suppose he would not give them back. [ Laughter. ] 
_ Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the face of the find- 
ing of «ch a court as that, andin the face of such testimony as that, I 


The finding of that court-martial must be accepted as true. There is 


an adjudication on the subject and no one can fairly deny that General | 


Hazen was guilty of the charges alleged against him. 

Now, a word in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, the colleague of 
the preceding gentleman. Does he mean to say that either that dis- 
tinguished and gallant officer, General Hancock, who presided at that 
court-martial, or the General of the Army, or the Presidentof the United 
“tates, or the Secretary of War, are in a conspiracy to break down a poor 
little colonel of infantry because he made the charges which brought 
Belknap to trial ? : 


| Capture. 


| 





| officer, who is not here to answer for himself 


listed in an uncharitable service which has its promptings in malice and 
malignant hate of the man against whom the testimony is borne. [as 
sert that my friend from Pennsylvania places himself in no enviable 
light before this House and before the country in speaking of a gallant 
as if he were a common 
thief instead of presenting to the House and to the country charges 
properly formulated and ask to have them investigated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as General Hazen’s bearing asa soldier is 
concerned, there are men around me and men who fought upon the 
other side against him whoare here to bear testimony to his gallantry, 
which was conspicuous. The gentleman from Pennsylvania talks about 
the larceny of twocannon. Does he know the history of that of which 
he bears witness? It happened ina certain engagement during the late 
war that under the gallant leadership of General Hazen eighteen can- 
It occurred that a division tight 
ing by the side of General Hazen’s claimed that they were entitled to 
the honor of having captured two of the eighteen cannon, and about 
this a dispute arose, Hazen insisting that his troops had made that 
And the gentleman from Pennsylvania is prompted to say that 
in making that claim General Hazen was guilty of the larceny of two 
cannon. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the whole of that transaction. That 
is allthere is of it. And more than that, I am just reminded by agen 
tleman who was in the battle where those cannon were captured, an 


That is it. 


| officer who bore himself with admirable courage, an oflicer who did not 
repeat that the conclusion of every intelligent man must be the same. | 


fight upon our side, who is present upon this floor, that he can testify 
to the gallant bearing of General Hazen on that occasion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That was at Missionary Ridge. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, at Missionary Ridge. And I wondei 
that my friend from Pennsylvania, under the guise of an amendment 
which would ruin a meritorious service, avails himself of the oppor- 
tunity which that amendment affords to assault that man. Itis worthy 


of note that although he has been pregnant with this information for a 
long time he has hesitated until the last hour, until the sun is about to 
set on this Congress, before he makes the assault, and then under the 
license granted to him by this House to publish some remarks. 


He 
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does not stand on this floor and proclaim these charges, but publishes 
them in the RecorpD and sends them broadcast to the country. 

I hold that common fairness to this service requires that if the gen- 
tleman has aught to charge against the officer in charge of it he shall 
put it in tangible shape or present it to the House in such manner as to 
enable the officer to make his defense. If he has been guilty of any 
misconduct I shall not defend him. 

I wish to say in conclusion the amendment offered is simply to ruin 
the service; not because the service is not worthy; not because it is not 
needed; but because of the gross assaults upon General Hazen of a 
gang of malcontents one of whom while a member of the Signal Corps 
deemed it dishonor to march with his troop down Pennsylvania ave- 
nue to attend the inauguration of James A. Garfield, and having re- 
fused was commanded by the officer in charge to take his place in the 
ranks. For that he became disgruntled, and is now one of the sources 
from whence the gentleman from Pennsylvania is filled with pent-up 
indignation. An. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. KAsson). The gentleman from New York 
| Mr. Hiscock] is now entitled to five minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Have I five minutes remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes of the time allowed for debate 
has already been exhausted, and the remaining five minutes is assigned 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I beg the pardon of the Chair; I understood 
I was to have five minutes to close the discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that by unanimous consent 
the committee agreed that the entire debate upon the pending paragraph 
should be limited to thirty-five minutes. Of that time thirty minutes 
have been consumed. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. While the present occupant of the chair was 
out of it for a few moments, some five or ten minutes’ time was con- 
sumed in desultory debate on a point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to state that but ten minutes of the fifteen 
minutes allowed to my colleague [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] have been occu- 
pied by him, and he still has five minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the Chair will take itas 
the understanding of the committee that the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] be allowed five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I do not believe that gentlemen have appre- 
hended clearly the witten allegations which I read in their hearing. I 
did not charge General Hazen with cowardice any further than is jus- 
tified by the Hazen-Stanley court-martial, which I have published in 
full in the appendix to my former speech on this subject. 

| sought the floor to-day to enunciate the propositions contained in 
my printed speech, partly for the reason that I had been criticised be- 
cause I published it without having spoken it. Sir, I never published 
anything in my life, and do not believe I ever will, that I am afraid to 
utter in the face of the whole earth. 

General Hazen is not unrepresented here on this floor to-day. On 
the contrary, I, who got this information only two or three days before 
the &th of the present month, have been myself confined to the inves- 
tigation unaided and alone, and not asingle gentleman on this floor has 
been apprised of the facts so as to aid me now, except perhaps some one 
who may have done me the honor to read my speech, as the gentleman 
from Ohio seems to have done. General Hazen is not now unrepre- 
sented here, but he is well represented, ably represented, by four or 
live of the oldest members of the House. 

As to the declaration of the gentleman from Ohio that the Hazen- 
Stanley court-martial does not sustain what I said about General Sheri- 
dan’s testimony, I beg to say to him that I am not mistaken, but if he 
thinks otherwise let him get the testimony and print it. I have given 
it as I believe it to be on the best information which any man could 
have. 

I did not hesitate until the expiring hours of the session to make 
these charges. I made them at the very earliest moment that I believed 
I was justified in making them. I printed my speech because I antici- 
pated just this contingency: that we would have no time to make an 
elaborate presentation of anything in the expiring hours of Congress. 

The very day after my speech was printed I called on the Secretary 
of War for the records, and they were delivered to me only yesterday. 
I intended to present a resolution for an investigation, and if we had 
time enough remaining of this Congress to give the remotest hope on 
earth of a full and fair investigation by Congress, the gentleman can 
be assured that he would have investigation to his utmost satisfaction. 

When I saw the Secretary of War he said that a correspondence was 
pending between him and General Hazen, and he begged me to desist 
for a day or two. That correspondence is before the country. Why 
does not General Hazen ask for a court of inquiry or court-martial? 
This gallant man, who confines one of his subordinates in a dungeon, a 
poor, consumptive, dying man, a man who perhaps will never see the 
apple-blossoms again; this man General Hazen put in a dungeon 
under military law on suspicion—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. What is his name! 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. His name is Van Heusen—put him in a 





dungeon on suspicion of criticising Gencral Hazen, his superior officer. 
And yet this gallant man, that thus incarcerated a poor subordinate 
under military law, does not dare to ask for a military trial of himself 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. YOUNG. I was going to ask the gentleman a question, but did 
not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman, and 
will answer him if I have time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a m from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 347) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Godlove 8. Orth; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 349) to provide for the publication of the 
memorial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. R. 
M. A. Hawk, of Illinois; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 356) accepting the invitation of the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution to attend the inauguration of the statue 
of Joseph Henry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the*House in, a bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2486) to authorize the requirement of an oath as to age from 
recruits for the Navy before enlistment, and in the case of minors from 
their parents or guardians, and to empower certain officers of the Navy 
to administer such oaths; and 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 138) concerning the erection of a memorial col- 
umn at Washington’s Headquarters at Newburgh, New York. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. |/ 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. None. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Hiscock] is entitled to the remaining five minutes allowed for debate 
upon the pending paragraph. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope I may be pardoned for calling the attention 
of the committee to the real question now before it. The vice in the 
Signal Corps, if there be a vice there, is not and has not been owing to 
the management of General Hazen. It has consisted in this alone, 
that for the last six years at least, and I do not know but for all thie 
time this service has existed, Congress has been accustomed to make 
appropriations in gross for that service. The result of that has been 
that year after year the service has reached out to grasp power and to 
grasp jurisdiction. 

What is true of this service is true of many others in the Departments 
here at Washington? So far as General Hazen is concerned, while | 
have devoted very much time to the investigation of the management 
of his effice, I must certainly bear witness to the fact that there is 
nothing I can criticise in its ent except that he, like his pred 
ecessor, has reached out for power in order to extend this service beyon« 
the limits intended, as I believe, by 

We have been accustomed year after year to give a million dollars and 
upward to this service. In orderto popularizeit, it has invoked the aid 
of boards of trade and institutions of learning, which, I believe, gave 
encouragement to it thoughtlessly. Yet this. was not criminal on the 
part of the gentleman who had charge of this service or any of those 
associated with him. It was the business of Congress to make specilic 
appropriations for the service, and to see precisely how the money was 
expended. 

The Committee on Approprittions has gone carefully over this ques- 
tion this year. Last year it attempted to itself of all the facts 
in connection with this service; but it failed for want of time. We 
have carefully eliminated from the service the performance »f that work 
which in our judgment does not properly belong to this bureau. We 
have to a large extent circumscribed the jurisdiction which this bureau 
has heretofore assumed; but I believe under the organization which 
we have perfected in this bill it will do a work which the country re- 
quires to be done and that there will be no abuse either of power or o! 
the public money. 

I am opposed to transferring this bureau to any other branch of the 
Government. I believe that in many respects it is best that the bureau 
should be under military discipline. I believe also that General Hazen 
or any other officer who may be detailed to take charge of the service 
can do quite as good work, so far as the executive branch of it is con- 
cerned, as any scientist who might be placed at the head of it. Asa 
matter of course, in this service as in others the officer in charge has 
been compelled to surround himself with men who are proficient in the 
scientific Cagwtedes which is called for in the work of the bureau; an¢ 
this is all that is for execution of the work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate as limited by order of the 
committee has expired. The question is on the amendmentof the gev- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER], which the Clerk will 
read. 
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"The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in lines 888 to 892 the following: = 

“And the Secretary of War is authorized, in his discretion, to detail for the serv- | 
ice in the Signal Corps not to exceed eight commissioned officers, exclusive of | 
the second lieutenants of the Signal Corps authorized by law.” 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I move toamend by inserting at the end of the para- 
graph the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, He may in his discretion make a further detail of officers for service | 
in the Arctic Sea expedition. } 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incidental expenses: For horse and mule shoes,and so forth, 80; black- 
smiths’ tools, and so forth, $550; veterinary supplies, $300; tire apparatus, disin- 
fectants, and so forth, $125; in all, $1,475. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I move to amend by striking out the words 
‘‘and so forth’? wherever they occur in this paragraph. I beg to be | 
heard one moment in support of this motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I consent that those words be struck out. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The courts have held that they amount to 
nothing at all; and there is no use of their being in the paragraph. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The estimates came in in this form; that is the rea- 
son the language found its way into the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the phrase 
forth ’’ will be struck out in the two places where it occurs. 
hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Barracks and quarters: For commutation of quarters to enlisted men of the 
Signal Corps, $84,108; work and supplies at Fort Meyer, Virginia, $1,800; in all 
$85,908. 


Mr. BAYNE. 


**and so 
The Chair 


I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph | 
just read the following: 
For extra-duty pay to 220 enlisted men, at 35 cents per day, $28,105. 

I understand that this pay has always been allowed heretotore—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make a point of order on this amendment. | 

Mr. BAYNE. This has always been allowed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not make any difference; I make the | 
point of order it is not authorized by law. It is extra pay. and is so | 
stated on the face of the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I haveno doubt that the point of order is well taken. | 
I will state the facts as I understand them in reference to this extra- | 
duty pay. Ithasbeen the custom—lI believe without warrant of law— | 
to give to these men what is called extra-duty pay, the amount being 
fixed arbitrarily and not by statute, and the payments being made to 
whomever theofticers please. We declined to insert a provision of this 
kind in the bill. I do not believe there is any law which warrants it. 

Mr. BAYNE. The Army law of last year goes on to recite among 
other items for which appropriations are made, ‘‘extra-duty pay to 
enlisted men in hospitals’? and for paymaster’s clerks and veterinary 
surgeons, &c. 

The difficulty is that heretofore Congress has made appropriations 
in the Army appropriation bill for the Signal Service, and the particu- 
lar objects to which the appropriations were to be applied have not 
been indicated. They are indicated in the present bill. It has been 
the practice heretofore to authorize this appropriation. It has been 
the practice to pay for the extra service to these employés. Iam told 
by some of them that unless this appropriation is made some of the 
best will have to resign and leave their positions. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would like to call the attention of the | 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] who makes the point of order 
to the act of June 20, 1879, which seems permanent in its character. 
It is there provided that Signal Service men shall not receive extra-duty 
pay unless specially directed by the Secretary of War. This would im- 
ply they might receive extra-duty pay when so authorized by the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of War could not make payment 
beyond the appropriation for the purpose, and if there is no appropria- 
tion to pay these men, of course we may be assured there is no law for it. 

Mr. BAYNE. The authority is given by the previous law, and this 
merely proposes to make an appropriation to pay in accordance with 
that law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of War pays out of the existing 
appropriation and by the law he is not authorized to grant this extra 
pay beyond appropriations for that purpose. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania can authorize the Secretary to pay these | 
extra-duty men but it can not be done otherwise. It is in violation of | 
existing law; it increases the amount covered by this bill; it increases | 
the salaries of those who are now in the service ata fixed salary. On all | 
these grounds I insist the point of order is well taken. 











_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion it is author- 
ized by law under the permanent provision of the act of 1379, which 
implies authority in the Secretary of War to allow extra-dut y pay. Of 


course he would not do it unless the money was a propriated forit. The 


— is whether there is existing law authorizing the object for 


ich this money is appropriated. If so, it comes within the rule. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair must observe the amount appropriated 
for the Army and the Signal Corps are here made as preseribed by law 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is whether there is previous authority 
of law for the appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no : 


uthority within the existing appro- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Secretary of War can not pay the Army 


| their regular pay unless the money is appropriated therefor. The question 


here is, Is there authority of law authorizing this extra-duty pay 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes; there is authority for it 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question is whether the Secretary has au 
thority to make this expenditure unless the amendment of the 
man trom Pennsylvania is passed. Unless that the 
knows he could not do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair also knows that he could not pay any 
thing to the regular Army officers unless there was an appropriation 
to authorize him to do so. 
order, if not it is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no law authorizing 
this particular money covered by this amount 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill hold under the authority already 
referred to that there is authority of law for it, and overrules the point 


ventle 
Chat 


. ? 
Is aone 


If there is provision of law for it it is in 


the expenditure of 


| of order. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am told hy some persons who are em 
ployed in this service that the present pay is $57 a month, and that if 
this amendment should pass it would be about $67 a month, o1 
aggregate amount of $804 a year. 

These men to whom this extra-duty pay is given do important work 
They are telegraphers. 


in 


One has charge of telegraphic matters going 


| from the city of Washington, and others at other points do similar work 
They are highly educated men, who do to-day very valuable work 


fear the Committee on Appropriations, when it seeks to retrench in ever 
way it can, will make a mistake if it tries to reduce the wages of men of 
this kind, as such men will either be driven out of the service or pr 

vented from living comfortably on their pay. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations said a short whil 
ago during the progress of his speech it was not required that the Chief 
of the Signal Service should be versed in the technicalities and scien 
of the work over which he presides, because he had competent and a 
He draws a large salary, and it is to 
these subordinates I now appeal that they may receive this extra-duty 
pay. 

I think thatif the chiefof the bureau does not understand his business, 
does not know all of the details of the business, and is unfamiliar with 
the scientific operations conducted and executed by those under him, 
it would be a gross injustice to pay him a very much larger salary tin 
exercising merely a military discipline over those subordinates who ar 
under him than it would be to cut down their pay from $204 a year to 
the rate of $57 a month as proposed by this bill. I do not think it is 
right to do so; and I believe it is but due to these men who render this 
service which is so efficient and valuable to the Government that they 
should be paid an amount equal to the high order of work which they 
I think that this bureau ought to be under 
the charge of some scientific expert who has made a study of the sub 
ject; and I am amazed at my friend from New York who submits th: 
proposition here for the adoption of this committee that because thi 
subordinates in that Department know their business, it makes very 
little difference whether the chief of the bureau knows anything about 
it or not. I entirely disagree with him in that conclusion. I think 
the chief ought to be the best qualified man in the whole service; 
and he ought not to receive high compensation for performing a duty 
for which he is not fit or qualified by education. I believe that is a 
species of favoritism, and I have no doubt that in many instances in 
competent men have been placed in high positions in the service of this 
Government, not because they are qualified to perform the duties of the 
offices to which they are assigned, but because of the fact that political 
pressure has been brought to bear in their behalf, in which cases sul- 
ordinates are required to do the work while the chief gets the pay. 

Now let us vote and declare by our votes here that the subordinates 
who are required to do the work shall receive something like an adequate 
compensation for their services, especially in view of the fact that these 
men at the head of it receive some seven or eight thousand dollars a 
year, I believe, simply because they are placed at the head of the de 
partment or .bureau, when the men who contessedly do the scientific 
work receive only about $600 under the provisions of this bill. I hope 
therefore, my friend from New York will not object to this amendment 
It is a duty which we owe to a deserving class and we ought to vote 
in. I do not think it is fair or just that discrimination should be made 
against these men and in favor of the heads of these bureaus 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, what I said and to which the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania has called the attention of the committee 
was that in a service of this kind executive talent, executive ability 
is of about as much consequence as scientific education or technical 
ability in that direction. This Signal Service is an army in itself It 
is organized as an army; it is organized entirely upon the plan an.! 
theory of a military service. I would hesitate a long time before I would 
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turn the service over to a scientist, no matter how able he might be 
in that regard, until I had some positive assurance of his executive 
ability. Without that hisscientific attainments would be of very little 
value in the ma’ ment of that burean. 

Now, the Book of Estimates came in carrying, I believe, $1,200,000 for 
this service. I think for the first time the estimates were given in detail. 
The service has been accustomed to cost the Government a million toa 
million and two hundred thousand dollars during the last four or five 
years. Last year we reduced it to abouta million of dollars. I find in 
the Book of Estimates this item, not for the number of men as I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania indicates, but for two 
hundred and twenty men—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Thatis my amendment. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Book of Estimates provides: 

a ra-duty pay totwo hundred and twenty enlisted men, at 35 cents perday, 

105, 

Mr. BAYNE. That is the identical amendment I have offered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We struck that estimate out and refused to put it 
into the bill. Now Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he knows 
how much these men are getting to-day ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I know what they tell me they are getting. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me say to the gentleman that they are getting 
precisely the same amount that enlisted men get under the War De- 
partment and which in the past they have been accustomed to receive. 
But these were not entitled to any extra-duty pay at all. They get 
commutation of quarters and they get their regular pay. They get al- 
lowance for rations, or commutations of rations, until it runs their pay 
up to an ample compensation for the service, as I believe. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in preparing this bill did not intend to crip- 
ple or pinch these men in any manner. Wemade what we believed to 
be a fair allowance for the service. I may be permitted to say that I 
sat down with a not illiberal man, and in no illiberal spirit myself we 
made up this part of the bill, and I do not believe we should change 
the compensation or allowance that we have fixed by the bill in this 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 955 to 965, as follows : 

Medical department: For medical attendance and medicines for officers and 
enlisted men of the Signal Corps, $3,500; medical attendance and medicines for 
officers doing duty in connection with the Signal Service, $100; medical and 
hospital supplies at Fort Meyer, Virginia, $900; medicines furnished to officers 
and enlisted men from purveying depots and Army dispensaries, $1,000; ma- 
terials for repairs of hospitals at Fort Meyer, Virginia, $200; in all, $5,700. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I movetoamend bystriking out of this para- 
graph the words in lines 955 to 959, from the word ‘‘department’’ to 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ namely, these words: 

For medical attendance and medicines for officers and enlisted men of the Sig- 
nal Corps, $3,500; medical attendance and medicines for officers doing duty in 
connection with the Signal Service, $100. 

I beg to be heard for one moment. This is not a captious amend- 
ment. I think the appropriation in the clause I move to strike out is 
a duplication of an appropriation in lines 884 and 885, where an appro- 
priation is made— 

For pay of contract surgeons, $3,600. 


Now, when you come to the lines I have moved to strike out you give 
$3,500 and $100, making $3,600, exactly the same amount. And there 
is nothing in the bill in any way to indicate they are not for exactly 
the same thing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not profess to remember everything with crit- 
ical accuracy. But as I remember the item to which the gentleman has 
called attention, it is to cover the pay of surgeons who were on the 
Arctic expedition; and this is to cover the force which is located here 
in Washington. And I am quite sure I am right about it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact—— 


Mr. HISCOCK. I know I am right about it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I call his attention to the fact that the com- 
mittee have been very careful and explicit in making the appropria- 
tions. And I do not want to make any captious exceptions; butif it is 
for the medical attendance in the Arctic expedition, I think he should 

back and insert the words ‘“‘for the Arctic expedition.’’ For the 
ifficulty with the appropriation heretofore has been that it has been 
in bulk, and the Chief Signal Officer has had a fund of hundreds of 
thousands of dollars that he oe iate at his discretion. And 
the object of the committee is to limit so as to compel him to pay 
the amounts to the specific objects for which they were appropriated. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations had better examine that a little. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I know I am right about it. I have no doubt 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. At- 
KINS] offer an amendment? 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir. I rose simply to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the fact that on page 








37 of the bill he will find the item, *‘ for pay of contract surgeons, $3,600," 
in addition to the amount to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. BELTZHOOVER] has called attention. Then here on page 40 js 
an appropriation for contract surgeons again. Now, may not the gen- 
tleman from New York be mistaken? Why repeat it twice? 

Mr. HISCOCK. What lines does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. ATKINS. I refer to lines 884 and 885 on page 37 of the bill: 

For pay of contract surgeons, $3,600. 


Now, on page 40 of the bill are the lines to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania referred: 

For medical attendance and medicines for officers and enlisted men of the 
Signal Corps, $3,500. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where else do you find it? 

Mr. ATKINS. Then it is to be found again at the point alluded to 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is what he alluded to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania applied his 
amendment to the lines on page 40 of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There are only two items in this connection. | 
have no doubt I am right in my recollection. 

The question being taken on Mr. BELTZHOOVER’S amendment it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 966 to 974, as follows: 

And there shall not be expended from any moneys seeremnt by the act 
entitled “‘ An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fisca! 
year ending June 30, er es for other purposes,” approved , 1883, any 


money for the support of the Signal Service or Corps except the pay of such com- 
missioned officers as the Secretary of War may detail for service in that corps, 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iask permission to recur to the paragraph com- 
mencing on line 802, appropriating for the building for the State, War, 
and Navy Departments, that I may offer an amendment at that point. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 807 insert the following : 

** And so much of the orenen for furniture, carpets, file-cases, and shely- 
ing for the north wing of said building contained in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act, approved A 7, 1882, as shall remain unexpended June 30, 1883, is 
hereby reapprop: for the same purpose.”’ 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman from New York whether in line 
970 the blank should not be filled by inserting the date of the law? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The act there referred to has not become a law yet; 
that is the trouble. It is an appropriation bill which has passed this 
House but has not yet become a law; and we can not fill the blank in 
this bill until the Army appropriation bill has become a law. 

The Clerk read lines 976 to 980, as follows: 

For national cemeteries: For maintaining and improving national cemeteries, 
$100,000, not more than $1,000 of which shall be used in constructing a wharf at 
Chalmette national cemetery, New Orleans. 

Mr.-DIBRELL. _I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 980 insert the following : 

“To complete the road from the city of Chattanooga to the national cemetery 
near that city, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary to finish said road.” 

Mr. DIBRELL. The officer in charge estimated it would take $15,000 
to finish the road. Ten thousand dollars was appropriated. The com- 
mittee last session refused to give more than $5,000. The work has 

ne on and the road is not completed. I am told it will take at least 
$2,500 to finish it. I think there is not a gentleman on the floor who 
would vote against a proposition of that kind. There are 15,000 sol- 
diers buried there. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What communication does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee have to show that $2,500 more is required ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. From citizens of the city. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no estimate from the War Department for 
anything of the kind. 

Mr ‘DIBRELL. In the amendmentare the words ‘‘ or so much there- 
of as may be necessary.’’ Ifthe whole of the amount is not necessary 
it will not be expended. It will do no hurt to make the appropria- 
tion. We want the road finished. Friends of the dead buried there 
want to visit the cemetery and it is almost impossible to get there unti! 
this ——— is made to finish the road. 

Mr. . Ido protest against mo being put on the bill 
to be expended on public highways beyond the limit of law already 
fixed, without any estimate from a Department, or from any officer 0! 
the Government that any such sum of money, or any sum of money, 


is required. 
Mr. DIBRELL. In answer to that I want tosay to the gentleman that 
he himself assured me at the last session of Congress, when the $5,000 


was appropriated for this that that was all we would ever get. 
I notified the authorities of that they could not expect any 
more. But the officer in of the work has gone on and expende! 
the $5,000, and the Board of of Chattanooga has asked me to try 
to get an additional Now, I am as much opposed as the 


gentleman from New York to wasting money; but I am also opposed 
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to seeing the work on this road stopped. If it had been let to the low- 
est bidder, I have no doubt it would have been done within the amount 

ropriation. 
TscocK It is not a question of wasting money, but of re- 
pairing a public highway which has not been asked for by any officer 
of the Government or by any Department of the Government. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will my colleague [Mr. DrpRELL] inform me whether 
this was not originally estimated for? 

Mr. DIBRELL. Yes; $15,000 was asked for. 

Mr. ATKINS. And the estimate sent to Congress ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. It was sent to Congress at its last session, but only 
$5,000 was appropriated. weigh ie 

Mr. ATKINS. The fact that this is not called for in the estimates 
sent to this session of Congress I do not think is a good reason for re- 
fusing to make this appropriation. Gentlemen are very well aware 
that estimates are being constantly sent in here almost daily by the 
Department. The Department has simply neglected to send in this 
estimate. I do not doubt that had the attention of the Secretary of 
War been called to this matter he would have sent in the estimate for 
completing this road. I think it is important that the road should be 
completed. : 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. DrBpRELL by a 
viva voce vote, and the Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for a division on that vote. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 10. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

Miscellaneous objects : a, Tir 

Survey of northern and northwestern lakes: For printing and issuing charts 
for use of navigators, electrotyping copper-plates for chart-printing, and com- 
pletion of office-work, $3,000 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I move to amend by inserting after 
the paragraph just read that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For seventy-five copies of Hunter's Port Charges of the World, for the use of 
the principal consulates of the United States, $1,875. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ROBINSON] on the point of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask permission to make a remark 
or two. The Secretary of State last year, as he has done this year, re- 
quested authority to purchase only seventy-five copies (although it is 
supposed a greater number ought to be purchased) of this work for the 
guidance of shippers and our consuls abroad. 

This is a very elaborate work, prepared by a learned gentleman of 
Brooklyn. It has been submitted to the leading merchants of New 
York and to scientific and literary men, and they say it is a work of 
absolute necessity to all our principal consulates. By a single glance 
at this work, which is nearly as large as Webster’s Unabridged Diction- 
ary, any shipping merchant can tell exactly what he can obtain at any 
foreign port for a cargo back, everything connected with port charges, 
and a mass of information such as has never been before collected 
together. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman refer the Chair to any exist- 
ing law authorizing what is pro by his amendment? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I would refer the Chair to the item 
last read, and also to the one immediately following. They are of the 
same nature as the amendment I have offered, making appropriations 
for the publication and distribution of works which are not half so nee- 
essary as this. 

But allow me to conclude what I havetosay. The Secretary of State 
requested this from the last Congress, and he now requests it from the 
Senate. The request made at the last session is in possession of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and the Secretary of State has 
at this session written to the Senate asking that this provision shall be 
put in the appropriation bill, as this is most valuable information for 
consulates of the United States. I have no doubt that if my amend- 
ment is not allowed here it will be allowed in the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question submitted to the Chair is whether 
the proposed amendment is one in order under the rule. The Chair 
finds nothing in any existing law authorizing the purchase of such a 
book or document. Unless the gentleman can point the Chair to some 
existing law authorizing the purchase and distribution of this work, the 
Chair will be obliged to sustain the point of order. If the point of or- 
der is withdrawn, of course the Chair will submit the question to the 
committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I beg the Chair to state whether 
any authority can be found for the paragraphs already in the bill any 
more than for the amendment I have proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is alaw authorizing the making and dis- 


tribution of charts, &c. The Chair is obliged to sustain the point of 


order, without referring at all to the merits of the proposition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed the 
, 4 message in writing from the President of the United States, by 





| manuscript, and is in an insecure building at West Point. 





Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5380) supplementary to an act approved December 17, 
1872, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of bridges 
the Ohio River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same:”’ 

An act (H. R. 7050) making appropriation for the support of the 
Military Academy for the tiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 109) to admit free of duty a monument to 
General Washington; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to provide for the binding of the Com 
pendium of the Tenth Census. 


ucToss 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
For continuing the publication of the official records, and printing and bind- 
ing, under direction of the Secretary of War, of a compilation of the official 
records, Union and confederate, of the war of the rebellion, so far as the same 
may be ready for publication during the fiscal year, $36,000. 


Mr. THOMAS. 
read the following: 


For the collection, 
thony Wayne, $1,000, 


I move to amend by adding to the paragraph just 


preparation, and printing of the orders of General An- 

This amendment is offered at the instance of the Adjutant-General 
of the Army, who informs me that the orders issued by General An 
thony Wayne during his famous campaign in the Northwest have only 
recently been discovered, having been lost for along time. A single 
copy of these orders, in manuscript, is now in the library at West 
Point. These documents are rich in historical interest to the States of 
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin—the territory affected 
by the military operations of General Wayne after the defeat of Gen 
eral St. Clair. All who have looked into American history remember 
how completely the whole country was prostrated by St. Clair’s defeat, 
and how, under the leadership of Wayne, hope dawned upon the Amer 
ican people and success crowned his military operations. 

There is but a single copy of these orders in existence. That is in 
These doc 
uments ought by all means to be printed and distributed to the his 
torical societies of this country, so that if the original papers should by 
any accident be destroyed these interesting historical materials will 
not be lost. 

I have offered this amendment at the instance of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army, who informs me that there is no appropriation out of 
which these papers can be printed. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For appliances for disabled soldiers: For providing surgical appliances for 
persons disabled in the military or naval service of the United States and not 
entitled to artificial limbs, $2,000. 

Mr. HOGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1036: 

‘For payment of the amount reported by the Chief of Engineers to be duc 
from the United States to James Allender, $2,350.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make a point of order against this amendment 
In the first place, I do not see how it is germane to the pending pro 
vision, and I do not know any law which authorizes this payment. | 
ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That amendment certainly has no place on this bill. 
There is no law which authorizes the payment; and there isa bill before 
the House for the same purpose and carrying the same amount. 

Mr. HOGE. As I understand the point of order, it is that there is 
now pending in this House a bill for the same purpose as that contem 
plated by this amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is one point. 

Mr. HOGE. And that the amendment is not germane. 
any other? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That it is a private claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the additional point of the 
gentleman from New York to be that there is no law authorizing this 
appropriation. 

Mr. HOGE. Now, the point which I wish to make is one which has 
not been ruled upon, so far as I know, at any time in this House. There 
is a bill embracing this proposition—not pending in the House at all, 
for the reason that the Committee on Commerce having favorably con- 
sidered the application of Mr. Allender for relief, have reported back 
the bill to the House; and on their recommendation it has been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations for the purpose of making an ap- 
propriationof thesum named. The billis now in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It is noton any calendar. It can not be 
reached in any way except upon a report of that committee, because 
under the instructions of the House it is in their possession. 

This is not a claim. This matter was submitted to arbitration, and 
the award which was made in favor of Mr 


Is there 


(Allender would have been 
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paid but for the single fact that there was no appropriation out of which 
compensation for these damages could be made. In the course of the 
improvement of the navigation of the Monongahela River by the Gov- 
ernment, under a river and harbor act, Mr. Allender’s mill property 
was, in the language of Major Merrill, the officer in charge of the work, 
“drowned out by the construction of a lock anddam.’’ The engineer 
in charge of the work at once entered into an arbitration to determine 
the value of the property, and the arbitrators reported $2,350 as the 
amountof the damages. But the Engineer Bureau was unable to make 
payment because the law prohibits using for a purpose of this kind the 
appropriations made for that bureau. Ten years ago this man was 
driven from his property and hishome. Every Department of the Gov- 
ernment that has examined the case and every committee of Congress 
which has considered it during a period of eight or ten years has re- 
ported upon it favorably. A bill for the payment of this money was 
-once passed hy the House: and in this Congress the Committee on Com- 
merce has reported thet the amount should be paid, and the bill has 
been referred to the Commiities “2 Appropriations that provision might 
be made tor payment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The “hair does not understand that there is any 
denial of the ztatemert of the gentleman from New York that a bill 
covering the substance of this amendment is pending before the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is simply a claim against the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears also to be in the nature of a private 
claim for the payment of which there is no authority of law. The Chair 
is obiiged to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HOGE. The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and is not before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
For the support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, as fol- 


lows: For current expenses, including construction and repairs, at the Central 
Branch, at Dayton, Ohio, $653,945.81. 


For current expenses, including construction and repairs, at the Northwestern 
Branch, at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, $160,933.57, 

For current expenses, including construction and repairs, at the Eastern 
Branch, at Togus, Maine, $142,191.13. 

For current expenses, including construction and repairs, at the Southern 
Branch, at Hampton, Virginia, $150,017.52. 

For out-door relief and incidental expenses, $15,000; in all, $1,122,088.03. 

Mr. BROWNE. Loffer the following amendment to come in at the end 
of line 1131: 

That section 2of the act of February 26, 1881, be so amended as to read as fol- 
lows: 

“Src, 2. All pensions payable, orto be paid under this act, to pensioners who 
are inmates of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall be paid to 
the treasurer or treasurers of said home upon security given to the satisfaction 
of the managers to be disbursed forthe benefit of the pensioners without deduc- 
tion for fines or penalties under regulations to be established by the managers of 
the home. Said payment to be made by the pension agent upon a certificate of 
the proper officers of the home that the pensioner is an inmate thereof and is 
then still living. Any balance of the pension which may remain at the date of 
the poamenere discharge shall be paid over to him ; and incase of his death at 
the home the same shall be paid to the widow or children, or in default of either, 
to his legal representatives. And in such case, and in cases where pensions which 
heretofore have been paid to the treasurer of said home for the benefit of inmates 
of the home who have since been discharged or have died at the home or on fur- 
lough, any balance of the pension remaining at the date of such discharge or 
death shall be paid over to the pensioner, or in case of his death to the wife, 
children, or legal representatives.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I reserve the point of order on that amendment 
until I can understand precisely what it is. 

Mr. BROWNE. While the amendment is somewhat long, Mr. Chair- 
man, yet it changes the existing law only in one particular. If the com- 
mittee will pay attention to the original section of the bill it will be 
seen that the treasurer of the home is required to pay the pension to the 
representatives of the deceased soldier only in case he dies at the home. 
That is the language of the law. I will read it: 

Any balance of the pension which may remain at the date of the pensioner’s 
discharge shall be paid over to him; and in case of his death at the home, the 
same shall be paid to the widow or children, or in default of either, to his legal 
representatives. 

If he died on furlough or after his discharge away from the home the 
balance of his pension still remains in the hands of the treasurer at the 
home; and the board of managers hold under the law they are not bound 
to pay the pension over to the widow or children or the legal represent- 
atives. That is all the change which is proposed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Indiana what they do 
with it? 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know further than they do retain it at the 
home. Iam frank to say, while this amendment is to be general, there 
is a case exactly in point. The pension was paid to the authorities of 
the home. The soldier lived at Evansville, in my State, and was al- 
lowed to go to his State on furlough and while there died. Not at 
the home, but absent from the home on furlough. And now they 
hold that under this law they are not required to pay the balance of his 
pension over to his widow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. TI have such an abiding faith in the judgment of 
the gentleman from Indiana on these matters I will not insist on any 

int of order against the amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE. That is all there is of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the passage of this act the board of managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall apply the excess above § 
monthly of the pensions of all inmates of the National Sass for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers to the support and the objects and purposes of said home: Pro- 
vided, however, That the above provision shall not apply to any inmate of said 
home who, having at the time of his admission to said home, wife, minor child 
or parent dependent upon him for support, shall apply the excess of his pension 
above said $ each month to said support. The said board of managers shai 
annually report the amount of pension-money received by them under the 
above provision: Provided, That in addition to the persons now declared by law 
to be entitled to admission to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer So}. ~ 
diers, any person who served es the war of the rebellion in the Navy of 
the United States and was honorably discharged therefrom, who is not other. 
wise provided for vs law, and who is incapacitated by reason of wounds in- 
cu in the line of duty or disease contracted during his said service fron, 
earning his own support, may be admitted to said home in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as volunteer soldiers. And section 2 of the act 
entitled “‘An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and othe; 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for 
deficiencies, and for other purposes,” approved February 26, 1881, is hereby re- 
pealed, 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order that that changes existing 
law and does not retrench expeiilitures. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think I can cite a decision on that point of orde: 
which will be all-controlling. I believe the present Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, presiding 
when this sundry civil bill was under consideration at the last session, 
ruled that this was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know whether the gen- 
tleman from New York sustains that decision ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe the decision at that time was right. 

Mr. DAWES. My attention was called away and I did not hea: 
what the gentleman from New York stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recollect the decision re- 
ferred to; but the precedent is a good one if verified. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point that this provision does not retrench 
expenditures, either by a reduction of the number or salary of oflicers 
of the United States nor by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States. For, sir, a pen- 
sion is not a compensation; it is a gratuity, and has been so held by the 
courts. Nor is it a retrenchment of expenditure by the reduction o! 
the amount covered by this bill. It goes beyond it. This bill carries 
the full amounts of the estimates made for the purposes of the home 
It is clearly repugnant to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is a precedent the Chair will be glad it 
the gentleman from New York will refer him to it. 

The Chair will ask the gentleman from New York if this changes tlic 
existing law? 

Mr. DAWES. It repeals existing law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not catch the question of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New 
York in what way this provision changes existing law? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Substantially it changes existing law, as will be seen 
in the first five lines of the paragraph on page 47, in the following words 

That from and after the passage of this act the Board of Managers of the Na 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall apply the excess above *) 
monthly of the pensions of all inmates of the National Home for Disabled Vo! 
unteer Soldiers to the support and the objects and purposes of said home 


That is a provision which radically changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what respect does it retrench expenditures? 

Mr. BROWNE. Why, if the gentleman from New York will permit 
me to answer, under existing law the Government of the United States 
maintains the homes and pays the pensions of the soldiers in addition. 
There is an expense for keeping up the homes outside of the payment 
of the full pension. This will do away with that expense. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The adoption of this provision must reduce the 
amount the bill carries for the support of the homes. Of necessity it 
must work out the result of reducing the’ aggregate to be appropriated 
for the purpose of keeping up these homes. 

Mr. DAWES. It changes the whole system of the pension laws. It 
repeals the bill, the title of which is given in lines 1154 to 1159, being 
an act making appropriations for the payments of invalid and othe: 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 155, 
and for deficiencies, and for other purposes. It changes the existing law 
completely. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I desire to be heard for a few moments. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order? 

Mr. DEUSTER. Yes, sir. On page 48, beginning with line 1154, 
we find this clause: 

And section 2 ofthe act entitled “‘ An act making epureesiotions for the payment 


of invalid and other ons of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1882, and for deficiencies, and for other purposes,” approved February 25, 


1881, is hereby repealed. 
This is the last clause of the paragraph just read. I refer here, as 
the Chair will perceive, to the repeal which this bill contemplates of 


an act for the payment of invalid and other pensions, which is the re- 
peal of an existing law. I believe therefore that according tv the 
provisions of Rule XXI, section 3, which provides ‘‘nor shall any pro- 
vision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing law he 





in order,”’ that this provision is entirely out of order on this bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chairfinds the decision made at the last Con- 
gress to which reference has been made, but has not had time toexamine 
what provision of the bill was then under consideration when that decision 
wasmade. Hedeems, however, that the provision in contemplation at 
the time tended to retrench the expenditures of the Government, or the 
amount covered by the bill. The Chair will take the assurance of the 
gentleman from New York that the material point .at issue isthe same. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was precisely the same as the present paragraph 
of this bill, as the Chair will find upon examination, or rather I should 
say the same point was at issue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, in view of that precedent, will ruleon 
the assurance that it relates to the same point and effects a retrench- 
ment in the expenditures of the Government, that the provision is in 
order, and therefore overrules the point of order made by the gentleman 
trom Ohio. 

Mr. DAWES. Instead of appealing from the decisicn oi the Chair I 
shall offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Insert after the word “ provision,”’ in line 1144, the following words: 

** Provided also, That the foregoing provision shall not apply to any inmate of 


said ‘home’ whois drawing a pension for the loss of one leg, one arm, one hand, 
or one foot, or who draws a pension at any rate over $24 per month.” 


Mr. DAWES. 


3077 


great care of the heirs and of the widows in this bill. The exception 
is made in their favor; but I am frank to say when you reach out be- 
yond the dependent relative to the collateral heirs of the pensioner, 
the appeal of the gentleman does not touch my argument 

This provision is recommended by the managers of the home. 1 
certainly should not have reported it here unless the most eminent 
soldiers in the land had recommended it; those who are as careful ot 
these men as fathers are of their children. In the interest of the Gov 
ernment, in the interest of the home, in the interest of the soldier 


| himself, it was proper this amendment should be incorporated in the 


bill. And the love of those men for the soldier and their fidelity to their 
comrades in arms the gentleman from Ohio will not question. The 


| trustees of the Soldiers’ Home are men who stand too high to have 
| either their patriotism or their loyalty to the soldiers questioned. 


Mr. Chairman, I have followed, as will be seenin the | 


language of this amendment, the $40 law passed by the unanimous vote | 


of this House, a law which proposes to give a pension of $40 per month 
to every soldier who has lost a leg or a foot, a hand or an arm in the 
vervice, and including beyond that, that class of pensioners who draw 
ever $24 per month. Now, theeflect of this provision, if adopted with- 
out my amendment on this class of pensioners, is this: 

The boards of managers of these homes will be authorized to retain 
for the uses of the homes of the pension drawn by the soldier all of the 
amount to which he is entitled, excepting $5 a month. Now, there is 





| that service. 
| extended to them ? 


a great class of pensioners who draw from $8 a month to $10 or $12 a | 


month; and a great number of the inmates of the homes who draw no 
pensions at all. But here is a class who draw $18 and upward because 
of such disability as entitles them to it. 
vision—the man who draws a pension of $18 to the amount of $13. 


They are mulcted by this pro- | 


The pensioner who draws $24a month is mulcted $19 a month, and the | 


man who draws $8 a month for chronic diarrhea is mulcted but $3 a 
amonth. This is an outrageous discrimination against that class of 
men who have lost a leg or an arm in battle, or been utterly disquali- 
fied from manual labor. 

The Legislature of the State of Ohio has unanimously adopted a resolu- 


tion approving of this $40 bill, and it meetsalso the unanimousapproval of 


the sentiment of the country. 
in this Congress. 
pass; and if the Congress of the United States really desires to do any- 
thing for this class of pensioners here is an opportunity, instead of adopt- 
ing a provision which takes away from them almost their entire income. 

And worse than that, there is another class disqualified from manual 
labor whose pension is mulcted $45 a month. 
pensioners who draw $72 a month because they are entirely helpless 
and require the attendance of another person. They will be mulcted 
$67 a month. 

The existing law is this, that the managers of the home can hold for 
these pensioners all of their pensions, but hold them for their own bene- 
fit. They still remain theirproperty. And if the pensioners are drunken 


That, however, isa bill that can not pass 


““dead-beats ’’ as some gentlemen seem to think they are, and some of 


them no doubt drink too much liquor, the existing provisions of law 
enable the managers of the home to regulate and control all that mat- 
ter and preserve the soldier's money for him instead of pouring it into 
the coffers of the Governnent, which does not need it and does not want 
it. The law now takes care of the property of the soldier and main- 
tains the discipline of the home by enabling the managers of the home 
to withhold the pension from the soldier, but not confiscate it to the uses 
of the home. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

_ Mr. HISCOCK. The argument for this provision of the bill is found 
in the provision itself. It is proposed to take the money of the pen- 
sioners and apply it to their support; and the very class of pensioners 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DAWEs] refers to are those that it 


Here is an appropriation bill that will inevitably | 


There is another class of 


Now, Mr. Chairman, another thing is sought in this provision. The 
effect of this provision will be this: There are scattered all over the 
country soldiers that do not receive a pension, soldiers that are not en 
titled to admission to this home. They were referred to the other day 
upon the floor. There are soldiers that to-day are in the poor-houses 
and are supported as paupers, and the effect of this provision may be 
to open the door of the home to that class of people dependent on pub- 
lic charity for support. And, sir, I contess I have as much sympathy 
for themas I have for the soldier that received a pension sufficient to sup- 
port him. 

Anotjer class will be introduced into the home possibly if this 
amendment prevails. Thus far these homes have been closed to the 
volunteer sailors. This may have the effect to make vacancies in the 
homes, and we have provided that these vacancies may be filled from 
And are they not equally entitled to this bounty being 
Are they not equally entitled to be cared for and 
supported by the nation? Weare not, Mr. Chairman, attempting here 
tostrike down this system of public homes in the interest of naked, bare, 
mean, niggardly economy, but are simply seeking to take ina large1 
class of people and extend the scope of the benefits of the institution 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 

I was opposed to this virtual confiscation of pension-money last year, 
and I am still opposed to it now, although the confiscation is to be only 
a partial one hereafter, while last year it was proposed to re-enact the 
old scandal of stealing pensions in the shape of tines and penalties. The 
reasons for which I was opposed to this robbery are as valid to-day as 
they were then. We are fishing in very shallow water when we pro 
pose, after appropriating over $1,000,000 for the support of these insti 
tutions, to make almost in the same breath poor invalids unwilling con 
tributors to the support ofe‘ national’’ institutions which a ‘* generous 
country ’’ has so “liberally ’’ provided for its defenders in their decrepi 
tude and infirmity. 

Thousands of pensioners are to-day in the employ of the Govern 
ment, some in very high positions; but no one is so unreasonable o1 


| unjust as to demand that they should give up their pensions because 


they are salaried employés of the Government or give one cent for the 
maintenance of these homes out of their pensions. On the contrary, 
the law provides that they shall have, when honorably discharged so] 
diers, a preference over others. Yet these crippled, often hopelessly 
diseased, invalids, who are, one and all, slowly tottering toward th 


grave, shall be robbed of their pension-money, which these untortunates 
in many instances apply for the purpose of paying transportation and 
expenses in visiting their families and friends who live at a distance. 
If this money is taken from them the hope of ever getting home to see 
their friends would be cutoff. Again, the pensioners of the homes pay, 
as Iam informed, for all the clothing they draw—tobacco, stationery, 
postage, and, in fact, nearly everything they obtain from the home. 
Besides, the pension is their just due, granted them under a contract 
that would be considered too sacred an obligation by any just govern 
ment under the sun to be violated in such a mean 
business way. 

bo not let us forget that these veterans who shall be robbed of their 
pension-money are a part of the men, the armies, whose gallant deeds 


, roundabout, penny 


| will live in a thousand songs in the history and hearts of our peopl 


is intended by the amendment to reach—those who receive the larger | 


amounts. 

Mr. DAWES. Those with their legs shot off. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are cared for; they are supported by the Gov- 
ernment. And it is the intention of this bill that they shall continue 
to be cared for. 
their money ? 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
devoted ? 

Mr. DAWES. 
after their death. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are not here legislating for their heirs unless 
their heirs need this money. And if a soldier has a widow or minor 
children he is safe from the operations of this law. We have taken 


I would have it given to them or kept for them. 
Where would it go? To what purpose would it be 


It would go to their heirs or legal representatives 


| another one, 


so long as the praise of valor and heroism will re-echo in the warm 
hearts of our youth. And it is too much like robbing Peter to pay 
Paul if we take his meager pension from one invalid in order to assist 
If we can not support these institutions altogether, let 
them go under; but if we can, we ought to support them in suchaman 
ner that such small business need not be resorted to. I think we can 


| support them as we ought to do; and if the number of applicants is too 
What would the gentleman from Ohio have done with | 


large for their present capacity, and worthy soldiers are unable to gain 


admittance, then let us establish two or three new branches; but no 


| necessity can ever serve as defense for so gross an injustice as the cur- 


tailing of the pensions ©! thes: poor men would be. 
right to touch their pension-inoney than we have to cut dewn the na- 
tional debt; the payment of both is made inaccordance with obligations 


We have no more 


which admit of 20 «ayi) at bis late dey and which ought to be held 
inviolable. I enter iny protest against such injustice now, as I have 
done before, ant J ep the proposition will not receive the sanction of 


| this House. 








‘ 
i 
; 
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Mr. BROWNE. I hope the committee will look at this question 
dispassionately. The Government of the United States have provided 
pensions for those who have become disabled in its military service. It 
pays or intends to pay asum equal tothe disability. In addition to the 
paymentof pensions it has provided palatial homes to which a certain 
class of soldiers are admitted; and when admitted, the Government 
not only furnishes them with homes, not only furnishes them with 
shelter, but furnishes them with clothing and food and everything. 
The inmates of the Soldiers’ Home—and nobody complains of it—have 
what that term ‘‘ home ’’ implies—everything that is necessary for their 
comfort and convenience. A large portion of those that are admitted 
receive no pension whatever from the Government. Now, the present 
law does this, and here is the inequality and injustice of it toa certain 
class of pensioners in this country. 

I have two neighbors; each of them has been disabled by the loss of 
an arm, and each is drawing a pension of $24a month. One of them 
remains at home and does what he can with his remaining arm for the 
support of himself and family. He supports himself and family by his 
own exertions, excepting so far as he is assisted by the $24 a month 
pension given him by the Government. The other is in a national 
home for disabled soldiers, and the Government of the United States 
supports him—furnishes him with a home, with fuel, wearing apparel, 
food, medical attendance, and everything necessary for his comfort, and 
in addition to that gives him a pension of $24 a month. 

Now let me ask if that is fair? That is what the law does as it now 
stands. It pays the pensioner who ‘s in one of these homes his pension 
and supports him besides. 

Mr. DAWES. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Why not make it a uniform rule? If you are going 
to make a charge against the pension of a soldier for his support, then 
make a uniform rule. 

Mr. BROWNE. ‘The gentleman asks why not make a uniform rule? 
I say this, that a pension is given by the Government in lieu of a sup- 
port as a support, to enable the pensioner to support himself. That is 
what the pension is given for. The home is provided for the same 
thing; but if you give the disabled soldier a pension and a home, too, 
you give him a double support. 

Mr. DAWES. Not more than he deserves. 

Mr. BROWNE. Now, there is no law compelling a person to go to 
one of these homes. A soldier may draw his pension and remain with 
his family and among his friends; or under the provisions of the law 
he may go to a home and have a maintenance there and $5 a month of 
his pension besides. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And the effect of thag-is to exclude others who 
have no pensions and no means of support. 

Mr. BROWNE. As the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] 
very properly remarks, are we to fill our homes with a class of persons 
who receive pensions, giving them the benefit of the home besides, and 
in that way fill wp these homes and exclude worthy persons from their 
benefits who have no pensions at all? 

I would not be in favor of this proposition if I did not believe it was 
absolute justice. It is generous to the soldier and is but just to the 
people of the United States. If we provide a home with all the neces- 
saries of life for the soldier, that is enough. If we are to help the sol- 
dier in a home, let it be done there; if we are to help him by means of 

* a pension, let it be done by the pension. Let us give the soldier the 
choice of the pension or the home, but not both. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 

* time for debate upon the pending amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Irenew the amendment. I want the House to un- 
derstand exactly what this amendment is, and then we can see how the 
argument of my honorable friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] applies 
to it. 

It affects only soldiers who draw $18 a month, $24 a month, $50 a 
month, or $72 a month. I believe I have steted all the classes.. A 
soldier draws $18 a month pension for the loss of an arm below the 
elbow or a foot below the knee, and $24 a month for the loss of an arm 
above the elbow or a leg above the knee. 

Now, if this provision is enacted into a law without my amendment 
the effect of it will be to drive out of these homes, and that is the pur- 
pose of it, as the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
Hiscock] has admitted, not these men who draw $8 and $10 and $12 
a month 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not my purpose to drive anybody out of these 
homes. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the effect of the provision, and I understood 
the gentleman to state that it would make room for sailors or somebody 
else. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said that if it did have the effect of driving any 
out of these homes it would make room for those of another meritorious 





class. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; but not for the men who have lost a hand or a 
foot or those who, because of extreme disability, received $50 a month, 
as being totally disabled for manual labor, or those who receive $72 a 


month because they are so disabled as te require constant personal at- 
tendance. ; 

By a unanimous vote of the House of Representatives, including 
the votes of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
Hiscock] and of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], these 
soldiers so disabled were to receive $40 a month. Now, it would be 
unjust to them to adopt this provision and refuse to adopt my amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question” 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE. I want to know if it is justice to the hundreds of 
thousands of pensioners who are out of these homes to be allowed sim- 
ply their pensions, while you give another class of pensioners the bene- 
fits of these homes and a support and their pensions besides? 

Mr. DAWES. This great nation has a surplus in its Treasury of 
$150,000,000. Let us build homes enough for our disabled soldiers. 
we are abundantly able to do so. Do not vote on one day to give these 
disabled soldiers a month and let the proposition go to the Senate, 
where it may be defeated, and then on an appropriation bill place a 
provision which will take away from them the pension which Congress 
has given them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. DAwsEs]. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 5, 
noes 34. 

Mr. DAWES. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DAwes and Mr. Hiscock were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 15, 
noes 92. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ rebellion,” in line 1148, insert the words “in the Army or;” so 
as to read, “any prog who served during the war of the rebellion inthe Army 
or in the Navy of the United States,” &c. 

After the word “soldier,” in line 114, insert the words “ are now admitted.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BISBEE. I move the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “support,” in line 1141, insert the words “ or shall, after such 
admission, become dependent upon him for suppori;” so that it will read, 
“having at the time of his admission to said home wife, minor child, or parent 


dependent upon him for support, or shall after such admission become depend- 
ent upon him for support.” 


Mr. BISBEE. Mr. Chairman, the pending paragraph contemplates 
that all pensions exceeding $5 a month, payable to inmates of the 
National Soldiers’ Home, shall be applied by the managers for the sup- 
port of the home, subject, however, to this proviso: 

Provided, however, That the above provision shall not apply to any inmate of 
said home who, having at the time of his admission to said home wife, minor 
child, or parent dependent upon him for support, shall apply the excess of his 
pension above said $5 each month to said support. 

Now, this proviso as it reads would prevent the soldier from contrib- 
uting from his pension to the support of his wife, minor child, or 
parent in case that wife, child, or parent should become dependent on 
him after his admission to the home. As the provision now stands his 
right to contribute to their support is limited to the case in which they 
are dependent upon him at the time of his admission. If at that time 
they are by reason of their own exertions or by the aid of friends or 
because of the possession of property not dependent upon the soldier, 
he can not contribute to their support if subsequently, on account of 
loss of property, loss of friends, or (in the case of the wife or parent) by 
reason of old age, they should become unable to support themselves. 
The only effect of my amendment will be to enable the inmate of the 
home to make contribution for the support of his wife, child, or parent, 
no matter at what time they may become dependent upon him for 
support. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, this provision, after having been 
carefully prepared when the last bill was under consideration, was sub- 
mitted by the Committee on Appropriations to the Board of Managers 
of the Soldiers’ Home. It was also submitted to other gentlemen stand- 
ing high in the confidence of the soldiers. It was submitted to gentle- 
men upon the committees of this House who have this matter specially 
in charge. This particular clause excepting from the operation of the 
general provision a soldier having a wife, minor child or parent, de- 
pendent upon him for support was the result of deliberate considera- 
tion. 

A MEMBER. Is this paragraph agreeable to the soldier? 

Mr. HISCOCK. As the question is asked, I will say that I have not 
the least idea in the world that it is agreeable tothe soldier. We were 
told that these soldiers have passed the period of life when they are 
likely to have parents dependent upon them for support, and that there 
is no difficulty so far as minor children are concerned. We were told, 
however, that there is a certain tage—I do not say a large per- 





centage—of these soldiers who are and ever have been the victims of 
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designing women; and if you include in this provision the language pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. BISBEE] you offer a premium 
to designing women to fasten themselves upon these men, to marry 
these soldiers in order to get the benefit of their pensions, the last 
women in the world to whom this Government would wish to extend 
its bounty. A gentleman near me, and a soldier, too, says that he 
knows this to be true. I had hoped that I might not be called upon to 
make this explanation. It is an unpleasant duty for me to discharge. 
But ‘‘I tell the tale as it was told to me.’’ This provision should be 
preserved as reported in the bill if you would save these men—I will 
not say from what. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BISBEE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Hiscock] that so far as this amendment applies to the parent or 
child of an inmate of this home it certainly can do no harm, and if a 
parent or child should become dependent upon him after his admission 
to the home he should be enabled to contribute to their support. 

In regard to the provision for wives who subsequently become de- 
pendent upon these soldiers by reason of misfortune or otherwise, the 
amendment does not contemplate enabling any soldier to contribute any 
portion of his money to the support of any woman who may become 
his wife after his admission to the institution. A careful reading of the 
amendment will show that on this point Iam correct. If at the time 
of his admission to the home the soldier has a wife not then dependent 
upon him, but who subsequently by misfortune or otherwise becomes 
dependent upon him, he ought to be permitted to contribute to her sup- 

rt 


Therefore the amendment is not obnoxious, nor is it subject to the 
criticism made by the gentleman from New York upon it. 

Mr. BROWNE. MayTI ask the gentleman from Florida a question ? 

Mr. BISBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE. ‘These soldiers are discharged frequently from the 
homes, and can again be readmitted. There is no difficulty about pro- 
curing an order of readmission. Now, suppose that one of them who is 
not now married procures a discharge from the home, and while out on 
the discharge gets married. Subsequently he makes application for re- 
admission to the home. Would he not in that case come within the 
conditions suggested by the gentleman from New York ? 

Mr. BISBEE. In answer to the gentleman from Indiana I will sug- 
gest to him that it can be provided for by law, giving the same discre- 
tion and power of admission to the board of managers in this case that 
is given in other cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Florida. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I desire to offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all from line 1132 to line 1160, inclusive. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that that mo- 


tion has been decided once. 
Mr. DEUSTER. I think not. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was of the impression that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had made a similar motion. 
The motion, however, will be submitted to the committee as in order. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the expenses and services of the civil commissioner and the incidental 
expenses of the commission appointed by the Secretary of the Navy under the 
prorunene of the act of August 5, 1882; to report upon the question of advisa- 

ility of sale of any of the navy-yards, $2,500; and the Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authori to report to Congress at its next session such part of the lands 
of the United States, if there be any, upon which the New York navy-yard is 
situated as is not needed for public purposes, together with an appraisement of 
the value of the same, such appraisement to be made in such manner as in his 
judgment will give a true estimate of the market value thereof. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. 
of what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 1194 insert the following : 


of which is not recommended by them, whether it is in their opinion specially 
adapted for any specific purpose, and whether it should be retained in active 
operation or otherwise used; whether it is fully equipped and provided with 

i necessary appliances for the promptand economical execution of such work 
as may be fe yy and if not, in what respect it is defective, and what will be 
required to p' it in proper and effective condition for any probable demands 
in time of war, and the estimated cost of any additional requirements; and also 
whether, in their opinion, improvements can be made in the system of per- 
pe work at the navy-yards which will promote efliciency and reduce ex- 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts desire 
to be heard upon the amendment ? 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Only for a few moments. 


to state as briefly as ible the and objects contemplated by 
this ord possi purposes 2} I y 














| them for the information of the House. 
I move to amend by the insertion | 





yards in efficient form the information they have obtained with reference 
to these yards in the manner suggested by this proposition 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is a little late 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It appropriates no money. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. It provides no additional expense 
in connection with the commission already authorized by law to exam 
ine into the condition of these various navy-yards. It simply calls upon 
the commission to report more fully than the law now requires them todo. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I shall not detain the committee 


further, as I believe this amendment will commend itself to their judg 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to be laid out in convenient lots 
for building and commercial purposes, with convenient streets, avenues, and 
wharves in substantial accord with the recommendations and report made and 
submitted by Commodore John H. Upshur, all that land in the Wallabout Bay, 
in the State of New York, included within the present limits of the Brooklyn 
navy-yard and the United States naval hospital grounds which is bounded and 
described as follows: 

Parcel A, containing about thirty-three and one-quarter acres, beginning at 
the northwest corner of Washington and Flushing avenues; thence westerly 
along the line of Flushing avenue 848 feet; thence northerly along a line par- 
allel to the line of Washington avenue to the north line of the property of the 
United States, being about 1,900 feet; thence easterly along the line of the prop- 
erty of the United States to Washington avenue, being about 940 feet; thence 
along the line of Washington avenue to the point of beginning 

Parcel B, containing about twenty-four anda half acres, beginning at the north- 
east corner of Washington and Flushing avenues; thence northerly along the 
line of Washington avenue to the northerly line of the property of the United 
States fronting on Kent-avenue basin; thence easterly along the line of the prop- 
erty of the United States parallel with Kent-avenue basin to the easterly line of 
Hewes street extended; thence southwesterly along the easterly line of Hewes 
street extended about one hundred and fifty feet; thence westerly on aline par- 
allel to the course of Flushing avenue west of Ryerson street toa point five hun- 
dred and twenty feet from Washington avenue; thence southerly to Flushing 
avenue, seven hundred feet; thence westerly along the line of Flushingavenue, 
five hundred and twenty feet, to the place of beginning. 

And the Secretary shall cause the said lots, when so laid out as aforesaid, to be 
appraised by three appraisers of experience and competent knowledge, to be se- 
lected by him, and after said appraisal he shall advertise the same for sale at pub- 
lie auction in such manner as he may deem for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment, either at one sale orat several different sales, at not less than the appraised 
value of each, subject to such reservations and limitations as to use as he may 
deem best; and he is hereby authorized and empowered to make and execute, 
in the name of the United States, deeds of such lots to the purchasers, upon the 
payment of the purchase-money in full; and at such sale or sales he may give 
to the | gare of any single lot the election to take at the same price per 
square foot any number of unsq@l lots within the same block or square. After de 
ducting the cost of allsurveys, plans, appraisal, advertisements, and sale he shall 
pay or cause to be paid into the Treasury of the United States the proceeds of 
said sale: Provided, That the city of Brooklyn may purchase, at not less than 
the appraised value thereof, so much of the northerly endof parcel A, herein- 
before described, as said city may desire for market purposes, the southerly line 
of said purchase to extend from Washington avenue westerly to the westerly 
line of said parcel, and in a line parallel to Flushing avenue 


I desire to reserve the point of order upon the amend- 


1 now otfer a further amendment, 


Mr. ATKINS. I reserve the point of order on that amendment 

Mr. HARRIS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in this bill, in lines 
1195 to 1202, inclusive, the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 

To report to Congress, at its next session, such part of the lands of the United 
States, if there be any, upon which the New York navy-yard is situated, as is 
not needed for public purposes, together with an appraisement of the value of 
the same; said appraisement to be made in such manner as in his judgment will 
give a true estimate of the market value thereof. 

I have moved to strike that out and insert the amendment which has 
been read for the reason that the information called for in that provision 
of the bill has already been obtained. 

Yesterday, during the debate upon this question, I rose to ask the 
privilege of publishing certain letters, upon which the Chair remarked 
I was somewhat out of order; but I have been permitted to publish 
There is a letter from Com- 
modore Upshur, commandant at that vard, giving careful estimates 


| of the value of the property, and stating that out of one hundred and 


| to communication between the two cities. 


I desire | 


ninety-three acres of land connected with the New York navy-yard 


| there are fifty-four acres which might be as well sold as kept, and bet- 
“And said commission shall also report in reference to each navy-yard the sale | 


ter. And he returns with his report made to the Secretary of the Navy 
carefully prepared maps, showing the manner in which this property 
may becutupandsold. Heestimates that property, now utterly worth- 
less to the Government, would bring $1,500,000. 

I have myself been over that land, and the condition of it is simply 
this: There lies east of the navy-yard and between that and the naval 
hospital this large vacant tract of land for which the Government has 
no use. It lies absolutely in front of the city of Brooklyn, between 
that city and the city of New York, and is certainly a great obstruction 
It is worthless to the Gov- 
ernment. It always will be. It will bring a million and a half of 
dollars, and some say $1,600,000. It is recommended to be sold. Es- 


| timates have been made and the plansare here. 


This amendment is offered for the purpose of obtaining from the com- | 
tussion now authorized by law to make an examination of these navy- 


I understand the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, after 
the Committee on Naval Affairs gave. notice of the amendment I now 
offer, wrote to Mr. Hewitt, of New York, that he might have ample 
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information; and Mr. Hewitt wrote him a letter, which is published 
in this morning’s RecorbD, which any gentleman may read. This amend- 
ment was reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, having the sub- 
ject under charge by reference of the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from New York; and the result is in obedience to that bill. I now 
yield my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BLtss]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill recognizethe gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Butss] in his own time. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the recommendations of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of this House and the acceptance on the part 
of the Appropriations Committee of it as an amendment to their bill, 
I do not think it will be necessary for me to enter intoa lengthy expla- 
nation to show the wisdom of the adoption of this provision, but at the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs I will 
briefly give the history of the matter and the reasons why I think the 
amendment should be adopted. 

The Government has long held possession of a tract of land in the city 
of Brooklyn adjoining the navy-yard proper, which, so far as the re- 
quirements of the public service are concerned, is utterly worthless. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress I introduced a bill providing for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate and report to the Secretary 
of the Navy and to Congress the propriety of selling this unoccupied 
property to the city of Brooklyn for market purposes. The bill was 
passed, the commission appointed, and its findings and recommenda- 
tions in favor of the disposal of the property are on the files of this 
House. 

Bills subsequently introduced by me in the Forty-fifth and Forty- 
sixth Congresses to confirm the sale recommended by the commission 
failed to pass; in one instance because there were opposing influences 
and there was not time to thoroughly discuss it, and in the other in- 
stance because under the new rules of the House it never was reached 
during that session. 

The proposition now made, Mr. Chairman, will, if adopted, be not 
only of benefit to the third city in the Union, with its population of 
nearly seven hundred thousand people, but a positive advantage to the 
General Government. 

According to a survey made some time since, under direction of Gov- 
ernment officers, there are fifty-three acres of ground adjoining that part 
of the yard in active use that can be sold with advantage to the Gov- 
ernment. During the late war, at a time when the naval stations of 
the Government were taxed to their utmost capacity, the land which 
it is now proposed to sell was never used. A large part of it lay under 
water, the localities adjoining were unhealthy, and the commercial in- 
terests of the city of Brooklyn at that time were not such as to require 
its use. 

It is not now probable, if the local authorities of Brooklyn should de- 
cide to establish a public market on the property recommended to be 
sold, that more than fifteen or twenty acres would be required for that 
purpose. The remainder, according to the amendment, would be sold, 
under proper restrictions, to the highest bidders, to private parties, and 
the total amount realized from the sale of the entire tract would not, in 
my opinion, based upon the judgment of experts, be far from $1,000,000. 

The improvements that would be immediately put upon the property 
by the city of Brooklyn would greatly enhance the value of the navy- 
yard adjoining, and not only would the sanitary condition of the yard 
and of that portion of the city be improved but their commercial worth 
would be greatly advanced. 

It may be asked if the condition of affairs has not changed since the 
first proposition to sell this property was made. In answer I have to 
say that as the commission appointed under the original bill introduced 
by me recommended the sale of the land in question, so the present 
commandant of that yard, Commodore Upshur, and the Secretary of the 
Navy are agreed that it is the wisest thing todo. The mutual advan- 
tages of the proposed transaction are conceded by all who have fairly and 
thoroughly investigated the matter. 

This is a practical way of doing something in support of the propo- 
sition to cut down the expense of maintaining our numerous navy- 
yards and for the improvement of the Navy, as it not only lessens the 
expenses largely at that point but it would furnish a sufficient amount 
of money to construct and equip a new model fast steel cruiser. 

The land referred to in the bill is not now and never will be required 
for navy-yard purposes, and its sale in the manner proposed would be 
not only of great advantage to the commercial interests of two of the 
largest and most important cities in the Union, but will lessen very 
considerably the expenses of the Government and place a large sum of 
money in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. ATKINS. I reserved the point of order because I did not hear 
the amendment very distinctly, and I think now it is liable to the point 
of order. I shall not make that point. But I ask the gentleman who 
has offered the amendment if he has provided in it that these lots shall 
be sold at public auction? And is there not—I heard the amendment 
indistinctly—a proviso that where any one shall buy a lot he may du- 
plicate his lot or take other lots on the same basis ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I will say that in the first place it 
was recommended that a portion of this land be exchanged for other 
Jots that the city of Brooklyn might be allowed to purchase for market 





purposes under an appraisal. But the Committee on Naval Affairs 
determined to do nothing of that kind, but to require that the whole 
property be divided into lots and that the lots be sold for cash. . 

Where the property is divided into squares, supposing that possibly. 
the city of Brooklyn might desire to purchase for certain market pur- 
poses more than a single lot, it was thought advisable to provide that 
a purchaser of one lot in a square might, if he chose, take four lots at the 
same price. 

Mr. ATKINS. The city of Brooklyn or any other corporation or per- 
son can do that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes. Then we provide that the 
entire sum shall be paid into the Treasury after deducting the expenses. 
We permit the city of Brooklyn to take a piece on the north end of one 
square for the purposes of a market, for instance, at the appraised value, 
but it is obliged to conform the lines to those established for the 
streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- < MORSE. I move to insert that which I send to the Clerk’s 
Cesk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to sell at pub- 
lie auction, in such manner as he may deem for the best interest of the Govern- 
ment, either at one sale or at several different sales, the property known as the 
naval hospital at Chelsea, Massachusetts, with the grounds thereto belonging 
And the Secretary shall cause the said property to be appraised by three ap- 
praisers of experience and competent knowledge to be selected by him; and 
after said appraisal he shall advertise the same for sale, subject to such reserya- 
tions and limitations as to use as he may deem best. And he is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to make and execute in the name of the United States deeds 
of lots to the purchasers upon the payment of the purchase-money in full. And 
at such sale or sales he may give to the purchaser of any single lot the election 
to take at the same price per square foot any number of unsold lots within th 
same block or square, After deducting the cost of all surveys, plans, appraisals 
advertisements, and sales, he shall pay or cause to be paid into the Treasury ot 
the United States the proceeds of said sales; and, furt her, that $50,000 of the sum 
so realized shall be placed to the credit of the Navy Department for the selec- 
a a new site and the erection of a suitable building thereon, if thought ad- 
visable. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I will reserve all points of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MORSE. This proposition is on the same principle as the one 
just adopted by the Committee of the Whole. I have a petition here 
[unrolling a petition down the middle aisle of the Hall] signed by a 
large number of the people of Chelsea, where this property is located. 
It is signed by the mayor, the aldermen, the councilmen, and all the 
prominent men of the town to the number of several hundred. They 
state that their interests require that this property shall be sold. 

I have the authority of the Committee on Naval Affairs to offer this 
amendment, and I have the indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy 
to the effect that it will be in the interest of the Government to sell this 
property. I ask the Clerk to read a letter which I send to his desk, 
and which will complete, I think, about all that is necessary to be said 
on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 21, 1883. 

Str: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives passed February 10, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to inform this House 
as soon as practicable, whether or not in his judgment it would be in the inter 
est of the Government to sell the naval and marine hospitals and grounds at 
Chelsea, Massachusetts, and whether any injury would be done to the servic« 
by such sale.” 

In reply to the above resolution the Department has the honor to state that 
the United States hospital grounds at Chelsea were purchased September 22, 
1823. There were originally one hundred and fifteen acres; thirty acres are oc- 
cupied by the Ordnance Bureau for a naval magazine, ten acres were transferred 
to the Treasury Department for a marine hospital, so that about seventy-tive 
acres remain for the use of the naval hospital. The hospital building was coi- 
pleted and oceupied January 7, 1836, and a wing was added in 1865, 

It is the judgment of the Department that it would be for the interest of the 
Government to sell the naval hospital grounds and that no injury would be done 
to the service by such sale. The institution efigrosses many acres of valuable 
land constituting a very large portion of the area of Chelsea. The land is too 
valuable to be thus withheld from the market, and the naval hospital might be 
wisely transferred to a less expensive spot. Any billauthorizing the sale should 
be carefully guarded so as to secure full prices to the Government, and if the 
whole land is to be sold provision should be made for reserving enough of the 
proceeds to purchase a new site and erect another hospital thereon. 

The views of the Treasury Department as to the sale of the marine hospital 
are not known tothis Department. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. E, CHANDLER, 
Secretary. 
To Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understood the amendment as it was read, il 
provides that the purchaser of one lot may take any amount of addi- 
tional square feet at the appraised value. 

Mr. MORSE. In the same square or block. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not insist upon my point of order. I think 
it probable that if this property can be fairly and honestly sold, it will 
be for the interest of the Government to sell it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Dlinois. I renew it. I am op 
Government selling its property in such manner as this. 


1 to the 
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the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, any proposition presented for 
this purpose should be carefully guarded. 

Now, here by an amendment to an appropriation bill it is proposed 
that we shall sell seventy-five acres of land near the city of Boston. I 
tind as a general rule that when the Government sells its property it 
gets but a small price for it, but if it wants to purchase land it must pay 
two or three times its value. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. This property if sold will bring half 

a million of dollars, probably ten times what it originally cost the Gov- 
ernment. It is comparatively of no use to the Government now, and 
if it can be properly sold, as it will be under this amendment, it will 
vield a valuable consideration to the Government. 
* The proposition is to appraise and sell this land at not less than the 
appraised value, the money to be paid directly into the Treasury, with 
the exec; on of $50,000 to be reserved, if thought desirable, for the 
erection of another hospital on a better location. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The very reason given by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. HARRIS] I think should lead us to be 
very cautious in this matter. This property is very valuable, and, as 
the Secretary of the Navy intimates, we should be very careful and 
guarded in any proposition to dispose of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has a little hesitation wnon the point 
of order. When a point of order has been reserved and then with- 
drawn after considerable debate, and another gentleman renews the 
point of order and then goeson to debate the merits of the proposition, 
it occurs to the Chair as questionable whether the point of order should 
be entertained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the Chair hold that a point of 
order can be prevented by one gentleman making it and then with- 
drawing it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. The Chair holds that any mem- 
ber of the committee at the proper time can raise a point of order. What 
the Chair calls attention to is this: This point of order was reserved, 
and then not pressed by the gentleman reserving it, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] renewed it after it was withdrawn, 
and then proceeded to debate the merits of the bill. The Chair always 
desires to preserve the right of any member of the Committee of the 
Whole to make a point of order; but that right should be restricted 

vithin reasonable limits. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
of order is made too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not yet. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I desire now to call attention to 
the decision made yesterday upon asimilar proposition submitted by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. McCook] to sell military reservations 
belonging to the Government. The Chair in that case overruled the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In that case the amendment came from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear it so stated until this 
moment. As the Chair is now informed, this amendment is reported 
from the Naval Committee under the proviso of Rule XXI. 

Mr. MORSE. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts that under the circumstances 
he will not be obliged to rule upon this point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If gentlemen of the Committee on 
Appropriations desire that the point shall not be made, I will not press 
it; but it strikes me this is an unwise way of disposing of Govern- 
ment property. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 50, noes 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_The Potomac Steamboat Company is authorized to bring suit against the 
United States in the Court df Claims, to establish and recover actual damages, 
if any, sustained by their steamboat Excelsior, in consequence of an alleged col- 
lision with the United States tug Fortune, in Hampton Roads, Virginia, on the 
4th day of December, 1882. 

Mr. URNER. I rise to offer an amendment. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on this paragraph, that 
it is new and independent legislation, and out of place in a general ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think it altogether probable that the provision is 
subject toa point of order. The facts of the case are substantially 
Stated in the provision itself—that one of the vessels of the Potomac 
Steamship Company was run into by a Govanment vessel and de- 
Stroyed. There is no question about the facts. If there had been but 
4 partial loss of the vessel the amount of the damage would probably 
have been paid by the Department from the contingent fund, without 
troubling Congress with the question at all. I understand that such 
payments have in times past been made to some extent. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] is now addressing an appeal to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Homan]. 

_Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; I am appealing to the gentleman from In- 

This vessel was a total loss. 


Does the Chair hold that the point 


And this is offered by the authority 





prepared authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to investigate the 
matter fully ; but afterward the committee unanimously thought that. 
in view of the peculiar circumstances of the case 
party go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would yield to the gentleman's appeal with great 
pleasure but for the fact that several gentlemen having claims of the 
same character against the Government are insisting that a discrimina- 
tion should not be made against them. That is the trouble in putting 
private claims upon an appropriation bill. Other citizens having like 
claims which had not received the same treatment feel that injustice is 
done to them. I think that all matters of this kind should be provided 
for by some general enactment. I must therefore insist upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the point of order be insisted upon, I have no 
doubt it must be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. Th 
amendment sent to the desk by the gentleman from Maryland [M1 
URNER] will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the petition of George H. Plant for damages sustained by the Lady 
of the Lake, in 1874, by acollision with the United States steamer Gettysburgh 
be, and is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, with power and jurisdiction 
hereby conferred on said court to entertain the same; that said court ascertain 
whether said collision was in consequence of any fault of the Lady of the Lake 
contributing thereto, and if not that they allow the petitioner the actual dam 
ages done to his vessel, if any, caused by the fault of said steamer Gettysburgh 
but no damages for loss of business or trade. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make a point of order upon this amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment must be ruled out for the same 
reasons applicable in regard to the paragraph. 

Mr. URNER. I wish to state that this is the identical language ot 
a bill now on the Speaker's table. I was induced to offer it as an 
amendment at this time because I saw that the Committee on Appro 
priations had included a similar provision in this bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For improving the Capitol grounds: For continuing the work of the improve 
ment of the Capitol grounds, including permanent approaches tothe House and 
Senate wings, pay of landscape architect, one clerk 
gardeners, and workmen, $65,000, 

Mr. WILSON. I move the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ work of,” 
grounds, including,’ in same line a 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this amendment 
is to stop this eternal work on the Capitol grounds. ‘The despoiler has 
been here for ten years to my knowledge. The beauty and symmetry 
of these grounds have been in a great measure destroyed. Those who 
have carried on these so-called ** improvements ”* have removed the most 
beautiful forest there was about the city of Washington—a forest con 
taining shade-trees which can not be replaced in less than a quarter 
ofacentury. In winter and insummer, in spring-time and in fall these 
grounds are being dug up, trees cut down, and changes everlastingly 
made. This damage to the public grounds around the Capitol has been 
going on for a series of years. I think any man of taste must fail to 
discover that any improvement has been made, though thousands o 
dollars have been expended, 


. We should let this 


and wages of mechanics 
Which I send to the desk 


in line 1227, and the 
nd line 1228 


words “of the Capit 


The amendment ot Mr. WILSON was not agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses of the office of the surveyor-general of Minnesota 
For fuel, books, stationery, pay of messenger, and other incidental expenses 
$1,000. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend the clause just read by striking 


out ‘* $1,000" and inserting *' $2,000." which I understand was the 
amount appropriated last year, and certainly these contingent expenses 
will not be less for the coming year than for the present 

Mr. HISCOCK. This item carries precisely the same amount as the 
law for the current year. Iwill say frankly that Ihave nevey been abl 
to see how fuel, books, stationery, and incidental expenses at one ol 
these offices can require more than $1,000. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I made the motion under the impression that w« 
appropriated last year $2,000 for this purpose 

Mr. HISCOCK. My memorandum is otherwise. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have not time to refer to the statutes. [I with 
draw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses of agents employed in adjusting ¢ 
indemnity for swamp-lands, $15,000, 

Mr. RYAN. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the following para- 
graphs relating to the survey of the public lands be passed over for the 
present, and we proceed to the consideration of the paragraphs undet 
the heading of ** Indian affairs,’’ with the understanding that we shall 
return to the preceding paragraphs when the bill is concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That takes all the paragraphs from line 153% to line 

377. When the bill is concluded we can return to these paragraphs 
for the survey of the public lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 


laims forswamp-lands, and 





In the first place, a provision was !| accordingly 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to expend a sum, not ex- 
ceeding $2,500, out of the accumulated fund in the Treasury belonging to the 
Winnebago tribes in Wisconsin, for the purpose of completing the census pro- 
vided for in the act approved January 18, 1881. 

That $1,000 is hereby appropriated to pay the expenses of presenting the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction to the United States Supreme Court, by habeas corpus pro- 
ceedings, in the case of the United States against an Indian called Crow Dog, 
convicted in the first judicial district court of the Territory of Dakota for the 
crime of murder, in the killing of another Indian called Spotted Tail, includin 
costs of transcript, printing the same, printing briefs, and counsel fees for sai 
defendant. 

Mr.CASWELL. I move the following amendment, to come in after 
line 1394. 

The Clerk read as follows 

That the modification of the treaty and the agreement made with the Sioux 
Indians under the act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses 
of the Government, approved August 7, 1882, is hereby approved, and the sum 
of $100,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated to enable the Secretary of the Interior to enter upon the ex- 
ecution of said treaty: Provided, That the title to lands for railroad pu 
heretofore surveyed and paid for under agreements with said tribe, approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, is confirmed in said companies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not able to hear clearly the first portion of 
the amendment, and I ask that it be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the point of order. If this is a con- 
tinuation of any public work, that is to say, a continuation of legisla- 
tion heretofore enacted, I presume it will be in order. Waiving the 
point of order for the present, I hope information will be given to the 
committee as to the nature of that treaty. I was unaware it had even 
been published. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will with great pleasure give the gentleman the 
information he asks so far as I have been able to obtain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuch as the point of order is pending the 
Chair hopes it will be applied to it, showing this is in continuation of 
such public work as is already in progress. 

Mr. CASWELL. Do I understand the point of order is pressed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve it until I have some information 
as to the nature of this treaty. 

Mr. CASWELL. I wish to state to the committee that if gentlemen 
understood the exact situation of this treaty there is not one on this 
floor who would raise the slightest objection to this amendment. 

Indeed, it is of vast importance that this treaty should be confirmed. 
At the last session of Congress we made a small appropriation author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate this treaty with these 
Indians in Dakota Territory. There are about 25,000 Indians. They 

occupy a large tract of country right in the center of Dakota, a tract 
twice the size as the State of Indiana, being some 34,000 square miles. 
We authorized a commission to make a treaty with these Indians as be- 
tween the tribe and the Government. There are five bands of these 
Dakota Indians. They are broken up, discordant, and quarreling among 
themselves. Each desires to be settled on separate portions of this res- 
ervation, They have ceded under this treaty to the United States about 
one-half of that reservation, leaving to themselves some 17,000 square 
miles of land, equivalent to about three-quarters of a section for each 
soul. They cede a like quantity to the United States. Surveys have 
been made. The several tracts of land have been set off (as will be seen 
by the colored portions of this map) which are to be occupied by the 
different bands of Indians. This treaty is said by the Secretary of the 
interior to be very beneficial both to the Indians and to the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the main purposes of the treaty ? 

Mr. CASWELL. That fhe Indians shall settle on their separate 
portions of the reservation in severalty. There are five bands of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There are to be five reservations, then? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes; five reservations. The Government of the 
United States is to pay to them for these lands 25,000 cows, to be de- 
livered in that country where they are herding cattle, and a thousand 
bulls, with a view to leading them to engage in stock-raising, and if 
possible to civilize them, No money is to be paid to them. These cows 
are to be purchased from time to time and delivered to them as they 
settle down. It is thought to be very beneficial. 

Unless this treaty is ratified all this labor will be lost, and these In- 
dians will be leftroaming over this vast tractof country without making 
settlement. In addition let mesay this tract of country lies in the center 
of Dakota. It is excellent land, nearly all of it. Railway companies 
have already projected lines across it to Deadwood, a distance of one. 
hundred and eighty miles. They have already selected their right of 
way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will allow me for 
a moment I will make this suggestion: That as there are two points in 
this bill which will doubtless involve considerable discussion, and also 
the question of a quorum, one being in reference to the surveys of the 
public lands and the other the pending clause, that the committee now 
rise informally, and that the order of the House providing for a recess 
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to-night at half-past 5 o’clock until 7.30 be rescinded, and then we wil! 
sit until 6 o’clock and go on with the balance of the bill; in the mean- 
per ang recur to those clauses after the remainder of the bill is con- 
cluded. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let me complete one sentence and make a single 
statement first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin js 
nearly exhausted. 

Mr. CASWELL. I merely want to add that this matter came be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations at the request of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and, as I understand it, has their unanimous ap- 
proval. Hence we took it in hand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. KAsson reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that 
the order providing for a recess to-night from half past 5 o'clock until! 
half past 7 be rescinded for this day. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further con- 
sider the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, before submitting the motion, 
to lay before the Housea letter from the National Academy of Sciences 
and some executive communications. 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following letter from the National Academy of Sciences: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February Ui, 1883 
Sm: Inconformity with the requirements of the act of incorporation approved 
March 3, 1863, I have the honor to submit herewith a report of the operations of 
the National Academy of Sciences during the past year. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
0. C. MARSH, 
Acting President of the National Academy of Sciences 
To the honorable Tae SPEAKER OF THE HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chairis in doubt whether this communication, 
which is accompanied as stated with the report of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences, should be first referred to the Committee on Printing, 
or whether under the law it can now be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN HORN. _ Under the law it should be ordered to be printed 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I object to that; let it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Printing can examine into the 
matter later for the purpose of determining that question. The letter 
and accompanying papers will therefore be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

PRECIOUS METALS, UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the 
Director of the Mint upon the statistics of the production of precious 
metals for the year 1882; which was referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 


TEST OF CERTAIN INVENTIONS, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending an appropria- 
tion of $1,000 to enable inquiries to be made concerning certain inven- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from New York that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further 
consider the sundry civil bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


j 
VsuNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. KASSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pending amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin, on which the point of order has 
been made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the portion of the 
bill to which this amendment is offered be passed over informally to be 
returned to hereafter, and that we proceed to that part of the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the Geological Survey. ‘ 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Before that is done, I have an amendment which 
I would like to offer and have printed in the REcorD upon that part ot 
the bill which it is now proposed to over informally. I ask that 
the amendment to which I refer may be printed in the Recorp in con- 
nection with some letters accompanying it. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
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The amendment proposed by Mr. MAGINNIS is as follows: 

Add as a new section to the bill: 

* For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to appoint a commission to examine into the grievances 
and to reconcile the differences of the various Indian tribes in the Territory of 
Montana, and to make such modifications of existing treaties or agreements 
and to make such new agreements as may be deemed desirable by the various 
tribes of Indians in Montana on the one side and the Secretary of the Interior 


on the other, $10,000; Provided, That any such agreement shall not take effect 
until ratified by Congress. 


The communications referred to by Mr. MAGINNIs are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 15, 1883. 
DEAR Str: I inclose a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, transmitting with my approval the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs recommending the appointment of a commission to settle the grievances 
and differences of the Montana Indians. I should be glad to have you lay these 
papers before the committee. 
Very lly, 


Hon. MARTIN MAGINNIS, 
House of Representatives. 


H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 15, 1883. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of report from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, recommending an appropriation in the sum of $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to appoint a commission to examine into grievances and to reconcile the differ- 
ences of the various Indian tribes in the Territory of Montana and pay the ex- 
pense thereof; also inclosing a draught of an item to be included inthe sundry 
civil bill providing for that purpose. 
The measure has my approval, and the appropriation requested is respectfully 
recemmended, ° . 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary 
Hon. Frank Hiscock, 
Chairman House Committee on Appropriations. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 15, 1883. 

Sir: L have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, ofa let- 
ter from Hon. MARTIN MAGINnIs, dated the 13th instant, in which he states that 
it is absolutely necessary to take immediate action looking toward a permanent 
settlement of the Indians in Montana, and to reconcile difficulties which may 
result in serious trouble, and with that end in view he requests that the necessary 
steps be taken for the appointment of a commission for the purpose of negotia- 
ting with the several tribes in that Territory. 

If the Indians desire to enter into negotiations for the modifications of existing 
treaties and agreements, I know of no objections to such proceedings. 

linclose a draught of an item to be attached to the sundry civil bill providing for 
the appointment of a commission for the purpose indicated, and appropriating 
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mineral resources, and products of the national domain, and to continue the 
preparation of a geological map of the United States, including the pay of tem- 
porary employés in the field and office, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, $259,080. And there may be expended therefrom 
for the engraving of maps (in order that they may remain in the possession of 
the Government) and the necessary expenses thereof, $25,000; and for the en- 
graving of illustrations on wood and the necessary expenses thereof, $6,000, said 
work of engraving to be done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 1409 and 1410 strike out ‘* $259,080 


Mr. HISCOCK. I offer this amendment because the amount given 
by this bill is about that difference in excess of the estimates. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not understand that to be the fact. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam willing to give all the estimate calls for 

Mr. ELLIS. If the gentleman will do this, if he will change every 
clause of these paragraphs so as to give the whole estimate, I will agree 
with him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My motion is about right. It simply reduces the 
appropriations to the aggregate of the estimatesas contained in the Book 
ot Estimates. Let it be at the amount of the estimates. Do not putit 
above that. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will consent very cheerfully if the gentleman will 
give the estimates throughout in all the paragraphs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say we have got in this bill the aggregate of the 
estimates. It is putin a different form from what is contained in the 

300k of Estimates, because our appropriations are made in detail 

Mr. ROBESON. That is so 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think the gentleman trom Kentucky [ Mr. BLAcK 
BURN } will allow this to be done with the view of perfecting the text 
by reducing the amount soas to make it $240,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not agree to that, because I want this 
Committee of the Whole, before it goes further, to understand it is deal 
ing with a matter on which—although I attribute no such purpose to 
the gentleman from New York—it is very liable to be misled 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not want any one to be misled 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said you did not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And no one will be misled by me. I want simply 
to reluce the amount covered by the bill to the amount of the estimates 
as the text of the bill, and then let amendments be predicated upon 


desk 


and insert ** $240,000 





the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expense 

incident thereto, with the recommendation that the same be transmitted to Con- | 

gress with the request for favorable action thereon. 

The letter of Mr. MAGrynis is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
The honorable THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. VANCE. 
pill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 1400: 

“That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall cause to be sold all the lands 
now belonging to the North Carolina Eastern Band of Cherokees outside of the 
boundary known as the ‘Quella Boundary,’ situate in the State of North Caro- 
lina, And that the proceeds of such sale shall constitute a fund in the hands of 
said Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be devoted to the use of said Eastern 


Band for educational and such other purposes as their situation, necessities, and 
expenditures may require.”” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against that amendment. 
Mr. VANCE. If the gentleman from New York will hear a state- 
ment, I think he will not press the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am very sure that I will. 
this Cherokee matter thoroughly. 

Mr. VANCE. This has nothing to do with the Western Cherokees. | 
Itis alocal matter recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Indian Committee. It is a mat- 
ter of t importance to these people. 

Mr. WILSON. As this part of the bill is to be informally passed 
over, let the amendment go into the Recorp, and we can examine it 


hereafter. 


Mr. VANCE. Very well; I have no objection to that. 
Mr. HISCOCK. The point of order is still reserved against it. 
It is understood that the point of order is still pending against the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of order 
ye not been withdrawn. It was reserved by the gentleman from In- 
iana. 


I wish to offer an amendment to this portion of the 





I have investigated 


If there be no objection, that portion of the bill relating to the Indian 
affairs to which the gentleman from New York refers will be infor- 
mally passed over, to be returned to after the remainder of the bill 
shall have been completed. 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read lines 1401 to 1417, as follows: 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
For the 
<lassificati 


United States Geological Survey: For the Geological Survey and the 
ion of the public lands and examination of the geological structure, 


that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And that I do not want 
want to reduce the amount $100,000 more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. H1scocx ] 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now offera further amendment to this clause 
to strike out the figures just inserted, which IL ask the Clerk to read, and 
to insert $222,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows 

In lines 1409 and 1410 strike out * 


Mr. BLACKBURN. In support of that amendment I desire to say 
but one word. If gentlemen of this committee will notice carefully, 
under the very innocent phraseology employed in this paragraph in 
lines 1405 and 1406 they will find covered appropriations which year 
by year are swelled until there is not a gentleman upon this floor who 
‘an tell whether it takes $50,000,000 or $100,000,000 to meet the de 
mands. The words to which I call attention run as follows 
Andto continue the preparation of a geological map of the United States 


to agree to, because I 


The Clerk will report the gentleman’s amend 


$240,000" and insert 


When the sundry civil bill was pending last year a proposition was 
made to authorize the carrying of the geological survey into all the 
States of the Union. It was resisted upon various grounds. First the 
enormous expense that would necessarily attend the effort. Secondly, 
the absence of any authority whatever to authorize such a work except 
ing in two States where the United States Government held public 
lands. The proposition was pressed and it was beaten. And the very 
thing which I have quoted from this paragraph of the bill was then re 
sorted to under which, asa guise, the authorities incharge have claimed 
since the passage of that bill to be authorized to carry the geological 
survey into every State of this Union whether the public domain was 
there or not; and that in the face of the express declaration of the offi 
cer in charge of it made to the committee of conference when it was in 
dispute, that such was not the purpose and would not be the construc- 
tion of the law. 

Now, if you mean to make a complete geological survey of the thirty- 
| eight States in this Union I speak inside the mark when I say $50,000,000 
| will not do it and one hundred millions of money will scarce suffice. I 
| appeal to you and demand of you to show me the warrant and the au 
thority in the Constitution of this country for such an appropriation as 
that. I grant you that you have the right and it is your duty to make 
| a survey of the public domain in this country. But you have neither 

the authority nor the warrant, norin my humble judgment will the ob- 
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ject justify you, in undertaking to enter upon a gigantic expenditure 
like this. 

I tind that for the present fiscal year the sum of $222,000 was appro- 
priated. The estimate for this year is $389,000. The proposition as it 
reads in the text of the bill originally is toappropriate $323,000. Reduced 
by theamendment of the gentleman from New York the amount will 
be $304,000. I ask now, why jump nearly $100,000 over the bill of the 
present year in this paragraph except it be explained upon the theory 
that it is a concession of $100, 00 increase as compared with the present 
year for the illicit purpose that has been introduced into that paragraph, 
carrying the geological survey into every State in this Union without 
regard to the location of public domain under the specious guise of pre- 
paring or continuing the preparation of a geological map of the United 
States? 

I warn this committee that trouble with the Senate is coming if they 
do this. For the conferees who met us from the other end of the Capi- 
tol have already told me since this bill was prepared to report to the 
House that it was an imposition, bad faith, and a repudiation of an im- 
plied if not an express agreement. You see the first fruits of it in an 
increase of $100,000 in round numbers, as compared with the act for the 
present year, when you come to consider the recommendations of the bill 
I hold in my hand. 

If this Congress is prepared or this country is prepared, without war- 
rant or authority cither in Constitution or law, to undertake the gigantic 
and stupendous work of making a full geological survey of all the States 
in this Union without regard to public or national domain being located 
there, if you are ready to inaugurate that system which is to be counted 
by millions if not hundreds of millions of expenditure, then I simply 
ask that you will be fair enough to come out from under cover and state 
upon the face of your bill what it is you propose to do with the money. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Committee on Appropriations by a very large 
majority voted to put this full amount in the bill. To-day we have 
agreed without dissent to reduce the amount tothe estimates made by 
the proper Department. This sum is necessary, if this work is to goon; 
$240,000 is not a large sum. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Three hundred and four thousand dollars. 

Mr. ROBESON. Twohundredand forty thousanddollars. Ithought 
my friend was working from a wrong standpoint. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. _I took the figures as I heard the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The aggregate of all the appropriations is about 
$303,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Then Tam notincorrect. Iam exactly correct. 
Mr. ROBESON. 


Does all this come out of my time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It certainly comes out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. ROBESON. The amount appropriated for all the purposes of 
the survey in this bill is $303,000,. The amount originally recommended 
in this paragraph of the bill for the doing of this work is $259,000. We 
have put it down to $240,000. 

Now, the objects of this survey are, first, to establish accurately and 
beyond the power of dispute the initial lines and standpoints from 
which the surveys of the public lands are to be made, from which the 
boundaries of States, the lines of counties, the lines of townships, and 
from that point the lines of individual possessions are to be fixed by 
accurate and lasting surveys. That one object would far more than 
repay to this country and to this people all the expenditure contem- 
plated by this clause. 

The second object is to give to the country the topography of these 
lands. That includes the possibility of their settlement, the lines of 
their streams, the altitudes of their mountains, the possibilities of pen- 
etrating into these lands by railways and by roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my friend from New Jersey allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How does that apply to a State within whose 
borders the Federal Government does not hold a foot of land ? 

Mr. ROBESON. If my friend will pardon me, I will reach that 
part of the subject directly. 

We determine the condition of these lands and their status; we de 
termine their topography; we determine their availability for settle- 
ment, and for the purposes of the great progress of the country. We 
determine their geological structure and show their mineral wealth. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word, and yield my 
time to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. ROBESON. I thank the gentleman. We determine their geo- 
logical structure, showing what they will produce under cultivation, 
for what the soil is adapted, what mineral wealth is beneath that soil, 
where the coal, the iron, the gold and silver are to be found. 

Mr. DUNN. And where the fertilizers are. 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, where the fertilizers are. Then, after having 
determined all that and ascertained the means of entering them, the 
streams that flow over them, we can determine their value. This is for 
the benefit of that civilization which follows the sun across our conti- 
nent and which, when it shall cease, I hope will go down with all the 
glories of the declining orb of day. 





I will say that there are certain States in this Union which have pub- 
lic lands within their borders for which these surveys are to be made. 
Those public lands are within the scope of this survey and properly so, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] will not deny it, 

There are other States which have not these public lands, but they 
were original proprietors of public lands, and do not desire to be deprived 
of the benefits of this great national enterprise merely because they have 
given up their public lands for the purpose of national improvement. 

If I properly understand it, this is about the best appropriation con- 
tained in this bill for the interest of the progress and development of 
this country. It not only will contribute to the general sum of human 
knowledge by the researches which will be made, will make this addi- 
tion to science and to learning, but it will reveal to us what our country 
is worth, give to us all these riches of the present, and all these possi- 
bilities of the future. 

When I look upon this appropriation of $240,000 to be applied to this 
great work, I can but recall] the story which Macaulay tells of that East- 
ern dervish who gave up willingly the camels loaded with gold and 


| silver to his more greedy but less thoughtful comrades and reserved to 


himself only that box of mysterious use which revealed to his know]- 
edge all the hidden treasures of the world. 

What is the sum of $240,000 compared to the practical application of 
the scientific knowledge and investigation which will reveal to us and 
to our children all the wealth which God has bestowed upon this great 
country ? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me just one moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to say a word now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only want to submit some figures. As the 
gentleman from New York has had his time extended, I take it for 
granted I will not be denied time to reply. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will have full time. When this 
question was before the committee last year I discussed it upon its merits, 
and I must say I wassuprised that the committee voted to increase the 
sum recommended by the Committee on Appropriations for this purpose. 

I can understand a theory which will spend the money of the Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of developing the resources of the country; | 
can understand the philosophy which would appropriate the public 
money to investigate the mineral resources which belong to the United 
States; but I could not then, and I can not now, understand, or at 
least I can not appreciate as a member of this House the wisdom of the 
policy that would take the money of the Government and apply it to 
the purpose of investigating the lands of private individuals in order 
to find out how much hidden wealth is contained in them. 

I concurred last year most heartily in the views expressed upon this 
floor by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Although 
I have been beaten upon this question in Committee of the Whole, and 
also in the Committee on Appropriations, yet I have not been convinced. 
It is well to talk about the wealth which we may discover for our pos- 
terity and the posterity of our neighbors and friends, but I believe that 
corporations and individuals that own private property which would 
be benefited by the expenditure of this appropriation if lett to them- 
selves would discover that wealth for their own posterity. 

It is barely possible that we may be justified in the expenditure of 
public money to develop private property under certain circumstances, 
upon the theory that there is to be a large benefit to the United States 
derived from it. But those circumstances involve this fact: that it 
would not be developed without such expenditure of the public money. 

I, for one, am thoroughly convinced that if not a single dollar of this 
appropriation was voted private capital and private enterprise would 
explore the bowels of the earth and exhibit tothe sunlight all the wealth 
that will be developed by means of the expenditure of this appropriation. 

There isonly one thing that reconciles me to this—I withdraw the word 
‘‘reconcile’’—I am not even for that cause reconciled to it. There is 
but one thing in connection withit that rendersit humorousto me; that 
is, that gentlemen on the other side of the House, almost without ex- 
ception, save the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, are in favor 
of this proposition. They are ready to abandon their own doctrine of 
State rights, to repudiate theirown theory that the publicmoney should 
not be expended for private or even for State purposes; and now *hey 
come here trampling their old theories under foot and crying out for 
an appropriation of the public money to develop their own private 
interests. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, for one I thank the chairman 0! 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Hiscock] for what he has said. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would say more if I had another five minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thegentlemancan have my time if he wishes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I had more time I would not fail to say that | 
honor and shall continue to honor the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
ee on this question he stands by the principles which 
have guided him in the — : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I threw the gage down fairly 
and asked that any advocate of this proposition would cite to us any 
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warrant or authority in the Constitution for such an expenditure of the 
public money. The able gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBeson ] 
saw fit to answer in doubly extended time; but that proposition he 
never yet has deigned to notice. If you have the right to take money 
from the Federal Treasury for the—— 

Mr. ROBESON. Ii the gentleman will permit me I wish to say that 
I did not forget to answer. The real answer which I meant to give 
was in asking the gentleman whether the currents of rivers, the veins 
of coal and other minerals, and the ledges of precious metals are bounded 
by State lines? ; a 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That isno answer to my proposition. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is not to be blamed for such an answer; for 
with all his astuteness, all his culture, all his recognized professional 
ability as a constitutional lawyer, neither he nor any other man can 
answer the question successfully. There is no warrant to be found in 
the Constitution for this raid upon the public Treasury to make geo- 
logical surveys of States in which this Government does not own one 
foot of land, so that the expenditure must inure to the benetit of States 
or individuals—no one else. 

I thank the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] for having 
stated, and stated better than I could, the grounds upon which we 
place our objection to this appropriation, and for having called the com- 
mittee back to the figures embraced in this bill. 

I have offered no radical amendment. I have not sought to cripple 
this service in the slightest degree. I have simply moved to adopt as 
an amendment the provision of the law to the present fiscal year. The 
estimates made for this service for last year’s bill amounted to $389,700. 
The appropriations made in that bill were $222,000. That was the 
aggregate for this service. The recommendation of the present bill 
is $323,000, which, reduced by the amendment of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, stands on record now for adoption by the 
Committee of the Whole at $304,000, as against $222,000 carried in the 
. sundry civil appropriation bill for the current fiscal year. I ask, whence 
this increase? For what purpose do you ask it? To what purpose do 
you propose to appropriate it? Noman, from the officer who made the 
estimate down to the lowest clerk in his division—no man upon this 
floor—can offer any explanation except that the money appropriated in 
the clause I have read—lines 1405 and 1406—is to be used ‘to con- 
tinue the preparation of a geological map of the United States.’’ That 
language is meaningless; it bears upon its face nothing to guide this 
House as to the purpose of the appropriation. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask that we may now agree on the 
time to which this debate shall be limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to pass from side to 
side in the recognition of members; but will now recognize the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who rises, as the Chair under- 
stands, for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask unanimous consent that debate 

Mr. ATKINS. You can not get unanimous consent now to cut off 
debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I only want to fix atime. I will be liberal. 
much time does the gentleman from Tennessee want? 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not know that I want any. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions requests that by common consent debate be limited to thirty min- 
utes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not object intime. The Chair 
was waiting for objection, but the conversation among gentlemen went on. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 2997) granting right of way to the 
Fremont, Elk-Horn Valley and Missouri River Railroad Company across 
the Niobrara military reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and au- 
thorizing the sale of a portion of said reservation. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7049) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, agreed to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
Pump, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. Beck. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 
session. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is in order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the debate is limited on the paragraph 
- and all the amendments thereto to thirty minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee. 





How 





Mr. ELLIS. I objected to that and objected in time 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Chair asked whether there was objec- 
tion to limiting the debate to thirty minutes he made the usual pause, 
and as there was no objection at that time he said it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. The gentleman from Louisiana and others were engaged in 
conversation. No objection was made at the time. 

Mr. ELLIS. I distinctly said I do not consent to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to say that 
after the order had been entered. If the gentleman now states that he 
objected before the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I heard him. 

Mr. ELLIS. I said so betore the arrangement was made. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understood the Chair recognized me. 

Mr. ELLIS. If youagree to make it forty minutes I will not object 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will if you will go on with it to-night. 

Mr. ATKINS. We do not wish to go on with it to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any agreement ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that all further debate on this paragraph 
and pending anf@ndments be limited to forty minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that proposition. [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered accordingly, 
and debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto is 
limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does that con 
template adjournment at 6 o'clock, and going on with this in the 
morning, or finishing it to-night ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is subject to the rising of the committee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it that the forty minutes will be used 
now, or, if we should now rise, when the committee is again in session 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not affect the power of the committee 
to rise. The Chair understands the pro forma amendments are with 
drawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move in line 1404, after the word ‘* mineral,”’ 
to insert the words ‘agricultural and other industrial,’’ so it will read 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


For the United States Geological Survey 


For the geological survey, and the 
classification of the public lands, and examination of the geological structure 
mineral, agriculturaland other industrial resourcesand products of the national 
domain, and tocontinue the preparation of a geological mapof the United States 


&e. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that amendment is so perfectly 
fair when the public domain is under consideration that it ought to be 
accepted by the chairman of the committee. If but one-titteenth part 
of the benefits result from this Geological Survey which the gentleman 
from New Jersey indicates, then it is certainly well the bill itself should 
define that this survey shall inform us as to the agricultural and othet 
industrial resources of the public domain. Iam frank to say I have a 
glimmering idea there is a great deal of altitudinous poppyceck about 
this Geologieal Survey business. If what the gentleman from New 
Jersey has stated be taken as a fair indication of the true work of this 
Geological Survey, then the word ‘‘ geological ’’ is a misnomer, because 
a survey of the geological resources of the country can not fairly and 
properly include one-half of that information which he suggests as 
sought to be obtained by this survey. 

Furthermore, if it is intended to build up a new department, which 
new department shall have for its purpose a survey of the resources of 
the States, then that is another thing. If that is sought to be done, it 
should not be adopted under the guise of a geological survey of the 
public domain. Butif this survey is really to be of the public domain, 
then, in addition to the geology of the public domain and as being of 
infinitely greater moment than the geological structure underrunning 
the public domain, should be information as to agricultural capacity, 
as to water-power, as tothe mineral resources, or, in other words, some- 
thing practical. A geological survey carries with it high scientific 
ideas in contradistinction to that class of information which men in a 
new territory look for in respect to the capacity of that territory 

Mr. Chairman, this is intended to be one thing or the other. If it 
is intended to be a bona fide survey of the public domain, then these 
men should be compelled to give us information as to the agricultural 
and other industrial resources of it. If on the other hand it is intended 
to be a geological survey of the States, it has no business to be here, in 
my judgment, before this committee. If that is the point, I am ready 
to vote to strike the whole thing out for the simple reason that the 
States of the Union can do that for themselves. 

The State of New Jersey has money enough to burrow down unde 
its sand and mosquitoes and get te the general geological structure unde: 
running it. 

The State of Pennsylvania has money enough of itsown for this put 
pose. If thisisto be a geological survey of States, then let gentlemen 
say so and I shall vote against it. Ifit is to be a survey of the public 
domain of this country, then in the name of common sense, in addition 
to that geological information, in addition to that high scientific duty 
which you are going to impose upon the men that you here provide for, 
let them also examine and give to these people who have gone there 
and developed this western country, let them give to the trontiersman, 


to the homesteader, the man who develops the milling resources of the 
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West, some of the information which they need to enable them to be 
properly guided. 

And, Mr. Chairman; I can not forbear calling attention to this one 
contrast, that when there was asked a hundred additional clerks in order 
to turn out your contested cases in the General Land Office the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations failed to give that number or tomake any pro- 
vision for any of them because, forsooth, they would have to hire another 
building. But when you come here asking for a geological survey they 
largely overrun the estimates. You did not give an additional clerk 
inthe Land Office, but you gladly overrun the estimates for the Geolog- 
ical Survey; and I call the attention of this committee and the country 
to the contrast between these items in the bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I always admired an agricultural 
statesman. He is generally on one side of the field when we discuss 
tariff and free trade; but he is alwaysin the middle of the field when his 
special interests are concerned. That may be regarded, I suppose, as 
disinterested patriotism. [Laughter. ] 

What is the object and the subject of this paragrayh inthis bill? It 
is, Sir, tosurvey the public lands of this country; to ascertain their worth 
and wealth in coal and iron, in gold and silver, in copper and in nickel; 
and yet this distinguished gentleman from Kansas who has just ad- 
dressed the committee, who seems to float on the top cf a spear of oats 
or to smell the aroma of a head of wheat in all of his expressions upon 
this floor, is voting for their interest in this House. 

I desire to say something that has grown out of my own practical ex- 
perience and personal knowledge of affairs in connection with this mat- 
ter in the West. I know that these geological surveys have been of 
vast, of immeasurably vast, of infinite advantage to the pioneers who 
have made great States and built up thrifty communities where a des- 
ert has heretofore existed. I know that the hardy miner who has 
been covered with buckskin has taken the map issued.by the Govern- 
ment of the United States and indicated upon its face the location of 
these mines, and from that and in the light of this ‘‘science,’’ as the 
gentleman from Kansas calls it, he has gone on into the wilderness and 
discovered mines that have poured into the lap of the people of this 
country treasures untold, millions and millions of dollars. That is 
what these hardy pioneers of civilization and the march of progress in the 
West have done. 

I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to ascertaining the amount of 
water supply in that country. We have unfortunately an immense 
amount of it at Cincinnati now, and a large surplus at Cairo and other 
points on the rivers there. I said the other day here that for the last 
four weeks I was paying 40 cents a barrel for water. I gota letter 
from one of my little kids the other day and he said that it had gone 
up to a dollar a barrel. [Laughter.] I would like to extend this 
thing up to the point at least of ascertaining the possibilities of getting 
water on the arid plains of this region. There is a vast region of coun- 
try there that may not now be occupied by man or animal because of 
the want of water, but this is still a region that must in time be occu- 
pied by the citizens of this Republic. It is a vast, an immense coun- 
try in itself, where the highest statesmanship of this Republic must 
center in the solution of the great question of bringing the empty hands 
and the empty lands together. 

But when these surveys have been so advantageous in the develop- 
ment of the mineral interests of the country and in the advancement 
of all of its material prosperity, I say that we should stand solidly by 
the recommendations made by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
say God speed to the achievements of science and to the victories of 
the General Government whose beneficent influence contemplates the 
advancement of all of its individual citizens. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker protempore, Mr. KASSON reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the sundry civil appropriation bill had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit a report 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2490) to change the name of the First National Bank of West 
Greenville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Greenville, 
Pennsylvania; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 137) to print certain eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress upon the late Benjamin H. Hill; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 347) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Godlove 8. Orth; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 349) to provide for the publication of the 
memorial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. R. M. 
A. Hawk, of Illinois; and 





Joint resolution (H. Res. 356) accepting the invitation of the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, to attend the inauguration of the statue 
of Joseph Henry. 

SEA-WALL, GOVERNOR'S ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
communication from the President of the United States; which was read. 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on A p- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
of War, dated the 19th instant, inclosing a copy of one from Major George 
L. Gil jie, Corps of Engineers, dated the 15th instant, referring to the insuf}\- 
ciency of the sum, $39,000, ee men by the sundry civil bill — Prtaned 7, 1882 
for building the sea-wall on Governor's Island, New York Harbor, together wit), 
a copy of the indorsement of the Chief Engineer, showing the necessity for an, 
onal appropriation of $15,000 for this purpose. The Secretary of War recon). 
mends that said additional sum of $15,000 be appropriated at the present session, 

of Congress for the object stated. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


ExecpfiIve Mansion, February 2, 1883. 
PRE-EMPTION AND HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask ananimous consent that the bill (H. R. 4993) to 
repeal the laws allowing the pre-emption of the public lands and amend- 
ing the homestead law be taken from the House Calendar and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, with power to report it with or 
without amendments as an amendment to the bill making provision for 
the sundry civil expenses of the Government. The bill is for the pur- 
pose of preventing frauds in connection with the public lands. 

Mr. ELLIS. I suggest that the bill had better be read. 

Mr. RYAN. It is the same that we have reported. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not insist on the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of dealersin butter and cheese of the 
city of New York, for passage of bill to regulate the exportation of arti- 
cles made in imitation of butter and cheese—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. J. C. BURROWS: Two petitions, signed by the keeper and 
crew of life-saving station No. 10, and of merchants, owners, and mas- 
ters of vessels of Saint Joseph, Michigan, protesting against the trans- 
fer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—severally 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 8.8. FARWELL: The petition of Joseph M. Carriere; of 
Elisha Andrews; of T. J. Bird; of A. H. Castille, administrator; of T. 
C. Dewilliers, jr.; of Andrew D. Mayer; of William G. Knox; of Wes- 
ley Steen; ef Charles C. Pickett; of A. J. Norwood and Joseph E. Nor- 
wood; of James Ray, administrator; of John Posey, administrator; of 
John Fahey; of Clement Hollier, jr.; of Joseph P. Colamb; of Francis 
L. Petre, administrator; of Charles Bertrand; of Saint Anne L. Fontenot ; 
of Louis Guidry, administrator; of Adolph Stagg; of Agnor Sessassicr, 
administrator; of Philip Stagg; of H. Fontenot, administrator of 0. 
L. Petre; of D. P. Lafleur; of Henry Young, sr., administrator; of Henry 
Young, sr.; of A. L. Petre; of Andrew Meche; of Julia G. Wikofl, 
administratrix; of John B. Ardoin; of Etienne Daigle; of John Roy; 01 
Edgar T. Vanhille; of Jacob Lyons; of L. Guillory and Q. Q. Guillory: 
of Theo. 8. Richard, administrator; of Jesse Behm; of M. Lafleur, jr.. 
administrator; of Joseph E. Daigle; of Francois Mourland; of Joseph 
Rayon; and of Alex. Burnet—severally to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of the Maritime Association of New 
Yor D age against the p transfer of the Signal Service 
from the War Department to the Department of the Interior—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade and Transportation Com- 
pany of New York, asking for repeal of all internal-revenue taxation, 
except on tobacco, beer, and distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
x and Means. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The resolutions adopted by the Legis|:- 

ture of New Jersey, for relief and protection to citizens along the sea- 
coast of New Jersey from fishing with purse-seines—to the Committee 
on Commerce. : 
v By Mr. H. 8. HARRIS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of New Jersey, asking for relief from steam-yacht menhaden fishing 
with purse-seines along the coast of New Jersey—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LORD: The petition of 75 citizens of Michigan, for the enact- 
ment of a general bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. R. M. MCLANE: The petition of the Maryland Academy 0! 
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ience, protesting oe the transfer of the Signal Service from the 
War Department to the Department of the Interior—to the Committee 
ony Mr. RESCOTT: Paper relating to the pension Claim of Orinel 
Gillette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of New 
Jersey, asking relief from steam-yacht menhaden fishing with purse- 
seines along the coast of New Jersey—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of D. B. Ford and others, for the es- 
tablishment of a mail-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : a 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Legislature of North Carolina 
urging the return of certain taxes collected trom the State in 1865~'66— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the resolution of the Legislature of North Carolina protesting 
against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of North Carolina urging the 
improvement of Bay River, North Carolina, &c.—to the same commit- 


tee. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of J. D. Smith and 8 others, protest- 
ing against the extension of the Roberts torpedo patent—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


The fellowing memorials and petitions relating to tariff legislation 
were presented and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Of workingmen employed in iron and steel works 
at Pittsburgh, and of certain lodges of amalgamated iren-workers of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Of L. Smith and others, citizens of Douglas 
County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Of citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia. 

By Mr. VANCE: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of North 
Carolina, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 22, 1883. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BuLLocK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After 8minutesspent in executive session 
the doors were reopened. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SLATER presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


House joint memorial No. 5. 
To thehonorable the Congress of the United States : 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, respect- 
fully ask your honorable body to make the necessary appropriation for the 
— of a light-house at the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of 

regon. 

Your memorialists represent that the mouth of the Umpqua River affords a 
safe and commodious harbor for vessels of the capacity annually employed in 
the carrying trade of this coast, as your memorialists believe; that it is of easy 
access from the head of the Umpqua Valley, being but thirty-five miles from the 
railroad and Umpqua Valley to the navigable waters of the saidriver. That the 
distance is traversed by a wagon-road, through a comparatively level pass in 
the Coast Range of mountains, by means of which the river and the valley have 
a close and constant intercourse, and, in the judgment of your memorialists, this 
natural outlet to the waters of the Pacific is destined to become one of the prin- 
cipal highways for the commerce of the Umpqua Valley. 

re are a large number of small vessels running upon the coast of this State 
carrying valuable lives, and during every winter season many of them are 
wrecked and missing, and, in the opinion of your memorialists, these dangers 
and losses might be greatly lequene’ by the erection of oe at suitable 
points, Vessels that are caught in the terrible gales so frequent here during 
winter are compelled often to ride the storm or go to the bottom, when a beacon 
to mark the entrance to this river would enable them to find shelter. 

fo vessels going up and down the coast a light-house at od poy would be of 
incalculable t. These are often beset by fogs and drifted by currents and 
gales from their course, and under such circumstances the mariner can truly 
suprociate how it is to see a light. 

our mem ists would further represent that there are tyvo large steam 
saw-mills near the mouth of said Umpqua River, andseveral salmon fisheries, 
and to carry the products of which there is a line of vessels continuously plying 
between San Francisco and the said mouth of the Umpqua River. 
memorialists 


Your therefore most earnestly pray that such an appropriation 
as may be for the erection of alight-house at the mouth of the Umpqua 
River be by your honorable body. 

A by the house October 9, 1882. 


GEO, W. McBRIDE, 
Speaker of the House. 


W. J. McCONNELL, 
President of the Senate. 


Concurred in by the senate October 9, 1882. 
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Mr. SLATER presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads 
to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 


Assembly ot 
, and ordered 


House joint memorial No. 1 praying foraid to encourage a railroad company to 
construct a railroad from the seaboard to Fhe Dalles, commenc ing at Crescent 
City, at the seaboard, thence to Rogue River Valley, Jacksonville, Jackson 
County, thence to Prineville, thence to The Dalles, in Wasco County. 
Resolved by the house (and senute concurring), That the annexed memorial be di 

rected tothe Senators and Representatives of Oregon in Congress assembled. and 

that they be instructed to urge upon Congress early action thereon 

To the honorable the Congress of the United States : 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, re spect 
fully represent that Southern and Eastern Oregon and the northern portion of Cal- 
ifornia, a country that has been settled for nearly thirty years, shut out from any 
market or outlet for their produce, a large agricultural and stock and mining 
country, with large and rich valleys, rick in their productions, while the mount 
ains are covered with forests of cedar, fir, spruce, sugar pine, maple, ash, and 
oak, and possess vast deposits of coal, iron, and cinnabar of value beyond esti 
mate, it is absolutely necessary for a railroad to begin at the seaboard, at Cres 
cent City, Northwestern California;thence to The Dalles, in Oregon, which would 
be one of the most useful railroads on the Pacitic coast, running through and over 
a rough, mountainous country, which is near six hundred miles in length and 
expensive road to build. That while we respect the efforts being made to re 
trench upon public expenditures, yet we fully believe a liberal appropriation and 
donation to encourage a company to take hold of said line to construct a railroad 
would cause thousands of acres of Government lands to be settled that never will! 
be unless there is a railroad built. To take mines and other resources into con 
sideration, the money thus appropriated would soon be repaid back to the Gey 
ernment for its aid. We earnestly pray Congress to donate every odd section of 
Government land for five miles on each side of the road line, so that it may be 
ten miles wide, including the odd sections only, and nothing in the memorial 
to be so construed as to apply to land that has been settled and held under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States at the time of the com- 
mencement of the construction of the railroad; and we further ask Congress to 
appropriate $70,000 to be used in constructing the work of the road. 

Trusting to the justice of our petition, your petitioners will ever pray for a 
favorable and speedy consideration of the same 

Adopted by the house September 25, 1882 

GEO. W. McBRIDE, 
Spe aker of the House 

Concurred in by the senate October 9, 1882 

W. J. McCONNELL, 
President of the Senate 

Mr. MORRILL. I present a memorial of writers of books, remon 
strating against the reduction of the existing tariff of 25 per cent. laid 
on books, signed by E. V. Smalley, H. E. Scudder, and by Edmund C 
Stedman, the latter of whom says: ‘‘In the absence of an interna- 
tional copyright law, I am compelled to sign this.’’ As the bill has 


| passed the Senate, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yesterday I reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims the bill (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department. I submit a report now upon that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The report will be printed under the 
rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2471) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs an assistant surgeon in the United States 
Marine-Hospital Service, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 2502) to extend the provisions of the act of March 
2, 1855, to lands selected as swamp lands by the State of Louisiana 
under the act of March 2, 1849; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 2503) to change the name of the steam-tug Zouave 
to that of William Hogencamp; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FISH AND FISHERIES REPORT. 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the 
year 1882 be printed. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 10,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the 
year 1882 be printed, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 
copies for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, and 500 copies for sale by the Public Printer at a price equa) to the 
additiona)] cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereon added, 


which was re- 
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DUPLICATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to bind duplicate sets of bills and resolutions of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth,Forty-sixth, 
and Forty-seventh Congresses, said bills and resolutions to be furnished him 
from the files of the Senate document-room, and the volumes when bound to 
be kept there for reference. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Some years ago the Senate, not very wisely I think, 
ordered that all the accumulated bills and reports that were in the 
document-room should be sold for waste paper, reserving ten copies to 
be bound. The object of the resolution is to continue that compilation. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the present number that we reserve? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think ten sets. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ten would not be any too much for the different 
libraries. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will modify the resolution so as to read ‘‘a 
number eaual to the number of preceding Congresses.’’ 

Mr. MAXEY. [ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he designs to 
have it indexed? The compilation would not be of service without an 
index for reference. 

Mr, ANTHONY. They are indexed in the Journals. 
bills that are left over. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island to let the 
resolution lie over, so as to ascertain what the present number is that 
we reserve, and have that inserted in it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present. 


These are the 


The resolution will lie over for the 


THE PORTLAND EXTENSION. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to in- 
quire whether the extension of the building known as * The Portland”’ is be- 
ing erected upon any portion of the adjacent public reservation, and if so by 
what authority. 

CATTLE SHIPMENTS TO CUBA. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to institute ne- 
gotiations with the Government of Spain for the restitution of the money unlaw- 
fully taken from Captain James McKay and others, shippers of cattle from Key 
West, Florida, to the Island of Cuba. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. GARLAND. If there is no further morning business, I ask to 
take up the resolution which I submitted yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that may excite debate. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the Secretary read it as modified. I have made 
a slight modification. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. GARLAND was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the President pro 
tempore to examine into the works now in pre for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River below Cairo, and the meth employed in making such im- 
provements, and the contracts touching the same, and the application of the 
appropriations made by Congress for that purpose. 

Iso, all matters pertaining to and the feasibility of the outlet system for the 
improvement of said river. 

Also, in the improvement made at the mouth of said river, the system of jet- 
ties, and the extent to which the same have facilitated the navigation of the 
river to the Gulf, their permanency, and the method now employed in the im- 
provement thereof, and into all matters touching said improvement, the methods 
and effects thereof, and contracts touching the same. 

The said committee may hold its sessions during the recess of Congress, at such 
places on sgid river or elsewhere as may be necessary for full inquiry into the 
matters above referred to, may send for persons and papers, examine on oath 
any of the persons employed on the Mississippi River Improvement Commission, 
or by the same and others if deemed necessary, including all river men and 
river residents, 

The said committee shall report to the Senate the result of such inquiries at the 
earliest day practicable of the next session of Congress. 

The actual expenses of said committee, including pay of a clerk and witness- 
fees, shall be paid out of the item of the contingent fund appropriated for “ ex- 
pone of special and select committees '’ on vouchers therefor, duly approved 

»xy the chairman of said committee, And said committee shall have power to 
employ a stenographer, if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution, 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
what reason he thinks there is for the re-examination of that question. 
I understand that a committee last summer went down the river and ex- 
amined very fully all classes of persons in reference to the matter, and 
that during this session of Congress they have had before them not only 
members of the Mississippi River Commission but gentlemen represent- 
ing theoutlet system. There has been a very full and exhaustive exami- 
nation of the subject. I suppose we shall have access to all that evi- 
dence, and I confess I scarcely see the necessity for a re-examination of 
the question. 


Mr. GARLAND. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The Senator from Indiana I presume was not in his 


seat, I do not remember that he was, yesterday when I submitted the 
resolution. I stated then the reasons I had for introducing it, which | 
will repeat now, aud probably will add some others. 

The committee of the House which was sent down has made no re- 
port. We know only of the existence of that committee and of what 
it has done from the public prints. It is evident now that if a report 
was made and printed we could do nothing with it at this Congress. 
I think as the House have had a committee of this sort and as no re- 
port has been made, it is proper for the Senate to have a committee to 
make this examination for itself. I can express no opinion as to the 
report of the committee of the House, because I have not seen it, and 
I do not know the line of their examination or of their investigation; but 
it is very certain, in view of the flood that is now coming upon that 
country, that an investigation of this character will be necessary if we 
expect to legislate at the next session of Congress. It is with a view 
of legislating then that I ask for this investigation. 

As I said yesterday, I think the fault in Congress in creating the com- 
mission relative to this improvement has been, generally speaking, in 
not putting members of the Senate and of the House upon it, so that 
they might feel the responsibility of making their report at the next 
session of Congress, and that there might be some members upon it to 
defend that report and explain it whenitcame up. We have a Missis- 
sippi River Commission without any members of Congress of eithe 
House upon it; we have a committee of the House that has not yet made 
a report; and as it is hoped, if not expected, at least by some, that legis- 
lation will be had at the next session, I think the Senate should make 
an examination for itself and have a report by that time. That is the 
sole and the only purpose of the resolution. * 

Mr. HARRISON. Of course we have no official information in ref- 
erence to what was done by the committee of the House, but we all 
have been advised from the public prints of the fact that they made a 
tour down the river, stopping at various points on the river and exam- 
ining witnesses, river-men and others who had views to express in ret- 
erence to the question. They went to the mouth of the river and ex- 
amined the jetties and the officers in charge of them. I think that 
during this winter every member of the Mississippi River Commission 
has been severely examined and cross-examined before that committee. 
While they have made no report as yet, I think we may safely expect 
a report, and in the accompanying evidence we shall have the views al- 
ready expressed at great length of all those persons who would be sum- 
moned before a Senate committee; and it would be simply duplicating 
that testimony. But yet if the Senator from Arkansas feels that there is 
an interest to be subserved in this matter I do not desire to antagonize 
it further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on thedisagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1534, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6957) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government ipr the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2490) to change the name df the First National Bank of 
West Greenville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Green- 
ville, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. 7193) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, and for other pu 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 347) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Godlove 8. Orth; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 349) to provide for the publication of the 
memorial addresses upon the life and character of Hon. R. M. A. Hawk, 
of Illinois; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 356) accepting the invitation of the Regents 
of ihe Smithsonian Institute to attend the inauguration of the statue 
ot Joseph Henry; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 137) to print certain eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late Benjamin H. Hill. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move to postpone the Calendar, my object being to 
' take up the naval appropriation bill. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I now move to take up the naval appropriation bill. 


. 
? 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
Y er purpeses. 

—— HALE. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAs] has a matter 
which he assures me will take no debate; and so also has the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I haveseveral matters that ought not to take any 
debate and I have a bill already up waiting for the naval bill to get 
through. I only want a fair understanding whether there is to be : 
general scramble to get all our little bills through and to take just so 
much time, or whether we are going on with measures of great public 
importance until we get them disposed of. If the Senator from Maine 
wishes to give way I want him to give way to me as well. 

Mr. HALE. Under these conditions, of course, it being important 
that the appropriation bills should be put through, and everybody, I 
suppose, shares in that feeling, I can not consent to give way if the Sen- 
ator from Vermont insists on bringing other things in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do because I think it fair. We ought to do 
one thing at a time and have fair play. 

Mr. JONAS. The bill which I desire to call np is a matter of some 
public importance, and it will take but a moment. It is a bill to pro- 
vide for the sale of a Government arsenal and grounds. It is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War and the General of the Army. It is 
Senate bill 2278. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [insist upon the regular order. There is just as 
much time after the naval bill is disposed of as there is before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themotion of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. I can not, as the Senator from Louisiana sees, give way 
under these circumstances. I move that the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations be considered as they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be considered as 
they are reached in their order in the reading. The Chair hears no 
objection to that course, and that will be the order of proceeding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it is not necessary, but to guard against 
any misapprehension I wish every point of order about legislation, &c., 
to be reserved, so that it shall not be insisted that it is too late. I do 
not suppose that is necessary in the way we do business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A point of order can be raised at any 
time, but it saves great waste of time if it is made at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly; but I did not wish to have anything 


lost if the bill should happen to be read over a place where a point of 


order couid be made. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 9, before the 
word ‘‘ rear-admirals,’’ to strike out ‘‘eleven’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as 
to read: 

For the pay of the Navy, for the active-list, namely: For one Admiral, one 
Vice-Admiral, ten rear-admirals. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ masters,’’ 
strike out the following clause, extending to line 21: 

The title of which grade is hereby changed to that of lieutenants, and the mas- 
ters now onthe list shall constitute a junior grade of, and be commissioned as, 
lieutenants, having the same rank and pay as now provided by law for masters, 
but promotion to and from said grade shall be by examination as provided by law 
for promotion to and from the grade of master, and nothing herein contained 


shall beso construed as to increase the pay now allowed by law to any officer in 
the line or staff, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inquire of the acting chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations if it has been the intention of the com- 
mittee, and if that intention is embodied in the amendments, not to 
disturb in any way the status of any of the officers of the navy ? 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely the effect of the bill as reported from 
the committee with its various amendments. All legislation—and the 
House attempted several pieces of legislation—has been struck out by 
the report of the committee, leaving the bill a clean bill, covering ap- 
propriations for the maintenance of the old Navy, and separate and dis- 
tinct items for the increase of the Navy in the latter portion of the bill, 
drawn apart and separated from the different bureaus, so that ata glance 
these two features may be seen by every Senator or by any person read- 
ing the bill. The status of no officer in the Navy as existing to-day is 
disturbed or meant to be disturbed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
which has been stated. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In to that amendment a statement has been 
placed in my hands which I shall ask the Secretary to read. This states 
the reason why the provision of the House bill should be stricken out 
much better than I can myself. I ask that the statement be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


REASONS WHY MIDSHIPMEN SHOULD BE MADE COMMISSIONED OFFICERS AT THE 
END OF THEIR SIX YEARS’ COURSE. 

1, There is no grade either in the Army or in any staff corps of the Navy cor- 

responding to that of midshipman. The graduate of West Point, after a four 

years’ course, is commissioned a second lieutenant (rank of ensign in the Navy, 
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in line 12, to 
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but greater pay); the graduate of the Naval Academy who enters a staff corps 
on the completion of his six years’ course is given a commission and ranks with 
an ensign, receiving $1,700 per annum, while the ensign receives but $1,200: the 
civilappointee to a staff corps of the Navy receivesa commission, $1,700 per an- 
num, and a precedence in rank of six years. 

2. The rank of midshipman in foreign navies corresponds in point of awe and 
length of service with that of naval cadet in our Navy; their duties are of even 
a less responsible character than those of our naval cadets, and they are given 
commissions generally after four years’ service, on passing a professional exam- 
ination. 

3. There are at present midshipmen on our Navy list who have been in the 
service nearly nine years, and many midshipmen now on the list can not hope to 
obtain commissions till they have been thirteen years in the service. During 
this time they perform the duties of ensigns, without enjoying the benetits of a 
commission, and are borne on the Navy Register under the anomalous title of 
‘other persons,” being neither commissioned nor warrant oflicers. 

4. Under the present law the graduate of the Naval Academy who enters the 
engineer corps on the completion of the six years’ course receives a commission 
as assistant engineer (relative rank of ensign), and a pay of $1,700 per annum, 
while a member of the same class who enters the line, though he be the highest 
graduate of the class, will remain for years a midshipman, an appointed officer, 
with a pay of $1,000 per annum. ; 

5. Itis the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, of a sub-committee of the 
House Naval Committee who investigated the subject, and generally of the ofti- 
cers of both the line and the staff of the Navy that midshipmen should be com- 
missioned as ensigns on the completion of their six years’ course. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will makeno debate on this matter. I thought 
it proper to present these reasons, as they may be useful to the com- 
mittee of conference which will necessarily have to pass on these amend- 
ments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
**midshipmen,’’ in line 21, to strike out the following clause, extend 
ing to line 31: 

The title of which grade is hereby changed to that of ensign, and the midship- 
men now on the list shall constitute a junior grade of, and be commissioned as, 
ensigns, having the same rank and pay as now provided by law for midshipmen, 
but promotions to and from said grade shall be under the same regulations and 
requirements as now provided by law for promotion to and from the grade of 
midshipmen; and nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to increase 
the pay now allowed by law to any ofticer of said grade or of any officer of re} 
ative rank. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 34, 
sert ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to read: 

Two assistant surgeons, not in the line of promotion (who shall hereafter, after 
fifteen years’ service, be entitled to receive, as annual pay, when at sea, $2,100; 
when on shore duty, $1,800, and when on leave or waiting orders, $1,600 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge 
what is the signification of that term ‘‘ hereafter?’’ Does it change 
the pay of the officers where the clause applies after date? 

Mr. HALE. The object of inserting the word ‘hereafter’? was to 
prevent the necessity every year of putting in this classification, so 
that it may run on under the general law which now exists, and not 
encumber every appropriation bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No change in pay, then? 

Mr. HALE. No change whatever. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
line 43, after ‘‘cadet-engineers,’’ to strike out ‘‘(graduates; )”’ 
read: 

Sixty-two cadet-engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That when vacancies occur hereafter in the Paymaster’s Corps there 
shall be no original appointments to fill such vacancies, but promotions may be 
made according to existing regulations, from those remaining in said corps 
Officers in the line shall be detailed to perform the duties of paymasters under 
the same rules and regulations as are now required of pay masters, but such offi- 
cers shall not be entitled to increased compensation in consequence of perform- 
ing such duties. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out from line 57 to line 74, ineclu- 
sive, in the following words: 


after the word ‘“‘shall,’’ to in 


80 as to 


in line 49, to 


















That the various boards constituted and provided by law forthe examination 
(other than physical) of officers of the Navy for promotion to a higher grade in 
the service, shall conduct such examinations, as far as may be, in writing, and 
make a record thereof, and shall certify the same, and their conclusions thereon, 
under their hands and upon their honors. They shall prosecute and carry on 
such examinations strictly in allthe branches and requirements necessary to 
the discharge of the duties of the higher grade, and particularly as to the pro- 
fessional fitness of the officer examined to perform all the duties of the higher 
grade atsea, That hereafter all the vacancies which shall occur in the various 
grades of the line and staff of the Navy shall be filled by promotion, as follows: 
For each two vacancies there shall be one promotion in each of the lower )jrades 
until such grade shall be reduced below the numbers fixed by the provisions of 
the act of August 5, 1882. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to inquire of the Senator who has charge 
of this bill if he does not think it would be advisable to allow that por- 
tion of the paragraph which has just been read, commencing in the 
fifty-eighth line to the end of the paragraph, to remain ? 

Mr. HALE. Idonot. It changes materially the existing law. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Notas applied to theline. It simply puts the line 
and staff on the same footing. 

Mr. HALE. I donot desire to have the bill, when we finish it, have 
any particle of legislation touching the organization of the Navy. 
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Mr. ROLLINS. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I would leave that elsewhere. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I ask the Senator if it is not deemed important that 
the line and the staff in this regard should be treated exactly alike? 

Mr. HALE. I will say, in reply to the Senator, that there are sev- 
eral provisions in the House bill that in themselves are to me com- 
mendable and good, but the committee has known no line to draw. It 
desires to have a plain, simple, unencumbered appropriation bill, and 
therefore it struck clean off all the legislative provisions of the House 
bill, because I know that if the committee first and the Senate afterward 
yields and adopts any of these provisions it opens the door wide toa 
vast sea of amendments that will be thrown upon us here, delaying the 
progress of the bill, and in the end making it a legislating bill. 

Mr. ROLLINS. In the main I agree with the Senator from Maine, 
but I desire to ask him if he does not consider this one of the desirable 
things that should remain in the bill if any general legislation is con- 
tained therein? 

Mr. HALE. I think the legislation of last year should be adapted 
to the staff corps as well as the linecorps. I do not think this provision 
does it. I think this provision, if adopted, would materially lessen 
the effect and would debilitate the legislation of last year. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator may be right about that; but I am not 
certain. I desire to make this further inquiry: In this bill all general 
legislation has been stricken out on the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. Now, by agreeing to the amendments proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations, do we simply put these provis- 
ions that are incorporated in the bill by the House in the hands of the 
conferees on the part of the Senate and House and simply give them the 
power to shape this as they please; or will the Committee on Appro- 
priations consider themselves instructed to resist all the general legisla- 
tion that has been ingrafted on the bill by the House of Representatives ? 
That is the point at issue, because if the Senate is to have anything to 
say about the legislation on that subject, now is the time to say it. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator must confront the situation as itis. He 
isan old Senator. He knows howit is that appropriation bills are finally 
passed. There is no way under the rules except that finally they go 
through the crucible of a conference committee of three members from 
each body. I can only say that the Committee on Appropriations is 
dead set and in earnest against legislation, and I shall be very glad 
when we come back with the conference report on this bill to be able 
to report that the House has receded from everything of legislation and 
allowed us to have a plain simple appropriation bill. I hope that will 
be the case, but I am by no means prepared to say that the Senate con- 
ferees can drive the House to that. We will do the best we can. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The whole matter will be before the 
Senate when the report of the conference committee is submitted. 

Mr. HALE, Certainly. The conference committee can not pass any 
report. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from New Hampshire 
can have the opportunity of raising the whole question at that time. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If we are to have any voice in this matter I think 
it is for the Senate rather than for the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
striking out from line 58 to line 74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
78, after the word ‘‘midshipman,”’ to strike out ‘‘ nineteen ’’ and insert 
“‘twenty-two;’’ and in line 79, after the word ‘‘directors,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘three surgeons-general;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of the retired-list, namely: For forty-six rear-admirals, twenty-one 
commodores, eleven captains, ten commanders, sixteen lieat t d 
ers, nine lieutenants, eleven masters, six ensigns, one midshipman, twenty-two 
medical directors, two medical inspectors, two surgeons, four passed pom tr} 
surgeons, seven assistant surgeons, seven pay-directors, two pay-inspectors, four 
paymasters, two passed assistant paym: one assistantipay , ten chief 
engineers, twenty-one passed assistant engineers, twenty-five assistant engi- 
neers, eight chaplains, six professors of mathematics, one chief constructor, three 
civil engineers, eleven boatswains, nine gunners, eleven carpenters, and nine 
sail-makers; in all, $703,180, 

The amendment was to. 

The next ammeudment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 89, to 
strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafter all promotions tothe of rear-admiral on the act- 
ive-list shall be from the grades of: reand captain, according to seniority, 
and under the regulations as now provided by law; oti 
to the grade of commodore shall be made, that ie being hereby abolished : 
Provided, however, no commodore now in the service shall be reduced in 
rank or be deprived of his commission by reason of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘Navy,’’ in line 120, to 
strike out ‘‘in the lowest grade having smeinanel pay held by such 
officer since last entering the service;’’ so as to read: 

And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer Army or 








Navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in re- 
apes Be ae Se SAS SS ae ee Seeley Clee SORENSEN in the 
regular avy. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I should be very glad to hear from the Senator 


from Maine, who has charge of this bill, the reason for striking out those 
two lines. 





Mr. HALE. Does the Senator desire an explanation now ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. _If the Senator wishes me to specify more partic- 
ularly the reason I call for the explanation I shall do so. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator has beeninvestigating the case and 
I should be very glad to have him state first just what his point is if he 
believes the clause should remain. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will do so. My attention has been called to 
this matter by parties who consider themselves aggrieved by the fact 
that the clause from line 115 to line 122 has been construed by the 
accounting oflicers so that it is inoperative and void. 

The fact about the matter is this: In 1867, when the Army and Navy 
had accomplished their main purpose, a great many persons in each 
branch of the service sought to go into the regular service; for instance, 
out of the volunteer army into the regular Army, and out of the vol- 
unteer navy into the regular Navy. It is known to Senators that offi- 
cers of both branches obtain what is known as longevity pay, that is 
according to the time they have been in the service, and it was the pur- 
pose of legislation to give officers going out of the volunteer service 
either of the Army or Navy after they entered the regular service the 
benefit of the time they had served as volunteers in the gradations of 
each. In other words, a man who has become a veteran in either 
branch of the service should get credit for that time in either branch 
of the service. After serving five years in the regular service a man 
gets a certain increase of pay. The object of the legislation has been 
to credit a man in the service with the time to a certain extent that he 
had served in the volunteer service of the country. This clause as it 
stands on page 6, commencing at line 115, is as follows: 

And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer Army or Navy, 
or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all respects in 
= same manneras if all said service had been continuous and in the regular 

avy. 

In the act of March 2, 1867, it is provided: 

That the officers of the volunteer naval service who are, or may be, transferred 
to the regular Navy, or Marine Corps, shall be credited with the sea-service per- 
formed by them as volunteer officers, and shall receive all the benefits of such 
duty, in the same manner as if they had been during such service in the regular 
Navy or Marine Corps. 

When the accounting officers came to look at the clause that was put 
in the bill last August, and which is now under consideration, they con- 
strued that it must relate to men who had been transferred, that is the 
man must have been in the actual volunteer service when he emerged 
as it were into the regular service, so that an officer who had been mus- 
tered out, honorably discharged, was denied the benefit of this provis- 
ion. The intention of the act as passed last August, and which is 
copied again into this bill, was to put these persons who had been out, 
we will say a day or a week, on the same footing with those who were 
transferred under the provisions of the act of March 2, 1867. It was 
done purposely to cure this hiatus; but when the accounting officers 
came to take the bill of last August to execute it they found a difii- 
culty in fixing the grade on which this credit should be placed. A 
naval officer’s credit now is given from the date of his commission, and 
unless a grade is fixed to which this credit is to be given the legislation 
on the last naval appropriation bill in August fails, and the ground and 
the purpose of Congress at that time fails, and so the Comptroller has 
determined. 

The clause put in by the House was for the purpose of enabling the 
accounting officers to execute the law as it stands, and this clause is not 
new legislation. On the contrary it is legislation made necessary by the 
existing law and for the purpose of executing that law, and without it 
the accounting officers can not carry out the law as it nowstands. Tho 
law, as it now stands and as it was passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, is that— 

And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served asoflicers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer Army or Navy, 
or both, and shall receive all the benefits of sych actual service in all respects in 
the same manner as if all said service had been continuous and in the regular 
Navy. 

That being the law, the Comptroller’s difficulty is in finding the grade 
to which that credit shall be given, and the object of this provision as 
put in by the House is that that credit shall be in the lowest grade hav- 
ing graduated pay held by such officer since entering theservice. That 
is modest and is very liberal toward the Government. It puts this 
credit, which has declared shall be given to all officers going 
out of the volunteer service into the regularservice, at the lowest grade 
they hold now. I confess that Iam at aloss to know why there should 
be any objection to this provision. Therestands the law, and that says 
they shall have this credit. The accounting officers say they can not 
execute the law because they can not determine what grade to give the 
credit u and this line and a half or two lines simply provide that 
this pe *y to time which is already provided for, shall be given to 
the officer in the lowest grade that he has held since he went into the 


lar service. 
"Tike point now is befbeo the Senate, and u that I shall be very 


glad, with the test ble deference to the superior 
know of Senatee fom Maine on ool laden to know why 
this is obj to. 


objected : 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is a curious thing about appropma- 
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tion bills that two or three lines somewhere that seem to be very inno- 
cent or in the direction of good legislation will excite more attention 
than the main leading provisions of the bill. I have had more letters, 
moreinterviews sought with me, since this bill was reported, upon these 
two lines, 121 and 122, than upon all the rest of the naval appropria- 
tion bill, including the million of dollars appropriated for new ships, 
and the persistency with which the clause was urged led me to seek ¢ 
thorough investigation into the meaning of this clause. I sent for the 
Secretary of the Navy and I asked him if he knew just what those two 
lines, ‘‘in the lowest grade having graduated pay held by such officer 
since last entering the service,’’ meant, or what they would effectuate. 
He said that he did not, that he would require time to study it. I 
told him I did not know. I had the impression, as the Senator from 
Indiana has, that they were innocent and were only needed to really 
carry out existing law; but I was suspicious from the very fact that it 
was urged in so many quarters. TheSecretary took the subject-matter 
and investigated it, as I did. 

There is something more in the matter than the Senator from Indiana 
has discovered; there is something more than I discovered at first; 
there is something more than the Secretary of the Navy discovered at 
first; and I know that when the Senator sees it he will join with me in 
saying that the lines ought not to remain there or that they ought to be 
guarded. The first part of this legislation takes care of those meritorious 
officers who served in the volunteer Army or Navy either as enlisted men 
or minor officers and were afterward brought into the regular Navy, so far 
as their promotion, so far as their longevity, is concerned. That is al- 
ready taken care of by the provisions of the bill heretofore passed and 
the provision in this clause of the present bill down to line 120. The 
language, ‘‘ And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual 
time they may have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or 
volunteer Army or Navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of 
such actual service in all respects in the same manner asif all said serv- 
ice had been continuous and in the regular Navy,’’ was in the bill last 
year. The words should, if it be necessary to repeat them, be in the 
bill this year, if they did not become general law then. I think they 
did; I think there was no need of putting that language here again; 
but this being an appropriation bill they were inserted. The sting lies 
in the next two lines, and this is the operation of them: 

And shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all respects in the 
same manner as if all said service had been continuous and inthe regular Navy 
in the lowest grade having graduated pay held by such officer since last enter- 
ing the service, 

If a man was a seaman or a mate or a master’s mate in the volun- 
teer Navy, doing good service and receiving small pay, $15, $20, $25 a 
month, and was mustered out honorably, and then after the reorgani- 
zation of the Navy was commissioned asa lieutenant, these words would 
give him the pay of a lieutenant retroactively all through the time that he 
served as a seaman or a. mate or a master’s mate; and that is what is 
behind this clause. Itis, as the Secretary says, a claim agents’ clause— 
not that he discovered that; not that the Senator from Indiana discov- 
ered that, or the Secretary until he investigated it. Now, to show that 
this is so; that it would give retroactive pay; that it would give the pay 
of a superior officer now in the Navy for the time when he served as an 
inferior officer, let me, for the benefit of the Senator from Indiana, read 
this again : 

And shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all respects— 

That is, such service when he was in the volunteer Army or Navy— 
in the manner as if all said service— 


That is, all service in the volunteer Army or Navy— 


had been continuous and in the regular Navy in the lowest grade having 
graduated pay held by such officer since last entering the service. 


In other words, he shall receive while he was seaman or mate or 
master’s mate all the benefits in every way that he would have re- 
ceived if during that time he had been serving in the rank of the low- 
est graduated pay where he goes into the Navy afterward, to wit, a 
lieutenant. The Secretary of the Navy, in reply to my request for an 
investigation, sends this letter: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 10, 1883. 

Sir: In response to your request, I have to state that the words in lines 121 
and 122 of the naval appropriation bill as reported February 19, 1883, “in the 
lowest grade having graduated pay held by such officer since last entering the 
service,” which the Senate Committee propose to strike out, were undoubtedly 
intended to lay the foundation for claims that an officer who, at some previous 
time had served in a grade below the lowest e in which he served upon last 
entering the service, shall receive additional k pay for the whole period of 
-— previous service at the same rate as if his service had been continuous in 


—— : 

It will also be noticed that by the prior clause an officer of the Navy is to be 
credited as an officer with the actual time which he may have previously served 
as an enlisted man. Therefore the effect of the clause which the committee pro- 
—= to strike out would, if kept in, give him additional back pay for all the 
bey po his service as an enlisted man equal to the pay which he received when 


Last year this clause about crediting officers with all their actual time of serv- 
ice was first placed in the bill without the proviso that it should not authorize any 


dates of commission or in rank of officers. The proviso was added 


of the bill, and the clause and proviso became a part of 
ugust 5, 1882, and are to-day in force. There is no occasion Senow 
them, except to make a cover for the insertion of the words which 
propose to strike ott, and to invite unjust claims against the 
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Unless this result is desired those words should be stricken out as proposed 
or, what is better, the whole clause, beginning on line 115 with the words “and 
all officers of the Navy,’’ &c, should be stricken out 

Very respectfully, 


WM. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy 
Hon, EUGENE HALt sai 
Senate Commitiee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. President, I had not the remotest thought 
or idea or purpose of legislating to accomplish what the Secretary seems 
to think is to be accomplished by this clause. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator had not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I never thought of such a thing. Persons who 
have talked to me about this have one single purpose, not to carry any 
pay according to the grade they served in in the volunteer force, but 
to get credit for that time in the grades they are now serving in; that 
is all. If this provision is obnoxious to that kind of construction some- 
thing ought to be placed there to remove it. The Senator from Maine 
must know that according to the construction of this clause, without 
these two lines, given to it by the accounting officers, a large number 
of men who served in the volunteer force can get no credit for that 
time, because the grade is not fixed on which that credit should now 
be given. The Senator from Maine is so well versed in naval affairs 
that it is not worth while to explain to him the value of this credit as 
to time. It puts a man forward as if he had served longer in his pres- 
ent place. It isa credit as to time, nota credit as to money. It amounts 
to something to him on his pay as he goes along, but not as back pay, 
and it has no relation to his pay or rank in the volunteer service; and 
all my object is to fix the grade at which these men, whether they were 
seamen or Officers in the volunteer force, shall now receive the credit 
which the law declares is theirs. 

Mr. HALE. Let mesuggest tothe Senator, then, if there is any dif 
culty by the Comptroller’s decision in these men getting what they 
should have the benefit of, time in their grade now, and pay for the tu 
ture, some clause can be devised that shall cover that. I suggest that 
the Senate agree to our amendment striking out these words, and then 
I will ask the Secretary to prepare some clause, and will also look into 
it myself, that shall remedy any difficulty that now exists in the Comp 
troller’s office touching the future benefit that this may have upon theit 
present rank. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. That is very fiir and liberal, and | 
would suggest now to the Senator that I give notice of an amendment, 
but if he offers anything better or that is acceptable L shall only be too 
glad to accept it. I call his attention to an amendment which [I had 
prepared in the event of his satisfying me that these two lines were not 
safe where they are. I had prepared this amendment to be offered at 
a future time; I do not know whether it is in order now to offer it as 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendments are first 
to be considered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
ment in order now? 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would for my benefit 
amendment, so that I may think of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAnrris] in 
forms me that an amendment to the amendment has to be made now 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. That is in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The amendment of the committee is tostrike out 
a line and a half, and I will offer, for the purpose of eliciting an ex pres- 
sion from the Senator from Maine, the following amendment, to follow 
the word ‘* Navy,’’ at the end of line 120: 

But the time of such prior service shall be credited, and its benefits computed 
upon the lowest commission or warrant held by such officer since the passage of 
the act approved March 2, 1867, entitled, ** An actto amend certain acts in rela 
tion to the Navy.” 

The Senator from Maine says that a good many persons have addressed 
him on this subject. A good many have addressed me also, so that | 
reluctantly went to work and looked into it. I did not want to do so, 
but there were a good many persons who addressed me, and I will state 
the reason why. It was because a good many persons have had injustice 
done them. There are a good many persons who served gallantly and 
faithfully through the volunteer period of our Navy who are now in the 
regular service getting no credit at all for the time they served in the 
volunteer force, although the law declares expressly that they are to have 
that credit, and they are not getting it simply because the accounting 
officers can not, under the law, determine and fix the grade on which 
to give them credit. 

For instance, I know a man who serves as a boatswain, and in the 
volunteer service he was an ensign and a master, which are higher than 
the present grade he holds now. He is not asking for anything because 
of having been an ensign or master in the volunteer service; he is sim- 
ply asking that the time he was in the volunteer service shall be credited 
to him as a boatswain. That is the lowest grade he has held in the 
service; he is holding it now. He gets nothing of credit on account of 
his former service, because the accounting officers say they fail to find 
by law a method of fixing the grade. Nobody is asking here to fix a 
grade held in the volunteer service, or any pay on that account. [1 
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this line and a half are obnoxious to such construction, they ought not 
to stay in the bill; but something else ought to go in so that men should 
fare alike. A large number of persons served well in the volunteer 
service who are now in the regular naval service, and who are getting 
nothing of credit under the bill as itstands. I know the Senator from 
Maine does not want that, and I know that the Secretary of the Navy 
does not want that. I could stand here and cite a dozen instances of 
men who have made complaint that they are getting nothing to their 
credit because of their volunteer service, while thousands of others are. 
It is simply to remedy this injustice and correct this inequality that I 
took it upon myself to examine and look into the matter, and for no 
other reasons in the world than to give simple justice. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the amendment I propose. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana a question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be read first, and then I will 
answer any question I can. I do not know whether I can. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of line 120, after the word 
‘‘Navy,’’ it is proposed to add: 

But the time of such prior service shall be credited and its benefits computed 


“on the lowest commission or warrant held by such officer since the passage 
of the act approved March 2, 1867, entitled “ An act to amend certain acts in rela- 


’ 


tion to the Navy.’ 


Mr. VOORHEES. The reason why I use the word ‘‘ warrant’? is 
because a boatswain is not a commissioned officer. He serves by war- 
rant, as a good many othersdo. I will hear the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand, I wish to be informed if I am incor- 
rect about it, that the sole object of this is to effect what is called the 
pay for length of service that is increased by law at every five years, or 
a certain number of years of service added. There is an increase of 
pay by the law as it is now, and all that this does, if I understand it, 
is to provide that actual service shall be reckoned. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is it; computed. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not pay them anything? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Notatall. The Senator is right. 

Mr. CONGER. The object of the amendment is to allow men to 
have the benefit of their services, although there was an interval be- 
tween their service in the volunteer force and the time when they came 
to the regular Navy? They are to be credited with actual service in 
making up what you call longevity pay ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is it. The Senator understands it. 

Mr. CONGER. It isan increase of pay allowed for length of service? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not give any back pay for anything? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Notatall. It gives a man credit for the time he 
served his country, so that in going from one grade to another now in 
the service he has the credit for the time he served his country in the 
volunteer force. It closes a little gap. 

Mr. CONGER. It credits it so as to bring him to that time when 
he has the benetit of fifteen or twenty years’ service? 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is my object. 

Mr. HALE. That is the Senator’s object, undoubtedly, but that is 
not the effect of the provision. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam not now discussing this line and a half; I 
am discussing the object I want to accomplish. I do not present it to 
the consideration of the Senator from Maine in order to contest it on 
this line and a half, but I do want something that will carry out the 
purpose as stated by the Senator from Maine, and which as I under- 
stand is the object we all have in view. 

Mr. HALE. Nobody objects to that. I could not agree to the amend- 
ment the Senator from Indiana has suggested because I think that is 
still subject to the same objection. I doubt whether he and I could 
put our heads together and frame any clause that would compass just 
what he seeks to compass, or the Senator from Michigan and myself. 
Therefore I think it better, rather than to add any clause, to strike out 
these lines and leave the matter to be fixed hereafter. I have drawn 
hurriedly here an amendment to follow at the end of the proviso. The 
proviso reads: 

That nothing in this clause shall be so construed as to authorize any change 
in the dates of commission or in the relative rank of such officers. 


I propose to add: 


Or to give any officer in the regular Navy any additional pay or amount of 
money for the time when he served in the volunteer army or navy. 

That would clearly cut off everything. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am perfectly willing to agree to that if the Sen- 
ator from Maine then will say to the accounting officers by law upon 
what grade now held the credit shall be given. 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter we must fix. If we disagree with the 
House provision, that must be fixed deliberately by the Comptroller 
and the Secretary of the Navy together. I could not fix that now. I 
do not think the Senator himself could. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would not undertake to do so, of course, in this 
shape. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not particular whether we sustain the committee 
in striking out those words or add this proviso of mine. I think it 





would be as well to strike out the words and leave the whole thing to 
be adjusted afterward. 7 
Mr. VOORHEES. Let the proviso be read again by the Secretary: 
or, as the Senator’s voice is good, will he read it again? rr 
Mr. HALE. The proviso in the bill reads: 
That nothing in this clause shall be so construed as to authorize 
in the dates of commissions or in the relative rank of such officers. 
That everybody agrees to. I suggest to add: 


Or to give to any officer of the lar Navy any additional pay or amount of 
money for the time when he served in the volunteer army or navy. 


So that it shall not be retroactive. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Nobody wants that at all. My objectis entirely 
and simply to accomplish just two things: one is to give the officer of 
the volunteer force who might have been out of the service a day or 
two, and not regularly transferred under the act of 1867, the same 
privileges and advantages as those that were regularly transferred; and 
next, to say on what grade this credit shall be given to him, and then 
the accounting officers can execute the law; otherwise not. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] suggests that 
any amendment here might be subject to the point of order, so that I 
hope the Senate will agree with the committee in striking this out, and 
then we shali fix the matter before the bill is finally disposed of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ofcourse that means ina committee of conference; 
and I know it can be done if setabout. I would say to theSenator from 
Ohio that I do not think it isopen to the point of order, for I havestudied 
a good deal on this matter. The provision I am seeking to put in on 
the line and a half is in aid of an existing law, and to enable the ac- 
counting officers to execute it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But that is the very point of order. 
change of the existing law it is subject to the point of order. 

Me. VOORHEES. It is not a change of existing law. It is putting 
the machinery into existing law to enable the officers of the Government 
to execute it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it changes the existing law so as to change the 
rule for the Comptroller, that is a change of existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations striking out in lines 
121 and 122 the words ‘‘in the lowest grade having graduated pay held 
by such officers since last entering the service.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appropriations 
‘*for contingent expenses of the Navy,’’ after the word ‘‘dead,”’ in line 
138, to insert: 

For putting in order and preserving the grave of Paul Hamilton, a former 
Secretary of the Navy, the expenditure therefor not to exceed $50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Naviga- 
tion,’’ in line 150, to strike out the word “‘ tonnage’’ and insert ‘‘tow- 
age;’’ so as to read: 

For foreign and local pilotage and towage of ships of war. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in line 175, after the 
word ‘‘war,’’ to insert “‘not exceeding $5,000; in all;’’ so as to read: 

Steering-signals and indicators, and for speaking-tubes and gongs for signa! 


communication on board vessels of war, and for introducing electric lights on 
board vessels of war, not exceeding $5,000; in all, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 186, tostrike out ‘‘ordinance’’ and 
insert ‘‘ ordnance ;’’ so as to read ‘‘ Bureau of Ordnance.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 187, after the word “preserving,” 
to strike out ‘‘ordinance’’ and insert ‘‘ordnance ;’’ so as to read : 

For procuring, producing, and preserving ordnance material. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 189, to strike out ‘‘ordinance’’ and 
insert ‘‘ ordnance.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 191, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ one-half of;”’ so as to read: 

And one-half of any balance of the appropriation made for commencing the 
manufacture of steel breech-loading guns with and ammunition, 
that may be unexpended during the fiscal year 1883 is hereby reappropriated and 
ore for continuing that service during the fiscal year ending June 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iask the Senator in charge of the bill why the 
whole amount is not appropriated? Why is it stricken down to one- 
half? 

Mr. HALE. The committee considered that in the state of progress 
that the work is in, hardly anything having been expended, and much 
more time being required before large appropriations could be used, one- 
half of the amount in hand, which is nearly all of the appropriation last 
year, together with the $150,000 that we give now, would be all that 
could be expended during the year. That is the reason why it was lim- 
ited to that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator in charge of the bill what 
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sum has been previously appropriated, which appropriation has lapsed, 
of which he intends to appropriate one-half? 

Mr. HALE. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That would then add $50,000 to this appropria- 

; ” 
a HALE. Nearly $50,000, as very little of it has been expended. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why has it not been expended ? 

Mr. HALR. Because these experiments are things that should be 
conducted carefully, with great deliberation, and the Department has 
not been in a condition where it could expend the money advantage- 
ously. It requires time, as the Senator will see, in making these ex- 

riments in order to decide how they can best make them. I think 
it has been rather meritorious on the part of the Department that they 
have not rushed into the matter with hot haste, but have been delib- | 
erate and cautious. ; | 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There have been tests of ordnance in other coun- | 
tries that have proved to be successful, showing ordnance of proper qual- | 
ity, of properefliciency. Is thereany reason why the Department should 
delay the purchase of guns, which I understand are sadly needed, or is 
it the purpose of the committee in this bill to restrict the Department to 
the manufacture of ordnance here, of which we are not ready to make 


>? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey knows, if he has read 
any of the literature touching the experiments in gunnery abroad, that 
other powers have spent immense sums of money In experiments com- 

with which our expenditures are bagatelles; and that the history 
of the last fifteen years especially will show that of all the enormous 
sumsof money expended large portions have brought nothing. We are 
not prepared to go into anything of that kind. 1 suppose there might 
be emergencies resting upon us whereby the American Congress would 
be impelled to make liberal and even lavish appropriations, so that the 
work might be at once, at great expense and loss and extravagance even, 
brought to something like a head. But in our condition, and with no 
apprehension of immediate trouble, the Department and the bureau are 
very careful about purchasing where there is some question as to which 
is the best, or in experimenting and devising means that should lead to 
our manufacturing these guns. For these reasons, as I have said, they 
have been what the Senator may call slow, but I think it is better in 
this regard to make haste slowly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I admit the force of the Senator’s remarks so 
far as the appropriations by this Government are concerned for experi- 
mental purposes, but the experiment having been tried by other nations 
Isee no good reasons why we should not avail ourselves of the experience 
of othernations, so far as gunsare concerned. We last yearappropriated, 
according to the statement of the Senator, $100,000 for ordnance. Not 
one dollar of that money has been expended, and we are sadly in need 
of the ordnance to place upon our fortifications and upon our naval ves- 
sels. An additional sum of $150,000 is now appropriated in this bill, 
to which it is the purpose of the committee to add one-half of the 
lapsed appropriation, making $200,000. Next year I suppose the com- 
mittee will report to the Senate that the $200,000, or a portion of it, has 
been expended in experiments, when instead of availing ourselves of the 
experiments of others, which according to his statement have been very 
costly, which they have made and which have shown conclusively that 
they are perfect things, it is not the purpose of this Government to 
avail itself of that experience or that knowledge. 

Upon this question I am very much of the opinion that the trouble is 
from the want of a sufficient appropriation, and I do not know that it 
is wise to make it, to establish a plant to do all the work and go toall | 
the expense necessary to establish it and make it efficient. 1 do not 
know but that the best plan to pursue would be to buy our ordnance 
abroad, or wherever we could get it, inasmuch as we need it as sadly 
as we do now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 198, to strike out ‘‘ordinance”’ 
and insert ‘‘ordnance.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 206, before the word “ officers,’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert “‘ six;’’ in line 210, after the word ‘‘ foun- 
dery,” to insert ‘‘or what other method, if any, should be adopted;”’ 
and in line 211 to strike out ‘‘ordnance”’ and insert ‘‘ heavy ordnance;’’ 
80 as to make the clause read: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and requested to 
select from the Army and Navy six officers, who shall constitute a board for the | 


purpose of examining and reporting to Congress which of the navy-yards or 
arsenals owned by the Government the best location and is best adapted for 
the establishment ofa Government foundery, or what other method, if any, should 
be ad for the manufacture of heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare, 
for the use of the Army and Navy of the United States, the cost of all buildings, 
se and implements necessary to be used in the manufacture thereof, includ- 
ng the cost of a steam-hammer of suflicient size for the manufacture of the 
viest guns; and that the President is further requested to report to Congress 
the finding of said board at as early a date as possible: Provided, That no extra 
compensation shall be paid the officers serving on the board hereby created. 





Mr. JONES, of Florida. I suggest that there is nothing of an ap- | 





| mission. There is no appropriation of any money in t] 


| probation of Congress that it had better be done, but it does not add 


| the life-saving dress adopted and approved by the Life-Saving Servi 


| portation of materials and stores, books, models, maps, and drawings 


3093 


I do not rise to make any objec- 


propriation clearly in that provision. 


| tion to it, but it seems to fall within the rule adopted with respect to 


the other legislative portions, that it authorizes the creation of a com- 
this provision for 
any purpose. 

Mr. HALE. That point was considered by the committee, and we 
found on investigation that it does add nothing whatever to the power 
of the President. He has the same power now. It does not change 
any law ; it is simply advisory; he is authorized and requested, he 
is not directed, to simply create this board. I do not have as much 
confidence in boards as advising or controlling the operations of any of 


the Departments as I used to have. I do not consider it a very serious 


| thing one way or the other, but it is in the direction of the Depart 
| ment taking up and considering this thing, and is the seal of th. 


ap 
any to the law, I will state to the Senator from Florida. 
would not be here. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* torpedoes,’’ in 
line 237, after the word ‘‘that,’’ to strike out ‘‘said money shall only”’ 
and insert ‘‘ at least one-half of said sum shall;’’ so as to make the pro- 
viso read: 


If it did it 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Provided, That at least one-half of said sum shall be expended for the purchase 
or manufacture of torpedoes the inventions of citizens of the United States 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 243, before the word ‘‘ by,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘recommended”’ and insert ‘‘ approved;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ Navy,’’ to strike out: 

Based upon a report to be made to him by a board of naval officers to be created 
by him to examine and test said torpedoes and inventions: And provided further, 
That a sum not exceeding $50,000, out of said appropriation, shall be paid to Asa 
Weeks, when he shall execute and deliver to the United States a release in writ- 
ing of all claim for the present or future use by the United States of all his in- 
ventions in torpedoes and inthe machinery for operating, controlling, and ex- 
ploding torpedoes, or relating in any way to the subject of torpedo warfare, 
whether patented or otherwise: Provided, however, That said payment shall only 
be made on the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, based upon a re- 
port of the board of officers above provided for. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

And provided further, That no part of said money shall be expended for the 
purchase or manufacture of any torpedo until the same shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Bureau of Equipment 
and Recruiting,’’ in line 269, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
out ‘‘and twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read 


For equipment of vessels: For coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, including 
expenses of transportation, storage, and handling; hemp, wire, hides, and other 
materials for the manufacture of rope and cordage; iron for manufacture of 
cables, anchors, galleys, and chains; canvas for the manufacture of sails, awn- 
ings, bags, and hammocks; heating apparatus for receiving-ships; and for the 
purchase of all other articles of equipment at home and abroad, and for the 
payment of labor in equipping vessels and manufacture of equipment artic 
in the several navy-yards, $800,000, 


to strike 


les 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘* dollars,’ in line 269, to 
strike out: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is authorized and empowered, within his dis 
cretion, to constitute and introduce as a portion of the equipment of the Navy 


eof the 
United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,”’ in line 296, after the word *‘ machine ry ,’? to strike out ‘and 
patent rights to use the same;’’ so as to read: 

For general maintenance of yards and docks, namely: For freight and trans 
purchase 


and repair of fire-engines; machinery ; repairs on steam fire-engines, and attend- 


ance on the same, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 312, to reduce the appropriation 
** for contingent expenses that may arise at navy-yards and stations 
from $25,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 314, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for the civil establishments at navy-yards and stations”? from 319,000 
to $24,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery,’ in line 336, to reduce the appropriation for contingent 
expenses of the bureau from $25,000 to 22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 338, after the word ‘“‘naval,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘labratory’’ and insert *‘ laboratory 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 343, after the word ‘‘naval,’’ 
strike out ‘‘labratory’’ and insert ‘‘ laboratory.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair, ’’ in line 372, after the word ‘‘ exceed,’ to strike out 
**30”? and insert ‘'25;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any 
wooden ship when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 25 per cent. of 
the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This clause was in the appropriation bill 
of last session, I think, for the first time and gave rise to a very ex- 
tended debate. I have no disposition to continue it, but it seems to 
me to be a very extraordinary provision; it is certainly a very unusual 
one. Hitherto the Secretary of the Navy was invested with discretion 
over matters of this kind, and it was left for him to say whether, in his 
judgment, a ship should be repaired or not. Here is a provision which 
might be construed so as to destroy every available wooden ship in the 
Navy. 

While I agree that the time has arrived when some increase in the 
naval service or in the ships we employ there should be made, I am not 
for putting out of existence valuable wooden ships that are in it, be- 
cause I,think they can be made serviceable in time of peace for naval 
purposes. Although not fit to combat the great ironclads of Europe, 
there is a great deal of service of a naval character that a wooden ship 
can perform outside of warfare. Under this clause, if it was held by 
the board that it would require after a cruise of one of our best wooden 
ships 25 per cent. to repair her, &c., she might be sold. That is the 
effect of it. 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines 


and machinery of wooden ships where the estimated costs of such repair shall 
exceed — 


The House have it ‘30°’ but the Senate committee have changed 
it to **25"— 

25 per cent. of the estimated cost of new engines and machinery of the same 
character and power. 

I said in the debate last year that this was a little harder than the 
underwriters’ rule, for thus it is, I believe, one-third new for old, and 
in the case of a loss the owner of the ship can claim for a total loss 
where the damage exceeds one-third the value of the vessel. Here 25 
per cent. is the limit fixed for abandonment under this bill on the 
part of our own Government. I think that a vessel is worth repairing 
when she is not injured or deteriorated below 30 per cent. at least, but 
this is 25. 

We went over this ground last year, and the provision was stricken 
out, if lL remember aright. It would do away with all wooden ships 
and the machinery of them when in the judgment of a board or of those 
by whom it was created it was held that the amount of repairs neces- 
sary would exceed 25 per cent. The word ‘‘estimated’’ is used here, 
‘‘estimated cost.’’ It does not tell us who shall make the estimate. 
I presume the estimate would be made under the direction of the Navy 
Department, and it might be a very arbitrary affair. There are no 
safeguards here to secure a fair appraisement or a fair estimate under 
this provision of the bill, and it seems to me that it is a rather danger- 
ous provision, giving a most extraordinary power to the officers who 
may be called upon to execute it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me that this is a very dangerous 
provision. We have to-day in the American Navy quite a number of 
wooden ships; in short nearly all the ships we have are of wood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? I re- 
mind the Chair, as the President of the Senate was not in the chair 
last night, that the unfinished business of yesterday is the Utah bill 
and that the two hours for morning business and the Calendar have ex- 
pired, and that, therefore, isthe business properly before the Senate. Of 
course I do not wish to displace the appropriation bill, but I ask that 
the unfinished business be laid aside informally in order to go on with 
the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate. 

The ACTING SEcRETARY. The bill (S. 2238) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘ An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved March 22, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid temporarily 
aside if there be no objection, and the naval appropriation bill will be 
continued, 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. We have, as I have said, a great many wooden 
ships; in fact, nearly all the ships we have are wooden ships, many of 
them live-oak ships that, with a little repair, will be able to keep afloat 
and be efficient war vessels for many years to come. 

The whole idea of this naval administration, and it seems to be sup- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations of both the House and Sen- 
ate, that the true way is to destroy the existing naval establishment in 
order that a new one may be commenced, involving large expenditures 
of money and giving unlimited power and unlimited privileges to the 
Secretary of the Navy. Who, but the Secretary of the Navy or some 
bureau of the Navy Department under this bill, will have the power to 
make the estimate? Surely nobody. I shall be able to show before 
we get through the discussion of this snakish bill that the estimates 
of the Navy Department upon several other matters are of so extrava- 
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gant a character that it will be very easy to arrive at a just conception 
of why this provision is included in the bill. 

In the first place, the purpose is to put down to the very lowest pos- 
sible estimate the value of wooden ships, the value of our existing es- 
tablishment, and raise to the very highest possible estimate the value 
of structures already commenced, or of new ones to be commenced. | 
think I shall be able to show that there has been an estimate made by 
the Navy Department, or by its boards acting under existing law, which 
adds very largely to any previous estimate to any previous contracts, 
covered all over with scandal, as they have been, for the construction 
or continuing the construction of so-called iron monitors; and yet in the 
same bill there is a proviso giving to the same Navy Department the 
power to obliterate, to strike out of existence the present naval estal- 
lishment, inorder more rapidly to secure appropriations for new vessels. 
based upon the estimate of cost made by that Department. 

Therefore I think an amendment should be offered to this clause of 
the bill, which would at least save our present naval establishment for 
a few months longer; and to secure that object I will move as an amend- 
ment tostrike out ‘‘25 percent.,’’ in line372, and insert ‘‘ 40 per cent.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Jersey moves 
to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out ‘'25"' and 
inserting ‘‘40.”’ 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, undoubtedly this whole subject of ex- 
pending money upon an old ship belonging to the United States rests in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. Itought to. But the Sec- 
retary of the Navy isconfronted with the difficulty that not infrequently 
besets the heads of all the Departments. He is pressed and pushed 
from every navy-yard in the country and in the case of every old ship 
that comes, no matter what may be her condition, to haul her up and 
repair her, and to become involved in repairs which in the end substan- 
tially amountto rebuilding the ship. The Secretary of the Navy desires 
protection from that. He himself asks that this limitation be fixed at 
20 per cent. instead of 30, as in the billof last year, saying that that 
would give him an undoubted and effectual answer to every claim made 
upon him to order an old ship repaired at some particular navy-yard. 

The committee did not give him all that he wanted in the way of this 
limitation, but put it at 25 per cent. instead of 20 as he asked, or 30) as 
it was left last year. It does not in any way interfere with the work 
upon a ship that is damaged abroad that needs at once repairs to any 
extent, or needs to be brought home; but it is a question constantly 
recurring in the Navy Department of the siege that the Secretary has to 
stand to repair some old vessel. 

Mr. INGALLS. From whom does the importunity come ? 

Mr. HALE. From the different waters where the work is sought to 
be done—the navy-yards. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who makes the estimate of the value of the ship 
when the repairs are to be made? The language used in the bill is, 
‘*when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 25 per cent. ot 
the estimated cost of the new ship.’’ By whom is the cost of the re- 
pairs estimated ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly bya board of officers that are designated at 
the particular place where the ship comes in. 

Mr. INGALLS. By whom? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know, asa matter of routine, whether it is done 
by the Secretary himself or by the head of the yard; but undoubted|y 
if any appeal or question is taken it goes to the Secretary at last. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator states that the Secretary desired to be 
protected against the importunities with which he is pressed contin- 
ually for the purpose of making repairs upon wooden ships. I had sup- 
posed that this subject was wholly under the control of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and I was therefore curious to know from whom these im- 
portunities could proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I have just stated that it occurs in every Department. 
No head of a Department is either infallible or is situated in such a se- 
rene region that he is not implored todo things against his judgment: 
and he frequently needs, as the Senator must know from what he has 
seen in the operation of Departments here, the sustaining hand of Con- 
gress in the direction of shutting down these things. Undoubtedly 
the Secretary can do it without, but if he believes that it is better not 
to go on and expend so much money in repairing these old ships, he is 
better able to embody that policy in his action, to enforce it upon his 
Department if he can turn to the appropriation bill that has got a limi- 
tation and say to these gentlemen, ‘I do not think I ought to go be- 
yond this, and I can not go beyond it.’’ . 

Mr. INGALLS. The provision of law then will be in the nature 0! 
an iron plate to a wooden ship, to render it less liable to dangerous 
assault. 

Mr. HALE. It will render the Treasury less liable to dangerous as- 
sault, an iron plate to the appropriation. That is why the committee 
put it in at 25 percent. The Secretary said he would rather have it at 
20 per cent. 

Mr. McHERSON. It seems to me very reasonable in consideration 
of what I have already said that the Secretary should desire 20 per cent.. 
and I see no reason why he would not prefer it at 15 per cent. Now | 
appeal to the Senator from Maine if that is not giving an extravagant 
power, an extraordinary exercise of discretion into the hands of the 
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Seeretary of the Navy. For instance, as he avers, a board 0° officers 
may be called to investigate the condition of a vessel. That board of 
officers may consist of officers at the navy-yard where the vessel hap- 
pens to be. They may not be sufficiently well informed or experienced 
to give a correct judgment upon the absolute value of the ship itself or 
to estimate accurately the cost of the improvements to be made upon it. 

In other words, unless they can rebuild the entire ship and make it 
a new ship, which would make the cost of the improvements largely in 
excess of what this bill allows, then the ship is to be condemned. 

In short, it means this, and it means nothing less than this: that the 
entire present naval establishment of the country is to be wiped out 
absolutely. For what purpose? To give place to new structures to 
be experimented with by the Secretary of the Navy—a new kind of 
ship to be built upon plans which to-day have not even been considered 
or digested. Notwonaval boards that have been appointed to determine 
and report what should be done toward building a new navy have agreed 
as to what kind or character of vessels should be built. One board, and 
the last board appointed, recommend that the monitors be finished— 
at what cost? At acost of hundreds of thousands of dollars in excess 
of the contracts made to complete them in 1877. Three former boards 
report that if some of these monitors are completed the gunwales will 
be four inches under water; and yet the honorable Secretary of the Navy, 
supported by the Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate, 
comes to Congress and asks appropriations of money to the extent of 
millions of dollars to commence the creation of a naval system which 
to-day no man in this country knows how it is to begin or where it is 
to end. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the Senate should be careful, very care- 
ful how they take a step in advance upon this question until some well- 
digested, some feasible, some sensible plan is decided upon before this 
vast expenditure of money is made. And now, to commence, the first 
thing we reach in the appropriation bill is a proviso which has for its 
object first to wipe out our existing navy and make it necessary with- 
out delay to create a new one. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator 
from New Jersey is not in favor of a wooden navy; I suppose that he, 
with all the other Senators here and with the country, desires that the 
United States shall at some time or other have a navy of iron or steel 
ships such as have been approved-by the other great powers of this 
world. The question as to what particular kind of iron ships is to be 
adopted in the American Navy is not at this moment before us. The 
question here now is whether wooden ships are to be repaired when 
the cost of repairs shall exceed 25-per cent. of the estimated cost of a 
new ship of the same size and like materials. Undoubtedly the ten- 
dency of this legislation would be to discard gradually the wooden ships 
now in use in the United States Navy. That is unquestionably the in- 
tention, that we are not to build many more wooden vessels, and we 
are not to repair old ones at an expense exceeding 25 per cent. of the 
cost of a new vessel. Practically, I suppose that when a vessel comes 
into port and needs repairs the first thing to be done is to estimate what 
the cost of the repairs will be under this bill, and the next question to 
be determined is what would the construction of a new vessel of the same 
class cost. This first question would be determined upon estimates 
made by the officers at the navy-yard in charge of the construction and 
repair of vessels at the navy-yard where this vessel would appear for 
repairs, and those estimates would be sent to the Department, would 
go to the chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs, and there 
be either approved or disapproved. The question as to the cost of a 
new vessel would have to be determined either by a board of officers 
or by the Bureau of Construction and Repair. I suppose either course 
might be taken by the Secretary of the Navy; he could inform himself 
in any mode which seemed best to him. I see no great difficulty in 
the execution of this act, and it seems to me that it is a good provision. 

I am inclined to adopt the 30 per cent. reported from the House, and 
Iam certainly opposed to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey to raise it to 40 per cent., because if you do that you will keep 
on repairing these old vessels continually and you will keep up these 
obsolete old wooden vessels, which are of very little account in modern 
warfare, to the exclusion of the new kind of vessels which the United 
States will undoubtedly build if we pretend or intend to ever become a 
naval power. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would you destroy absolutely the last relic ofa 
navy that you have before something else is found or substituted to take 
its place? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I would not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How long will it take the Government to build 
the iron or the steel navy we propose to build? Would it not be wiser 
to wait until that experiment had been tried and found adequate before 
we undertake to destroy the foundation upon which we rest to-day ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will answer the Senator by saying 
that I do not understand that this provision will destroy the present 
navy atall. I donot suppose that all the wooden vessels of the Navy 
are going to be wrecked or injured at the same time. I suppose the 
‘casualties which render it necessary to repair these vessels will occur 
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at intervals, that the change will be gradually made. What 1 object 
to is the constant expenditure of money upon vessels which are obso- 
lete, which are of no use or of very little use to the United States as 
ships of war, and spending this money to the exclusion of the building 
of new ships of a better pattern and better class and better kind. I 
want this process to go on gradually, and I think it will go on grad- 
ually and properly under this provision. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I concur in a good deal that has been said 
by the Senator from California in respect to the necessity of a better 
class of vessels in the Navy of the United States. I think that our 
position at the present time is one of humiliation as a great maritime 
power, and that we ought to have better ships than we now have in the 
naval service; but Ido not think that this provision is necessary in 
order to secure that end. 

I think a very small proportion of the ships of Great Britain are first- 
class ironclads at the present time, because it is a work of long years to 
build up an iron-clad navy; and after we decide upon a policy with re 
spect to our naval vessels and decide to build a different class of ships 
from those we are now using and get them in existence, then it will be 
time enough to dispose of our old vessels; and if we keep them up, 
when the time arrives for us to sell them they will command a better 
price than if they were permitted to go into mere rotten timber. The 
proposition is to destroy our wooden ships in advance of a determina- 
tion on the part of Congress to build an iron-clad navy, to take a step 
in the direction of destroying the navy we have, as has been stated by 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

I am in favor of building some first-class ships for our navy, and I 
am ready to co-operate with gentlemen on either side of the Chamber 
to accomplish that end, because as a great maritime power we ought to 
be in some respects on a footing of equality with England and France, 
and this, I will say, is the first time in our history when we are at a 
disadvantage with those powers in respect to our navy. Before the war 
our large ships were all wooden vessels; they were equal to anything 
that was then in possession of either England er France, and our rela- 
tive strength on the seas, so far at least as the quality of our ships was 
concerned, compared with any of the powers before the late civil war 

A great change has taken place, as every one knows, in naval archi 
tecture and the system of naval wartare, and we have not kept pace 
with it; but I do not think that this is necessary in order to effectuate 
the change contended for by the Senator from California in this depart 
ment of the public service, that weshould alter the existing law or usage 
of the department touching the repairing of our ships. We should leave 
the Secretary of the Navy to repair ornot repair, as the case may require, 
as has been the custom in the past, and then leave to Congress the power 
to provide for the erection of new vessels conforming to the newsystem 
of naval warfare if, in their judgment, they think it proper te do so 
But little or nothing has been done in that way, and ! think that be 
fore the old navy is displaced some provision ought to be made to bring 
the new one into existence, not to leave us entirely defenseless on the 
ocean by giving a discretion to our oflicers that may possibly result in 
depriving us of what ships we have without anything being done to 
replace them by the class of vessels spoken of by my friend from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, for the last dozen years the complaint 
has been that the Navy Department spent its money in keeping afloat 
old wooden ships which were growing worse and worse every year and 
that the American Navy was becoming more and more contemptible, 
that we were building no new ships to replace the old ones I do not 
know how many times I have heard the figures read showing that in 
ten or twelve years nearly $400,000,000 had been spent in the naval 
establishment, and that there was nothing to show for it. 

The operation of these charges, the discussion of this subject, has been 
that they have sunk into the public mind, and the people and the Con- 
gress I think have become convinced that something needs to be done 
in the way of rebuilding our Navy with a new class of ships adapted 
to the needs and exigencies of the nation and utilizing the inventions of 
modern naval warfare and speed in cruising. The first step in that di 
rection is, while we keep up the old wooden navy in a reasonable way 
and keep our ships afloat, that we shall not sink large sums of money 
in the maintaining of old ships or rebuilding them when they have 
passed beyond what may be fairly termed the condition of repair 

The amendment that is proposed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions allows the Secretary to expend 25 per cent. not of the present 
value of any old ship coming in, but of any ship that might be built of 
that class... Do Senators consider how large latitude that gives to the 
Secretary of the Navy, and that under it no single ship of our second 
or third rates that now float upon the water will ever be laid up if she 
ean be repaired? But when it is claimed and urged that a ship which 
the Secretary believes to be unfit to be repaired should be, and it is 
found that more than 25 per cent. of the cost of a new ship would 
have to be expended upon her, then the Secretary believes, and we sus- 
tain him in that belief, that the money ought not to be so expended. 

I do not want to anticipate the debate that may arise when we come 
1o that part of the bill touching the increase of the Navy. But if the 
Senator from New Jersey is to object, and other Senators are prepared to 
stand by him, first to proposing limitation in the expenditure upon the 
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old wooden ships, and secondly is to find difficultiesin the way of erect- 
ing new ones, in the way of charging extra haste and speed and that the 
projects and plans are immature, then we shall continue after the fash- 
ion that we have for years past, the American Navy gradually growing 
less and less in numbers, for ships die as well as men; less and less of 
value, for they grow old and useless as well as men, and we shall have 
nothing taking their place. 

The condition of the wooden navy of the United States is well epito- 
mized in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, where after giving a 
list of our wooden ships on the waters of the globe, he makes the com- 
ments which I ask the Secretary to read. That tells the whole story 
much better than I ean tell it. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

These vessels are creditable in their appearance, commodious in their quar- 
ters for oflicers and seamen, well adapted for ordinary naval exercises, and use- 
ful for displaying the national flag upon the seas and in the harbors of the com- 
mercial world. But they are of low speed; their engines are not modern, only 
fourteen being compound; and their steaming, maneuvering, and destructive 
powers are inferior to those of the present war ships of other navies. It is not 
the policy of the United States Government to maintain a large navy, but its 
reputation, honor, and prosperity require that such naval vessels as it possesses 
should be the best which human ingenuity can devise and modern artificers can 
construct. Our present vessels are not such, and can not be made such. They 
should be gradually replaced by new iron or steel cruisers, and allowed to go 
out of commission, The naval appropriation act of August 5, 1882, provides that 
no repairs shall be made ‘‘ of any wooden ship where the estimated cost of such 
repairs shall exceed 30 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same 
size and like material." This wise provision should be adhered to in future 
appropriations, and the limitation of repairs fixed at 20 per cent. less. The 
present wooden ships should receive only such moderate repairs as will enable 
them to serve the purposes of the Government until a new modern navy shall 
without undue haste and with due economy be constructed which will fitly 
represent the power and protect the interests and honor of the nation. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to take any more time of the Senate. 
The Secretary has spoken for himself there. He adheres to the legisla- 
tion of last year, but asks that the limitation be put at 20 per cent. 
instead of 30. The committee has put it at 25. That tells the whole 
story. Whatever the Senate sees fit to vote upon this matter, it is not 
a critical or a vital thing, and I hope that we may at any rate settle it 
and go on to the more important details of the bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido notknow who gave the Senator from Maine 
any right to say, certainly not anything that I have said, that it was my 
intention to lead or of any Senators to follow my lead in trying to pre- 
vent appropriations of money for the construction of new ships. lam 
certainly as much in favorof beginning under some well-digested plan 
the construction of a new navy as the Senator himself. I shall vote for 
an appropriation of money to begin the construction of new ships of 
war, ships that shall be built upon some well-approved plan, a plan 
which the experience of other nations has taught us to be the best; but 
as a Senator and owing a duty to the country I can not consent thatthe 
present navy shall be destroyed, what there isof it, until anew one is 
created to takeits place. 

Now, under this provision of law, ill-advised, ill-guarded as it is, my 
convictions are that the Secretary of the Navy may appoint a board or 
not appoint a board, as he sees fit, to estimate the cost or the value of 
a ship which seems to need repair. ‘‘A ship,’’ in the meaning and in- 
tent of this bill, means the hull—the thing that floats; it means the hull 
of the vessel, the ship proper. We will suppose, for instance, that a 
board of survey appointed by theSecretary to estimate values under this 
bill should decide that a certain ship was worth $200,000, and the ma- 
chinery of that ship had cost more thana million dollars; under the proper 
construction of this law 20 per cent. of the value of the hull would be 
the rule to govern the board, which would be $50,000. Under this bill 
it would not then be possible to expend more than $50,000, or 25 per 
cent. of her value, on such repairs; and of necessity the hull, worth 
$200,000, and machinery, worth $1,000,000, must under operation of 
law go to the bone-yard. This may be good law, but it is very bad 
business, The hull, worth $200,000 by their own estimate, is thrown 
away; the machinery, costing more than a million dollars, is thrown out 
into the navy-yards to be sold to some favored contractor for old iron 
or old steel or old metal, and the Government has lost more than a 
million dollars. What has cost the Government more than $2,000,000 
perhaps to create has under the operation of this law been relegated to 
private life and the materials transferred to some contractor. 

Mr. HALE. How does the Senator estimate his 25 per cent.? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Twenty-five per cent. of $200,000, the value 
fixed on the hull of the ship, would be $50,000. It admits of no other 
construction, 

Mr. HALE. The amendment has no such language. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator if there is any other reason- 
able construction ? 

Mr. HALE. Let me read and let the Senator himself judge: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs ofany wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 25 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What doesthatapply to? Doesitapply tothe 
wooden ship or to the boilers or the engines or the material in the in- 
side of the ship used for propelling the vessel? The Senator’sown good 
sense can not fail to direct him to the conclusions I have reached. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has not gone farenough. In the next pro- 





vision in the ‘‘ Bureau of Steam-Engineering”’ the engine, the motive 
power of the ship, is put under just such a provision as applied to that: 
but ifa ship is brought into a navy-yard that needs in the hull or in 
the masts or in any portion repairs that will cost $100,000, and a new 
ship would cost a million dollars, the Secretary has the limitation of 
$250,000. The unit is the cost of the new ship; it is not the cost of the 
particular part that the repairs are sought to be put upon. The unit 
is the ship itself; and it is a rare thing that you would find that ther. 
would be need for repairs ofany particular part ofa ship to save her that 
would aggregate more than 25 per cent. of what a new ship would cost. 
The language was constructed last year carefully so that it should not 
apply to the particular part sought to be repaired but to the entire ship. 
I remember very well the pains that were taken at that time in form- 
ing this language which has been followed in the bill this year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would a great deal rather leave the matte 
entirely to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, coupled with th: 
responsiblity that will rest then upon him. Under this provision of 
law the Secretary of the Navy would have full power to do things that 
should not under any kind of circumstances be done, and evade all re- 
sponsibilty for his acts because Congress expressly made the order and 
gave him no discretion. 

The experience of the past is still present with us. After the war 
the then Secretary of the Navy saw fit in his own discretion, without 
warrant of law, to sell large amounts of material which aggregated to a 
large amount in the different navy-yards of the country. In three 
navy-yards thirty or forty boilers were sold, new boilers suitable for 
all of the purposes of the Navy, suitable to be placed in some of the 
vessels of the Navy, then sadly in want of them; they were new boil- 
ers, and were sold, according to the testimony of J. W. King, chief 
engineer United States Navy, for a sum vastly lower than was then 
being contracted to be paid for new boilers of the same size and shape. 
Let me read some of his testimoney. 

The total number of new boilers sold from the three navy-yards visited— 

New York, Portsmouth, and Philadelphia— 
was thirty. 

Total weight of the thirty boilers, 928}$?§ tons. 
Taking the contract price of 30 cents per pound, ordered to be paid for the new 


nownne purchased by the bureau, as the-estimate of the value of those sold, the 
result is: 

Thirty boilers, weight $3§ tons, at 30 cents per pound, $623,926.80. 

From this amount amin deducted the price received for the boilers sold 
namely, $28,245.54. Loss to the Government on boilers sold, $595,681.26. 

And to this sum must be added the cost to the Government of the delivery of 
much of the materials on the wharf. Th 


ese figures are considerable, but not 
accessible. 

This has been done without warrant of law by one Secretary, and 
you now propose to confer upon another Secretary the power to dispos: 
of the whole ship in like manner. 

I might review this testimony and show what had become of machin- 
ery which had cost this Government millions of dollars which was 
broken up and sold for old scrap-iron and traded away to favored con- 
tractors. 

Now the same rule is to be applied, the same order of things to be re- 
established, the same system is to be employed, that we may make it 
necessary to proceed still faster with the construction of cruisers or som: 
new naval establishment. It is now proposed to wipe out absolutely 
everything that we have in the shape of a naval vessel, the more rapidly 
the better because appropriations will be more needed and needed faster, 
and the pressure for them will be all the stronger. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator, but I do not 
think it is pertinent here after bringing up a report of the old sales ot 
ships and materials and Government losses incident thereto, then to say 
that we are asked now to restore that old practice. Does not the Sen- 
ator know that both in last year’s bill and in this year’s bill the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is so hedged around that he can not sell a single ship 
with its machinery, engines, and boilers, or any component part of it 
except surrounded by every safeguard that Congress has placed, that 
every dollar must be accounted for and it must all be done under open 
bids and on open sale, and when everything has been done to prevent 
anything occurring such as the Senator charges has been done in th« 

t? We have looked out for all that in this bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator turn my attention to any stat- 
ute that has been placed on the statute-book restricting the Secretary of 
the Navy since the passage of the laws which were deemed necessary in 
1877? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; last year we took that whole matter up in the 
naval appropriation bill, and provided, first, that the Secretary should 
never sell anything until he had certified to Congress that it was needed 
to be sold; that no disposition should be made of a single dollar’s worth, 
that he should report to Congress the vessels he thought should be sold 
and the reasons therefor, and that then Congress should take the mat- 
ter up and provide how and where and when they should besold. Act- 
ing upon that statute passed last year, in this very bil] are full provis- 
ions for carrying out the legislation of last year. When we come to 
those provisions, if the Senator in his province as scrutinizing the bill be- 
lieves that he can improve upon them, that he can make them more 
safe and insure that there shall be no favoritism, that there shall be 
open sales, that the Government shall receive money value for what it 
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sells, I bid him welcome in that scrutiny. I will take any suggestion 


he can make as a Senator and as a skilled business man that will invest 
this whole question with absolute security. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot understand how any law can be passed 
more restrictive than the laws upon the statute-book, under which we 
have had a very peculiar experience in the past. I speak of the laws 
in existence in 1877—— : 

Mr. HALE. If theSenator will read the statute he will not say that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The laws of 1877 regulate and prescribe the 
manner in which public money appropriated by Congress shall be dis- 
bursed by providing, first, that competition and public bids shall be had 
by advertising; second, by providing that all supplies shall be had and 
obtained by contract, that all proposals shall be accompanied by a 


| right in the statement I make. 


guarantee; third, by providing that all contracts shall be in writing | 


and security given; fourth, by providing that no contract longer than | the reports, if the Senator will read them, show, that tor years work 


one year shall be made; fifth, by providing that no contract shall be 
made unless authorized by law and under an appropriation adequate 
to its fulfillment. What is the use of any further statute? In 1877 


contracts were made for the construction of new vessels, when there | 


was no appropriation of money by Congress for the purpose. 


money been expended on them? Has a stroke of work ever fallenona 
single ship ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No. 

Mr. HALE. Hasany appropriation been called for from the Treasury ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senator this question: Not- 
withstanding that law was on the statute-book, was there anything in 


the law that held the Secretary of the Navy to the letter and spirit of 


the law? Were not contracts made? But Secretary Thompson was 
wiser than the Secretary that made them; he suspended them. 

Mr. HALE. They were not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Have we not to-day in the reports of the Senate 
four or five different naval vessels known as the monitors for which you 
ask to-day an appropriation of a million dollars, the contract for the 
building of which was made in direct violation of law ? 

Mr. HALE. That contract has never been acted upon; it never re- 
ceived the approval even of the subsequent Secretary or upon his going 
out of the present Secretary; and the present Secretary in his report de- 
clares expressly that the contracts were made without law, that the 
provision that nothing should be done without appropriations has been 
and should have been religiousiy carried out, and no man to-day is 
found anywhere in or out of Congress claiming that those contracts 
have a particle or shred of legal force. The Senator himself is erect- 
ing here a bugbear that need not trouble his imagination. He will 
never see the day when those contracts entered into at that time will 
ever be invoked either by the Administration or by the contractors 
themselves. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator displays a great deal of ingenuity 
in trying to avoid the direct point I make. The point is this; let me 
state it plainly: I say contracts were made, and I say they were made 
in direct violation of law. I say, and I wish the Senator to understand 
it distinctly, that upon and under those contracts you have to-day five 
naval vesseis that you are appropriating money to complete. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that under those contracts 


we shall build a new navy or not. I give the Senator fair notice that 
I will not be drawn into any controversy about that 

Mr. McPHERSON. That does not seem to be the que stion at pres 
ent before the Senate. The question seems to be whether we will de- 
stroy the old navy. The Senator says we have not vet reached that 
point of the debate. The question now is: Shall we destroy the old 
navy? And upon that question the Senator seems to have very ck 
convictions that it had better be done. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate, but I want tomake 
it clear both to the Senator from Maine and the Senate that I am«quit 
The Senator speaks of these monitors as 
having been commenced under the old arrangement. Will the Senato 
tell me what arrangement ? 

Mr. HALE. I said the old arrangement. What I meant was, and 
was going on from regular appropriations on the different ironclads 
One of them was in California; four of them were here. They arrived 
at a point where it was necessary for new ; 


and distinct work to be pet 
formed upon them. Then the contracts that so much has been said 


| about, and which are troubling nobody now except the Senator from 
Mr. HALE. Has anything been done on them? Has a dollar of | 


| New Jersey, were made, upon which nothing has been dom 


It is an 


| old and thread-bare worn and stale subject that was debated last year, 
| and over and over and over again has been brought up time and again 


we not only have not those vessels, but they are precisely in the condi- | 


tion that they were in at the time when the contracts were made, as 
we had them at that time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not reached that part of the case. If 
the Senator will bear with me I will come to that. 


Mr. HALE. Then the Senator should not say that under those con- | _ 


tracts we have the vessels if we had them before. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I say that under those contracts they now exist, 
and that without those contracts they would not have existed. 

Mr. HALE. What would not have existed ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. These five monitors. 


| naval establishment. My friend from Maine thinks the old vesselsare 


Mr. HALE. They are in the condition they were when the contracts | 


were made, and they have stood suspended in the air; not a hammer 
me Se struck on them ora cent spent since those contracts were 
made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That is the most dangerous admission I ever 
heard a Senator make who at all times is most willing and anxious to 
defend his political party. If the contracts were not made until 1877, 
and the vessels were completed, as he avers, to their present state of 
completion before any contract was made, it is a most dangerous ad- 
mission for the Senator to make. It means the vessels were constructed 
without a contract, and the law expressly requires they shall not be. 

Mr. HALE. They were made by the Government under the old ar- 
rangement, by expenditures of money from appropriations made by Con- 
gress, and when they arrived at a certain condition then the contracts 
about which so much has been said were made at the close of one ad- 
ministration and as another was coming in, and there they were arrested. 
But I decline further to be drawn into a controversy about those moni- 
tors. That question is not up at this stage of the bill; it will come up 
by and by, and I am not going at any stage of this matter to be driven 


to rake over these old straws and dregs of the past with a muck-rake | 


when there is something substantial before us in the question whether 


in the other House; and the Senator himself, with all his ingenuity, can 
throw no new light uponit. It isnot involved here and now, however. 
The simple question here is whether upon this amendment any limita- 
tion shall be placed upon the amount of money that shall be put into 
the old wooden ships that we have got. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me again I will 
read from one of the records of the Navy Department, and I would 
like to have his explanation of that record. This isdated April 7, 1875. 
This is a letter from Isaiah Hanscom, Chief of the Bureau of Construe- 
tion and Repair, directed to John Roach, esq., Chester, Pennsylvania. 
Do not forget the date, April 7, 1875, two years before the date of the 
contracts of which the Senator speaks. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 

April 7, 1875 

Sir: Referring to your proposition of December 3, 1874, accepted by bureau's 
letter of December 12, 1874, to perform all the labor necessary to put in frame an 
iron-clad monitor in accordance with the drawings and specifications, and in 
the same manner as is being done with the Terror class of vessels, for the sum 
of $155,000— 

He goes on then to describe the work and he states to Mr. Roach: 
**This proposition is accepted.’? There was the contract under which 
Mr. Roach commenced the construction of the Puritan, and still the 
Senator says there was no contract, and now by authority of law hx 
wishes to confer upon the present Secretary of the Navy the authority 
to do that which no Secretary would ever have done having the interest 
of the Government in view, either with or without warrant of law. I 
could follow this up and show how contracts were made for the Terror, 
the Amphitrite, the Monadnock, and the Miantonomoh; but as that 
question is to be discussed later and as we want to reach a vote on this 
question whether preparatory to commencing the expenditure of asum 
of money which is estimated to cost for a certain number of new vessels 
$30,000,000 without drawings, without specifications, without any 
known rule or plan upon which to build them, it remains for us first to 
settle the question whether or no we shall do away with the existing 
in the way of liberal appropriations for new ones 
go. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to be informed by the Senator in 
charge of the bill or by the Senator trom New Jersey whether the sum 
of 30 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship could be wisely ex- 
pended in the ordinary course of the business of keeping up our navy ? 

Mr. HALE. JI have just said that I do not think itean. I think the 
case will rarely, perhaps never, arise where in repairing the Secretary 
will be called upon to put as much in the way of repairs as 30 or 25 01 
20 per cent. of the cost of anew ship of the same size and class. So there 
is no destruction of the navy involved in this. There i 
margin left. 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems tome on that statement, which I have no 
doubt is a correct one and an intelligent one, that 25 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same or like materials is enough tor 
us to appropriate under any conditions for the maintenance of thé 
navy, particularly when in the next clause, to which the Senator from 
Maine has called attention, under the head of ‘* Bureau of Steam-In- 
gineering,’ we in like manner provide 25 per cent. of the estimated 
cost of new engines and machinery of the same character and power 
for the purpose of keeping up the engines and machinery. That would 
be equivalent to 50 per cent. of the entire cost of a new steamship in 
the event of its becoming necessary toapply that amount of money. I 
concur in the view that we must start to build a new navy. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How would it make 50 per cent. ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Twenty-five per cent. on the ship and 25 per cent. 
on he machinery. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the hull were condemned the machinery 
would have to be taken out and condemned and sold for old iron. 


therefore they must 


3a very large 
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Mr. MORGAN. In whatever way it might be sold, section 3 of the 
bill seems to contain ample provisions and guards against any waste or 
fraud in the disposal of the engines, hull, or any other part of the ship. 

Mr. President, we are unquestionably in a very bad situation in ref- 
erence to our navy. Asa member of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions my attention has been drawn very frequently in our discussions 
there to the subject of our ability to enforce the demands of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in matters of somewhat minor importance 
about which it is not necessary to go to open war through our naval 
power. We have a number of nations in the world to deal with who 
tlatter themselves that they could put us to a good deal of trouble oc- 
casionally, and we are not in a condition to respond with that sort of 
promptitude which is necessary to protect our people and their property 
and their rights in foreign countries. 

A few events that have occurred within the last few years have ad- 
monished me that itis necessary that we should make a new departure 
on the subject of the Navy. The first one was the imbroglio between 
Peru and Chili, in which we certainly came off second best. I need 
not refer to the particulars of that transaction; but some American cit- 
izens are even now setting up very loud complaints at the inefficiency 
of our Government in protecting their rights in the conflict that went 
on between Peru, Bolivia, and Chili. Another event was the demon- 
stration of the power of the British navy made at Alexandria in Egypt 
during the bombardment of the forts there. 

There was a very remarkabie exhibition of the contrast between the 
powers of the American people and the British people in respect of their 
ability to enforce their demands against foreign governments. We had 
a very good ship in that harbor at that time, a ship that classes about 
first rate, I believe, among the rest that we have got, and which was 
dancing attendance around there like a French dancing-master in the 
bay looking on at that fight; and perchance if she had got within reach 
of a shot of one of those guns she would have gone to the bottom in- 
stantly. That is about as much force as any ship in our Navy could 
have mustered in that bay at that time. The contrast was so striking 
and so obvious and so detrimental to our power and prestige as a nation 
that for one I looked upon it with dismay. 

Within the last three or four months we have had various marine 
disasters to our Navy, and it seems that our ships are ill-qualified even 
te bear the shock of an ordinary collision. There must be a number of 
them that are unseaworthy, a number upon which the commanders are 
afraid to ship and they are afraid to go to sea with their crews, and yet 
we have them in commission and they are carrying our flag about through 
the world merely for the purpose of showing that we have gota flag that 
is not sustained by a proper navy. Within the last few days we have 
information of the sinking of one of our war-ships, the Ashuelot, and I 
have a paper before me now which contains an account of it. 

The United States steamer Ashuelot has been lost in the China seas. All her 
officers were saved. Eleven of the crew were drowned, 

It appears that this ship and another, the Monocacy, have been sta- 
tioned in foreign ports for a long time as a sort of guard-ship for the 
consulates and the Jegations there, but no admiral, it appears, until 
very recently has had the hardihood to send those ships out on a cruise 
to bear the American flag to the different ports of the world; but the 
admiral in charge of the fleet in that part of the world found it neces- 
sary to have a cruise made for the purpose of exhibiting our flag in 
places where for many years it had not been exhibited. He was un- 
willing really to trust the Ashuelot to sea; he did not regard heras sea- 
worthy, and it appears that a majority of the officers of the Navy had 
the same opinion about that ship, but yet under a sort of compulsion 
which he could searcely resist he has been compelled to send that ship 
to sea, and down she has gone, foundered at sea. Wedo not know the 
particulars, but I dare say when the truth comes to be revealed in re- 
spect to that vessel it will be found that she has gone to pieces merely 
because she was not able to hold together. She was a vessel built 
<luring the war, intended for harbor defense and river defense; a thin- 
plated iron ship, it appears, that did not have sufficient strength about 
it to resist the ordinary turmoils of the sea. 

Now, Mr. President, we have got to have a navy some time or other, 
and the money that the people of the United States are contributing 
for this purpose ought to be expended in that direction. We ought to 
commence by building ships of equal capacity and speed and power 
with any other ships in the world. Especially they ought to be ships 
that would have great speed. That seems to be the general recom- 
mendation of the most experienced officers of our Navy. If we are to 
ko on rebuilding these old hulks where there is nothing sound left of 
them even down at the keel, and spend 50 per cent. or 75 per cent. or 
100 per cent. of the amount of money that is necessary to build a new 
ship of equal capacity, we shall never take a start in the building of a 
proper navy. 

I know that frauds have occurred, abuses have occurred, but the 
country has seen them; it has taken the precaution to guard against 
them in the future. We have done all that legislation it seems can do, 
or if we have not, we have to-day an opportunity of doing more to 
guard against any unwise or fraudulent expenditure of money or the 
throwing away of any valuable material that may now be in those 
ships; but I recognize the fact that we have got to point where we 
must take a new departure, where we must commence the building of 





steamships, and commence to put our flag above decks that are at least 
able to give it respectability among the other nations of the earth. 

We understand perfectly well, we feel at least that there is no nation 
and, perhaps, no combination of nations, that can come to our shores 
and engage with us in war with a chance of success; but that is not al! 
the duty that the Government of the United States has to perform, 
merely to protect its own people in their own homes and by their own 
firesides. We send our commerce into all the different parts of this 
world, and we are getting so strong now in our industries and in our 
commercial power that it has become a matter of great importance to 
the people that our commerce should seek every avenue of trade that is 
open to the nations of the earth. In order to do that with any degree 
of success, and in order to impress the people with whom we deal in 
all the different parts of the earth with a sense of our power, our 
strength, and our financial ability, as well as our ability to defend and 
protect our people on the seas or elsewhere, we are bound to have a 
navy, and if we have a navy it ought to be one at least that has a show 
of respectability about it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will it interfere with the Senator’s argument 
if I should here ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator wish to vote in this Senate for 
an express declaration of law requiring the Secretary of the Navy to 
destroy good ships? 
ee No, sir; and there is no such express declaration in 

is bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is a proviso in this bill that if the repairs 
of a ship shall exceed 25 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship 
then the repairs shall not be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is it not a great deal better to leave it to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, considering the needs of the 
Government, than to expressly say to him, ‘‘ Mr. Secretary, you shall 
have no power to repair a ship, whatever may be the needs of the Gov- 
ernment, if it costs more than 25 per cent. of the cost of a new ship?” 
And this bill expressly so declares. Suppose, for instance, as I under- 
stand to be the case, and as the appropriation asked for here for repairs 
clearly shows, that there are some five or six wooden vessels to-day need- 
ing repairs, more or less, that are needed by the Government. With- 
out them we should have nothing to float the flag. The Secretary is 
confronted with the declaration in this law which says, ‘‘ You shall not 
repair them if the estimated cost of repair exceeds 25 per cent. of the 
value.’’ Now, is it not a thousand times wiser to leave the discretion 
where the law now leaves it, with the Secretary of the Navy, than to say 
to him in express terms, ‘* No such power shall be exercised by you 
whatever may be the needs or demands of the Government,’’ when the 
Senator knows that in the next three years we shall have no iron or 
steel vessels prepared and ready to take the place of these ships ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when we have to intrust power to 
the Secretary of the Navy, either to destroy a ship or to repair it, we 
have got at the same time to trust his honesty and the honesty of the 
board by whom he is advised. We have provided in this bill and also 
in the existing law for the assembling of boards of men of unimpeacli- 
able integrity to look to every detail of this matter and to make the ap- 
praisement. I would just as soon give discretionary power to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to destroy as to build; the one is just the same as 
the other. If he wishes to make a corrupt application of the appropri- 
ations that we make here in the repairs of a ship, it is quite as easy to 
do that as it would be in reference to making a corrupt application of 
the power we give him to break upaship. We are obliged to trust 
somebody; we must trust our own Government. I grant you we have 
not always come out as we should have done in matters of this kind, 
but that has been one of the misfortunes of government, and it attends 
all administrations and it attends all periods of governmental existence. 
It is something that we must guard against to the best of our ability. 
That is all we can do, and because we may be at some time or other put 
in jeopardy or we may sustain losses by reason of the corruption or want 
of fidelity of a Secretary of the Navy or of a board of his advisers, that 
is no reason why we should not commence to build a fleet. My point 
is that we want a fleet and we have none. 

Now, suppose you had expended money upon the Ashuelot, that has 
just gone to the bottom of the sea, what good would it have donc to 
have spent 25 or 50 percent. either upon that ship? It would have been 
better to have let her go, te have broken her up on the stocks, to have 
built a new ship out and out that was seaworthy, rather than put our 
flag and our officers and crew upon the deck of a vessel and send them 
out to sea merely for the purpdse of being wrecked and destroyed 
Admonitions of this kind do not fall coldly on my ears. I am bound 
to look to the fact that we have got a rotten navy, in very large part 4 
relic that has been left to us of the war period, when ships were buil: 
rapidly and when they were built after models that are not now sul- 
ficiently strong and powerful to meet the demands of our Navy. 

I shall go with this committee for making a start in this direction: 
and I believe that 25 per cent. of the cost of the engine and 25 per cent. 
of the cost of the hull and other parts of the ship is fully as much as 
ought ever to be spent in an effort to restore an old wooden ship. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I just wish to say one word on this subject 
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of estimates. The Senator from Alabama is not one step in advance of 
myself in respect of the necessities of the country about an efficient navy, 
but I have great suspicion of this power of estimating. Some of the 
estimates which have been made in the past I think show the uncer- 
tainty of it. Ithink in one case an estimate made of the cost of the 
repairing of a ship at Norfolk was $60,000, and when itcame to expend 
the money there were $300,000 expended. It just happened to run that 


“i MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment I will say 
this to him: If the Senator is not satisfied with the act of August 5, 
1882, an opportunity is now presented to amend it. The Senator can 
devise any system of appraisement that he thinks best. As far as I 
am concerned he can not get one that will be too good for me. I thought 
that was a very good one when we passed it last August; but if that 
is not sufficient let us make a better one. We have got to have these 
appraisements and estimates before we can do anything. We must 
not assume that they are always to be false and fraudulent. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I do not think it at all nec- 
essary that this provision should be here in order to accomplish what 
the Senator from Alabama has avowed himself in favor of and what I 
am in favor of. I do not think that it is necessary to incorporate this 
arbitrary provision in this bill givjng to any few officers of the Navy the 
power to estimate out of existence our present valuable vessels in advance 
of the construction of new ships of which he speaks and of which Iam 
in favor of the construction, and for which partial provision is made in 
this bill. Why can not the law go on as it now is, and when we get 
new vessels constructed to conform to the Senator’s idea of a modern 
navy, dispose of our wooden ships like Great Britain and other powers 
have done—sell them for what they are worth, keeping them up so long 
as we find a necessity for them; but do not put them out of existence 
in this way by a mere arbitrary estimate about repair that there is no 
certainty whatever in. 

Aship might come in to-morrow from a cruise, and I will venture 
to say that such a board could push the amount of repairs to $100,000 
when $50,000 would suffice, as the purpose in view might require. All 
experience teaches us that; and I say it without impeaching the honesty 
of the Department. If the purpose was to make the repairs excessive 
they could make them double what the real exigencies of the case required. 
If it was their purpose to get rid of the ship as an inefiicient vessel 
they would have the estimate to conform to the purpose, and although 
she might require but 10 per cent. of repairs, they could make the 
estimates 25 per cent. if they wanted to get rid of the ship. 

I say this with a full knowledge of the history of the past and of the 
infirmities of human nature. There is no provision here whatever to 
guard this subject; there is no oath required to be taken such as is re- 
quired in the case of the appraisement of ordinary merchandise upon 
which duties are paid; but a mere general power is given, unaccompa- 
nied by any restrictions whatever, under which any kind of an estimate 
may drive out of existence to-morraw every available vessel that is 
now in the public service, and after that is done of course you will be 
compelled to replace them by a new navy that will involve the ex- 
penditure of a very large amount of money. 

I am in favor of a new navy, but I can not for the life of me conceive 
of any inconsistency in permitting the law to go on as it now is, hold- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to an accountability with respect to the 
repair of vessels that are on hand, and Congress making wise provision 
for the gradual increase of new ships that may be necessary in view of 
the great change that has taken place in the construction of naval ships 
throughout the world. 

I am prepared to vote for any reasonable sum of money to bring into 
existence the ships specified by my friend from Alabama [ Mr. MorGan ] 
to put this country on something like a respectable footing with the 
other countries of the world, but at the same time I am not willing to 
take the step required to be taken in this bill to get rid in a summary 
way, as I take it, or it may be under the exercise of this power, of the 
vessels that we now have before any provision is made for the construc- 
tion of new ships. 

I think there is a provision for one or two cruisers in the bill. The 
condition of war, be it said to the credit of the human race, is an ex- 
ceptional condition. The argument is that we ought to be always ready 
for war; but the history of the world shows that notwithstanding the 
angry dispositions of states we have very few wars compared with the 
long intervalsof peace. The vessels that we have now, it is said, bear 
only our flag, which they do, and bear it creditably and honorably in 
all the seas of the world. 

Mr. President, it is not the strength of our vessels that indicates the 


| 





power of this great country. A squad of soldiers fifty or one hundred | 


in number with our flag at the head of them represents millions of 
men, and an insult offered to them would be an insult to an entire 


people. Even a frail ship sometimes that carries your flag in distant | 


seas, although she may not possess the thick steel sides of the ships 
possessed even by weaker powers, represents in her flag an authority 
and a power which few nations of the earth will undertake or dare to 
insult. The little republics south of us on this continent may require 
huge vessels of war, because their entire power and supremacy resides 
in such means, but there is such a thing in life as a great moral power, 
and that we possess, and the world undertands it. The world under- 





stands the resources and means of fifty millions of men on this con- 
tinent; and while we may not be ready at a short notice to enter into 
a warwith England or France on the ocean, they know that if occasion 
required it we would soon be on a footing with them. 

I do not argue, mark you, against the building up ofa navy, but I do 
not want to see this thing done ina hurry. This proposition is nota 
new one, as Senators well know. We went over it at the last session, 
and debated it hourafter hour. I thought it wasa very dangerous power 
to give to the Secretary of the Navy or any board of officers in this gen- 
eral form, that upon a mere estimate, unaccompanied by any provision 
requiring the board that may make it to be sworn, as in the case of or- 
dinary merchandise, a ship should be put aside and turned out to be 
sold that may be worth millions. I say when it comes to voting the 
money to build a creditable navy, no Senator on this or on the other 
side of the Chamber will be any further in advance than myself. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this controversy seems to be really 
between navy-yards and a navy. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have not mentioned navy-vards. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what it amounts to. It is a controversy be- 
tween navy-yards and a navy; between this repairing, this building a 
barrel to a bung-hole, which has been characterized, and I think fitly 
characterized, by the Democratic party heretofore, and which now its 
chief representative on this floor desires to perpetuate, and which by 
its very expensiveness will itself prevent the building of a navy. 

We are not going beyond a certain maximum in this bill. If we 
appropriate a few million dollars for repairing old ships we shall ap- 
propriate a few million dollars less for building new ones, and the 
Senator from New Jersey knows that. It is designed to keep the Navy 
of the United States, or what by courtesy we eall the Navy, in that 
obsolete condition where there is nothing left but the moral power of 
this Government, which the Senator from Florida flaunts asan element 
in this controversy with nations. The logic of the statement of the 
Senator from Florida is that we ought to send abroad a few Bibles in 
place of as many pieces of artillery, as the representatives and muni- 
ments of the power of this great Government. 

We want a navy. We do not want a lot of repaired old hulls and 
hulks which in their repairing minister to local consequence, to local 
profit, to local employment, and to local politics. It is ships, and not 
the place where they are built, and ships which answer the purposes 
which first-class powers have for ships of’ war. 

It happened a couple of years ago that an unwary citizen of the United 
States was caught out on the west coast of South America; how he hap- 
pened ever to have had the temerity to get there I do not know, but he 
actually found himself out there with a ship. Some alealde or local of- 
ficial of equivalent authority on that coast seized his ship, and he was 
fain to get to Panama, the nearest place where this Government had a 
representative and acorresponding authority. From that point he tele- 
graphed to the Secretary of State that he had thus been caught out of 
nights, unwarily, in a place where no American citizen had a right to 
be. The Secretary of State being moved by a very natural compassion 
directed that a man-of-war should go down there and investigate it, and 
it cost the Government $100,000 to send down and save to that man a 
ship that was not worth $50,000. 

It is something in the way of profit if weare going to have our peo 
ple get away from home at all; if we are going to permit them to get 
out of the confines of our jurisdiction more than three marine leagues 
from shore, to have go with them not merely something which, like 
one of the buoys we put into our harbors, ean hold up the flag, which 
the Senator from Florida says is the terror of all mankind, because of 
the great power of Bibles and soon behind it; but we shall have also 
where that flag floats men and machinery and all the other things which 
are required as the evidences and means of power to enforce the au- 
thority of the Government, which is known abroad by reason of the 
evidences of its power which it sends abroad to a very large degree. 

I would vote very cheerfully to destroy, if it were necessary, abso- 
lutely the wooden navy of this Government. It is of no possible con- 
sequence for the present or for the future. It is merely keeping up for 
no practical purposes that which is of no use whatever. ‘To say that 
we shall put even 25 per cent. of the value of a ship upon it in the 
shape of repairs (of course it will be repaired at one time at the cost 
of 5 per cent., and some other time at the cost of 10 per cent.), I sub- 
mit to the common sense of anybody, if any wooden vessel has got 
to that point where it has been decreased by abrasion, by use, by de- 
struction 25 per cent. of its value, considering that it is of an architect- 
ure of a character of ship now unknown in naval warfare, should we 
put one-quarter of its value upon it? Could we not better employ that 
money in building an iron ship which would be of some use and which 
would correspond to the newer method and to the increasing strength 
of the nayal powers of the world ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Suppose, for instance, that we are threatened 
with war; we are confronted by this act of Congress; the Secretary of 
the Navy needs every vessel in the Navy and has use for a great many 
more than we have at present. It might be necessary for the public 
defense to repair ships because it could be done more rapidly where the 
cost of repair would equal 75 per cent. of their value. [wish to know if 
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the Senator is willing to deprive the Secretary of the Navy or the execu- 
tive branch of this Government of the power to take such action under 
such circumstances ? 

Mr. PLUMB. If I saw war in the horizon I would not limit myself 
to anything that I might say or do or direct the Secretary of the Navy 
to do about wooden ships. I would direct him post-haste to provide 
ships that were competent to carry on war. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You would have a session of Congress called to 
repair the wrong or fault which might have been done? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not to repair a lot of old wooden hulks that would 
go to the bottom of the sea the moment a musket was pointed at them. 
The very suggestion of a war itself disposes of thisentire thing. The very 
suggestion that we may some time want a navy for practical purposes 
disposes of the proposition to keep on repairing forever these old hulks. 
That of itself settles the question. In that case we should wanta navy. 
Of course there was great excuse, there always is excuse as long as there 
is no sign of war in the horizon, for going on simply as a matter of 
benefaction to persons who want work, to localities that want employ- 
ment for their unemployed labor, and so on, repairing old ships. I 
understand it to be a fact that there is a ship on the stocks and has 
been recently in one of the Northern navy-yards which has been re- 
paired from time to time and has never put to sea, the cost of the re- 
pairs on which would build to-day asteel cruiser; and she is yet on the 
stocks. It is that practice which it has been the design of legislation 
to relieve the country against. 

It has been, as I said, a standing complaint on the part of the Demo- 
cratic party that the Republican party had permitted its Secretaries of 
the Navy to use money for purposes of that kind instead of building a 
navy. 

As I said, every dollar that we subtract from the appropriations for 
the purpose of repairing these worthless and worn out and obsolete 
wooden ships is just that much money taken from that which is neces- 
sary to-day as a matter of national pride, asa matter of national defense, 
as a matter pertaining to national commerce, to build up a Navy which 
shall be able to show itself without shame in foreign waters as the pro- 
tector of American commerce and as a muniment of American power. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUM®] 
alluded to this matter as being a controversy between ships and navy- 
yards, and he intimated rather strongly that some of us were laboring 
here in the interest of navy-yards. 1 wish to disabuse his mind of one 
thing so far as Lam concerned, as there happens to be a navy-yard 
located in the State which I in part represent here. Since I have had 
the honor of occupying a seat in the Senate no ship has ever been re- 
paired there, nor is there likely to be any repaired there. 

I am very glad to find the Senator from Kansas, coming from the in- 
terior of the continent, taking an interest in the Navy, because it needs 
just the support of gentlemen like him to put it upon a respectable 
footing; but I would also remind him that those very ships that he 
complains so much of are the ships that have accomplished everything 
connected with the honor of that branch of the service. The old hulks 
that he speaks of were the hulks that carried your Farragut and your 
other great men to fame. It was those floating wooden batteries that 
entered the Mississippi River, and that kept in existence that system 
of blockade in the late unhappy civil contest the equal of which I sup- 
pose the world never saw before. Nearly every ship employed in that 
great war was a wooden ship. Many of them are in existence to-day, 
and are valuable for like purposes in the case of difficulty with any of 
the states around us on this continent. 

The majority of the vessels that are now on the Naval Register could 
be made effectual for purposes of blockade and for making captures on 
the high seas, in accordance with the usage of nations and of national 
law. Experience has demonstrated up to this time that those huge 
iron or steel monsters for ordinary practical purposes are worthless com- 
paratively, and it is only when you can draw them up against some 
great city, as was done at Alexandria, when they are effective. 

A commercial state like this requires a class of ships altogether dif- 
ferent from those huge monsters, many of which have gone to the bot- 
tom already, carrying thousands of souls within their iron wails. Not- 
withstanding the successes of the past with respect to this description 
of ships, itisnot entirely settled whether the entire naval power of any 
country ought to be represented by those great steel or iron monsters. 

How many wooden ships has Great Britain to-day in her public serv- 
ice? That great naval power does not rely altogether upon steel and 
armored ships. She hasbuiltthemupgradually. I want this country 
to do the same thing. 

I am not prepared to enter upon this wholesale system of denuncia- 
tion of the vessels now in our Navy when it has been found that in all 
the contests of the past they have proved most efficient, and that they 
have succeeded in winning nearly all the honor that is now associated 
with naval fame in this country. Then let us move more slowly. 

Here you have amillion dollars provided for repairs. How far is that 
going to go? This provision was stricken out of the bill at the last ses- 
sion, but it is hererenewed. Whenthe Senatorfrom Kansas talksabout 
builing a navy I hope when the time comes he will stand up to his pro- 
fession, and that he will give us his vote and his speech in support of 
every reasonable proposition that could be brought forth here to obtain 





some good ships for the public service; but I lo object to this arbitrary 
provision being put in here; I am willing for the law to remain as it is. 

Mr. HALE. It was not struck out in the appropriation act last year. 
It was put in at 30 per cent. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Very well; I make the correction. I knew 
there was a debate on it and I thought it was stricken out. It was in- 
creased to 30 per cent., and I knew there was a proposition to strike it 
out. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote if possible, Mr. President. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to modify my amendment, if jt 
may please the Senator from Maine, because I think with the method 
of estimate provided here it would make no difference whether the rat 
was 40 per cent. or 25 per cent., because if there is any disposition to 
evade the spirit of the law it will be evaded as well at 40 per cent. as 
at 25per cent. Thesimple meaning of the amendmentisthis: The Sec- 
retary of the Navy transfers to Congress the responsibility of saying to 
him, ‘‘ Youshall destroy the old navy.’’ I wish to leave it where the 
present law leaves it, entirely at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, to be governed by the exigencies of the case, whatever they may 
be. I propose for one to hold him responsible for the exercise of the 
power that the law gives him. 

I therefore ask to withdraw my amendment, it being an amendment 
to the committee amendment, as I can amend no further; and in lieu 
of that amendment I will ask to strike out the proviso. If the Senator 
from Maine thinks that there is no necessity, with that stricken out, 
for the second proviso, I will move to strike them both out, so as to 
leave it exactly where the present law leaves it. If the first proviso be 
stricken out, I see no necessity for the second one, as that appears to 
refer to or modify the first. Therefore I move to strike out, from the 
word ‘‘ provided,’’ in line 370, down to the end of line 378, so as to leave 
it exactly where the present law leaves it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EpMunDsin the chair). The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey withdraws his amendment striking out ‘'25”’ in 
line 372 and inserting ‘‘40.’? His motion to strike out the whole pro- 
viso will not be in order until the text shall have been perfected by 
taking the question on the amendment reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations. So, the question now is, Will the Senate agree to 
the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations 
striking out ‘‘30’’ in line 372 and inserting ‘‘25?”’ 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Then if it be the ruling of the Chair that my 
amendment is not in order, so that it can not be voted upon at the pres- 
ent time, I was going to offer another amendment, but on second con- 
sideration I will not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be reported, so that we may 
know precisely what we are to vote upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 372 the Committee on Appropri- 
ations report to strike out ‘‘30°’ and insert ‘‘25;"’ so as to make th: 
proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any woode: 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 25 per cent. of the est: 
mated cost of a new ship of same size and like material. 

Mr. HALE. Rather than to take up the time by calling the yeas and 
nays—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better have a vote. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Let it go. 

Mr. HALE. Let the roll be called, then. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I will withdraw the request for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to vacating the ordet 
for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendment is a good one. I should 
like to vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well, sir. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ifthe amendment is voted down, the law will re- 
main as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to thc 
amendment of the committee to strike out ‘‘30 per cent.’’ and insert ** > 
per cent.’’ in lines 372 and 373. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like the Senator in charge of the bill to ad- 
vise the Senate why, when the committee were recommending an amen«- 
ment which was a diminution of the per cent. that was agreed to by th: 
House when the bill was before them, they did not make the reduction 
to the per cent. recommended by the Secretary of the Navy hiinselt’ 

Mr. HALE. I willtelltheSenator. Because, from some experience 
here as to the objection that was raised last year and the long time con- 
sumed in debate upon this very subject-matter, I thought, and the com- 
mittee sustained me in it, that instead of putting it down, as the Sec 
retary of the Navy asked, to 20 per cent., thereby giving rise to oppos!- 
tion and debate, and perhaps danger that it would not be carried, if 1° 
were put at 25 per cent., a quarter of the value of a new structure, 1° 
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would go through; I hoped it would, without any objection. Idid not 
anticipate any such objection to this proposition as we have heard. 1 
did not think the spirit that moves men to persist in spending money 
upon these old ships further and further would assert itself on this 
proposition. It was rather as a practical matter, conjecturing and 
guessing, if the Senator chooses, that 25 per cent. would go through 
better than 20 per cent., that it was put at 25 per cent. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was then a matter of policy, and not of justice? 

Mr. HALE. It was a matter of policy and justice too. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator himself believe that the limita- 
tion suggested by the Secretary of the Navy is wise? 

Mr. HALE. I do; I believe 20 per cent. better than 25 per cent. 

Mr. INGALLS. So do I, Mr. President. We are all aware of the 
difficulties that have originated under this system of repairing hitherto, 
and I regret very much that instead of closing the door, as the Secretary 
of the Navy asks, so that it should leave open merely a crevice, the com- 
mittee have seen fit to open it still wider for the purpose of permitting a 
repetition of the injustice, to say the least, that has been hitherto accom- 
plished under this provision. 

The Secretary of the Navy has described with somewhat of picturesque 
detail the condition of these wooden ships. He says that they are useful 
for naval exercises; that they are valuable for the purpose of displaying 
the national flag upon occasions of pageantry, when we have a spectacu- 
lar performance of the navy upon the sea; they are ‘‘painted ships upon 
a painted ocean.” 

When the Secretary of the Navy, as the deliberate conclusion of his 
judgment, suggests that it would not be wise in the present condition of 
naval armaments to permit repairs tobe made in excess of 20 per cent. ; 
but when he suspects somewhat his fortitude to resist the importu- 
nities that may come from what must be interested quarters, and asks 
that he may be limited to20 per cent., I am at aloss to understand upon 
what theory of a judicious expenditure of the public money the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have recommended that the sum be increased 
to 25 per cent. I wish that we could in some way have the opportunity 
of voting upon the suggestion made by the Secretary of the Navy. How 
can it be done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can move an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can I move an amendment to the amendment at 
this time ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I move, in lieu of ‘‘ 25” to insert *‘ 20;"" so 
as to make the amendment correspond with the evident desire of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and so that he may be fortified against what he 
suspects may be an infirmity of his will when these importunities are 
brought to bear for the expenditure of vast sums above what is neces- 
sary in the repair of wooden ships that everybody admits are of no use 
whatever except in pageants and spectacles that may be hereafter had 
in naval affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] moves to amend the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations by striking out the word ‘‘twenty-five,’’ in lines 
372 and 373, and inserting the word ‘‘twenty.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire in that connection what becomes of 
these ships in case they are not repaired? Is there any provision of 
law for their disposition ? 

Mr. HALE. That was provided for very fully in the legislation of 
last year, requiring the Secretary, as I have explained once (the Senator 
was not in) to report all such ships to Congress, and this year we carry 
out the provisions of the act of last year by providing the details of 
the sale. It is all thoroughly covered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLSs] to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the committee as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me understand the question. The amend- 
ment has been amended by making it 20 per cent., I understand. 

= PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 20 per 
cent. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly hope this will be adopted. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when Mr. JACKSON’s name was called). I desire to 
State that my colleague [Mr. JACKSON] is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye]. My colleague is necessarily absent. I do not 

now how he would vote upon this question if here. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). The pair heretofore ar- 
ranged between the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] and myself 
has been transferred, so that it exists between the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. LAMAR] and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

tor from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 





Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG], but as on this question he 
would vote the same way that I would vote, I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN]. ' 

Mr. WINDOM (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. I withdraw 


my 
vote. 
The result was announced—yeas, 33, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—33. 
Allison, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Barrow, Hale, Logan, Ransom, 
Beck, Hampton, MeDill, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, MeMillan Van Wyck, 
Conger, Harrison, Mahone Vest, 
Davis of Ill., Hill, Miller of Cal., Williams 
Dawes, Hoar, Mitchell, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Frye, Johnston, Plumb, 
NAYS—l7. 
Anthony, Camden, McPherson, Slater, 
Bayard, Coke, Maxey, Vance 
Blair, George, Rollins, 
Brown, Ilawley, Saulsbury, 
Call, Jones of Florida. Sewell, 
ABSENT—26 
Aldrich, Ferry, Lamar Sawyer 
Butler, Gorman, Lapham Tabor 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Miller of N.Y Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Grover, Morgan Walker 
Davis of W. Va., Jackson, Pendleton Windom 
Fair, Jones of Nevada Platt, 
Farley, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Sothe amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 


what was the amount appropriated for the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair last year for the current fiscal year. Was it not $1,750,000 ? 

Mr. HALE. It was $1,750,000. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the purpose is to build a navy, what is the ob 
ject of reducing the expenditures to that extent? 

Mr. HALE. The committee has done what I think is a good thing 
this year. It has not confused the appropriations for the building of a 
new navy with the appropriations for maintaining the old one, by lump 
ing them under the Bureau of Construction and Repair, but has made 
an appropriation for the maintenance of the old Navy under that bu 
reau, as appears here, and then later in the bill under the item headed 
** increase of the navy,’’ has provided for the new establishment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Bureau of Steam 
Engineering,’’ in line 383, after the word ‘‘boilers”’ to strike out ‘‘ in- 
cluding steam-steerers, steam-capstans, steam-windlasses,’’ &c.; so as to 
read: 


For repairs, completion, and preservation of machinery and boilers in vessels 
on the stocks and in ordinary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘stores,’’ in line SA4, to 
strike out ‘‘ and patent rights and royalties’’ before the word ** pur- 
chase;’’ so as to read: 

Purchase and preservation of all materials and stores; purchase, fitting, and 
repair of machinery and tools in the navy-yards and stations; wear, tear, and 
repair of machinery and boilers of naval vessels, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 393, after the word ‘‘exceed,’’ to 


strike out ‘'30”’ and insert ‘*25;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That no part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines 
and machinery of wooden ships where the estimated costs of such repair shall 
exceed 25 per cent. of the estimated cost of new engines and machinery of the 
same character and power. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senate by so very strong an expression in regard 
to the other bureau made the rate 20 per cent., | move to make this 
20 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine proposes in 
line 393 to strike out ‘'5,’’ after ‘‘20;’’ so as to read ‘*20 per cent.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishouldlike toknow if any probable estimate can 
be formed as to the period of time it would take to eliminate from these 
ships all theirpresent machinery and provide new machinery for them, 
because I think that would be the natural effect of this amendment ? 

Mr. HALE and others. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Increase of the 
Navy,’’ in line 401, after the word ‘‘ for,’’ to strike out ‘‘ completing 
and insert ‘‘ engines and machinery for the double-turreted ironclads.”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to offer anamendment. After the word 
**ironclads’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ Terror, Amphitrite, and 
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If we undertake to 
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rhe Monadnock is in California; | load her with a gun of sufficient power to make her an efficient war 


the Terror is at the ship-yard of Cramp & Sons, in Philadelphia; the | vessel, it will have the same effect precisely as the additional weight 
Amphitrite, I think, is at the ship-yard of the Harland and Hollings- | of turrets. a 


worth Company, in Delaware; and the Puritan is at the ship-yard of 
John Roach, at Chester, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
does he include the Puritan? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I do not include the Puritan. Thatis exactly 
what I do not include, and for the reasons that I propose to state. 

I do not believe that the Senate should make any appropriation of 
money for the completion of any one of these ships at the present time. 
The Miantonomoh is partially complete. For two or three years she 
has been under construction out of continuing appropriations under the 
Navy Department. At the last session we made an appropriation of 
$200,000 for equipping that vessel with turrets. Up to the present 
hour no attempt has been made to complete the vessel so that Congress 
might know whether she would be of any use whatever when com- 
pleted. An attempt has been made to show Congress and the country 
that the vessel would float, contrary to general expectation, if the ad- 
ditional weight the turrets and armament would make were placed 
upon her. lam informed, and I believe, that the weights upon the 
ship do not represent in any sense whatever the amount of weight the 
ship will be forced to bear to make her an ironclad with military effi- 
ciency equal to other vessels of her class owned by other nations. 

Inasmuch as we have made appropriations of money to complete 
the ship, to furnish her with turrets, and to demonstrate her avail- 
ability as a naval ship of war, is it not wiser and better for us to wait 
until the vessel is completed and until an exhibition or a demonstration 
can be made which will show either fitness or unfitness for the work 
she will be called upon to do? But pending her construction an ap- 
propriation is asked for of $1,000,000, and is reported favorably by the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, to proceed with the work of four 
other ships, three of them of like character, and one of which has 
been condemned by three boards of naval oflicers. 

With the Miantonomoh and vessels of her class I do not propose to 
deal. I propose that the risk, if the Senate wishes, shall be taken; it 
certainly will not be done by my consent; but I shall make no effort, so 
far as Iam concerned, to delay an appropriation of money for vessels of 
the class of the Miantonomoh. But in regard to the Puritan I believe 
that that vessel is a disgrace to the American Navy. After having cost 
this Government, as I understand, nearly $1,500,000, we find a vessel 
which in the opinion of the best-advised naval officers is of no value 
whatever to the Government. 

We have expended large sums in the construction so far of these ves- 
sels; and if it be the wish of the Department and of the Senate to com- 
plete three of them, then I shall offer no objection to it; but with re- 
gard to one of them I have todeal. I wish to know upon what grounds 
of justification—and I now address myself to the Senator who has this 
bill in charge—he proposes to complete a vessel when three boards of 
naval officers, the very best in point of ability in the American Navy, 
have declared that she was an entire failure ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Of what vessel is the Senator speaking ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Iam speaking of the Puritan. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator was speaking of the Miantonomoh. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was speaking of the Miantonomoh. I de- 
clared the Miantonomoh to be a failure, but some boards of naval ofli- 
cers have declared she is not, and I suppose their opinion is better than 
mine, 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I do not wish to take 
the discussion out of the hands of my friend and of the Senatorin charge 
of the bill; but I wish to ask a question, the answer to which probably 
would give us a littlelight on the subject. (The Senator speaks of the 
Miantonomoh and then of the different vessels as we goalong. Ishould 
like to know why it is that he says the Miantonomoh is a disgrace, and 
I should like to know what the objection is. Is it because her armor is 
too thick, because her hull is too light, because it is too long or too short, 
or what is the objection to the vessel? I wish to know so that we may 
have some idea as to the propriety of the appropriation. Is it that she 
is not able to carry the armor that she has to bear, or what is it? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will answer the Senator. In the first place, 
she is provided with an armor of iron of about seven inches of thick- 
ness. Her engine-rooms and machinery are not protected at all be- 
yond any other point of the vessel. A shot fired from a 35-ton gun 
would penetrate her armor easily, I am so informed by competent an- 
thority, and would penetrate her engine-room; and a shot from an 80- 
ton gun would pass clear through the vessel, and the engine upon which 
she relies entirely for her movements would be necessarily wholly dis- 
abled. Strangely enough, no decision has yet been arrived at by the Navy 
Department as to the thickness of the armor plating which is to consti- 
tute her turret. Some engineer officers declare that she will be capable 
of bearing a turret of about ten inches in thickness; others declare that 
if a turret ten inches in thickness be placed upon the vessel it will be 
* overweighted. . 

A turret with less than ten inches of best composite metal would 
make a vessel of no consequence whatever as a vessel of war to compete 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him | 








Although an appropriation of money was made a year ago to complete 
this vessel, up to the present time no decision has been reached by the 
Department. No plan has been made under which it is proposed to 
complete that vessel, showing to my mind, and as I think it would to 
any mind of any Senator, that there is a well-founded fear that the 
vessel will not be an efficient war vessel when completed. Seemingly 
the Secretary of the Navy is not anxious to exhibit the actual vessel 
complete in all its parts until new appropriations are secured. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to interrupt him 
for a moment for the purpose of getting the objection before the Senate. 
whatever it may be. I do not claim to know anything about building 
ships or armaments or anything of that kind, only what I learn as other 
people do; but the exercise of a little judgment sometimes goes a good 
way with people. As I understand the proposition of the Senator, 
based upon the suggestion of naval officers, he has been guided in his 
statements by what they have said, and the naval officers desire a ves- 
sel built that can not be penetrated, so that they may have perfect safety. 
That is the whole argument. Whenever that proposition is made to 
this Congress or any other, I say it is a silly proposition, for the reason 
that it is alleged that no armor has yet been made by any government 
which has not been decided to be penetrable by a certain class of gun 
that can be manufactured. Whether that is so or not I do not know. 
It is not possible, or, at least, it is not probable, that we now are going 
to build vessels with the same kind of plating, if I may term it, or 
armor that is found on some of the foreign ships. We have not pro- 
posed to do that. 

In the first place, it was argued some few years ago that if armor over 
twelve inches thick were put upon a vessel, the vessel could not plow the 
seas. It has been discovered since that the gentlemen who said that 
did not understand what they were talking about. We can not build 
a vessel merely for the purpose of having it so that it can not be pene- 
trated, but we ought to have a vessel with a gun on it that can pene- 
trate some other vessel. In other words, we must not always be pre- 
paring to put ourselves in such a condition that we can not be hurt at 
all, but we must put ourselves in such a condition that we can hurt 
somebody else. That is the true theory, in my judgment; and if we 
have the right character of gun upon a vessel that has eight or ten or 
twelve inches of armor, she is a good war vessel. That is the point you 
want, the gun, and not particularly the thickness of the armor of the 
vessel, so that you have it up toa certain point, as to have your ma- 
chinery covered for instance. 

I find a great many people in this country who are afraid that some 
heavy iron-clad vessels will come over to this country, and they imagine 
that the whole seas are covered with them. There are but fifty heavy 
armored vessels in the world, and I do not suppose they are all going 
to come over to New York at one time. England has but ten. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not yield to the Senator for a speech. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I merely wanted to call the attention of 
the Senator toone fact. I will sit down now, because it is not my time. 
I merely want to suggest my propositions to the Senator that he might 
consider them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I quite agree with the Senator from Illinois—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not want to take the Senator’s time, but if he 
will allow me, inasmuch as he has mentioned the matter of heavy iron- 
clads, I wish to ask that the statement I hold in my hand of the num- 
ber of vessels owned by every government in the world be printed in 
the Recorp. I have itin a report I submitted a few days ago after 
examination. I wish to have it printed in the REcorD, so that every- 
body can see exactly what is the thickness of the armor and the draught 
and size of every armored vessel in the worhl. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to have it read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illineis asks that 
a table reported by him in a voluminous report concerning guns and 
armor may be printed inthe Recorp. Is thereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The tables are as follows: 

ITALY. 


[Four vessels.]} 














as! 
Name of vessel. F i = Armament. 

= 

as | & 

Inches.| Feet, 
I cawncanenenapigtaeateamnanencenn anil 29.5 31 4 17.7-inch; 18 smaller 
RAID « icacecencecessvesncesevevtbens «| 29.5) 31 4 17.7-inch; 18 smaller 
Duilio ginsevesitpmenneeneonsenmensensenal |} 21.5 | 26.75 | 4 17.7-inch. 
OS See | 21.5) 26.75 | 4 17.7-inch. 





Twelve vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; eighteen unarmored 
vessels, 
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ENGLAND. 
(Twenty vessels. 5) 

























1 $8] s 
Name of vessel P Fs | % Armament, 
| Be £ | 
| &° | A | 
_ -_ — — — | - ee ee ee 
| Inches.| Feet 
sgn pasbdbnerserseamenseves = | = ~ 12.5-inch. 
€ ° : 
a “| 48} 26.295 | a igince 
Devastation ...... | 12} 27.5 | 4 12-inch. 
Dreadnaught... a 14| 26.72 4 12.5-inch. 
Inflexible.......... a 24) 25.5 | 4 16inch 
Majestic ... ae 18 | 26.25) 4 12inch 
EI ticsndeiebinciecseceniienien | 1 26 2 Sink 17-inch. 

a 12; & 25-inch. 
Thanderer.. 12| 27 | 4125inch, 
CONQUETOP.........000ceeeeeeeneneeneeee 12; 24 | 2 12-inch. 
Alexandra... 12} 3 B . | . at 2 1l-inch, 
SED Llsinnsngeesatcentececcoressenes 12) 19.7 2-inch, 

Nelson .. Sie ciceciibinigbenmessaan’ 10 | 24.7 4 10-inch; 8 %inch., 
Northampton .. bested 4 24.75 | 4 oo 89-inch. 
ie alii aren nainnniiinndenene 2 19.75 | 4 12-inch. 

Rupert .. 12; 24 | B fe 2 64-pounders. 
SuPer wecsveversceserecccressveseeceeees 12| 26 | 16 10-inch. 

Sultan... 10; 27.5 8 10-inch; 49-inch. 
Témérai | 27 4 Ll-inch; 4 10-inch. 


Thirty vessels with armor tw than ten inches thick; 


eighty -one unarmored 


vessels, 
FRANCE. 

[Eight vessels. ] 
Amiral Baudin...................-2.- 21.6 | 26 3 100-ton ; 12 5,.5-inch. 
Amiral Duperré.. .| 21.6 | 26.75 | 4 13.5-inch. 
Devastation ... of 15 | 25 | 4 13.5-inch; 2 10.5-inch; 65.5-inch. 
Formidable... | 21.6 | 26 3 100-ton; iz. - 5-inch. 
Hoche ......... «| 13.75 | 27 3 13.5-ine h; 5.5-inch. 
Magenta... “| 13.75 | 27 3 13.5-ineh; 1885 -inch, 
Marceau... >| 13.75 | 27 3 13.5-inch; 185.2 S-inch, 
8. Sinaia | 13.75 | 27 | 3 13.5-inch } 185.5-inch. 








Ten coast-defense vessels with armor more than ten inches thick ; twenty -fiy e 
vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; forty-six unarmored vesse 1s. 
GERMANY. 
[Nine v vesse Is.] ] 











Konig Wilhelm 12 | 26.5 18 9.5-inch; 5 8.25-inch, 
Kaiser.......... |} IL | 24.5 | 8 10.5-inch ; prey 
Deutschlan lL 24.5 | 8 10. 5-inch ; 25-inch. 
Sachsen ... 10 19.75 | 1 12-inch; 4 102 25-inch. 
Baiern.......000 10 | 19.7%5)11: 2-inch: 4 10.25-inch, 
Wartemburg 10 | 19.75 | 1 12-inch; 4 10.25-inch: 
Baden ........ 10 | 19.75 | 1 12-inch; 4 10.25-inch. 
Preussen 10.5 | 24.5 | 4 10.5-inch ; 2 6.7-inch ; 43-inch. 
Friedrich 10.5 24.5 | 4 10.5-inch; 26.7-inch; 43-inch. 





Four vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; twelve monitors with 


eight inches of armor; thirty-three unarmored vessels. 
BRAZIL. 
(Two vessels. ] 


11.5 | 410-inch. 
11.5 | 410-inch. 








| 
12 
vd 





Sixteen vessels with armor four and one-half inches thick; 


armored, 
RUSSIA. 
[One vessel. ] 


five vessels un- 





Peter the Great ...........ss0000000« 17 





24.5 | 4 12-inch. 








Eighteen vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; twenty-eight unar- 
red vessels, 








mo 
AUSTRIA. 
[Two vessels. ] 
[en 14.5 25. | 6 11-inch; 8 smaller. 
I irl chrccicecerevecseees 11.75 | 24.5 8 10.25-inch; 8 smaller. 
: Eleven vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; twenty-two unarmored 
SPAIN. 
oaileven vessels with armor less than ten inches thick; eight unarmored ves- 
JAPAN. 
Four vessels with armor less than ten inches thick ; five unarmored vessels. 
CHILI. 
Three vessels with armor less than ten inches thick ; four unarmored vessels. 
TURKEY. 
[Two vessels. ] 





Neamaiie 12, | 26, | 12 975inch; 37 
Eaetesncsocsecovevertencccecs 12. 24.5 | 10 Minch; 27-inch, 
| 


| 12 9.75-inch ; 37-inch. 














Sixteen vessels with armor less than ten inches thick. 











SWEDEN AND NORWAY. 
Sixteen monitors: 
five inches thick. 
Two monitors: Turrets lessthan ten inches thick 
inches thick, 
Seventeen unarmored vessels, 


Turrets more than ten inches thick ; at water-line less than 


at water-line less than five 
RECAPITULATION. 
Armored 


vessels 


Country. 





10 inches 
thick 


Unarmored 


More than 
Less than 


Eye ; , . 
France : ; : 10 


Germany 


I silblanicclinniidekencien 
_ : 
ee 
Austria.... 
Spain...... 
Japan ston 
Chili 





Sweden and Norwa ly sislenis y16 
Argentine Re — 

| CS cas 

Denmark............0... ‘ l 
Greece.... eanesin iaeus ~ 
Holland.. a Sa ; 

Portugal . : : ° : : l 


Total. 


Or de ducting monitors and coast-de fe nse vessels 


Total.. 


* Coast-defense vessels, 

+ Monitors. 

} Thickness of turret at water-line less than five inches thick 

[From Brassey's The British Navy; 
War Ships of the World. } 

Mr. McPHERSON. I quite agree with the Senator from Illinois that 
guns have gone in their de structive power far beyond the resisting powe1 
of vessels. I also agree with him that what we need are heavy guns; 
but the Senator must not forget the fact that we have three or four ves 
selsnow on thestocks upon which we have expended considerable money. 
The question to be considered is this: Isit not wiser for us to complet: 
one vessel which will be an exact sample of those to follow, before we 
proceed to expend untold sums of money for the completion of the others ? 
Is it not wiser, inasmuch as we have appropriated all the money here- 
tofore needed for the completion of this vessel, that we should wait and 
see whether or not the expense of this one would justify appropriations 
for the completion of the others? If we have to throw them away ulti- 
mately it is better to throw away that portion of the work now done 
than after we have expended millions more for their completion. That 
is all the statement I wish to make with respect to the Miantonomoh 
class of vessels. 

Now, as to the Puritan: in order that the Senate may thoroughly un- 
derstand all that relates to the Puritan it will be necessary for 
give the history of the old Puritan. 

The old Puritan was constructed by John Ericsson, one of the most 
distinguished engineers in this or any other country, under an order by 
the Government, and accepted by Congress in an incomplete state, she 
costing the Government nearly $2,000,000. A naval constructor in the 
city of Brooklyn, Mr. Thomas Rowland, offered to complete her in every 
respect for the sum of $353,000. She was at that time the most formida- 
ble naval vessel in the world, a double-turreted iron monitor with im- 
mense power and with great speed. She lay at her moorings, I think, 
at the cityof Camden, New Jersey, orsomewhere in Philadelphia, under 
guise of a law which allowed the Secretary of the Navy to repair 
naval vessels. He took nothing but the sign-board of the Puritan and 
constructed a new vessel around it and called it repairs of the old Puritan. 
It was like the Irishman’s description of the manufacture of a cannon. 


Very’s Navies of the World; King’s The 


me to 


He said they took a long hole and poured brass or iron around it. The 
Navy Department were equally ingenious. They took only the sign- 


board and built a naval vessel around it, calling it repairs. 

Various offers had been made, some very large offers by foreign gov- 
ernments, for the purchase of the Puritan. Quite properly they were 
refused. By an order from the Navy Department, a telegraphic order 
only, this vessel was ordered to the ship-yard of John Roach, at Ches- 
ter, Pennsylvania, and ordered to be broken up, before any board of na- 
val officers, as the law directs, had ever investigated the vessel or had 
ever condemned her, before any board or authorized order of condemna- 
tion had been made showing her to be a vessel unfit for service; but, on 
the other hand, a new ship, one that had never left her moorings, com- 
plete in every particular, was ordered to be sent to the ship-yard of 
John Roach and cut up. Mr. Roach charged the Government, if I re- 
member aright, $14,000 for breaking her to pieces, the material that en- 








| 
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tered into her construction being exchanged at the rate of three pounds 
of old for one of new material that entered into the construction of the 
new Puritan, built around the sign-board of the old one. The new 
monitor is the Puritan which the Committee on Appropriations now 
propose to appropriate a portion of this sum of money to complete. 

Let us see what has been said by the different naval boards appointed 
by different Secretaries of the Navy respecting the quality of this ship. 

Perhaps I am getting alittle ahead of my story. Contracts had been 
entered into to complete the Puritan before the termination of the ad- 
ministration of the Secretary of the Navy whose term expired in 1877. 
Immediately on the installation of Mr. Thompson as Secretary of the 
Navy, to his everlasting credit and honor be it said, his first step was to 
suspend the operation of these contracts, and he appointed different 
boards of naval officers to examine into the construction of these ves- 
sels and report to him whether they were worthy of completion, and if 
so, whether the contracts entered into at that period should be con- 
tinued as being for the best interest of the Government. Now, let us 
hear what they say. 

Before proceeding with that part of the question, however, let me show 
the Senate how the contract came to be made. It was on a proposition 
made by Mr. Roach himself, upon plans and specifications furnished by 
himself to the Navy Department, that the vessel was first commenced. 
Neither the Navy Department itself nor any officer of the Department 
ever made a plan or a specification which was to guide the constructor 
in the work of completing the vessel. What the contractor was to re- 
ceive was named in the agreement in dollars and cents; what the Gov- 
ernment was to receive was left entirely to the discretion of the con- 
tractor. 

As I said before, Secretary Thompson created two boards of survey. 
The first board of naval officers was one of which Rear-Admiral Mul- 
lany was president, and it made its report to the honorable Secretary 
of the Navy on the 2ist of August, 1877, in compliance with his order 
of June 2, 1877; and the other was a board of naval officers, of which 
Commodore Stevens was president, and it made its report to the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Navy on the 14th of March, 1878, in compliance 
with his order of August 30, 1877. 

The board of naval officers of which Rear-Admiral Mullany was presi- 
dent, which consisted of two naval officers, three naval constructors, and 
three engineers, was convened at Chester on the 12th day of June, 1877, 
by order of the honorable Secretary of the Navy, dated the 7th of June, 
1n77. The date of their report is August 21, 1877. 

They state that it was necessary to prepare plans of the vessels from which to 
compute the displacement, and on these, their own perfeeted plans and careful 
calculations of the different parts in detail, their determination of the weights 
was based, They made, they say, a most searching examination and inquiry 
into all the requirements of the vessel that could be obtained, having before 
them the vessel as built, the superintending constructor, and the contractor's 
employés. This investigation occupied over two months, with the assistance of 
skilled draughtsmen specially employed. The result of their investigation is 
that the gross weight of the vessel completed would be 7,070.6 tons, leaving the 
gunwale about half an inch under water. The examination leaves no reason 
to doubt the general accuracy of this result, but it is necessary to remark that 
the thickness of armor assumed by us is only 63 per cent. of that originally in- 
tended, 

That is the first board. Now as to the second. The second board 
for the examination of the Puritan, of which Commodore Stevens was 
president, consisted of one naval officer, two engineers, and two naval 
constructors, and its report substantially confirms that of the first board, 
condemning the vessel, and is mainly directed to showing how the weights 
might be reduced, but wholly at the expense of the military efficiency 
of the vessel. 

The third board consisted of John Lenthall, the most noted constructor 
in his day in this or any other country, and Mr. B. F. Isherwood, one 
of the most distinguished engineers in the American Navy. What do 
they say? 

The manner in which the new Puritan was built is a flagrant exhibition of 
gross ignorance and culpable carelessness, 
7. . + . * = - 

No measures were taken to protect the Government interest, either in the cost 
of building the vessel or in securing efficiency for her when built. Uninvited 
proposals were made by the contractor, in the absence of plans, specifications, 
or any definition of the pe td geen of work to be done, to budd an 
undescribed vessel for a stipulated round sum of money; and such proposals 
were at once aecepted without inquiry, competition, or any provisions guard- 
ing the interest of the Government. The general statement that the new Puri- 
tan was to be like a smaller class of vessels was far from being sufficient to either 
indicate the details of construction or to measure the quantity of work. 

* . * - ” 


Neither plans nor specifications were drawn for the construction of the new 
Puritan; nor were any measures adopted to ascertain whether, when built, she 
would sink orswim. The failure or success of a first-class national ironclad was 
thus put to the hazard of mere chance, 

What do they further say? After aggregating and making up their 
weight, which corresponds almost identically with the report of the 
Mullany and the Stevens board, they declare that— 

The aggregate of the foregoing weights is 7,202 tons, while the displacement 
of the vessel to the top of the wooden deck on the deck-armor is 7,057 tons, mak- 
ing the deck at the side four inches under water. 

In other words, if the vessel be finished in accordance with the con- 
tract and specifications the gunwale of the vessel would be four inches 
under water. 

Now, what is proposed to be done? Confronted as we are by the re- 
ports of these three boards, all of whom recommend that the vessel be 











not completed, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate come 
before the Senate with a proposition to appropriate a portion of a mil]- 
ion of dollars to complete a vessel which has been condemned by three 
boards of competent naval officers. I think there is a recommendation 
by the present advisory board for the completion of the vessel under 
some new plan by which it is supposed that the vessel may be able to 
float. The plan proposed contemplates, however, that the weight of 
armor be reduced, that the military efficiency of the ship be absolutely 
destroyed, and for all purposes of efficient naval warfare you might as 
well float a basswood or a pine ship as the Puritan, when completed in 
accordance with those specifications. ‘ 

Mr. President, I am aware that the Miantonomoh has been con- 
demned publicly by nobody but myself, but behind me stand the most 
intelligent naval officers in the service of the United States supporting 
my views. In short, my views have been received from them; my judg. 
ment has been formed by arguments they have advanced and by Teasoi:s 
they have given. Confronted as we are by these facts, if the Senate of 
the United States appropriates one dollar of money to complete the 
Puritan, which has been condemned by almost every board of naval 
officers who have been called to examine and to investigate the case. 
then I say, and I say it with all proper respect, it would appropriate 
money for any pu " 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question. I have not been 
in the Senate Chamber during all of his remarks, but shall I understand 
him to say that this report condemns the Miantonomoh as being un- 
seaworthy ? 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Iam speakingof the Puritan. I say no board 
has condemned the Miantonomoh. I think every board of naval ofii- 
cers has declared that it was proper and best for the interest of the Gov- 
ernment to complete the Miantonomoh, the Terror, the Amphitrite, and 
the Monadnock. I make no argument with the Senator or with the 
boards on that question. I was only speaking of the Miantonomoh in 
which I said that I thought it was the part of wisdom for the Senate 
to complete that vessel and see whether she would be a naval vessel of 
suitable speed and power in a military sense and otherwise, and one 
that would justify the completion of the other vessels before spending 
money on them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, then, that the Senator bases his opposi- 
tion to this appropriation on the ground that the Puritan has been con- 
demned as a vessel that will not answer the purposes of a war vessel i! 
she should be completed. Now let me ask him this question, for | do 
not know anything about these vessels except in Congress. Where is 
the Puritan now located ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand it to be at the ship-yard of John 
Roach, at Chester, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PLUMB. The only objection then is to that one vessel. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do object, and I do think with reason, to the 
appropriation of any money to complete a vessel which has been con- 
demned. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then let me askis this the only vessel which has been 
condemned by the naval board ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think it is the only one of the five. There 
are but five of them. I have named the other four. I am speaking 
now entirely of the Puritan, and my amendment relates only to the 
Puritan, because we apply the appropriation by my amendment to the 
Terror, the Amphitrite, and the Monadnock. We then reduce the ap- 
propriation as I proposed from $1,000,000 to $750,000, giving to those 
— vessels the exact proportion which the committee proposed to give 
them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have understood, but in a general way, because | 
have not followed the details of the controversy about these monitors, 
that some naval board had condemned others besides the Puritan. In 
fact I did not know that the Puritan was condemned, but I understand 
more than one wascondemned. I have understood also that the Mian- 
tonomoh had been condemned and that on the authority of a naval 
board it had been stated that the Miantonomoh would not float, but 
that when she came to be launched it was found that the displacement 
wasa great deal less than had been originally anticipated. I only speak 
of this now, in order, if there be such conflicting reports, or reports con- 
flicting with the facts, we may take that into account in whatever we 
may do hereafter. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
to allow me to put a question to the Senator from Maine in charge of 
the bill, which may probably assist the purpose of the Senator trom 
Kansas. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I yield. 

Mr. BAYARD. The naval advisory board, under date of 15th De- 
cember, 1882, reported that in their opinion ‘‘it would be wise and ex- 
pedient to finish these vessels at once, and for the following reasons 
That means all four of the ironclads, the Terror, the Puritan, the 
Amphitrite, and the Monadnock. After giving their reasons in fvo! 
of the finishing of these ships, they proceed to say: 

The board has the honor to report that it will be prepared before the end of 
J 'y to submit plete and detailed plans together with the estimates 0! 
cost for the completion of the Puritan, ith An to the other vessels, the'r 


inferior dimensions will require more time more careful examination to 
prepare detailed designs that shall give them the highest possible efficiency 
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I should like to know whether that report and the estimate of the 
cost of the completion of the Puritan have been made ? 

Mr. HALE. Let mesay tothe Senator that I hold that report in my 
hand; and when the Senator from New Jersey shall have tinished I 
propose, not at length but briefly, to answer him by reading from that 
complete report referred to in the document that the Senator trom Dela- 
ware has in his hand. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator also refer at the same time to the | 
estimates of those vessels in case they have been made ? 

Mr. HALE. I have them all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As I urderstand—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanttoask the Senatorthis question: Has there not 
been more than one report made on the Puritan? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have read from four. 

Mr. PLUMB. Have they all condemned her ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All condemned her that I have read from. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam not speaking of the advisory board. The 
advisory board recommend her completion. 

Mr. HALE. That is not the only one. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now let me answer the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. He wishes to know if after these vessels were placed 
in the water experience did not show that incorrect estimates had been 
made of their displacement while upon the stocks, and if the experience 
was not favorable to their completion. That is the objection made by 
every naval officer with whom | have talked tothe Miantonomoh. She 
lies here at the Washington navy-yard without turrets, without her bat- 
teries, without a thousand-and-one things needed on a sea trip; and then 
making allowance for the very smallest possible amount of coal, which 
can scarcely take her a two days’ trip, they declare that the principal 
objection to her is that she is set too low in the water; in other words, 
the demonstration is there in this ship that whatever may have been the 
estimate made, either upon the stocks or after she was put overboard, 
the fact stands and stares us in the face that she already lies too low in 
the water, and, as I am informed and believe, with much less weight | 
upon her to-day than the weight of turrets and armor required to make | 
her an efficient war vessel. 

Now, as to the question of the Senator from Delaware—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the attention of the Senator to this state- 
ment in the letter of the Secretary of the Navy under date of December 
30, last: 

Since the annual report of the Department, on the 29th of November, 1882, the 
Puritan has been launched with the following results as to displacement : 

Launching draught of water, forward, 5 feet Linch; aft, 8feet 9 inches; mean, 
6 feet 11,4 inches, 

Displacement at this mean draught, sea water, 1,755 tons; fresh water, 1,715 
tons—equal to a less draught in salt water of 1.47 inches. 

Freeboard, or height out of the water, forward, 16 feet; aft 12 feet 4} inches. 

The Miantonomoh, loaded, as stated in the annual report, with iron cables 
representing the weight of her turrets, pilot-house, and armament, has sailed 


from League Island to Washington, where she is now subject to the inspection 
of Congress. 


This would seem to establish, if true,.two things—tirst, that the act- 
ual facts ascertained by the launching of the Puritan disprove abso- 
lutely and conclusively the reports of these various boards to which the 
Senator has alluded in regard to the eondition in which the Puritan 
would be when launched; second,that the Miantonomoh hasalready been 
and is now loaded with the weights which she will be loaded with when 
her turrets, pilot-house, and armament have been completed, and there- 
fore that all the question in relation to whether she is to be seaworthy or 
not, in the respects in which vessels for harbor defense are requited to 
be seaworthy, has been settled in her favor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. To which statement there are some people who 
have the audacity to make denial. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to say anything more on this 
question except simply to answer the question of the honorable Senator 
from Delaware as to the probable cost. As I understand the estimate 
of costas made up by the advisory board, it will amount to $1,600,000 
to complete her. In other words it is proposed to expend more than a 
million and a half of dollars in the completion of a vessel which seve- 
ral boards of naval officers have condemned. 

I may also state that I arrived at my estimate of value by adding to 
the sum named by the advisory board on page 4, called ‘‘a summary | 
for the completion of the double-turreted monitors,”’ part 2, Executive | 
Document No. 28, where provision is made for side-armor, deck-armor, 
tiller-turrets, smoke-pipe, ventilator, and anchors, cost to complete 
hull $960,000, and the cost to complete machinery $455,576, to which 
I have added (which they do not appear to have estimated) the cost of 
boilers, making $1,619,276. That as I understand is vastly in excess 
of the original contract with Mr. Roach to complete the vessels. It is | 
vastly in excess of the estimates made by other naval boards to com- 
plete the vessels, and I do not doubt but what if the advisory board 
and the Secretary are given what money they want they will be able 
to complete this and other vessels in the same way. The contractors 
will get the money, but what the Government will receive in return 
for it nobody seems to care. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the question whether these great iron- 
clad ships that have been taken possession of -by the Government under | 
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the legislation of last session should now be e mpl ted, or laid up and 
ever afterward left, ought to be settled at this session of this Congress. 
There can never be, as it seems to me, any more facts bearing upon 
their condition, their applicability to modern warfare, and their value 
as means ot harbor defense than those we are already possessed of 

In the early stages of the work upon these ironclads, from time to 
time the opinion of different naval officers and some self-constituted 
boards was invoked, sometimes with unfavorable results, but the who 
condition and situation and value of these ironclads was never fully 
brought out in a deliberate, authoritative fashion until after the inves- 
tigation set on foot in the House of Representatives under the direction 
of the chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The Seliridge board, so called and so known, made up of some of the 
most skillful officers in the Navy, engineers, constructors, and experts, 
examined these ironclads, and especially the Puritan, with the most 
complete and deliberate minuteness, and reported. 1 call attention es- 
pecially to the Puritan because she has been the subject of the attack of 
the Senator from New Jersey. They reported with reference to the 
Puritan that she had disappointed them favorably in every respect; 
they advised unhesitatingly and unqualitiedly that she be completed. 
Upon that report the Secretary of the Navy then at the head of that 
Department, Secretary Thompson, said 

Phe unanimity of opinion in reference to each of these vessels 

Referring to the list that he gives of the Miantonomoh, the Amphi- 
trite, the Terror, the Monadnock, and the Puritan 

The unanimity of opinion in reference to each of these vessels would seem to 
leave no room for doubt, therefore, that the interest of the Government re« 
the completion of all of them 


sols 


juires 
In this opinion I econcur for two controlling rea 


He then goes on to give the reasons— 

First, that to leave them uncompleted, after so large a sum of money has been 
expended upon them, would be bad economy 
very heavy to the Gevernment; and, 

Second, because when completed they would undoubtedly be equal, if not 
superior, to any other vessels of their class in the world 


, Inasmuch as the loss would be 


And soon. That committed, on investigation, one administration 
One year 
ago, when this subject-matter came up and appropriations were sought 
in some way to deal with the question of what should be done with 
these ironclads, the Senate, acting upon the House bill, which provided 
for the expenditure of money, called a halt under the lead of the Sen 

ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck]. Ido not remember that the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPHERSON] was at that time active in his opposition. I saw 
the force then of the ground that was taken by these other Senators 
that there should be, before any money was expended, a complete offi- 
cial investigation and demonstration as to the condition of affairs; and 
we provided that a board should be created that should examine this 
whole subject-matter and report to Congress before any money should 
be appropriated, and in that the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Chandle1 

fully and cordially agreed. So it passed over, and another year has gone 
by and the difficulty has remained unsettled till now by Congress. 

But in the mean time the board appointed, with all of the great pow- 
ers lodged in it by Congress, consisting of some of the ablest officers in 
the Navy in the different corps, was selected by the Secretary with Ad 
miral Shufeldt at the head, the hoard being made up in full of these 
officers: R. W. Shuteldt, commodore, United States Navy, president of 
the board; Henry Steers, naval architect, member, a gentleman well 
known in all cireles that touch upon naval construction; Miers Coryell, 
marine engineer, member; Alexander Henderson, chief engineer, United 
States Navy, member; J. A. Howell, commander, United States Navy, 
member; Edward W. Very, lieutenant, United States Navy, member; 
F. L. Fernald, naval constructor, United States Navy, member. 

This board proceeded to consider the question touching all of these 
ironclads, and made a preliminary report, which has been referred to 
by the Senator from Delaware, in which they declared unqualifiedly 
that in their opinion it would be wise and expedient to finish these 
vessels, the Puritan, the Terror, the Amphitrite, and the Monadnock. 
That preliminary report is as follows: 

NAVAL Apvisory Boarp, Washington, December 15, 1882 

Sir: In compliance with the act of Congress of August 5, 1882, requiring this 
board to report as to the wisdom and expediency of completing the monitors 
Puritan, Terror, Amphitrite, and Manadnock, we have the honor to report that 
we have made personal examinations of the hulls of these vessels, except the 
Monadnock, which was examined by the president of the board. We have also 
examined thoroughly all the reports that have been made by previous boards, 
e also ex 
amined, as far as possible, all the literature pertaining to foreign armored ves 
sels of corresponding size 

It is our opinion that it would be wise and expedient to finish these vessels at 
once, and for the following reasons, namely 

First. The hulls as they are at present are of excellent workmanship, fully 
up to the present standard of iron-ship construction, while the flotation of the 
Puritan and the behavior of the Miantonomoh at sea confirm the correctness of 
the calculations of the designs. 

Second, It is easily possible tocomplete the vessels by taking advantage of the 
recent developments in armor, guns, and machinery, without making any radi- 
cal changes in the design, so that their speed, endurance, battery power, protec- 
tion, and sea-going qualities shall be fully equal to those of any foreign iron-clad 
of similar dimensions designed previous to 1879. 

Third. The vessels may be finished so as to develop all the above-mentioned ad- 
vantages without making their total cost when completed in any way exorbitant 
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compared with the value of the results obtained; again, the interests of our sea- 
coast defense require a force at least equal to that which would be represented 
by those vessels. 

We take the liberty of calling your attention toa certain erroneous impression 
which now exists with regard to these vessels. In one of the official reports 
upon these hulls a doubt was thrown upon the correctness of the calculations 
of the Puritan. This doubt has spread in the public mind until it includes all 
the ships. The actual flotation of the Puritan and the Miantonomoh proves 
beyond question not only the entire reliability of the calculations, but also that 
the hulls of these vessels are lighter in proportion to the total displacement 
than those of any iron-clad low-freeboard hulls afloat, with but two exceptions. 

It has been the unfortunate custom in arguments as to the value of the results 
to be obtained to compare them with such foreign ships as the Inflexible and 
Duilio to the evident disadvantage of the monitors, no account whatever being 
taken of the fact that these vessels are double the size of the monitors. 

If these hulls be compared with foreign ones of similar dimensions, no such 
disparity will appear. 

The board has the honor to report that it will be prepared before the end of 
January to submit complete and detailed plans, together with the estimates of 
cost, for the completion of the Puritan. ith regard to the other vessels, their 
inferior dimensions will require more time ond mane careful examination to 
prepare detailed designs that shall give them the highest possible efficiency. 


ery respectfully, 
R. W. SHUFELDT, 
Commodore, United States Navy, President of the Board. 
HENRY STEERS, Member. 
MIERS CORYELL, Member. 
ALEXANDER HENDERSON, 
oF nen United States Navy. 
J. A. HOWELL, 
Commander, United States Navy. 
EDWARD W. VERY, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy. 
F. L. FERNALD, 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy. 
Hon, W. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Acting upon the suggestion that later this board would make a full 
report as to these several ironclads, touching their armament in detail, 
touching their cost, and touching all the facts that led to the conclu- 
sions the board reached, on the 15th of January the board made its 
subsequent supplementary report, which will be found in House Execu- 
tive Document No. 28, part 2, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to it. I do not know 
but that he has it now. This is the supplementary report of the board 
on these ironclads, in which they go on to report further 

Mr. BAYARD. Is the Senator reading from manuscript or a printed 
report? 

Mr. HALE. A printed report. 

Mr. BAYARD. What is the number of that? 

Mr. HALE. House of Representatives, Executive Document No. 
28, part 2. The part which the Senator has is part 1. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that report is not very lengthy I should like to 
have it put on record. 

Mr. HALE. It is not at all lengthy, and I will present some parts 
of it: : 





SIDE ARMOR. 


The Puritan having been just launched, the question of weight has been defi- 
nitely settled, and is 29 per cent. of the total displacement, or about one hun- 
dred tons lighter than originally estimated. This surplus weight the board has 
ut ilized in increasing the thickness of the side armor. . 

* o . 


TURRETS-—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Permit me to ask whether it is not the fact 
that the reports referred to by the Senator from New Jersey were made 
while the vessel was on the stocks. 

Mr. HALE. Those were reports voluntary, self-invoked, not alto- 
gether condemnatory, though somewhat so, but made in the early stages 
when the work was being done under the old regular appropriations. 
‘tno time after the ironclads were put in their present condition, and 
at uo time after the investigation was set on foot showing how they had 
been built, were there any unfavorable reports. These that I am read- 
ing are the late reports. 

Mr. MORGAN, Allow me to inquire whether all of these vessels are 
built after the same model substantially ? 

Mr. HALE. No; Ido notthink they are after the same model tech- 
nically, but they all belong to the class of great ironclads. They are 
of different sizes and shapes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion. The Monadnock, and the Miantonomoh, which is lying at this 
navy-yard, are exactly the same size, and yet—— 

Mr. HALE. The Monadnock is not the same size as the Puritan. 
The Monadnock and Miantonomoh are the same size. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Puritan, which I wished to except from the 
provisions of this bill, is of an entirely different class, an entirely differ- 
ent model, and is the one that has been condemned. 

Mr. HALE. Neither of these boards, the Selfridge board, officially, 
authoritatively, strongly made up, nor the advisory board, of the best 
officers in the Navy, condemn, but both substantially urge the comple- 
tion of the Puritan with the others. 

The board treat next upon the machinery, then upon the ordnance, 
then upon the expense, all of which may be found upon 4of the 
document which I hold in my hands. Probably it would be better to 
put the entire report in the Recorp in this connection: 

NAVAL Apvisory Boarp, Washington, January 11, 1883, 
Sim: Pursuant to our preliminary report of December 15, 1882, and in com- 





pliance with the act of Congreasof August 5, 1882, requiring this board report 
as to whether any changes should be made in the original plane of the Pune 
Monadnock, Terror, and Amphitrite, her with the cost of completion of 
each according to the plans recommended, and, having recommended their 
completion, the board has the honor {o report in regard to the above, so far as 
refers to the Puritan. 

The following changes are recommended, namely : 


SIDE ARMOR, 


The Puritan having been just launched, the question of weight has been defi- 
nitely settled, aud is 29 per cent. of the total displacement, or about 100 tons 
lighter than originally estimated. Thissurplus weight the board has utilized in 
increasing the thickness of the side armor; thus, the thickness for 218 feet amid- 
ships to be 11 inches for a depth of 3 feet 6 inches, thence to be tapered to a thick- 
ness of 6 inches at the lower edge. At the bow, for 14} feet from the stem, to be 
10 inches, and at the stern, for a distance of 39 feet 7 inches, to be 8 inches. The 
plates at bow and stern to be tapered in the same proportion asthe 11-inch plates, 

When the plans submitted to this board by the Bureau of Construction were 
prepared these tapered plates were not manufactured, and at present, though 
their cost is greater, it is the opinion of the board that they should be used. 

In order to better protect the steering apparatus the board recommends that 
an additional thickness of l-inch steel plates be fitted over the tiller-room, com- 
mencing at the skin-backing and extending to the after water-tight bulk-head. 


TURRETS. 


The introduction of breech-loading guns of t length, with a corresponding 
length of projectile, requires special facilities for loading with ease and rapidity 
which can not be obtained in turrets of the center-spindle type. After careful! 
consideration the board is of the opinion that the roller-base turrets of 22 feet in- 
ternal diameter will afford cmugte room for handling the 10}-inch breech-loading 
rifles, and will permit them to be loaded at any point with great rapidity. 

The armor on the turrets to be 14 inches thick and 7 feet 2 inches high: except 
in front of the guns, where it will be 16 inches, the wood backing to be 11 inches, 
of white oak, and the shell of 1} inches of steel, in two thicknesses. 

A light superstructure to be placed on top of each turret, and a wooden pilot- 
house on the forward one, as shown in the present plans. 

The present arrangement of armored smoke-pipe and ventilation is approved 
with the recommendation that the armor be extended to 9} feet above the deck 
and tapered to 4} inches at the top, commencing 4 feet from the bottom. 

The board does not concur withthe opinion of the Selfridge board in regard 
to moving the wing-passages in , but is of the opinion that the facility of 
reaching the sides in case of leakage, which is now afforded, more than balances 
the advantage of access to the stop-valves which that change is intended to at- 
tain. 

As the Martin type of anchors can be more easily handled and stowed on the 
monitor bow, they are recommended for the Puritan, 

With the above exceptions the plans of flying deck, anchor gear, and general 
internal arrangements are approved, 


COST OF CONSTRUCTION, 


The board estimates the cost of completing all portions coming under the cog- 
nizance of the Bureau of Construction, including steel or steel-faced armor on 
sides, turrets, smoke-pipe and ventilator, turrets, pilot-houses, smoke-pipe, ven- 
tilator, blowers, air-ducts, additional water-tight bulk-heads, anchor and boat 
gear, all external and internal fittings, boats, blocks, furniture, cementing, and 
painting, not including stores, at ,000. 

The increase over previous estimates is due to increased weight of armor and 
substitution of steel for iron, and also to increased cost of labor and materials. 


MACHINERY. 


A careful examination of the general plans and detail specifications prepared 
and of the weights of the machinery and its appurtenances as designed for this 
ship shows they are correct and not excessive. The general dimensions are 
sufficient to insure the power required and will admit of the engines being placed 
in the space allotted. 

The total weight of two pairs of independent compound engines of the most 
approved type, together with screw-propellers, pumps, instruments, tools, dupli- 
cate parts, stores, and all appurtenances, including three additional bilge steam- 
pumps, with all their attachments of oom valves, strainers, &c.,and also two 
separate pairs of engines, gears, pipes, &c., for turning the turrets, will be 1,072 
tons, and the cost of all the above machinery, fitted and ready for use, will cost 
to “‘Steam-Engineering,’’ $455,576. 

ORDNANCE, 


It is recommended that the main armament of the Puritan shall consist of 
four 10}-inch steel breech-loading rifled guns; that these guns shal! develop a 
power for penetration fully equal to that of the present Woolwich 12}-inch muz- 
zle-loader or the French 13-inch breech-loader; that they shall possess the 
strength and dimensions necessary to fully utilize a charge of powder of 275 
pounds, witha projectile of 550 pounds weight; that these gunsshall be mounted 
upon center-port pivoting carriages in sucha manner that all the movements 
of recoil, running out, elevating and loading can be controlled by hydraulic 
power; that the arrangements forloading and supply of ammunition shall be 
such as to enable either or both guns of a pair to be loaded independently, 
and at any time, whether the turret is in motién or at rest. 

In addition to these heavy guns it is recommended that the Puritan shall be 
provided with four 2-inch Hotchkiss revolving cannon and four Gatling machine 
guns, so mounted as to completely command all approaches to the vessel, and 
provided with stee! shields so arranged as to protect the guns and crews from 
the fire of machine guns and light artillery. 

It is recommended that the ship be provided with two electric search-lights of 
at least 20,000 candle power each, so mounted as to havea clear sweep of the hori- 
zon of at least 250°, and both lights to completely command all approaches to the 
ship. Each of these lights to be provided with its own dynam and engine, and 
each machine to be of sufficient power to work both lights at once, if necessary. 

It is recommended that the ship be provided with a complete outfit of offen- 
sive torpedoes, and also with appliances against torpedo attack, these to be of 
the most effective patterns used in naval warfare. 

The estimate of weight and cost of the ordnance outfit is as follows: 

















Weight. | Cost. 
] 
Battery guns and ammunition, with hydraulic gear $176, 250 
Machine guns and small-arms..................00000e0e-sce0 A 26, 900 
Electric lights, torpedo outfit, and stores.................ccceseeeeeeee 50, 000 
SELES TA ae, See OU ee oe eT Oe 253, 150 








Detail plans and specifications for all changes and recommendations contained 
herein are now in a forward state of preparation by the board. 
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SUMMARY. 


Hull.—Present plans are recommended with changesin side armors, 
deck armor over tiller, turrets, smoke-pipe, ventilator, and an- 


ee I III 0 cca cncanwsnihin neues venseteescocencrectssererecomes $960, 000 00 
Machinery.—Present plans for propulsive machinery are recom- 
mended with steam-turning apparatus for turrets. Cost to com- 

plete a OE Lo nae lal nanensermdenrverobsoanbetscupine 455, 576 00 
Ordnance.—Recommended, four 10{-inch breech-loading rifles, with 
hydraulic apparatus, 4 Hotchkiss guns, 4 Gatling guns, electric 
lights, &c., torpedo outfit, ammunition, and stores. Cost of ord- 

Iai niiiisl subdseececeeen uments cunenduenese ceessenvnsbesecesuccorresseeteesoeeuescesececesece 253, 150 00 

IIIT, ccxcansnncsecseosaveccstesotesbeniee)<seeabnescsessccasevensececseses. hy OOOy CON OO 

a lc cecevecriccn sts ccaerevensubscneccoseeccensscovonsvecsan serveneseseses 687,798 24 

2 ccs pslcasasnntueubinyn eandsinacsevees 2, 381, 839 24 


Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
- R. W. SHUFELDT, 
Commodore, U. S. N., President of the Board. 
HENRY STEERS, 
Naval Architect, Member. 
MIERS CORYELL, 
Marine Engineer, Member. 
ALEXANDER HENDERSON, 
- Chief Engineer, U. 8S. N., Member. 
J. A. HOWELL, 
Commander, U. 8S. N., Member. 
EDWARD W. VERY, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. N., Memben 
F. L. FERNALD 
Naval Constructor, U. 8. N., Member. 
Hon, WrLuLiAM E. CHANDLER, 
ry of the Navy. 
NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD, 
Washington, January 11, 1883. 
Sir: From the estimate of cost of the completion of the Puritan, the following 


items of articles coming under the head of regular supples, to be furnished by 
the Bureau of Ordnance, may be deducted in any special estimate : 


Gunpowder........ bose saeninbsansersoneccnstereswsccosotasewennenes pivedniesuesdeeete Seaetihieasenee $14, 000 








Hotchkiss guns and ammunition... 17,500 
Gatling guns and ammunition... . 6,000 
To jo outfit.......... eemeesesoducovces 30, 000 
Small-arms and ammunition. 3, 600 
Stores and spare articles.................-+ 10, 000 

ease naicscecekavecksssins enh Sascveescnsen el ehctias stand eoeda tpiticiecenea sawnics 80, 900 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. W. SHUFELDT, 


Commodore, U. 8. Navy, President of the Board. 
Hon. W. E. CHANDLER, w 
Secretary 


of the Navy. 


NAVAL ADVISORY Boarp, 
Washington, January 11, 1883, 

Sir: The board respectfully present the following comparison of the Puritan 
with foreign ships as an appendix to our report of this date: 

In order that a true estimate may be made of the value of the Puritan as a 
fighting vessel when completed in accordance with the foregoing recommenda- 
tions, we make the following summarized comparison of the ship with two ves- 
sels of a closely corresponding type and size, which represent the latest devel- 
opments in the English and French naval architecture applied to coast defense. 


TURRET SHIPS, 


In the British navy-list the Conqueror (now building) approximates quite 
closely to the Puritan in dimensions and type; and in the French navy-list the 
Tonnerre and class, although somewhat smaller ships, are close enough in size 
to admit of direct comparson. 







































Measurement. Conqueror.| Puritan. | Tonnerre, 
Local displ: t tons.. 6, 200 6, 060 5,580 
Length between perpendicularzs........... feet.. 270 280 241} 
Extreme breadth................cc00000 ; 58 60 57 
Mean draught.............. TRS: feet. 23 18 204 
Immersed midship section........square feet 1,145 1,037 1,099 
Indicated ho Ellie denccpiunichintinensee 4,500 4, 167 4, 166 
Maximum speed...... knots *13 *13} +14 
Coal supply........ PAE tons..| 9 4 Oo” 514 270 
Armament (breech-loading rifles) ............ { : ——_ }a 10}-inch | 2 10}-inch. 
Number of turrets........0.....0ccccecsecsscescsesesseese | 1 2 1 
Thickness of turret armor.. ..inches.. 12 14 13} 
Thickness of deck armor.................. inches... 2)and 1} 8 and 2 2 
Thickness of side armor, amidships..inches... 12 ll 13 
Thickness of side armor, bow......... -inches..| 8b 10 9.8 
Thickness of side armor, quarter.....inches..| Bl 10 11.8 
Thickness of side armor, stern....... ..inches.. 0 8 1.3 

*Estimated. tActual. 


MANEUVERING POWER. 


The Conqueror was designed with especial rd to the full development of 
ramming power, necessitating the greatest possible handiness. 

An examination of the measurements will show that the proportion of length 
to breadth is the same as that of the Puritan, while the latter has the great su- 
periority in her lighter draught, which, taken in connection with her greater 
speed and Faw number of guns and powerful ram-bow, gives her, in the 
opinion of board, a marked superiority over the English ship in maneuver- 
ing power, On the other hand, the Tonnerre, being shorter in proportion to her 
— ane having a higher speed, should possess greater mobility, but this qual- 
of greatly modified” if not completely neutralized, by her excessive draught 


SPEED AND ENDURANCE, 


The speed of the Puritan is superior to that of the Con 
queror, while it is in- 
ferior to that of the Tonnerre. This superiority of the French ship is, however, 
gained at a great sacrifice of coal pacity or end ; 80 great, indeed, as, 





| 





| in the opinion of the board, to entirely unfit her for any prolonged operations 


at a distance from a coaling station. The endurance of the Puritan and the 
Conqueror isthe same. 


ARMAMENT. 


In the power of individual guns the Conqueror is superior to the Puritan, 
while the latter is in about the same proportion superiortothe Tonnerre. Since, 
however, the Puritan’s guns have suflicient power to overcome the armor of 
both the other ships, the efficiency of the armament depends directly upon the 
number of guns which the ship can bring into action. li this respect the Puri- 
tan has a marked superiority over both the other ships, since she has double the 
number of guns. The 6inch guns of the Conqueror are left out of considera- 
tion, as they are powerless against the Puritan, and have no protection except 
from machine fire. 

ARMOR. 


In thickness of turret, deck, and bow armor the Puritan is superior to both 
the other ships, while amidship and aft it is inferior, it being considered that 
this sacrifice is more than compensated by the gain ‘n power of armament, es- 
eet nd since the machinery and steering gear are fully protected by the heavy 

acking and coal. 

The information available with regard to cost of the three ships is too meager 
to admit of a detailed comparison, but in the opinion of the board the amount 
estimated for the completion of the Puritan is in no way excessive, and compares 
favorably with estimates of the cost of other foreign armored vessels of corre- 
sponding size. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. W. SHUFELDT, 
Commodore, United States Navy, President of the Board, 
Hon, W. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


NAVAL ADVIsoRY BoarpD, Washington, January 12, 1883. 
Str: In compliance with the Department's request, the board respectfully pre- 
sents the following approximate estimates of cost to complete the monitors 
Amphitrite, Terror, and Monadnock : 


AMPHITRITE. 
Cost to ‘Construction :”’ 
For hull, turrets, pilot- houses, smoke- pipes, ventilators, boats, 
blocks, furniture, including all necessary changes to admit of 


roller-turrets, steel, or steel-faced armor, &c $688,500 00 









WRIT OU TEE BO GIR ose onc ccescnscscnrecserscarveswscssocsatcessnieteecneectosesses 12,500 00 
Pe ne I i vc cacdis ccncscecen ceewsnsavirnntuncennecssecesnedicvsssncens 701,000 00 
Cost to * Steam Enyineering:"’ 
For machinery, turret engines, pumping system................ccceeseee 369, 840 00 
Ordnance: 
4 10-inch breech-loading rifles and carriages, 200 rounds of ammu- 
nition, Hotchkiss guns, &c., Gatling guns, search-lights, torpedo 
SEA, GER GEUI, BI GEIB isc ccccesescveceveceverecvcccsecccase cnceccsnsuceece 223, 380 00 





1, 294, 220 00 
507, 218 96 


. 1,801,438 96 


Total cost to complete.. ™ 
ENE BP i Rivncccc csccoccnseeccecccssonscesensesvonsavesoineonciscovesce 





Total when OMNIA cccencacstacieosens 











TEEROR. 
Cost to “‘ Construction :” 
ROI Ne Oe TOE DING sao ccc cectsccccncecsccrvenccnvecesrsesncaccsosssnsesees 701,000 00 
Cost to “‘Steam-Engineering :” 
Ny I TA HOE BRIO aan ics vc coicscacecsenccssceviiswreeseusccssenssonsinsierese 369, 840 00 
Ordnance: 
ee i TE BIS i cccceteeesscnereerevsceseninnssncdecenbinencaureaycecies 223, 380 00 
Pn I I III as cn arembenaidbehooseniesccmmensesioneuiinaitees 1, 294, 220 00 
MIE I MINIS -ncacs ndecasictsilnenseusiindetedapanctigtacguennesnasardousstuoniootineneiatisiee 631,272 73 
RE WIRe MONO ao vcsccsetecedccinscncupeenecescnesseusscneseececesertesesces 1, 825, 492 73 
MONADNOCK. - _ 


Cost to “‘ Construction :” 
BUGIS GREG C8 TOP ARTI icc cs cccersoscrccceresccsecccccccesece 


sesecseerseeee 780,000 00 
Cost to ** Steam-Engineering :” 








Be ND GO Te Bins evn ccectsnc ec cocsnemsecocccesarnsvccenesenessececees 426, 059 00 
Ordnance: 

BI I BT BI ano vovcccccnscencccciscrcccctescesecceccenerseneenescevese 223, 380 00 
Re RNIN NG a pecaictctcaricenscescsneb nsavtneonsie sovmmnsdeiosnoscesennee 1, 434, 439 00 
PIII 1 chic noctenleaink seatieeltinhadniiadiaixstdianonpehundeeaessnuenaiapieioneniaediaten 649, 336 21 
Se Cen In CUIIIIIIN oc sncec cvestlimniasisoteninaiodomeninesenacawinnes 2,083,775 21 

RECAPITULATION. 
Name = to dete Cost to Cost when 


complete. | completed. 





$507,218 96 ree 00 | $1,801, 438 96 





as ctcenessieniing waskene 














UE cnc cncmis: sasierscvsesnsovereneyuevonedasevonsaseet 531,272 73 | 1,294,220 00 | 1,825,492 73 
Monadnock 649, 336 21 | 1,434,439 00 | 2,083,775 21 
Very respectfully, 


R. W. SHUFELDT, 
Commodore, U. 8. Navy, President of Board. 
HENRY STEERS, 
Naval Architect, Member. 
MIERS CORYELL, 
Marine Engineer, Member. 
ALEXANDER HENDERSON, 
Chief Engineer, Member; 
J. A. HOWELL, 
Commander, U. S. N., Member. 
EDWARD W. VERY, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. N., Member. 
F, L. FERNALD, 
Naval Constructor, Member. 
Hon. W. E. CHANDLER 
Secretary of Navy. 


Upon that report the Secretary of the Navy submits the whole mat- 
ter to Congress. Upon the investigation set afoot at the direction and 
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under the command of Congress, with the best officers selected in its 
power, with the most deliberate and complete examination and adju- 
(lication upon this vexed question, the Secretary of the Navy submits 
this question to Congress with no bias one way or the other. He says 
in his report: 





Navy Department, Washington, D ber 30, 1882. 
Sir: Herewith is transmitted the report of the naval advisory board created 
by the act of Congress of August 5, 1882, as to the wisdom expediency of 


undertaking and completing the iron-clad steamers Monadnock, Puritan, Am- 
phitrite, and Terror. 

The board is of the opinion that it would be wise and expedient to finish these 
vessels, and I recommend that provisions be made by Congress for their com- 
pletion accordingly. 

My views are expressed in my annual report to Congress of November 29, 1882, 
as follows: 

“There has been much unseemly controversy over these vessels since the 
work was suspended, in March, 1877, after an expenditure upon them by the 
Government of $3,528,580,58, The fact of this large outlay is no reason why they 
should be completed if they will not then be worth to the Government the 
amount of the new money which will have been expended. Nor is there any- 
thing in their history which should prevent their completion if that result is for 
the real interests of the Government. The necessity, however, of some better 
provisio. for the defense of our harbors than is furnished by the fourteen single- 
turreted monitors, the relics of the war of the rebellion, is apparent to every 
thoughtful citizen.”’ 

If the nation is to regain its position as a maritime and naval power, reason- 
able provision should be made, not only for offensive cruising vessels, but also 
for harbor defense, by means of ironclads. Such defense can be accomplished 
more effectively and economically by double-turreted monitors than by any 
other form of armored vessels. 

The new hulls of these four monitors are in perfect condition. Itis possible to 
complete them for a reasonable amount of money, economically expended, and 
any responsibility for further delay 1 am not willing to share, 

The department, however— 


And I call attention of Senators to this— 


is not in favor of completing these monitors under the permissory contracts di- 
rected by the Secretary of the Navy, Hon. George M. Robeson, March 2, 1877, 
under the advice of the Attorney-General, Hon. Alphonso Taft. No investiga- 
tion has shown that the prices for the work to be done under those contracts were 
not fair and reasonable, but the contrary has appeared, The order for the con- 
tracts, however, contained a provision as follows: 

“It being expressly understood, however, that the Government is not to be 
involved in liability by reason of such action, and that the several contractors 
are to do their work, if they do it, waiting for, and accepting for their pay, such 
appropriations as may be made by Congress therefor.” 

These limitations expressiy negative the idea of liability of the Government 
under the contracts unless they should be followed by subsequent appropria- 
tions by Congress, which, for various reasons not necessary to be now discussed, 
have been withheld; and no work was done under them before they were sus- 
pended by the order of Secretary Thompson of March 16, 1877. In the mean 
time conditions have changed. Some changes should be made in the plans for 
completing the vessels, and the prices of work and material have altered. The 
Departinent, therefore, should be authorized to settle fairly with the contractors 
for the use and occupation of their yards since 1877 by these vessels, and for 
their care and preservation; and new contracts should be made for the con- 
struction of their machinery. 

A difiiculty in contracting for the machinery is at once apparent. There can 
be practically no competition among engine-builders for the contracts. There 
are but few establishments competent for the performance of the work, and 
these will not be likely to bid against each other, The only practical method, 
therefore, of constructing such machinery will be to authorize the Department 
to make contracts at such prices as may be fair and reasonable, If the head of 
the Department and its bureaus ought not to be intrusted alone with the dis- 
cretion to make the contracts and fix the prices, they should be aided and lim- 
ited by boards of officers, which Congress may provide for, similar to the naval 
advisory board, to reject or 2 ning any contracts which may be contemplated, 
which should be directed by law to approve only such as may be fair and rea- 
sonable, according to the lowest market price for similar work. 

lhe question of the wisdom and expediency of authorizing the completion of 
the monitors, under conditions and limitations like the foregoing, is respectfully 
submitted to the judgment of Congress. 

The statute directed the naval advisory board to make their report in detail 
by the Ist day of December, and also to report whether any changes in the original 
plan or plans should be made, together with the cost ofthe completion according 
to the plans recommended, The board has not yet been able to make its report 
in detail, nor to determine the cost of the completion of the monitors which it 
recommends, but is engaged in preparing such full report, which will be trans- 
mitted to Congress immediately upon its reception by the Department. 

Since the annual report of the Department, on the 29th of November, 1882, the 
Puritan has heen launched, with the following results as to displacement: 

Launching draught of water, forward, 5 feet Linch; aft, 8 feet 9} inches ; mean, 
6 feet 11,4 inches. 

Displacement at this mean draught, sea water, 1,755 tons; fresh water, 1,713 
tons, equal to a less draft in.salt-water of 1.47 inches. 

Freeboard, or height out of the water, forward, 16 feet; aft, 12 feet 4} inches. 

The ialantoncendlt; loaded, as stated in the annual report, with iron cables 
representing the weight of her turrets, pilot-house, and armament, has sailed 
from League Island to Washington, where she is now subject to the inspection 
of —. j m 

am, sir, very respectfully, 

WM. E, CHAND 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. J, WARREN KEIFER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I have already alluded to the Selfridge report, made nearly three 
years ago, and I will now present it to go in the RECORD in this con- 
nection: 

Curster, Pa., May 3, 1880. 

Str: I have the honor to inclose report of board convened to examine double- 
turreted vessel Puritan, and accompanying mail papers and plans of moditica- 
tions therein referred to, 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


THOS. 0. SELFRIDGE, 
Rear-Admiral and President of 
Hon, Rrcnarp W. THOMPSON 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
CuEsTErR, Pa., May 1, 1880. 
Sir: In obedience to order of 10, board have the honor to re- 
port that elitr acne Coalies cnsk dee in person, of the Puritan, 








now on the stocks in the yard of John Roach, esq., at this place, they are of 
opinion, in consideration of the nm efficient and ‘excellent workmanship man- 
ifested in the present structure, the large sum which has alrea:’y been ex- 
— on this vessel, that it is to the interest of the Government to have her 
completed. 

Secondly. That it is not to the interest of the Government to complete her 
wholly in accordance with existing plans, models, and agreements. 

Thirdly. The board recommend the following modifications of the existing 
plans, namely: 

The side armor to be compound instead of iron, of a thickness of 10 inches t. 
the depth of 4 feet 6 inches, extending along the middle of the vessel, and in, 
wake of the turrets to the distance of 165 feet 10inches; from thence the belt wi|| 
be 7 inches in thickness, of the same depth, for 26 feet 7 inches on either end. ter. 
minating with a diminish to4inches for a distance of 26 feet 4 inches. The lower 
belt to be 4 inches thick and 2 feet 6 inches deep amidships, extending the whole 
length of the vessel. 

_ armor backing to consist of the best Georgia yellow pine instead of white 
oak. 

There are to be two turrets of the Ericsson type; interior diameter 26 feet ¢ 
inches and height 9 feet 6inches, mailed with 12 inches compound armor. The 
pilot-house to covered with 10 inches of the same material and the smoke- 
pipe and ventilator with 8 inches. 

The passages on berth<leck to be shifted in against engine and fire-room bulk- 
heads; the spaces vacated to be used for coal. 

Yellow pine of 3 inches in thickness to constitute the planking of both upper 
and berth decks; to be increased in the former tothe width of three strakes to 4 
inches in thickness, on either side, next to the water-ways. The deck-house tc 
be abolished and the apartments placed below, leaving the platform or bridge 


| between the turrets, 





The armored ventilator to be increased fiom 8 feet to 11 feet in diameter. 

For further information relative to the foregoing alterations and the locatioy, 
and number of bulk-heads for water-tight compartments, see plans L, M,N and. 

The boats to be eight in number, as follows: 






Fee t. 
One steam-cutter, length........................ anemnenngevers AE LOTTE SS LATTA iio 34 
TD CUI, PII crete cocesncevctveseunnins a 
nat slseininliciineemmneennbnace 32 
Two pink stern-boats, to be fitted as life-boats, length.. oN 
ES SEB LET. LLL LILLE TTD ATT TE 2s 
NII ccnnsincinintpercntinntvenbuinennbiaresiinonitgithdnibeevipeeantuninnnennenibebienscecies 18 


These boats, if given the necessary widtb and depth, will be of sufficient ca- 
pacity to carry the crew in an emergency. 

The board concur in the following suggestions made by the Stevens board, so 
called, namely: 

No. lL. The substitution ofa wooden bulk-head, instead of iron, on frame 14 

No. 2. The removal of the iron compartments between frames 25 and 27. 

No. 4. The omission of cement except the amount necessary to cover the strakes 
of plating, and allowed for in the estimate of weights. 

No. 7. The substitution of wrought-iron bumped plates for cast-iron flooring 
in engine and fire rooms. 

No. 8. The substitution of an iron bulk-head for the transverse bunker bet ween 
engine and fire rooms. (See plans G and D.) 

No. 10. The omission of extra weight in berth-deck beams, girders under berth- 
deck, and other items recommended by the late board. 

No. 11. The reduction of the emt flee he w of engine-beds. 

No. 12. The omission of the shoot, only for ashes. 

No. 4. The reduction of the capacity of coal-bunkers to 514 tons. 

No. 15. The reduction in diameter of the upper fastening-bolts of armor-plates 
on side to 3inches, 

No. 18. The strengthening of the lower course of unarmored smoke-pipe ani 
veutilator for securing topping-lifts for boats. 

No, 22. The auxiliary pumps in engine-room to be placed on brackets above 
the level of the flooring. 

No. 23. The boilers to be protected against the effects of employing the vesse! 
as a ram. 

No. 24. The position ofthe engines, boilers, coal-turrets, magazines, shell-rooms, 
smoke-pipe, ventilator, &c., to be shifted forward, as shown in red on plans G 
and D. 

The accompanying paper, marked No. 1, gives the several estimated weights 
and the displacement at 18 feet draught, leaving a freeboard of 30 inches. 

The displacement is in excess of the weights 226 tons. 

This excess will allow a heavier armament and probably an increase in the 
quantity of coal. 

Should a further decrease in the weights be desired, the side armor could |x 
reduced | inch and the other armor in proportion, leaving the resisting power 
quite equal to the iron armor designed for this vessel. 

The advantages of moving the passages between the forward and after berth- 
deck are that it gives a more direct communication, fore and aft, increases tlic 
coal space, and, in case of accident to the boilers, it facilitates the closing of the 
boiler stop-valves. 

The board recommend two additional blowers for turrets and two for fire- 
room, with engines and connections complete; and also that the propellers 
should be so lengthened that their surface will be increased 15 per cent. 


Cost of additional water-tight bulk-heads.......2 00... .ccccsesccceeseceeeeeeeesoeees $4, 509 70 
Cost of moving bulk-heads on berth-deck. 1,000 00 
Cost of increase in size of boats.............. 1,000 00 
Cost of additional blowers 7,500 00 









14, 009 70 

Less cost of compound armor compared with the armor designed for ; 
GES WORN, .ntsrcnecsoccccentioontn pecessonn dasenrennithisestnancethisatiocanvinihtivnéialldtiy ieieiembere 11, 907 33 
Less cost of pine backing compared With Oak .............. ccccccseseeeeeeeeeenes 252 00 


12,159 33 


In conclusion the board would respectfully suggest, owing to the indefinite 
tenor of the contract of March 3, 1877, for building the hull of the Puritan, that 
before any more work is done on this vessel a new contract should be made, with 
full specifications and detailed drawings. 

Respectfully submitted by your obedient servants, 
THOS. 0. SELFRIDGE, 
Rear-Admiral and President of Board. 
F. M. RAMSAY, 
in and Member. 
ROBT. L. RRIS, 
Chief Engineer, U. 8. N., and Member. 
JOHN C. KAFER, 
Passed Assistant ee, U. 8. N., and Member. 
. L. MINTONYE, 


Naval Constructor, U. 8S. N., and Member. 
F. MALLETT, 
Constructor and 


GEO. 
Assistant Naval and Member. 
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I concur in the above report, with the exception that in my opinion a more 
formidable ship could be obtained for the Navy from this hull as it now stands } 
by the of a central citadel, say, 120 feet in length, having the turrets on | 
the top at either end, the whole to have 12-inch armored plates (steel-faced ). 
The upper deck I would to the ends of the ship for the accommodation of 
the and crew. The additional weight of this superstructure would bring 
the armored deck just wae near the load water-line, which would be the best 

j fighting the . 
panes ” SAM. H. POOK, 
Naval Constructor, U. 8S. N., and Member 

Hon. RicHarp W. THoMPsoN. Su | 

Secretary of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


No. 1. 


Weights, , &e., of the United States double-turreted vessel on the stocks at 


displacement 
the yard of John Roach, esq., Chester, Pennsylvania, as follows, May 1, 1880: 




































Tons. | 
Hull on the stocks, exclusive of deck armor..............ccc:cccce0eeccceeeeeeee 1, 6BR.00 
Side armor (compounda)...... litbitertnneneceusideeses piciletilicnacaes 52. 90 | 
Side armor, bolts, nuts, and washers....... 25. 50 
Backing, Georgia yellow pine ................ 119.50 | 
Backing, DONS .......00.-...c.eccecsesee corse eees 3.01 
Deck armor (iron) and fastenings... 469.0s 
Smoke-pipe, armored, Complete.................c0.ccccecceeeeseeseseseeneeenesesenseeeennes 62. 66 
Ventilator, armored, complete...................<..s088 as ainoeien denied ae 62. 66 
Two turrets, armored, complete, Ericsson type, including gearing and 

foundation.. Piatieliidlicn diiesesnatlinddinedauniibibutnacincaes civeveseotiedon es 630. 20 
Pilot-house ......... RE TSS aa ey ee : nisi 40.16 
Joiner and plum work between turrets, boats and davits, steam | 

steerer, steam wine, 50,000 pounds of cement, deck fittings, fur- 

niture, and all other appendages for completion of hull................... 382.10 
Buik-heads, iron, additional, for water-tight compartments.,.................. 19, 24 
Steam-machinery, complete, boilers filled, and spare machinery, turret- 

Se ihetth adiconc senccesnnenereesncses cnauis <veeieeseessceecesebeseecetecores 996.56 | 
Coal in bunkers.................... Shin dibieibecadibdirinie ice 514.00 | 
Armament, ammunition, and ordnance stores..................... maaneeint 205. 00 
Anchors, chains, galley, and all equipments, outfits, and stores 67.95 | 
Provisions and clothing and water ........... ......... : oe 50. 62 
Steam-engineering stores and grate-bars (spare) ..................00000. 16, 31 | 
a I a rx csccncencssesevaccccescscccesssssesvenesecens oe ae 5.00 | 
Medical stores............. bd Saieenl SEES 1.18 | 
Construction stores S coae 12.05 | 
Officers’ mess stores ae hat iiibieticinalieseaiionsas : 6.57 
inns dcaeechnheteuhaniacnens ni neepirsrenseisvensgitenesatsreevexnes ; 18.75 | 

— | 

5, 848.95 | 

Displacement in tons (sea water) at 18 feet : | 

oo, sacs ssbunbbabnnubaddnindeentisavcevanasevnsensocecs execs 6, 075, 39 | 
Area of the immersed traverse section, @ in square feet.......... 1,037.70 

Area of the 18-foot water-line, in square feet................... 14, 127. 6 | 

Tons per inch, at 18 feet water-line (sea water) .......0.0.........0..cccceec cece 33, 704.00 | 
Center of gravity of vessel abaft, @ in feet.......................... Sided ee 2,125.00 

Excess of displacement over weights, at 18 feet draught, in tons ......... 226. 44 | 

Respectfully submitted, 

THOS. 0. SELFRIDGE, | 
Rear-Admiral and President of Board. 
Mr. President, there are these ironclads, the Monadnock in Califor | 


nia, the Puritan, the Terror, and the Miantonomoh, which has been 
brought around to the Washington yard, and by her flotation proves | 
her sea qualities. As I said in the beginning, Congress ought to settle | 
now and forever whether we are to do anything with these ships or are | 
to abandon them; and it ought to be settled on the conviction of Sena- 
tors whether they believe or do not believe that the present condition 
of these ironclads is such as to justify their completion. I care not a 
penny for all this ransacking into the old-time past upon the question | 
whether, in 1875 or in 1876 or years before, the course was irregular by 
which these vessels were proceeded with under regular appropriations, 
with money extracted from those regular appropriations. After they 
had assumed form and were in the yards of the contractors the Govern- 
ment seized upon them and grappled with the whole subject-matter and 
has had report upon report since then by the best advisory hoards that 
could be appointed, without any exception in favor of completion, and 
te now for us to say whether we will complete one or two or all of | 
them. 

If there is anything in what I have said or in what I have read, there 
is no wit or wisdom in attacking the Puritan especially and exempting 
her from the action that we take with regard to these ironclads gener- 
ally. Something has got to be left to the discretion and integrity of 
the head of the Department. There is no possible inducement, I may 
say, upon the present head of the Navy Department why he should in any | 
way be affected by or tangled up with any old complications of his pre- | 
decessors. He has but one thing that he should unerringly seek, and that 
is to administer his Department so that in the expenditures of the money | 
which is given tohim he may bring out the most fortheGovernment. He | 
hasstated distinctly that there is no claim under theseold contracts; that 
they were only permissory under Secretary Robeson; that they are lim- 
ited and controlled, and no man to-day is seeking that I know of any- 
where to renew and revive these old contracts. But here we are with 
our harbors open to the assault of any hostile power. Noman can tell 
what twelve months may bring forth. The great colossal wealth of our 
seaboard towns is subject to be destroyed by the approach and entrance 
of a single armored ship in the hands of a hostile power. We ought to | 
do something in the way of protection. I do not believe that these 
ships have gr can have great sea-going power. The question has been 
mooted whether the Puritan or Miantonomoh when completed can be | 
Sent around the Horn to the Pacific coast for defense there. 

To my view it is clear that we had much better finish the Monadnock | 





| out of their seats. 


| and they were ordered into private yards. 


| away from official responsibility. 


| to make an estimate that will finish these things. 


| tractors year in and year out. 
| one year in which an appropriation has not been made for these in 
| choate, imperfect, and incomplete ironclads—not one year. 


| both mistaken. 


which lies there and utilize her for the defense of our Pacific metropolis, 
and then we ought to have one of these ironclads completed, full y armed, 
and in readiness when war menaces us for defense. But weshall never 
know how useful they can be made until we do finish them, and woe be 
unto us, and we should call on the rocks and the mountains to hide us 
if we be taken unprepared, and by reason of failure to appropriate this 
money are found utterly and hopelessly defenseless. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the closing sentences uttered by 
the Senator from Maine were thrilling in their appeal to the necessities 
of this Government, that unless some of these ironclads or all of them 
were completed we might be at the mercy of foreign powers. If that 
appeal had been addressed to persons who knew nothing whatever of 
the history of the past eight or ten years it might have startled them 
I happen to know that more than eight years ago, 
during the administration of General Grant, these five ironclads were 
ordered to be rebuilt. They were ordered to be rebuilt during the last 
days of General Grant’s administration, now abouteight years ago; and 
how much do you suppose has been done and how much do you suppose 
has been provided to be done? I have been driven reluctantly to look 
into this matter, and I stand here in the Senate of the United States to 
say that a greater scandal, outrage, and burlesque upon public works 
or public service has never taken place than on the subject of these 
ironclads. Eight years ago they were ordered to be rebuilt. They 


| were old ships that had done good service during the war; they were 


somewhat damaged and needed repair; they were ordered into repair, 
They were ordered into 
the hands of private contractors to pay political debts, to extend fa 
voritism. I have here a list of the places where they were ordered 
to be built outside of the navy-yards, away from official inspection, 
This was eight years ago, and how 
many of them do you suppose are now on the water? Five of them 
were ordered to be built. How many are on the water to-day? Not 
one. There is one that has been ostensibly declared rebuilt, but she 
is lying down here now at this navy-yard with her turrets off, no more 
fit to go to sea than a mud-turtle, and the other four are yet in the 
yards; and we are called upon to appropriate for them and appropriate 
from year to year. 

Mr. President, reluctant as I am ever to deal in unkind statement, 


| it appears to me that this whole system has been one to pay up politi 


cal debts and as a means of making political assessments. Why should 
eight years pass by without one single one of these five monitors being 
fit for sea? 

Mr. PLUMB. If I know anything about the appropriations for the 
last six years, I can see one very good reason why there has not been 
anything done toward finishing these monitors. Congress has not ap- 
propriated a single dollar for the last six years to drive a nail in them 


| or strike a hammer upon them except inthe case of the Miantonomoh, 


which is now here at the Potomac navy-yard. 
very good reason. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator is mistaken, unless I am 

Mr. PLUMB. Notat all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Heis, unless I amentirely mistaken. I say here 
that more than eight millions of money has been spent on these iron 
clads. They cost originally about six millions; more than eight mill 
ions has been spent upon them, and to-day we are not departing from 
the usual rule; we are asking one million in this bill, and that is short 
of the actual demand of $1,650,000. One Department asks so much 
money, another Department asks so much, and there is not a Senator 


That seems to be a 


| on this floor who can make an estimate that these ironclads will be 


finished in five years. I defy the Senator from Kansas or any one else 
Why are they not 
finished? Why are they there on the stocks in private yards? Simply 
because they are a means of drawing money into the hands of con 
The Senator from Kansas can not name 


Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt the Senator from Indiana and I are 


He seems to have supposed that somebody was going 
to build ships for the Government without appropriations. There | 
think he himself was mistaken. I probably have been mistaken my 
self in regard to it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does it take eight years if men are in earnest and 
mean business? The Senator knows better. 

Mr. PLUMB. But I repeat what I said before; that for six years no 
appropriation has been made for the completion or for any work tend 
ing to the completion of a single one of these ironclads except the 
Miantonomoh, which, in the condition the appropriations have placed 
her, is now lying at the Washington navy-yard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Either the Senator or myself is mistaken; one or 
the other is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say not one dollar has been expended even tending 
to or designed for the completion of any one of these ships, except that 
one, during the last six years. The Senator says I can not estimate in 
regard to what it will take to complete any one of these ships. He 
need not have bothered himself to make a statement of that kind; I 
would have confessed it in advance. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I will say-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I takein regard tothat the estimate made by the naval 
advisory board, constituted by an act of Congress, and that estimate is 
as accessible to the Senator from Indiana as it is to me. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not mean to challenge what the Senator said 
about these various ironclads having been conceived in sin and brought 
forth in iniquity. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not said that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will take that back; but if the Senator were 
to say that I would not even deny that. I want him now to address 
himself to the point as to whether, taking these things on hand in these 
navy-yurds and having these political debts paid that he has spoken of 
is it not better to go on now to complete them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will address myself to the point. I did not 
say they were conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity, for they 
have never been brought forth. It is a case of obstruction. There has 
been no production of these ironclads. Eight long years of gestation 
have taken place, and yet they are not here. However bad the con- 
ception may have been, there has been no deliverance whatever, and 
therefore | tax the naval administration of this Government for a mis- 
erable, farcical, and contemptible policy before the whole country. 
There have been five Seretaries of the Navy, one after another; Secre- 
taries have come and Secretaries have gone since these five monitors 
were ordered to be rebuilt, and yet not one of them has been rebuilt; 
four of them yet rest upon the stocks in private ship-yards, and appro- 
priations are asked for private contractors in private yards. I shall 
say directly what my view of this is, but before I reach that point I 
wish to demonstrate the burlesque upon the public service that has 
taken place on this subject. 

I confess that when I looked into it, I was utterly amazed to find that 
in the last eight years five iron-clad ships were sucking the Treasury of 
this Government for sustenance—private contracts and private con- 
tractors, some of them very well known in political circles, yet not as 
favorably as they are well known. 

Now, Mr. President, let me advert for a few moments to the system 
of our Government. We have established navy-yards. We have eight 
of them. Let us see where they are and what they are for and then 
see whether this sham is to continue. I speak of it as a sham, and I 
speak of it as a sham so far as the service of this Government is con- 
cerned. We have a navy-yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire; at 
New York; at Boston; at Norfolk; at Washington; at League Island, 
near Philadelphia; at Pensacola, Florida; at Mare Island, in California; 
and a station at New London, Connecticut. They are sustained at an 
expenditure of over $4,000,000 a year; and what are they sustained 
for? What are navy-yards established for in this country? Are they 
merely ornamental and not useful? With my imperfect knowledge of 
naval affairs—and I confess I do not aspire to such knowledge as the 
Senator from Maine has—with my limited knowledge, I had supposed 
that navy-yards were established and supported to build ships and re- 
pair ships and do the work of the Navy; that they were places where 
when ships came in from the sea they would find shelter and repair. 
We are spending over $4,000,000 a year to sustain these eight navy- 
yards, and yet I find that these five little monitors, called ironclads, 
have been stationed out, like a dark horse on the race-track for occult 
and secret practices, in private ship-yards to be built, instead of being 
built under official responsibility and public inspection. 

The drift of my remarks and my purpose in taking the floor, and that 
is all the purpose I have, is to say that I intend that the Senate shall 
face the question of building ships in navy-yards established by law 
for that purpose, rather than putting them out to private contract to 
repay political work and to establish a fund for political assessments. 
I think perhaps my remarks would be better timed a little further 
along in this bill; and I give notice now that at the right time I intend 
to ask the Senate to say whether the Navy Department shall build 
ships and repair ships in the navy-yards established by law, or whether 
the Secretary of the Navy shall have the discretion to go among his 
friends and make contracts to pay political debts and raise political-as- 
sessment funds. This is one of the scandals of the time. It has not 
arrested the attention of the Senate and the country as it ought to. 

Here let me repeat myself. Five ships were ordered to be rebuilt 
eight years ago, and they have been in the hands of men asking every 
year, and sucking from the Treasury every year until more than $8,000,- 
000 has been sucked out of the money of the people, and yet nothing has 
been done. But one ship in the last eight years has been launched, 
and it can not float an hour. It is a scandal, it is a crime, it is an out- 
rage, and it should be ended by ordering the Secretary of the Navy to 
take these vessels into the Government ship-yards, to take them out of 
the hands of the John Roaches and that class of men, and put them 
where they can be seen and known, and where they will come to an end 
some time. 

Sir, rather than allow this thing to go on asit isgoing on, every one of 
this little miserable batch of five ships had better be sunk in the bot- 
tom of the sea than for us to go on making appropriation after 
priation with no end. It is a bottomless Here is $1,000,000 
called for in this bill to keep on after eight years of nugatory effort. 








The Steam-Engineering Departmentasks for $1,165,000 for thesame pur- 
pose—$2, 165,000 in one year; and yet no end, no place to stop. I cali 
upon Senators to considerthis question. Eight years have elapsed, but 
there is no end yet, and there is no end promised. 

I say to the r from Maine that I have not the slightest dis- 
position to disturb him in this bill by calling up past things; but this 
question has got to come to an end. It can not goon forever, and it 
shall not. I ask the Senator from Maine, andI know he will co-operate 
in the laudable purpose as well as anybody else I ever knew, to devise 
some method to advise the Senate and the country when this thing 
is to stop, when we are to have an end of it. Eight million dollars have 
gone already to repair five old vessels that cost $6,000,000 to begin 
with, and yet we are asked here for $1,000,000 in this bill, and the 
Steam-Engineering Department asks for $1,165,000 more, with no period 
put to this continuousand eternal thing. I would rather move tosink 
the Terror, the Amphitrite, the Miantonomoh, and all the rest of them 
to the bottom of the sea than to go on with this illimitable and miser- 
able raid upon public decency and public economy. 

I wish to say a single word more. It may be a repetition of what | 
have said before, but I intend to call sharply and specifically the minds 
of Senators to this question: What are navy-yards for? Their tools are 
there, their forges are there, their furnaces are there, their men are 
there. The force, the labor, the skill, everything is there at the navy- 
yards. What are you going to do with them? Are you going to allow 
the Secretary of the Navy to go on spending indefinitely a million this 
year and more millions next year without a limit, when the Govern- 
ment has provided by law where this money shall be expended? This 
matter of private contracting outside of the navy-yards has no excuse 
in any economical policy of the Government, and I intend to have the 
sense of the Senate on the question of whether the navy-yards estab- 
lished by law can build our ships, and if they can not then I intend to 
move to abolish as many of them as we can spare. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I think that this is a very simple 
and a very clear business proposition, whether or not itis wise and right 
for the Senate to vote the sum of a million dollars to place engines 
and machinery upon the four double-turreted ironclads referred to in 
the debate and in the bill. In 1877 the construction of all of these 
iron-clad vessels was suspended by the direction of the incoming Sec- 
retary of the Navy, Mr. Thompson. His predecessor had made cer- 
tain contracts which Mr. Thompson entirely disavowed and put an end 
to so far as he could, and certain it is that the whole progress of the 
construction of these ironclads under those contracts was arrested. and 
it was not begun again and has not been continued from that day to 
this. 

I have nothing to say now of the causes which led to the arrestation 
of these contracts; of the charges that were made and of the charges 
that were in some degree investigated; but simply to say that it is to 
be regretted that the cloud of suspicion in regard to these contracts 
and the construction of these vessels was cast upon them, and it has 
never been since fully removed. I believe that it attached unjustly in 
many cases, and in one case of which I have personal knowledge and 
information as to the contracting parties I am prepared to say that | 
think there is no doubt of its injustice. 

It so happens that at my home and within view from the porch of 
my house lies one of these monitors, distant probably a mile from 
where I live, und I have visited the yard of Harlan & Hollingsworth 
and there I have seen this vessel. I have gone over it in company with 
officers of the Navy, and I know something of its condition. Besides 
that, I know a great deal of the character of the men who had built the 
boat. So far we have had, I believe, since 1877 four separate commis- 
sions to go to these yards to examine these boats and to make reports 
to Congress upon them. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
cluding the Puritan ? 

Mr. BAYARD. All of them have béen examined, I believe. [| in- 
clude in thatthe last report of the naval advisory board, dated the 15th 
of December, 1882, and supplemented by a further report from the 
same body on the 15th of January, 1883. 

The delay in finishing these boats has been, in my judgment, wise and 
economical, and was in the first place, because it was demanded by the 
honest sentiment of the American people to know whether there had 
been frauds upon the Government in the construction of vessels so far 
as that construction had proceeded. The result was that in 1879 or 
1878, upon a full examination of the facts as they stood, and upon 
the report of the agents of the Navy Department, then presided over 
by Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, all of these contractors were paid, not 
upon the contracts, but paid what is known in law as a quantum merwit 
for the work and labor that they had up to that time bestowed on these 
vessels. They were paid, and I believe they were paid in full. That 
was of itself a renunciation of the original contracts on either side, and 
since that day the contractors for these vessels, as I understand, have re- 
ceived nothing, and no appropriation has been made to them for the 
continuance of their construction. 

Now, you are asked, after the lapse of these six years, will you spend 
more money in finishing these vessels or not? And when youare asked 
that question and asked to vote upon it, the point is is it expedient for 


Does the Senator mean all of these boats, in- 
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the interests of the American people that these four ironclads should be 
finished, or will you let them stand untinished and continue them as 
have been for the past few years? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Delaware answer me a 
question which he is better able toanswerthan Iam? Why have they 
not been finished? 

Mr. BAYARD. Because Congress have refused toappropriate money 
until they knew that that money would be wisely expended and for 
the public use. I say further to my friend from Indiana, because 
Co has ing a series of commissions composed of the 
officers of the Navy, composed of the very best men we could get, as 
I understand, to examine this question, to know whether in fact we 
should continue the appropriation. 

Mr. VOO Now, will the Senator from Delaware pardon 
me for asking him whether he is aware of the amount required to fin- 
iah these ships? 

Mr. BAYARD. Exactly. I have it here. The whole cost to com- 
plete the Puritan will be $1,668,729, which wil] include her armament 
in full and make her a perfect ship ready for sea. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Without asking the Senator to go over the de- 
tails, I understand the evidence is that these vessels, after they have 
been in private and dock yards for from six to eight years, will cost now 
six and a half millions more than they cost for their original construe- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. If my friend will allow me to get through I think 
he will be satisfied, if not with my opinion, with the ground that I 
have for it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BAYARD. I would with pleasure, but I should like to get 
through with my statement. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will not interfere with the Senator. 

Mr. BAYARD. Go on. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Delaware has given the Sen- 
ate the information asked for by the Senator from Indiana of what it 
would cost to complete one of these vessels. I suppose that statement 
is based on the estimate of the advisory board ? 

Mr. BAYARD. That is the only thing I have before me. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator now compare 
that estimate made under the present navy administration by the pres- 
ent advisory board with the contract price that was to be paid for that 
vessel under the original ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Really that would be very immaterial. 

Mr. HALE. And there never was a contract for the entire comple- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Even if there had been that contract has been termi- 
nated; it has been abrogated on both sides. The contractor has ren- 
dered the bill for the amount of material and labor, and the Govern- 
ment has settled it, and they are acquit so far. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Itis important, so far as this goes, that the con- 
tracts were made at a time when everything was costly, at the close of 
the war, when materials were dearer than now, when labor was dearer 
than now, and it is proposed now to pay additional hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars upon a ship to complete her above the contract made, 
at that time deemed exorbitant. That I deem significant of itself. 

Mr. BAYARD. Thatis the Senator’s speech made over again on this 
subject. I have not much to say, but I should like to state it consecu- 
tively, if I may be allowed. Really this is not the question presented 
by my friend from New Jersey; itis his own view, expressed, no doubt, 
with entire accuracy on his part. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I submit it is not my view, because I bring the 
record to prove it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I might answer, I think, the Senator’s suggestion by 
this: The specifications attached to the original contracts made in 1375 
may have been changed, but no matter what they were, they no longer 
exist as an obligation either upon the contractors or upon the Govern- 
ment. In the mean time I understand that the armor, and especially 
thearmamentofships, has undergonea very great change, and that which 
the Government would have built under the condition of light and 
knowledge in 1873, 1875, or 1877 it would not be wise to build at the 
present time. Therefore I do not see that much is to be gained by com- 


paring the ori contract price of these vessels with the present prop- 
osition to them, except it may be that if the Senate shall believe 


that these estimates are excessive, if they shall believe they are im- 
proper, they ought to vote against them. 

Now, who shall decide that question for us, Senators? Can we have 
special knowledge of our own, or must we take the testimony of those 
officers of the United States Navy who by the act of Congress of the 
last session were created an advisory board with plenary powers and 
control by the Secretary of the Navy? I take it for granted we must 
trust some one, and for my own part I would rather trust the officers 
of the Navy. I believe it has been, I believe it is still an honorable 
service, and therefore when men of standing and character, of good 
record, are inted to make examinations into affairs which their 
education experience have qualified them to be judges of, I know 
no better source of information upon facts than those of experienced 
men of character who shall examine and report them. 








Mr. VOORHEES. I! should like to ba instructed by the Senator from 
Delaware, whose longservice and varied experience we all know. I ask 
him why would not the official place fixed for the construction of ships 
be better than private yards? 

Mr. BAYARD. Does not my friend know that there is not an iron- 
ship-building yard belonging to the Government of the country; that 
the Government has not got to-day a place where it can build an iron 
ship of two hundred tons ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does not my friend from Delaware know that this 
Government is quite as able to provide a proper place under the law 
with appropriations to build ships as John Roach or anybody else? 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not doubt that the Government has the power to 
have an iron-ship-building yard just as much as a wooden-ship-building 
yard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think so. 

Mr. BAYARD. ButI merely state the fact that the Government has 
not yet exercised that power. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let them do it, then. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is no place in the United States under the 
control of this Government where an iron ship can be built, and there 
never was. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Government can not possibly make a more 
dismal failure than has been given to the world in the last seven or 
eight years in the case of these five ironclads. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have nothing todo with thatquestion. The ques- 
tion of their failure or success is to be determined by the officers of the 
Navy. If they can not be trusted to tell us the truth in regard to such 
facts which they personally examined, then | think we had better abol- 
ish our Navy altogether; but that I do not believe. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think we ought to abolish the navy-yards un- 
less they can perform the functions for which they are established and 
supported by law. We are paying millions a year for navy-yards, and 
yet let out the building of ships to private contract. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not, I believe, in this bill to originate the policy 
of the Government owning yards for iron-ship building. Whenever 
that comes up I shall endeavor to understand it and to vote upon it ac 
cording to my convictions. But the facts are before us now that the 
Government has no navy-yard in the country where an iron ship can 
be even repaired, much less built. There is no such thing. I believe 
in Great Britain there are but two government yards, and all the great 
ships and strongest ships of that country, or at least the great majority 
of them, have been built by private parties. 

But, Mr. President, this I think is rather beside the question we are 
discussing. It is whether or not it is wise and expedient to spend the 
sum of $1,000,000 on these four ships. That will be about $250,000 
apiece. What will be the result of that? It simply will be to allow 
them to be finished, with engines and machinery, to be thoroughly 
tested, before their turrets and before their armament is definitely set- 
tled. A million dollars will not finish these four vessels. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much will it require to finish the four vessels? 

Mr. BAYARD. The figures are here. 

Mr. INGALILS. I should like to hear them. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihavethem here. Forthe four vessels, the Puritan 
the Amphitrite, the Terror, and the Monadnock, the total cost accord 
ing to the figures now given, when they are completed, armored, ready 
for sea, will be $8,925,400. 

Mr. ALLISON. That includes, of course, what has been already 
expended. 
Mr. BAYARD. That includes what has been already expended. 

Mr. INGALLS. What I desired to know was how much more will 
be required to be appropriated to complete the four ironclads so as to 
render them effective for service. 

Mr. BAYARD. I read the figures from this report, dated January of 
this year, and I must take them seriatim. 

The total cost to complete the Puritan will be $1,668,726. There has 
been already expended upon her $687,798.24. Her total cost when built 
and ready for sea as a man-of-war for active operations will be $2,381, 
839.21. That is the Puritan, the largest of them all. Next take the 
Amphitrite, the vessel which I say I have seen very nearmy home. The 
Amphitrite has had expended upon her already $507,218.96, and the 
total cost to complete her in addition will be $1,294,220. The Terror 
will be about the same as the Amphitrite, and the Monadnock a little 
more than the Amphitrite. 

Mr. INGALLS. What will be the aggregate that we shall be re- 
quired to appropriate hereafter to render these vesse!s fit for sea-sery 
ice? 

Mr. BAYARD. It is before me in these figures. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five million six hundred and ninety-one thousand 
six hundred and five dollars, including the one million dollars in this 

bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senate may face the bill as it will be. It will 
cost us rather more than $5,000,000, in addition to what has been ex 
| pended for the American Government to own these four ironclads. 
Now, are they worth it? Is it advisable, contemplating that ultimate 
expense, is it wise for us to continue the outlay? How are we to an- 
i swer that question? Who shall instruct us? Have we any better au- 
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thority than the naval advisory board as at present constituted? That 
is a question of fact. It is a question dependent on the weight that is 
to be given to the personal character, professional skill and experience 
of these gentlemen, not one of whom I think is personally known to 
me, Commodore Shufeldt; Henry Steers, naval architect; Miers Cor- 
yell, marine engineer; Alexander Henderson, chief engineer of the 
Navy; J. A. Howell, commander; Edward W. Very, a lieutenant, and 
Mr. Fernald, a naval constructor. Senators, can we trust these men 
or can we not? Have they the skill; have they the science, and then 
have they the character to tell us the true result? 

Mr. VOORHEES. What do they say? What is their report? 

Mr. BAYARD. Their report is that these vessels should be finished ; 
that it is expedient for the interests of the people of this country that 
they should be. Let me read what they say; and remember that this 
report is the culmination of a series of reports, all pointing in the same 
direction : 

It is our opinion that it would be wise and expedient to finish these vessels at 
onee, and for the following reasons, namely— 

Then follow the reasons they give that these vessels when finished 
would be superior to vessels of their class owned by any other govern- 
ment. I say ‘‘of their class,’’ because we have no such vessels as ves- 
sels in the Italian navy or, I believe, two in the German navy, the cost 
of which singly is more than the entire cost of these four. I myself 
saw, I was on board a ship, I think called the Superb, in 1879, lying at 
the docks at Chatham, in England, built by a private ship-yard there for 
the Turkish Government. Either the Turkish Government could not pay 
for it or the British Government would not let them take it, but the 
British Government had bought this vessel. Sbe was a masterpiece 
of strength, and had cost under their system at that time more than 
£600,000 sterling, and her armament, which was to consist of but two 
guns, two 200-ton guns, such as we have not in this country at all, was 
to cost about £150,000 more. 

There you have more than three and a half million dollars for a sin- 
gle vessel. We are asked under the total cost of these four to pay some- 
thing about $8,100,000. These are large sums; they are grave sums; 
and the men who are to be intrusted with this expenditure, or the men 
who are to vote this expenditure, must have good ground for their 
judgment and their confidence. It comes down to that—can we trust 
our own officers? The naval advisory board tell us truly when they 
say here: 

The hulls, as they are at present, are of excellent workmanship, fully up tothe 
present standard of iron-ship construction, while the flotation of the Puritan 


and the behavior of the Miantonomoh at sea confirm the correctness of the cal- 
culations of the designs, 


It is easily possible to complete the vessels by taking advantage of the recent 
developments in armor, guns, and machinery, without making any radical 
changes in the design, so that their speed, endurance, battery power, protection, 
and seagoing qualities shall be fully equal to those of any foreign iron-clad of 
similar dimensions designed previous to 1879. 

What there has been since 1879 I do not know; but here is a report 
made almost in the month in which we are speaking, in which they 
continue to recommend the finishing of these vessels. It is, therefore, 
a question of judgment, a question of conscience, whether we are to 
take the money of the American people and continue the construction 
of these ships or not; for the present appropriation of a million dol- 
lars does not finish oneof them. It simply puts in steam-engines that 
they may be maneuvered and tested as to their capacity of armor car- 
rying. It will not buy them a gun; it will not put the machinery in 
their turrets. I may say that as far as one of these goes, I am informed 
that the boilers and the like are already there, and that the sum of 
$250,000 will put in the machinery and allow it to go to sea and to be 
maneuvered, but it will not finish it for the use for which it is designed; 
that will require still more money. 

The action of the House of Representatives was to appropriate $450,000, 
which was to be exclusively spent upon one of these ships, and they 
recommended that one which the advisory board might advise to be 
first completed. That was understood, I believe, to be the Puritan. 
She is nearer completion; she is launched; she is lying at the yard of her 
builder on the Delaware River, just below Philadelphia. It was un- 
derstood that that money would be spent upon the Puritan alone, and 
the others would not be touched. But the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate said that it would be invidious, as I understand the 
meaning of their report, to select one to be finished and leave the others 
not. They all stand about upon a level of official reeommendation. I 
mean by official recommendation the recommendation of the naval ad- 
visory board. We created that board last year as a double guard to the 
American people, or I will call it a check upon the Navy Department. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question in 
this connection ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator bases his whole judgment, his 
wholeargument, the reason for his entire action upon the advisory board, 
contradicted, disputed as it is, by five former boards of naval officers, 
equally intelligent, equally distinguished. He still insists — it that 
the decision of the five other boards is to be rejected, and the recom- 
mendation of the advisory board is to be taken. 

Mr. BAYARD. There comes an issue of fact which is settled by the 
record, not by me. I ask the attention of theSenator from Maine [Mr. 





HALE]. It has been averred by the Senator from New Jersey that the 
present finding of the advisory board is contradicted by—how many did 
the Senator say ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will speak within my knowledge of four. 

Mr. BAYARD. Of four previous commissions to examine into this 
very subject. My impression is, and it is a very positive one, that | 
have read three reports in favor of finishing these monitors. 

Mr. HALE. As I stated, since these ironclads assumed the form in 
which they now exist—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator please distinguish as he goes 
along between the Puritan and the other vessels? 

Mr. HALE. I will distinctly state it, and state it in my own way 
as clearly as I can, and then the Senator may make his statement. Sei- 
ting aside all the preliminary work upon these ships when they were 
first struck out and smal! sums of money were diverted from the regu- 
lar appropriations to build them up from time to time, when there was 
a question whether their model was good and when self-invoked boards 
or officers of the Navy passed upon them, up tothe time when the Gov 
ernment took charge of them and the new contracts were made whic} 
were arrested by the Navy Department, every report that has been mad 
upon them in their present condition has been in favor of finishing them 
At the earlier stage, before they had assumed any form, when it was « 
question of theory in the Department and one oflicer was contendiny 
with another, you will find letters and so-called reports both in favo: 
and against; but there has not been any condemnation of these vesse|s 
as they are now; itis as they were seven yearsago. There has not been 
a word of condemnation; on the other hand it has all been approved 
by every board. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Did not the Mullany board, the Stevens board 
and the Lenthall board all condemn the policy? 

Mr. HALE. There never was a Lenthall board. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the record lies. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think Mr. Lenthall did make a dissenting report. 

Mr. HALE. He did. 

Mr. BAYARD. And he criticised the feature and existing possibi!- 
ities of these vessels very severely, but certainly he did not do it as a 
board. 

Mr. HALE. There was oneschool of thought and theory in the Navy 
that never believed in the construction of these ships, but when the) 
took form and when any board could pass upon them and their capabil- 
ities the report was in their favor and has been ever since. 

Mr. BAYARD. The question of naval architecture, the question of 
the advisability of constructing a navy of heavily-armored ships is a sti!! 
unsettled problem anywhere. There have been some tragical examples 
in the British navy and in other navies that might well give pause to the 
people of the United States before they embarked upon asystem that hai 
created the Captain, the Vanguard, and the great ship of the Germans 
which was sunk the other day and lies at the bottom of the English 
Channel. The Captain was the strongest ship thatever floated, and she 
went down in the Bay of Biscay in less than five minutes from the time 
she was seen by her consort. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me I will state that she cost 
more than double what either of these ships will cost. The reports of 
the British navy show that the ironclads that they have built from tim: 
to time, more than half of which have been laid up as failures or have 
sunk, cost all the way from $3,000,000 and $3,500,000 to $5,000,000 and 
$6,000,000 or over £1,000,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. What was the name of the German ship? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Cimbria? 

Mr. BAYARD. That was a mere passenger ship. 
Kaiser? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Kurfurst. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think there is something in this far beyond the 
question of the cost of a million dollars,now proposed, or of $8,000,000 
proposed or contemplated. You may spend $80,000,000 0n the Navy and 
it may turn out to have been an unwise expenditure. Great Britain 
has spent more in experiments upon this subject since these vesse!s 
were put upon the stocks than would have built us a pretty fair nav) 
It isa very grave question, an enormous question, that may possil!) 
involve the question of our natural superiority on the sea, whether we 
are moving in the right direction on this subject. It is not simply 2 
matter of the expenditure of this million dollars for finishing these 
vessels, but it is whether we are progressing upon a wise road for our 
national safety. 

Let any man read the history in our civil war of how vessels went 
down at anchor in Charleston Harbor, how that grand historic litt!« 
vessel, the Monitor, the original one, went down off Cape Hatteras. |‘ 
seemed as though they were destined to be the coffins of brave men. 
and there was a very strong feeling in the Navy among very distin 
guished officers that iron ships or heavily iron-armored ships could no! 
be a success. Nor do I believe that their success to-day is assured 11 
the history of marine architecture. Can any one say to-day that an 
iron-armored ship is a safe sea-going vessel? Is there a man here who 
would not feel his heart grow chill if he knew the crew and officers 0! 
an American man-of-war were to be exposed upon a dangerous coast | 
any iron-clad that floats to-day? 


Was it called the 
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But here we are face to fnce with a problem that we are compelled 
to treat tentatively, and yet at the same time affirmatively. We have 
been a long time in finishing these vessels. Fortunately, owing to 
their material they can not decay, and the seven or eight years that 
have gone by have been well expended probably in waiting to see 
whether such improvement will not be made by the experiment of other 
countries that will give us instruction without the expense. 

Now, at last, the question is, what will you do? Are these vessels 
worthy of completion, or should they be torn to pieces and sold tor old 
iron? One of these alternatives should be adopted. I am perhaps as 
little accomplished as any man in this assembly to give any voice on 
the subject, and I should refuse to give an opinion of my own on the 
subject except it was guided by those who I think are competent to in- 
struct me. 

Can we safely follow the recommendation of this naval advisory board 
or ought we to turn our backs upon it and wait for another board to be 
formed and get another authority? That is the question. As far 
as I am concerned, I have confidence in these men; and more, I have 
confidence in these constituents of mine whom I know. They have too 
much at stake to let them furnish to the Government an expensive 
ship that shall turn out to be worthless. 
and too upright; they are not necessitous; they are not begging favors 
of any kind; they are only willing and anxious to employ their skill 
and their ability in competition with all for the benefit of the public in 
building these men-of-war. I do not believe that they would be capable 
of furnishing to the Government a perfectly useless ship; but I think 
if no one else would disclose the fact of the uselessness of the purchase 
they would do so themselves, unaided by the criticism of the officers 
of the Navy. But I do not stand upon that. 

I take the report of these men. Are they capable, are they skillful, 
and are they honest? If they are, are they not competent witnesses 
to instruct us, and may we not, as the agents of the American people, 
vote their money to create for them that which every man feels is a 
need to-day, a serviceable navy for the defense or our commerce and 
the defense of our shores? 

The proposition to build a steel cruiser is obviously a wise one. 
There must be an experiment in this, and all experiment has its risk 
of failure. I must say that I have looked upon the condition of the 
American Navy for the last fifteen years with humiliation and regret. 
It seems to have gone, and certainly there ought to be a beginning of 
its resuscitation. If these vessels are built and are finished they will 
be the only four really modern vessels of war at the service of the 
American people in case of trouble. That I believe to be so. We 
have not to-day a modern ship serviceable for modern wartare under 
the conditions that warfare is now waged between nations. We neither 
have the ships nor the guns, neither have we a governmental machinery 
for making either. There is not a steam-hammer in the country that 
could forge a modern gun, not one. There is not a Government yard 
where an iron ship can be built, not one. But I do believe that there 
are in this country American mechanics who are equal to any task of 
mechanism provided the opportunity is given to them that they may 
be justified in embarking their capital and skill in the attempt. 

I shall feel myself justified, with the information that I have, in vot- 
ing this sum, equivalent to $250,000 each, to put these four monitors 
in a condition in which their sea-going qualities can be tested. 
may say that that being expended it may result in loss. 
the loss would be greater to give them up now. But I do not believe 
it would result in loss, simply because I am told that it will not by 
these experienced men. 

Therefore I shall vote for the recommendation of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I am perfectly willing to do so. I feel that I am 
ustified, and I think the Senate would be justified. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, if this were an original proposi- 
tion whether we would have five iron-clad ships, the remarks of the 
Senator from Delaware would be somewhat in point. They would be 
still more in point if it were a disputed question whether the Govern- 
ment should build those ships or whether it would have to rely upon 





You 
Better that; 


somebody outside. They would be still further in point if the Senator | 
could have shown that the private parties who have had this matter in | 


hand had done something in responding to the demands which he has 
so well and strongly put forth for iron-clad ships. They have done 
nothing. 

lam not standing here saying that these ships shall not be com- 
pleted. On the contrary, I intend to ask that they shall go into the 
navy-yards and be completed there. The men for whom the Senator 
from Delaware speaks with such strength and force have had their day. 
They have had time enough, they have had money enough, and they 
have demonstrated to the world that they can not do this thing that 
we all want so much, or that they will not do it. On the contrary, they 
seem to be eking out their employment from year to year for some un- 
known pu . 


aimee ARD. Iam sure the Senator would not intentionally be 
Mr. VOORHEES. No, sir; I would not. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am sureof that. Let me state that one vessel, the 
only one that I know personally anything about, and which has prompted 
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| 
m¢ to say wha I have, is the Amphitrite. There has been spent on 
| the Amphitrite $507,218.90, and every dollar of that has been cost 
| There lies the hull finished, the boilers finished, the turrets finished 
They have all been examined by United States officers, and they say 
| that the money has been honestly used by the men who put the ma 
| terial and labor in the shape in which they now lie in that yard. Sine: 

1877 they have not been allowed to progress one inch, because not on 
dollar has been given tothem to continue the work. 
to that time, and there they were stopped. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What does the Senator think of a system that 
would suspend the work for six years, let the vessel lie there and rot and 
rust instead of being finished? Why not put her intoGovernment hands 
and under Government control in a navy-vyard, where she can be seen 
and where the work will go forward? 
| priations were not made for her. 
| for that. 
jastot 


| 
| 
| 
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They went on up 





rhe Senator says that appro 
There must have been some reason 
There was a distrust in Congress; there was a distrust either 
he honesty and integrity of the priv ate contractor or of these who 
had made a contract with him. The result is that the money already 
appropriated has been virtually lost. 

I am not impeaching the propriety of finishing these vessels 
ought to be finished; they ought to have been finished long ago lam 
impeaching the methods. I say here, as I said a while ago, this Gov 
ernment has eight navy-yards, and one station at New London, making 
nine places for ships to be built and repaired. There is the place for 
these vessels to go and to be put into responsible hands and held to a 
strict construction. There will be no motive then tor eking out this 
employment and extending it from year to year 

In order that I may not be misunderstood I call attention to the thet 
that these vessels are being rebuilt, as follows: ‘Two by John Roach, at 
Chester, Pennsylvania, the Puritan and the Miantonomoh; the Monad 
nock, at San Francisco, California, by Phineas Burgess & Co 
contractors. 


They 


| 


’ private 
Why are they so much more reliable than this Govern 
ment itself? Why are they more reliable than the Navy Department 
itself? Why should this power be extended to the Secretary of the 
Navy to make contracts with Jones and Smith or whomscever he pleases, 
on such conditions as he pleases? The Terror has been rebuilt at Phil 
adelphia, by William Cramp & Sons; and the Amphitrite at Wilming 
ton, Delaware, by the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company. I have 
not a word to say in impeachment of the Senator's constituents. | 
have no doubt they are good and true and able men, but I put my Gov- 
| ernment up against them. I say yourconstituents have had their time; 
they have had their opportunity; and without aspersing them I tel! the 
Senate and the eountry that it is time to order these vessels into the 
navy-yards where they will come under the cold daylight of inspection, 
where they will be brought in from these private circles. 

I say, without meaning the slightest offense to anybody, that this 
long delay, this dilatory system of now, | think, more than eight yeurs 
of attempt at building five ships, is one of the great scandals of our Gov 
ernment at this time. It horrified me when I first discovered it | 
did not know that we had been wasting seven or eight million dollars 
upon five ships in the hands of private contractors, when by our sys 
tem of government we provide for the building of our vessels in ou) 
navy-yards. 

I allow neither my esteemed and accomplished triend from Delaware 
nor anybody else to go beyond me in desiring the construction of these 
vessels; they should go to the glory and renown of this country. I do 
not believe that anybody who has served with me either in the branch 
of Congress at the other end of the Capitol or in this body regards me 
as an illiberal man. I would vote liberal appropriations tor the Navy 
to support it, so that we could confront the world in honor and in 
power. That is not the question here. 
do this work. 








The question is how we should 
I say, betore this bill passes from our hands we should 
record this verdict, that for seven or eight long years the effort has been 
made to construct these vessels by private contract and has failed, and 
now they shall go into the navy-yards, where the tools, the implements, 
the forges, and the labor are already prepared, and let us see how that 
will come out. 

I would favor a clause settling up with these people. I would not 
|} harm them. I take no issue with the Senator from Delaware in regard 
to the report of the advisory board. Lagree with them: they ought to be 
| finished. Unless the material is wasted and rusted or unless the system 
| of construction is vitally wrong they ought to be finished. That is not 
| the question. [ say that the time has come when the methods should 
be changed. . The Senator from Delaware admits on the floor that it 
will cost some $8,000,000 to finish these vessels. 

Mr. BAYARD. About $5,000,000, T believe 

Mr. VOORHEES. Say $5,500,000. figure it $6,000,000, but it does 
not matter; that isa small amount, when you get toa sum of $5,500,000 
to finish works that have been in private contractors’ hands for eight 
years and nothing has been shown for the money already spent: say 
$3,000,000, which the Senator admits, except the impertect launching 
of one of these vessels that lays down here now, in a condition that it 
could not meet a Chinese junkboat; it could not meet an open boat of 
Baratarian pirates; it could not meet anything 

Mr. BAYARD. Is that the Miantonomoh ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, I understand it is; 





and that is all we have 
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to show for eight years of navalservice. Administrations have come and 
gone, Secretaries of the Navy have come and gone, and that is all we 
have to show, with all this talk. I am weary of it, and I say, unless 
you have mistaken the ignorance of the country, there has got to be a 
period. You can not keep on appropriating, you can not go on this 
year with your $1,000,000 and your $1,500,000, and then next year ask 
for more, and then the next year ask for more. I have been in public 
life at one end of the Capitol or the other more than twenty years, and 
more than one-third of that time I have heard of these ironclads. More 
than one-third of my entire public service I have heard dinned and 
repeated the story of building and rebuilding these old ironclads that 
did gallant service during the war; and yet there is not one of them 
that can stand up to-day. As a matter of course I do not expect any 
foreign power to bombard us. 

The nearest I have ever heard of anything of that kind was a threat 
which was made by the Spanish Cortes some years ago in regard to the 
thirty gun boats that were built in New York harbor with which to re- 
press and suppress Cubanliberty. With true ancient hidalgo insolence 
the Spaniards said they could come up to New York harbor and cut out 
those vessels. This Government, through itsofficialsin New York, had 
in avery feeble, timid, mild way libeled the vessels for being constructed 
in violation of the laws of neutrality, and for a little time they were de- 
tained, but not long. The Spanish authorities threatened that they 
could send up their fleet from the West Indies and cut those vessels out 
of New York harbor. They could have done it, too. The worst part 
of the threat is that they could have done it; they could have sacked 
and burned our cities for six months, and then we would have swept 
them from the face of the earth, for I have great faith in our own people. 
But that is not likely to happen; consequently I do not feel that weare 
inany greatdanger from foreign powers. Thedanger we are in isof being 
disgraced by keeping these chronic, consciousless, miserable old ships 
on our hands. 

I intend at the proper time to make a motion to remit this matter 
back into the oflicial fold where we can all see what is going on, taking 
it out of the hands of these people. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I think the contribution of the 
Senator from Delaware arraying himself with the opposite side of this 
Chamber in support of this bill would have been entirely unnecessary 
if he had waited until the vote had been taken, for I believe they have 
decided that this bill shall be passed as reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations. If there was any way of judging of the future except 
by the past, and I could be informed how so to judge, perhaps I might 
form a different estimate of the advantage to them politically of this 
legislation; but it seems to me as though it was determined for political 
or other reasons (I am pleased to call it for political purposes) to de- 
stroy whatever there is of the American navy and to place inthe hands 
of the Secretary of the Navy an extraordinary and an unheard-of power, 
one that may and can be used wisely, one that may and can be used 
unwisely, and the people of the United States will be powerless to pre- 
vent it. 

I have asked that in regard to one monitor (and to that subject the 
Senator from Delaware took especial pains not to refer, except as I per- 
sistently called his attention to it), which has been condemned by sev- 
eral boards of naval officers, the Senator and the Senate should omit it 
from the appropriation until we had determined whether those vessels 
not condemned would answer the requirements of the service. Tothat 
the Senator replies, ‘‘ No; L insist upon the report of the committee, 
notwithstanding the adverse reports of naval boards.’’ Isubmit tothe 
Senator from Delaware if different boards of naval officers, equal in 
ability, equal in honesty, equal in diligence, perform alike for the in- 
terest of this Government the duty imposed upon them and report upon 
a particular matter as to what should be done with a particular work, 
if there is not a reasonable doubt as to whether that construction should 
goon. Theanswer of the Senator has been already given. He prefers 
to vote with the committee. 

There is one question that I should like to have the honorable Sen- 
ator who represents the committee, and who speaks for it, answer. 
Understanding as I do from all the speeches I have heard made here 
that it is the intention that this $2,000,000 shall complete the engines 
and machinery of these monitors, why do the committee strike out the 
word ‘‘completing?’’ Let me turn the attention of the Senate to line 
401. The provision, as passed by the House, reads in this wise : 

For completing, in accordance with the recommendations of the naval advis- 
ory board, the engines and machinery of the double-turreted ironclad, which 
said board may advise to be first completed, Kc. 

The Senate committee for some reason best known to itself strike out 
the word ‘‘completing’’ and leave this a continuing appropriation, in- 
serting the words ‘‘ engines and machinery for the double-turreted iron- 
clads,’’ and striking out the latter part of the clause I have just read. 
Next year they will probably be here asking for $250,000 more to com- 
plete the engines and machinery of the double-turreted monitors. 

For the present this is sufficient to begin with. No Senator on this 
floor is so ignorant of the construction of these monitors as not to know 
that an engine and machinery built for and adapted to the use of one 
of these monitors is of no consequence and no value whatever for any 
other class of vessels. I have shown reasons why in my judgment the 








Puritan should not be finished until the other vessels, or some of them, 
have been finished, and a demonstration made as to the utility of the 
vessel for the purpose for which it was built. Here lies the Miantono- 
moh in the navy-yard in Washington incomplete. Twelve months ago 
an appropriation of $200,000 was made to complete her, to place tur- 
rets upon her. To-day she is as incomplete as she was then, simply 
because the Navy Department, in my opinion, did not dare to present 
to the country a completed vessel of such a character as the Miantono- 
moh would be when completed, and then come to Congress and ask for 
an appropriation to complete other vessels of like character. 

I am informed by a gentleman who ought to know, and who does 
know, that he would be very glad to take the contract for building the 
machinery of other vessels of like character with the Miantonomoh for 
a great deal less sum of money than the Senate committee have recom- 
mended should be given—for what? Not for completing engines and 
machinery, because the committee propose to strike out the word ‘‘ con- 
pleting’’ and leave it for engines and machinery, a continuing appro- 
priation, an avenue for fraud, an opportunity by which somebody may 
be benefited; and Iam sure I am not very wrong when I say that in 
the opinion of the people of this country somebody has been benefited. 

If the Republican party in the Senate can afford to pass legislation 
here which is to confer upon one Department of this Government the 
extraordinary and unheard-of power that this bill confers upon the 
Secretary of the Navy, I have no objection to their doingso. Let the 
people hold that party responsible for it. But when that effort is 
strongly supported by distinguished Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber who do not belong to that party, then I say I am sorry. 

1 have made no criticism on any vessel which naval officers have re- 
ported as being worthy of completion. I have criticised only that one 
which, to say the least, is subject toa doubt. Therefore I propose to 
amend the amendment of the committee. I wish to retain in the bill, 
and shall insist upon it, the word ‘‘ completing,’’ which the committee 


proposes to strike out. I mean that there shall be no continued appro- 
priation if I can prevent it. 1 propose to so modify the language as to 
read: 


For completing engines and machinery for the double-turreted ironclads An- 
phitrite, Terror, and Monadnock, the sum of $750,000. 

This reduces the appropriation by the amount of $250,000, giving 
to the vessels not condemned all that isasked by the committee. After 
a committee of the House of Representatives had instituted an inquiry, 
and, as I understand, a searching inquiry, into the probable and the 
necessary cost of completing the engines for these vessels, and had made 
that sum even less than our committee asked for, and when I am in- 
formed by competent authority and by a responsible party that he will 
finish them for a much less sum and givea great deal better machinery, 
then I do insist upon it that the word ‘‘completing’’ shall be left in 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] will be reported. 

The ActTING SECRETARY. In line 401 it is proposed to insert the 
word ‘completing; and in line 402, after the word ‘‘ironclads,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ Terror, Amphitrite, and Monadnock ;’’ so as the read: 

For completing engines and machinery forthe double-turreted ironclads Ter- 
ror, Amphitrite, and Monadnock, the sum of $750,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] on this question. If he 
were present, I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. GROOME (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe 
the absence of the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] and hence ! 
withdraw my vote, having a general pair with that Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ I do not 
know how he would vote. 

The list of Senators voting was called. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I am assured that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON] would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I therefore record my vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have reserved the right to vote to 
make a quorum. I vote “‘nay.’’ 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 
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The result was announced—ycas 16, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 
Barrow Cockrell J 
Brown, Garland, McPherson, Vance, 
Call, Geo Maxey, 
Camden, Harris, Pendleton, Voorhees. 
NAYS—25. 
Allison, Davis of IIl., Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
Anthony, Dawes, Logan Sawyer, 
Ba Edmunds, MeDili, Williams, 
Blair, Hal MeMillan, indom, 
Butler, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
Cameron of Wis., Hill Morrill, 
Conger, Hoar, Plumb, 
ABSENT—35. 
ri Gorman, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
a Groome, Lamar, Saunders, 
Cameronof Pa., Grover, Lapham, Sewell, 
Coke, Hampton, Mahone Sherman, 
Davis of W. Va., Ha n, Miter of N. Y . Slater, 
Fair, Ingalls, Mitchell, bor. 
Farley, Jackson, Mo Van Wyck, 
Ferry, Johnston, Platt, Walker. 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have a division of that ques- 
tion. I should like tohave aseparate vote on the word ‘‘ completing,’’ 
in line 401. The recommendation of the committee being to strike out 
the word ‘‘ completing,’’ I want to vote directly upon that question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to strike out and insert can not be di- 
vided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not susceptible of division. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 401, to strike out ‘‘ com- 
pleting”’ and insert “engines and machinery for the double-turreted 
ironclads.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Thecommittee’samendmentincludes all that is pro- 
posed to be stricken out down to line 428, I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is another amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question has not yet been 
reached on striking out the words referred to by the Senator from Ala- 


ma. 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer the original text of the bill to the recom- 
mendation of the committee, and I do not know how I am to geta 
vote on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By voting to disagree to the amend- 
ment of the committee proposing to strike out. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Chair was going on, as I understood, to 
put the question on a part of it, to strike out the word ‘‘ completing.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point is to disagree to that if you so desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out the word ‘‘ complet- 
ing’’ and inserting ‘‘engines and machinery for the double-turreted 
iron-clads ’’ is one amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose now to disagree to all the amendments 
of thecommittee striking out any part of the text of the bill as it came 
from the House. 

Mr. HALE. That we have not reached yet. 

_ Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I desire to observe, without wish- 
ing to interfere with the orderof business, that it is now nearly 6 o'clock. 
One hundred and fifty-one years ago to-day the greatest man in history, 
not in American history alone, but in all history, was born. We have 
consented to set aside the fact that the Government has made this day a 
legal holiday and have gone on with our work. It is nearly 6 o’clock, 
and I feel entirely justified in moving that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope the Senator from Maine will not object. 
I would not disturb the order of business, as the Senator from Maine has 
it in charge, but the Senator from Alabama makes a motion that opens 
upa question that will take some time to consider. I think we have 
done quite enough after sitting from 11 o’clock until 6 on this day set 
aside by law as a legal holiday, and I hope the Senator from, Maine, 
with whom I would not interfere, will see as I do that it would be very 
well to adjourn. 7 

Mr. HALE. I do not expect to ask the Senate to stay here into a 
prolonged night session, but I do think, as we have got over the main 
difficulty in the bill, that if we can be allowed to run along for half an 
hour or an hour or perhaps a little longer we can finish the bill +o- 
night. We have only eight days in all for all the other business that 
must be done. I do not believe we can put our time to better advan- 
tage than by staying here now for an hour or two and ending the bill. 
T hope the Senator will not push his motion. 

Mr. VOC?HEES. The Senator from Maine will make better prog- 
ress to-morrow morning in eight minutes than he will to-night in an 
hour. I think that is true. I think we have done enough on this day 








to testify our desire to transact the public business. 
motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. Until 10 o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is 10 o’clock the regular hour of meeting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then! movethat theSenate adjourn to 10 0’ clock 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. If we can finish the bill in a little time, then | shall 
move that the Senate adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


I insist on my 


Mr. VOORHEES. I do not believe the bill can be finished in a short 
time. For that reason I insist on the motion to adjourn. 


The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 14, 
noes 26. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go on and finish the bill, and then adjourn 
until 11 to-morrow morning. [‘‘Ten!’’ ‘Ten!’’] 

Mr. VOORHEES. I say to the Senator from Maine he will not 
make one single step of progress to-night. I know that by the inti 
mations conveyed to me of the view of gentlemen on this side of th: 
Chamber, and still I am so heartily in favor of getting on with busi 
ness that I will not obstruct it at all. If he will move to meet at 11 
or any other time to-morrow, i shall be glad te follow him; or I shall 
be glad to stay here if he wishes; but I fear we shall make no prog 
ress by continuing our session to-night. 

Mr. HALE. I think we can finish the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Go on and see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Epmunps in the chair). 
next amendment will be read. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, afte: 
the word ‘‘board,’’ in line 404, to strike out the following clause to line 
428: 

The engines and machinery of the double-turreted ironclad which said board 
may advise to be first completed in the Government navy-yards, under the direc 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, by the officers and employés of the Govern 
ment, and not by contractors: Provided, That he can do the work of the same 
quality in the navy-yards as cheaply and thoroughly and with as much advan 
tage to the Government: And provided, That if he shall not decide to do this 
work in the navy-yards of the United States, he shall then invite proposals from 
all American ship-builders whose ship-yards are fully equipped for repairing o1 
building iron or steel ships, and from constructors of engines, boilers, and mu 
chinery, and shall build the same by new contract or otherwise, as the Secretary 
may think best for the interests of the Government, $450,000; but the execution 
of no contract shall be entered upon for the completion of either of these ves 
sels until the terms thereof shall be approved by the advisory board, who shall 
approve only such contracts as may be to the best advantages of the Govern 
ment, and fair and reasonable, according to the lowest market price for similar 
work, from responsible and competent bidders, and at atotal cost not to exceed 
the amount estimated by the advisory board, in its full report, required by the 
act of August 5, 1882. 

And insert *‘ $1,000,000; ”’ so as to read: 


To be applied by the Secretary of the Navy under the appropriate bureaus: For 
engines and machinery for the double-turreted ironclads, in accordance with the 
recommendations of the naval advisory board, $1,000,000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope theamendment will not prevail. It is an 
amendment in the interest of private contractors, to give them a job; it 
isin the interest of those that confront the Government itself. 1 do 
not know how a Senator can justify himself in voting that his own 
Government can not do the work that is prescribed, and that he has got to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to put it out as a private job, and 
especially when year after year has transpired with no return except 
continuous failures. 

Mr. President, I call upon the Senate to justify themselves in voting 
for this private jobbery, for that is what it is, to Pennsylvania and to 
Delaware and elsewhere, and against the navy-yards of the United 
States in constructing vessels. If there is a reason for doing this thing 
I have not heard it. Has any Senator here heard a reason whi this 
matter should be let out at private contract to favorites instead of put 
ting it up tooflicial authority? I mean to keepon asking that question 
until I have some better answer than I have heard here. 

It is not worth while to tell me that good men and honest men hav: 
these contracts in hand. That may beso. I do not stand here see} 
ing to asperse anybody; on the contrary, a man who does so ought to 
die, unless he has just cause for what he says; but I do say, and I mean 
to press it to the last degree, that private contracts, private contra 
tors, jobbers, and jobbers for profit, have this work, and they have dom 
nothing worthy of recognition by the representatives of the American 
people, and J] do not intend that this question shall be voted upon in 
any slipshod, idle, or blind way. 

I believe these ironclads ought to be finished, and yet I believe w: 
could live without them. I think that corn would grow and wheat 
would sprout and cotton and rice would plant and bloom without these 
four or five ironclads. It oceurs to me that the world does not turn 
on that question. 

I said a while ago that I had rather sink every one of them to-mor 
row in the sea than to carry along this prolonged and chronic scandal, 
and there is not a Senator here who will rise in his place and take issue 
with me. I challenge Senators on the other side who are responsible 
for the last seven or eight years of administration to tell me how you 
will account to the American people for the money you have spent for 


nothing—nothing. 


a 
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All I ask is that this work shall be remitted and ordered into the 
hands of the Government; and I intend to make an issue here, if I 
can, between the authorized agents of the Government and the private 
contractors and jobbers who hold this work and have held it for eight 
years past, shamelessly doing nothing, producing nothing, accomplish- 
ing nothing, and yet they come up here smilingly, with cold-blooded, 
shameless indifference to public decency, and ask us to appropriate one 
million, two millions, and so on, until we appropriate five or six mill- 
ions for them to do what they have had a chance to do for the last seven 
or eight years. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, let us have a vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is the question? 

Mr. HALE. On agreeing to the committee amendment striking out 
these provisoes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for the yeas and nays, and I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the square understanding that those who vote to sustain 
the committee vote to sustain these private contracts and jobs as against 
remitting this work that ought to be in the navy-yards for which we 
appropriate four or five million dollars to do the very work this amend- 
ment contemplates. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; I want the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr: GROOME (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jermsey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. If he were here I should vote 
**may.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
JACKSON ]. 

Mr. PLUMB. By the terms of my pair I am authorized to vote to 
make a quorum. I therefore vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 14; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—21. 
Allison, Dawes, I n, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Edmunds, MeDill, Tabor, 
Bayard, Hale, MeMillan, Windom. 
Blair, Hawley, Morrill, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Plumb, 
Conger, Hoar, Rollins, 

NAYS—14. 
Barrow, Coke, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Voorhees. 
Call, Harris, Pendleton, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Ransom, 

ABSENT —41L. 

Aldrich, Garland, Lamar, Saunders, 
Beck, Gorman, —- » Sewell, 
Butler, Groome, Mahone, Sherman, 
Camden, Grover, Maxey, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Davis of Ill., Harrison, Miller of N. Y., est, 
Davis of W. Va,, Ingalls, Mitchell, Walker, 
Fair, Jackson, Morgan, Williams. 
Farley, Johnston Platt, 
Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Fagh, 
Frye, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Call the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the rule the Chair will direct 
the Secretary to call the roll of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when Mr. JACKSON’s name was called). I desire to 
say that my colleague [Mr. JACKSON] is necessarily out of the city. 
He is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the following Senators were re- 
ported as present: 


Aldrich, Conger, Hill, Se 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, 
Anthony, Edmunds, Jonas, Ransom, 
nerf Frye, Jones of Florida, poiies, 

yar d, G eorge, MJ er, 
Blair, Groome, MeDill, Tabor, 
Brown, Hale, McPherson, Vance, 

Yall, Harris, Mitchell, Vv 

Cameron of Wis., Harrison, —— Windom. 
Coke, Hawley, Pen . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HALE. What was the vote on the a and nays? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-five voted—21 yeas and 14 
nays. Ifno motion be made, the question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
the Secretary will again call the roll. 





Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that perhaps it 
would be quite as well to move an adjournment, because thereare some 
Senators present who are paired and the roll-call may not disclose 
quorum unpaired. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read if there 
be no objection. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall bein order at any time pend- 


ing an appropriation bill to move to confine debate on amendments thereto to 
five minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, and said motion shal! be 


decided without di 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have that passed upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it lie over. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the offering of the resolution at this time, 
when another matter is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair put the question and asked 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. HOAR. The Chair had the resolution read for information, 
which is the rule. I so understood or I should have objected to it at 
once. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator object in the present condition of 


business to a rule of limited debate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question 
He thinks the Senator from Massachusetts, after the resolution is read, 
has the right to object. The Chair, therefore, pending this bill can 
not receive the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary will hand the resolution back tome. Let 
the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
pending question, a quornm being present, whether the Senate wil! 
agree to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], reserving the right to vote i: 
a quorum does not appear on the first call. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], reserv- 
ing the right to vote to make a quorum. I shall not vote at present 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Jackson]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], but I have transferred that pai: 
to the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], and vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
vote and upon this bill for the rest of the evening with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jerse) 
(Mr. SEWELL]. If I tind that my vote will not change the result, | 
may vote to help make a quorum. 

Mr. GROOME. My pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] having been transferred to my colleague [Mr. GoRMAN], | 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia { Mr 
JOHNSON], but reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. [| vote 
‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRISON. AsI notice my vote will not change the result, 
and I think the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] would be 
willing that I should vote to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. The colleague of the Seriator from Tennessee consents 
that I may vote to makea quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Rollins, 
Ba a Hale, MeDill, Sawyer, 
Blair, Harrison, McMillan, Tabor, 
Cameronof Wis., Hawley, Miller of Cal., Windom. 
Conger, Hill, Mi . 
NAYS—12. 

Barrow, Coke, Harris, Moi " 
Brown, George, Jonas, Pendleton, 

1, Groome, McPherson, Ransom. 

ABSENT —37. 
Beck, Garland, " Slater, 
Butler, Gorman, em. Vance 
Camden, Grover, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Vest, 
Cockrell, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Davis of fil. Jackson, ‘ Walker, 
Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Sa ; Williams. 
Parle i * Sewell, 
ey, e j w 

Ferry Lamar 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 


Committee on Appropriations was, in line 445, to strike-out the word 
‘equiped ’’ and insert *‘ equipped;’’ in line 446, after the word *‘ steel 
to strike out ‘‘ ships’’ and insert ‘‘steamships;’’ in line 447, before the 
word ‘‘ engines,’’ to insert ‘‘ marine; ’’ in line 449, after the word ** ves- 
sels,’’ to insert ‘‘and procure their armament;’’ and in line 451, after 
the word ‘‘report,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the same’? and insert ‘* said vessels;”’ 
so as to read: 


For the construction of the steel cruiser of not less than 4,300 tons displace- 
ment now specially authorized by law, two steel cruisers of not more than 3,000 
nor less than 2,500 tons displacement each, and one dispatch-boat, as recom- 
mended by the naval advisory board in its report of December 20, 1882, $1,300,000 ; 
and for the construction of all which the Secretary of the Navy shall invite pro- 
posals from all American ship-builders whose ship-yards are fully equipped for 
building or repairing iron and steel steamboats, and constructors of marine en- 
gines, machinery, and boilers; and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 
construct said vessels and procure their armament at a total cost for each not 
exceeding the amounts estimated by the naval advisory board in said report, 
said vessels to be built by and under contracts with the lowest and best respon- 
sible bidder or bidders, made after at least sixty days’ advertisement, published 
in five of the leading newspapers of the United States, inviting proposals for 
constructing said vessels, subject to all such rules, regulations, superintendence, 
and provisions as to bonds and security for the due completion of the work as 
the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


oh) 


The next amendment was in line 479, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to | 


insert ‘‘to be available immediately;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For investigating and testing the practicability of deflective turrets designed 
by 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
after the word ‘‘immediately,’’ on line 479: 

The investigation and test to be made by the naval advisory board 

There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. No objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of *‘ Naval Acade- 
my,” in line 501, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
senger, $288.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


“one mes- 


The next amendment was, in line 519, to reduce the total amount of 


the appropriation for the pay of professors and others at the Naval 
Academy from $53,847 to $53,559. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
strike out the following proviso : 

Provided, That the appointments of naval cadets provided for by the act of 
August 5, 1882, shall be made by the academic board of the Naval Academy, in 
the order of merit, upon such tests as shall be determined on by said board, and 
to be by it applied at the conclusion of their six years’ course. 

Mr. VANCE. Are amendments other than amendments of the com- 
mittee in order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are not yet in order, according 
to the usual practice of the Senate, unless an amendment to the para- 
graph which the committee propose to strike out. 

Mr. VANCE. It is germane to this. 
of the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina pro- 
poses to amend the paragraph to be stricken out. 

The Acting Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That the act of Congress of August 5, 1882, shall not apply to naval 
cadets and cadet-engineers who had completed their four years’ course at the 
Naval Academy previous to the passage of the said act, and who may finish the 
six years’ course and pass the prescribed examination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that this is really 
another motion. It is a motion to strike out and insert in place of the 
motion simply to strike out. The Chair thinks, therefore, that at this 
moment the amendment would not be in order. The question is on 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
proviso which has been read. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BARROW. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 520-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Committee 


in line 520, to 


That is in order. 
I offer the amendment in place 


on Appropriations have not yet been gone through with. So, according | 


to the practice of the Senate, other amendments are not yet in order. 


Mr. BARROW. My amendment is germane to that particular clause, 
and I think it should go in now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has now stricken out the | 


provision about the appointment of cadets, agreeing to the amendment 
recommended by the committee. That leaves the rest of the text stand. 
The amendment of the Senator will be in order after the other amend- 
ments proposed by the committee shall have been disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Ap iations was, in line 538, after the word ‘‘each,”’ 
to strike out ‘ borers, at $1.50 per day each;’’ and in line 539, 
after the word ‘‘all,”’ to strike out “$24,471” and insert ‘‘ $23,062.50;” 
80 as to make the clause read: 


g2isor Pay. of watchmen and others: For captain of the watch and weigher, at 
per day; four watchmen, at $2 per day each; foreman of the gasandsteam- 





Assistant Engineer N. B. Clark, $20,000, to be available immediately. | beginning the construction without sufficient authority 


| of the board appointed and the architect, changed my mind cutirely 


S ecinn tn alee the tilow! 1 ‘ | matter of tact that the old building ought to have been destroyed ? 
esire to olfer the following amendment, to come in 


| It was utterly unsafe and unworthy of continuance 


| ing, I think as the old one is torn down and the new one is being put 


heating works of academy, at $5 per day ; ten attendants at gas and steam-heat- 
ing works, one at $3, one at $2.50, and eight at #2 per day each; onc steam-pipe 
fitter, $600; one foreman of joiners, one foreman of painters, and one foreman 
of masons, at $3.50 per day each; one mason, at $3 per day ; two joiners and one 
painter, at$2.50 per day each; one tinner, one gas-fitter, and one blaeksmith 
at $2.50 per day each; in all, $23,062.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 559, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘one attendant in the department of steam-engineering, at $25 per 
month;’’ and in line 561, after the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 


to strike 
‘*nine’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to make the clause read 


out 


For pay of the employés in the department of steam-engineering 
Academy : One master-machinist, one boiler-maker, and one pattern-maker. at 
$5.50 per day each; two machinists and one blacksmith, at $2.50 per day each 
four laborers, at $1.50 per day each; in all, $7,671. 


Naval 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 567, after the word ‘appropri: 
tions,’’ to strike out ‘‘for improvements or repairs at the Naval Acad 
emy’’ and insert ** provided for in this act;’’ so as to read: 

For necessary repairs of public buildings, pavements, wharves, and walls in 
closing the grounds of the Naval Academy, and for improvements, repairs, and 
furniture and fixtures, $21,000: Provided, That no appropriations provided for 
in this act shall be construed to authorize, &e. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to inquire whether it is not well atte 
all to allow them to finish that building for the superintendent? | 
thought when I first heard the facts that it was an unwarranted act of 
; but is it not 


Mr. HALE. 1 will say that on my full investigation of that subject 
conferring with the superintendent, I changed my mind upon it. | 
think that perhaps something further had better be done about it. | 
should like to have the amendment concurred in and leave it open to 
conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the Senator from Maine make some explanation 
The explanation that has been heretofore offered seemed to indicate that 
there had been a gross usurpation of power or of discretion at least on 
the part of the superintendent of the academy at Annapolis 

Mr. HALE. 1 sent for the superintendent and he came over here 
1 was of the impression, as were the other members of the committe: 
that the action of the committee last year to the effect that this build 
ing should not be pulled down was known to the superintendent and 
that he was present when the committee talked about that. He con 
vinced me clearly that he was not present; hestated that he knew noth 
ing about the feelings or wishes of the committee and never heard any 
thing about them until after this matter came up this year; but that on 
the other hand the building had become so bad, the walls were disin 
tegrating so far that the sunand the rain came in, and that had nothing 
been done he could not have ventured to keep his family there tor the 
winter; that he conferred with the Secretary of the Navy, and the Se« 
retary directed him to appoint a board to examine it and if it was con 
demned then to go on and rebuild. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator mean to say that the present Se 
retary did not know of that provision in the bill of last year? 

Mr. HALE. That I do not know. There was no provision in 
bill last year. We only failed to appropriate tor it 

Mr. DAWES. The provision in the bill was expressly for *‘ repair 
ing,’’ and ‘‘repairing’’ was pzt in expressly for the purpose of pre- 
venting a new construction. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know about that. 

Mr. DAWES. Here was a buildingthat had stood one hundred and 
lifty years and was made from brick imported, one of the most elegant 
and desirable buildings, it seemed to me, there was upon the ground 

Mr. HALE. I thought so. 

Mr. DAWES. There was a little defect in one corner, and that was 
made the occasion for taking the building down in the face of the ex 
press provision that the appropriation was for ‘‘repairs.’’ and when 
there was expostulation and argument used to convince parties design 
ing to take that building down that it ought not to be taken down and 
that it ought to be repaired. 

Mr. HALE. I think if the Senator had talked fully with the supes 
intendent, who I am bound to believe is an honorable, truthiul man, 
he would have become convinced, as I was, that it would not have been 
safe to have kept a family in the building. I did not think so myself 
at first. I think the superintendent talked with other members of the 
committee. I have not conferred with them, and I do not know what 
impression he made upon them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thecorrespondence on that subject with the report 


the 


It seemed to me that that building was about to fall if those gentlemen 
told the truth, as undoubtedly they did to the extent to which those 
walls had bent and curved so that great cracks were opening and the 
foundation wassettling. That reportis here in type; I have it not be 
fore me at the moment, but it was laid on our desks to-day, and it 
changed my views. Whatever the unwisdom of beginning the build- 


up, it is hardly possible to stop finishing it. You may censure the 
officer if you choose, but nothing is left but to go on. 
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Mr. PLUMB. My respect for the Senator from Massachusetts is so 
great that I hope he will not set himself up against the triumvirate of 
authority on this question. He might have been willing to risk his 
own precious body in that building, but he could not expect the rule 
he would apply to himself to apply to a naval officer. I hope he will 
withdraw himself from this controversy. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly I will. 

Mr. PLUMB. These gentlemen at the Naval Academy of course are 
not to be measured by the rules which apply to ordinary individuals; 
and that which is supposed to bea legislative direction is to be obeyed 
or disobeyed at their own sweet will, and we do not have anything to 
do about it. I say seriously that I think this appropriation ought to 
be not only limited as it is now in the bill, but it ought to be still further 
limited as I suppose it was intended to have been that not only should 
not anything in the appropriation for the Navy Academy be applied 
to the building of this structure, but that no other appropriation in this 
bill should be used for that purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. That was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the intention. 

Mr. DAWES. I will withdraw anything that may seem to be anim- 
plied censure on the officers there. 1 only express my own opinion upon 
the matter and my own feeling in reference to the loss of that building. 
It seems to me to be one of the landmarks that nothing would have 
tempted me to part with under any circumstances. There were two of 
these buildings there, one called the old Government house. They were 
both of about thesame age, and they were buildings that nothing would 
have induced me to part with, and I very much regret indeed that they 
have been torn down. The circumstances under which they were torn 
down there have been a great many stories about, but I do not desire to 
discuss the thing at all. This amendment was put in in the House, and 
I hope it will stay myself. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any difference in sense between the Senate 
committee’s amendment and the House provision, or have they merely 
adopted different language in order that a committee of conference may 
legislate on the subject? 

Mr. HALE. It is intended to be more restrictive. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not mean to say that it may not be proper to have 
a committee of conference, but I think if that is the purpose, and it 
will be avowed of course if that is the purpose, it is hardly proper. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine if 
any body has appeared before the committee in regard to this matter since 
the bill was reported? 

Mr. HALE. No. The superintendent came here after the bill had 
been reported. 

Mr. DAWES. 


Were there any new facts presented ? 
Mr. HALE. 


They were entirely new to me. 


Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senate to listen a moment? I have 
here a letter from the Secretary of the Navy coveringthissubject. The 


Department was inquired of by a resolution of the House, and this was 
in response to it: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 5, 1883. 

Sir: The Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the follow- 
ing resolution, dated the 3lst ultimo: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby uested to inform the 
House at his earliest convenience, when, by whom, and for what reasons the 
old mansion at the Naval Academy, long used and occupied by the superin- 
tendent as a residence, was condemned and torn down and other foundations 
laid for a new building on the same site; also to state the total estimated cost of 
new building, if one is proposed, including furniture and fixtures, and to specify 
the items of appropriation under which expenditures therefor have been made 
and estimates submitted to Congress.” 

In response to the foregoing resolution the Department incloses a communi- 
cation dated February 3, 1883, from Captain F. M. Ramsay, superintendent of 
the Naval Academy, and a report da’ May 24, 1882, of a of officers and 
experts, and also a report dated August 4, 1882, by Mr. E. F. Baldwin, architect, 
which furnish the information called for by the House of Representatives. 

The action taken by the superintendent is approved by the Department. 

The attention of the House of Representatives is called to the following ex- 


tract from the report of the Board of Visitorsto the Academy dated June 10, 1882: 
“1. The superintendent's quarters.—This house was built about the year 1720. A 


su 
cellar has since been dug under it, and several doors have been at various times 
out through the walls, which has much weakened them. One of the side walls 
is seven inches out of plumb; the chimney on that side is ten inches out of plumb, 
The exterior walls are badly cracked, and the cracks are rapidly opening; in 
one room the floor has had to be pieced where it had separated from the wall. 
Owing to the disintegration of the bricks and mortar (not originally of the best 
—— and yielding to decay) it is impossible to bind the walls with ties. It 
would not be surprising if this building should fall at any moment.” 
Very respectfully, 
WM. EF. CHANDLER 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, J. WARREN KEIFEeR, 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Here follow the application for the survey and the appointment of the 
board appointed by Mr. Ramsey in May, 1882. I read from the report 
of the board: 


Unrrep Starrs NAVAL ACADEMY, Annapolis, Md., May 24, 1882. 


Sir: In obedience to your order of the 22d snaneat, 8 have held a strict and 
— survey of the articles therein mentioned, we respectfully report as 
oOlloOWs : 


BUILDING OCCUPIED BY SUPERINTENDENT UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The main building now occupied by the superintendent was erected between 
the years 1720 and 1740. It came into the possession of the United States Gov- 





ernment on the erection of Fort Severn, and was transferred to 
partment in 1845, on the establishment of the Naval Academy at Ad te aia 

The building has been repaired and additons made to it several times, notably 
in the years 1845, 1850, 1866-'67, and 1870. In making these repairs and additions 
_ ay windows, and passages were cut, weakening the walls very ma- 

ally. 

| as Le mg area nn a hen efits is ens follows: 

ndation. iginally built of very inferior stone mixed with brick a 
teriorated very much. The scaling of the stone used has caused the ane 
ing to settle, especially the northernend. It has also been undermined for the 
ar > of deepening the cellars, and, although it has been underpinned with 

ricks, it shows signs of weakness from this cause. 

Outside walls. — walls from the center of the building toward the northend 
are very much cracked and bulged outward, the bulge on the front of the build. 
ing being about four inches. The north end and gable incline outward about 
seven inchesand the top of the chimney from nine to ten inches. 

The wall of the back building (over dining-room) rests on a piece of timber 
oe — 1. feet long, which causes the ceiling of the dining-room to crack 
continually. 

The wails of the south end of the building are in a better condition, though 
numerous small cracks have made their appearance within a year, 

Inside walls and partitions.—These show signs of the unequal settling of the 
building, it being impossible to keep the plastering fair on them. The oldstyle 
of riven laths are used throughout, the fastenings of which are rusty and inse- 
— ." ery recently the plastering of one of the rooms fell, bringing the laths 
with it. 

Floors.—The floors are very uneven, being much depressed in the north end 
of the building. The falling off of the north gable has necessitated piecing out 
the floors in that direction to give it propersupport. Thecondition of the joists 
is not readily ascertained, but from repairs already made it is known that they 
are in bad condition. F 

The boards forming the floor are simply laid together (without tongue or 
groove), and the joints, by shrinkage, are open from one-quarter to three- 
eighths inch. Many graving pieces have been put in to stop the larger crevices 
and decayed places. 

Roof.—The roof has been repaired and tinned within the last ten years, and 
is in fair condition. ‘ 

Woodwork.—The woodwork is in very bad condition. The door and window 
frames are shrunken and out of square, and the base-boards have shrunk awsy 
from the floors and plastering, and are very much patched throughout the build- 


ing. 
4 our opinion the building is unsafe, inconvenient, and unworthy of repairs. 
We would therefore recommend that it be torn down. 
Respectfully, 
W. I. MOORE, 
Lieutenant, UW, 8. N. 
CHAS. A. STONE, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. N. 
N. T. HOUSTON, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. N. 


P. H. GIBBS, 
Foreman Mason. 
WILLIAM TAYLOR, 
Foreman Carpenter. 
Captain F. M. Ramsay, U. 8S. N., Superintendent. 
Approved June 8, 1882. 
F. M. RAMSAY, 


Captain, Superintendent. 
Here follows a report from E. F. Baldwin, of Baltimore, architect 
He recites very much the same facts and says: 

The house is so seriously damaged, so old and inconvenient, that I think that 
it will be a waste of money to attempt to strengthen and alter it, as when it is 
done it will be but little better than a shell afterall. I would advise by al! means 
the demolition of the old and building of a new house suited to the place, and 
am satisfied that it will be economy in the end to do so. 

If, however, you decide to attempt to repair or rebuild only the damaged por- 
tion of the house I shall be pleased to prepare plans and specifications for the 
same, with such approximate estimates as an outside view of its condition wil! 


mit. 
J oe new house can be built suited to your wants for from $15,000 to 


Then Mr. Ramsay says: 

Subsequent to the report of the board of officers and experts, the main wal! 
between the north parlor and the dining-room broke badly; and subsequent to 
the report of the architect, the walls of the chamber over the north parlor opened 
to such an extent on the east side as to admit the sunlight. 

The work of puties down the old building was commenced in the month of 
October. The foundations of the new building were laid in November. The 

material found in the foundations of the old building was used in the new 
oundations, All good bricks have been cleaned and piled for use in rebuilding 

The building was torn down by my orders, after having received the verbal 
authority of the Department to make the negessary repairs. The building was 

fe; the foundations and walls were in such bad condition that they could 
not be properly repaired. 

The architect's estimated cost of rebuilding was $16,000. Noestimate has been 
made for furniture. 

The materials purchased to rebuild the foundations of the house were pur- 
chased under the item of appropriations ‘for necessary repairs of public build- 
a * * © and forimprovements, repairs, and furnivure and fixtures, 1882-'83."' 

e labor used thus far on the house was under the items, ‘for pay of watch- 
men and others;” “‘for pay of mechanics and others,” and “for * * *  inci- 
Somes iphee and expenses * * * (generally known as miscellancous), 

The architect's estimate for completing the house is $13,000, which amount was 

asked for in the annual estimates for the academy. 


I should think that the officer had very doubtful authority, indeed, 
about beginning that building; but the question is what will you do 
with it now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am informed that at the time when this building 
was so certified to be insecure there was a reception there at which 
five hundred people appeared; that the whole business from beginning 
to end was a part of the plan of a certain woman of that garrison to 
have a new house. She has twisted to her purposes the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the appropriation which was limited to repairs is now 
sup) to cover the entire construction of a new building. It is sim- 
ply for us to say whether, when we make an appropriation for a par 
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ticular purpose, we shall perm.t it to be diverted to an entirely differ- 
ent purpose. That is all there is of it. I propose, as far as I am con- 
cerned, to say that no building shall ever be built upon that foundation 
so long as Annapolis stands; that saltshall be sown upon it and nothing 
shall grow or be built there until we have sufficiently rebuked this kind 
of executive usurpation of the functions of legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. 


ing class? ee 
“ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment in 
line 567. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 569, after the word *‘ new,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘an entirely’’ and insert ‘‘a;’’ so as to read: 

, That no appropriations provided for in this act shall be construed 
to authorize or be _ to a new building for the use of the superintendent 
or other officers of the academy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. _Is it in order now to move to strike out the proviso ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at this time, according to the 
practice of the Senate. It will be after the amendments of the com- 
mittee are through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the committee will take into consideration 
the future necessities of the Government instead of the mere idea of 
punishing some one. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 578, after the word ‘* dol- 
lars,’ to strike out ‘‘ to pay mileage as now allowed by law, and a per 
diem of $5;’’ so as make the clause read: 

For expenses of the Board of Visitors to the Nuval Academy, $1,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Maine to line 619, where the bill reads ‘‘ computation 
of quarters.”’ 

Mr. HALE. It should be ‘‘ commutation.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This correction will be made if there 
be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ 
in line 622, after the word “‘corps,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and for difference 
between cost of rations and commutation thereof for detailed men,’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For provisions for the Marine Corps, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 629, to strike out ‘‘ one laborer at 
$1.50 per day.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 634, to strike out ‘* for purchase of 
one hundred Springfield rifles, $1,500.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 638, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriations for military stores of the Marine Corps from $11,756 
to $9,786.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in the clause making appropriation for con- 
tingencies in the Marine Corps, in line 659, after the word ‘‘labor,’’ to 
strike out “andasclerks, messengers, &c.,’’ and insert ‘‘ for periods not 
less than ten days;’’ so as to read: 

Forcontingencies, namely : For freight, ferriage, toll, cartage, funeral expenses 
of marines, eesenery, telegraphing, rent of telephone, apprehension of de- 


serters, per diem to en men employed on constant labor for periods not 
less than ten days. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 702. 

Section 2 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be employed on any shore 
duty unless the Secretary of the Navy shall determine that the employment of 
an officer on such duty is required by the public interests, and shall hitaself so 
state in the order of employment, and also the duration of such service, beyond 
which time it shall not continue. 

Mr. LOGAN. The word “himself’’ ought to be stricken out in line 
4, after the word ‘‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

And shall so state in the order of employment, &c. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

-s The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the word 
himself”? will be stricken out. The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 3 in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Src. 3. Any pay director, pay inspector, paymaster, passed assistant paymas- 
ter, assistant r, paymaster’s clerk, or other officer or person who shal! 
Purchase or pay for any stores, supplies, or eae of any kind whatever for 
use of or on account of the Navy of the United States, or any vessel therein, 
or any bureau of the ent of the Navy, and who shall be offered any dis- 
count on the price thereof, for cash, or as an inducement for the purchase thereof, 
or for any 


| 
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One of the advantages of a permanent oflice-hold- | 


Is a motion to strike out the proviso in order now ? 


! 


The next amendment of the | 








therewith in the settlement of his accounts; any such officer or person who shall 
willfully fail so to do, or who shall receive any present or gratuity of any kind 
or value whatever on account or by reason of any purchase or payment made by 
him as aforesaid, shall, on conviction thereof, be dismissed the service impris- 
oned for a term of not less than one nor more than ten years, and fined 
than one hundred nor more than ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why is that stricken out? 

Mr. HALE. It is new legislation creating penalties 

Mr. INGALLS. Are there to the knowledge of the committee offi 
cers who have been guilty of the performances mentioned in the se« 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. 1 know of none 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator regards it as being superfluous ” 

Mr. HALE. I regard it as a pure piece of new legislation creating 
offenses and penalties, which I do not want on an appropriation bill 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee did not like to interfere with the 
Naval Committee about these matters 

Mr. ANTHONY. No doubt that is the law now (Any paymaster 
guilty of peculation is of course subject to court-martial and dismissal 
trom the service. You might as well put in the Ten Commandments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, which was to insert a new section as sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is not that new legislation also ? 

Mr. HALE. To some extent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
it will be open to debate 

The Acting Secretary resumed and concluded the reading, as follows 

Src. 5. Itshall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to cause to be ippraised 
in such manner as may seem best, all vessels of the Navy which have be« 
stricken from the Navy Register under the provisions of the act making app 
priations for the Naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, approved August 5, 1882. And if the said Secretary shall deem 
it for the best interest of the United States to sell any such vessel or vessels, he 
shall, after such appraisal, advertise for sealed proposals for the purchase of the 
same, for a period not lessthan three months, in such newspapers as other naval 
advertisements are published, setting forth the name and location and t 
praised value of such vessel, and that the same will be sold for cash, to the per 
son OF persons or corporation or corporations offering the highest price therefor 
above the appraised value thereof; and such proposals shall be opened on a 
day and hour and at a place named in said advertisement, and record thereof 
shall be made, The Secretary of the Navy shall require to accompany each bid 
or proposal a deposit in cash of not less than 10 per cent. of the amount of the 
otfer or proposal, and also a bond, with two or more sureties, to be appre 
him, conditioned for the payment of the remaining 90 per cent. of the amount of 
such offer or proposal within the time fixed in the advertisement And in ease 
default is made in the payment of the remaining 75 percent., or any part thereof 
the Secretary, within the prescribed time thereof, shall advertise and reseli said 
vessel under the provisions of this act. And in that event said cash deposit of 
10 per cent. shall be considered as forfeited to the Government, and shall be ay 
plied, first, to the payment of all costs and expenditures attending the adver 
tisement and resale of said vessel; second, to the payment of the difference, if 
any, between the first and last sale of said vessel; and the balance, if any, shall 
be covered intothe Treasury: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to prevent a suit upon said bond for breach of any of its con 
ditions. Any vessel sold under the foregoing provisious shall be delivered to 
the purchaser upon the full payment to the Secretary of the Navy of the amount 
of such proposal or offer; andthe net proceeds of such sale shall be covered into 
the Treasury. But no vessel of the Navy shall hereafter be sold in any other 
manner than herein provided, or for less than such appraised value, unless the 
President of the United States shall otherwise direct in writing. tn case any 
vessel now in process of construction inany navy-yard has been or shall be found 
to be unworthy of being completed, and has been and shall be condemned unde: 
the provisions of said act, and can not properly be sold, and it becomes neces 
sary to remove the same, the cost of such removal shall be paid out of the net 
proceeds derived from the sale of other vessels hereby authorized to be sold 


Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 26, to strike out 
insert ‘‘ 90 per cent.’’ 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 
which I proposed to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment ot 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 

Mr. HALE. That makes it harmonious. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Mainethinks this is general legis 
lation ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the point of order ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator gave as a reason for moving to strike 
out section 3 of the House bill that it was general legislation 
know whether he desires to be consistent in the bill or not. 

Mr. HALE. Whether this provision is technically subject to thie 
point I do not-know; it may be thatit is; butit isnotin spirit, because 
it comes about in this way: Last year in the appropriation bill Congres 
provided that the Secretary of the Navy should make report to Congress 
of old materials and ships for sale, which should be left to the action of 
Congress, and that no sale should be made until Congress did act carr) 
ing out that provision, and this is put in to carry out that provision of 
last year’s appropriation bill. I suppose that technically it is new legis 
lation; that is, there are provisions in it without which the act of last 
year can not be carried out; but the Senator will see that in spirit it is 
not. It was contemplated by last year’s act. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, I see. 

Mr. HOAR. I see on the thirty-second, thirty-third, and thirty 
fourth lines money is to be paid, 10 per cent. by the person who pur 


not less 
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payment of all costs and expenditures attending the resale; second, to 
the payment of the difference, if any, between the first and last sale of 
said vessel, and the balance, if any, shall be covered into the Treasury. 
Then the forty-second line is: 

The net proceeds of such sale shall be covered into the Treasury. 


To whom is that difference between the first and last sale to be paid, 
and what is to be done with it? 

Mr. HALE. It all goes into the Treasury, of course. 

Mr. HOAR. Then that ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There is no necessity for its being in. 

Mr. HOAR. It might imply there was a little fund that was kept. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to striking out the words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the committee to strike out ‘*75’’ and insert ‘*90,’’ in line 26. 

Mr. HALE. I thought that was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
it has been voted on. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now the Senator from Massachusetts suggests striking 
out, in lines 33, 34, and 35, the words ‘‘second, to the payment of the 
difference, if any, between the first and last sale of said vessel.’’ To 
that I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that amendment to the amendment, to strike 
out those words. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I suggest, in line 32, that the word “first”’ 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made to 
conform to what has already been done, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is agreed to. The question now is on 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does that conclude the amendments reported by the 
committee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. ROLLINS. 


It does. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Will the Senator yield ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ROLLINS. In the same line with the amendment just offered 
by the committee I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be read. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It is to carry out the law of last year. It may be 
legislation in the technical sense; but in the sense in which the other 
amendment was not general legislation, I think this is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The AcTING SBCRETARY. The proposed amendment is to add as an 
additional section: 

Sree. 4. That the President shall re a board of nine officers of high rank 
on the active or retired list, who shall, before the Ist day of October, 1883, thor- 
oughly serutinize the active-list of the Navy, and shall select therefrom six rear- 
admirals, ten commodores, forty captains, eighty commanders, seventy lieuten- 
ant-commanders, two hundred and forty lieutenants, seventy masters, seventy 
ensigns, one hundred midshipmen, ten medical directors, ten medical inspect- 
ors, forty-iive surgeons, eighty-five assistant and passed assistant surgeons, 
cight pay directors, eight pay inspectors, thirty-five paymasters, fifteen as- 
sistant paymasters, ten assistant paymasters, five chief engineers with the rela- 
tive rank of captain, ten chief engineers with the relative rank of commander, 
forty chief engineers with the relative rank of lieutenant-commander or lieu- 
tenant, fifty-five passed assistant engineers, thirty-five assistant engineers with 
the relative rank for each as now fixed by law, twelve chaplains, six professors 
of mathematics, eight naval constructors, four assistant naval constructors, three 
civil engineers, thirty boatswains, thirty gunners, thirty carpenters, and twenty 
sailmakers, to be retained on the active-list of the Navy, to disch: the cur- 
rent duties of the service under the law and regulations governing it; and all 
others now on said list shall be considered supernumerary, and shall be placed 
on a separate list, not entitled to promotion, and with leave-of-absence pay, but 
subject to be ordered to service with the proper pay of their grade only in time 
of war; and they shall retire on reaching the as fixed by law, or at any time 
before reaching that age, on their own application; and the officers so retained 
as above provided shall be entitled to their promotion, after proper service and 
examination, as vacancies may occur, without to the officers remaining 
on the supernumerary list: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to remove from the active-list the Admiral and Vice-Admiral of the 
Navy, nor in any manner to affect the status of any officer who has received a 
personal vote of thanks of Congress. 


Mr. LOGAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I make the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion till the 
regular order be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin raised the point of-order on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn until the unfin- 
ished business is laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I want a ruling on the point of order. 





Mr. LOGAN. I have called for the regular order, and I ask that it 
be laid before the Senate. I want that done first. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. > 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSox 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com. 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the 
extension of the Capitol, North O street and South Washington Rail- 
way. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in th. 
Territory of Dakota; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 352) to provide for an increased supply of the 
laws of the United States for the Treasury Department and its officers 

SUPPRESSION OF BIGAMY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order will be laid betor: 
the Senate. The title of the bill will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. ‘‘A bill (S. 2238) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
22, 1882.”’ 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in thy 
Territory of Dakota was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 352) to provide for an increased supp!) 
of the laws of the United States for the Treasury Department and its 
officers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported two 
amendments intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 7595) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fisc«! 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which were reterre« 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. JOHNSTON submitted amendments intende«! 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 7595) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government tor t]. 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSoN, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report 0! 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2013) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus Kirchner. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. HARRIS. At the suggestion of some Senators I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 16 minutes p. ni. 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 22, 1883. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. I. 
D. PowER. ei 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS IN DAKOTA, 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 7462 and that the same be brought !e- 
fore the House for present consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

Fe (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the Territory «! 
ota. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that bill, provided oflice™ 
shall not be appointed for the two districts which embrace a part ot |!i« 
Sioux Indian reservation until the treaty for the cession is ratified. | 
suggest to the gentleman from Minnesota that it may save time to |! 
the bill pass for the one district, and if the treaty is ratified the Scna' 
can amend it. 

Mr. STRAIT. The bill provides that officers shall not be appoint! 
nor land offices opened in those districts unless that treaty is ratilic:! 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the last section of the bill be reporte:! 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sena'« 


is hereby authorized to appoint a register and a receiver for said land distr«'-, 
who shall discharge like and similar duties and receive the amount of con)! 
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sation allowed by law to other officers discharging like duties in the land offices 
of said Territory : ided, such officers shall not be appointed nor land 
offices opened in the districts created by the first and second sections of this act 
until a cession shall have been made by treaty duly ratified by Congress of a por- 
tion of thgGreat Sioux Indian reservation within the limits of the said districts. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That section, as I understand, speaks of a treaty 
‘‘to be’? ratified by Congress. If the words ‘‘to be’’ are stricken out 
I have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STRAIT. I have no objection to strike out the words which are 


objected to. Me 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the language is ‘‘ by 
treaty duly ratified,’’ not ‘‘to be ratified.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I do not offer any amendment. 

Mr. STRAIT. I offer an amendmentto insert the words ‘‘ each of”’ 
after the word “‘ for,” in line 3 of section 4; so that it will read: 


A receiver for each of said land districts, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the reotion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HASKELL. I submit the resolution which I send to the desk 
for reference to the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of this session it shall be in order onany 
day, after the morning hour, to move to suspend the rules and to take from the 
Speaker's table any revenue or general appropriation bill which may at that 
time be on the Speaker's table, and ask fora conference with the Senate thereon. 
Such motion shall be decided by a majority vote. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Rules. 
CAPITOL AND NORTH O STREET RAILWAY. 


Mr. PEIRCE. I desire to make a privileged report. I present the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill (H.R. 2871) to pro- 
vide for the extension of the Capitol, North O Street and South Wash- 
ington Railway. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the exten- 
sion of the Cogee, North O Street and South Washington Railway having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their re ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the samo. 

That the Senate recede from the amendment numbered 3. 

R. B. F. PEIRCE, 
ROBERT KLOTZ, 
SAM. F. BARR, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 
E. H. ROLLINS, 
JAMES W. McDILL, 
Z. B. VANCE, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was as follows: 


That the act as it —, the House of Representatives gives to the Capitol, 
North O Street and South Washington Railway Company the right of way for 
a single or double track from its present line, at the corner of Eleventh and E 
streets northwest; east along E to Tenth street; thence south along D to Ninth 
street; thence south along Ninth street to Louisiana avenue; thence southwest 
along said avenue to Ohio avenue; thence west along Ohio avenue to its inter- 
section with its present line at the junction of Ohio avenue and Twelfth street 
northwest. 

The Senate, by amendments Nos. 1 and 2, so amended the act as to run said 
line from Ninth street east ony to Ninth street, instead of Tenth street, and 
thence along Ninth street to Louisiana avenue. The conference committee 
agreed to these amendments. 

The Senate amended the second section of the act by adding thereto provisions 
eo company and all other street-railway companies in the District of 
Columbia to pay the original cost of the grading and paving that portion of the 
streets occupied by them, in addition to the requirements under which they are 


compelled to grade, pave, and keep in repairthat partof all streets occupied by 
them; and also ding that any refusal to pay, after notice by the commis 
sioners of the of Go - axe > 


lum bia, of the amount due for said original improve- 
ure of the charter of the company so refusing. The 
agree that the Senate shall recede from this amend- 


ment, shall work a forfeit 
committee of conference 


ment. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the title of the bill may be again read. 
The title of the bill was read. 

The of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. PEIRCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 


committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAMPHLET LAWS, ETC., FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 352) to 


asus: an increased supply of the laws of the United States for the 
Department and its officers. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of State shall hereafter issue to the Secretary 
of the Treasury three hundred copies each ofthe pamphlet and bound volumes 
of laws of the United States in lieu of the number now authorized by law 


Mr. VAN HORN... I ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which will explain the purpose of this joint resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 25, 1883 

Sir: I have the honor to recommend that sections 6 and 7 of the “act provid- 
ing for publication of the Revised Statutes and the Laws of the United States.” 
approved June 20, 1874, be so amended as to increase the number of the pamphlet 
and bound copies of the laws to be furnished for the use of this Department to 
three hundvel. 

In order to supply its officers the Department is now obliged to purchase one 
hundred copies of the pamphlet laws in addition to the two hundred received by 
authority of the above act, and from twenty-five to fifty of the bound volumes 
in addition to the two hundred and sixty received, and the change recommended 
will be a great advantage to this Department, and sufficient for any ordinary 
call made upon the office. 

Very respectfully, 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary 
Hon. R. T. VAN Hory, 
Chairman Joint Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives 


The joint resolution was then ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GALLUS KIRCHNER 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER submitted the following conference report 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on tire 
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House No, 2013, entitled “An set re 
ferring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus Kirchner,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment and agree to the House bill with 
the following amendment: 

Add after the word “any,” in the last line, the words 

“ Provided, That no judgment shall be rendered forany such stone used in the 
construction of the main arsenal building.’ 

And the House agree to the same 

JOHN B. CLARK, Jr 

STANTON J. PEELLI 

Ss. M. STOCKSLAGER 
Managers on the part of the Ho 

WM. P. FRYE, 

Db. W. VOORHEES, 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the re 
port of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RYAN submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6900) makingappropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, forthe year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 26, 27, 57, 67, 74,75, 
and 77. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentsofthe Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 31, 63, 64, 68, 69, and 70, 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment, insert the sum of $89,400; andthe Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In leu of 
said amendment strike out the word “ four,”’ where it occurs, and in lieu thereof 
insert the word “‘ three ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines of 
said amendment strike out the words “the vicinity of Fort Custer,’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ some suitable location on their reservation ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 

* And no contract by any such Indian, creating any charge or incumbrance 
thereon, or liability of said land for payment thereof, shall be valid." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment, insert the sum of $8,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment, insert the sum of $8,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment, insert the sum of $70,000; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: At the end 
of the amended paragraph, insert the following: 

“And no portion of this sum, nor of any other sum appropriated by this act, 
shall be paid for services rendered by any scholar taught in said schools during 
the period of his tuition, except for excess of value of labor over and above cost 
of tuition and support or other expense furnished by the Government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “repairing,” in said amendment, insert the words “and constructing;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, and on page 44 of the bill, 
in line 8, strike out the words “and education” and in lieu thereof insert the 
words ‘education and transportation ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 61, and agree tothe same with an amendmentas follows: Restore the 
matter proposed to be stricken out down to and including the word “ made,” 
in line 25, page 44 of the bill, and insert after said word the following words: 

‘* Immediately available for the completion and furnishing of the school build- 
ing and erection of out-houses near Arkansas City.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert the sum of $10,000; and at the end 
of said amendment insert the following: 

“And also for the placing of children from all the Indian schools, with the con- 
sent of their parents, under the care and control of such suitable white families 
as may in all respects be qualified to give such children moral, industrial, and 
educational training for a term of not less than three years, under arrangements 
in which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their 
labor.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

THOMAS RYAN, 
L. B. CASWEEL, 
BEN. LE FEVRE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
il. L. DAWES, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The accompanying statement from the managers on the part of the 
Ilouse was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Indian appropriation bill submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended on 
each amendment should the conference report be adopted : 

On amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10,11, and 13: Provides for separate 
agents at Neah Bay and Quinaielt, at $1,000 each, at Nisqually and S’Kokomish, 
at $1,200, and at Tulalip, at $1,000; fixes salary of the agent atthe Navajo agency 
at $1,500, and provides that no money shall be expended at that agency for cler- 
ical labor; limits the expenditure for clerical labor at the Quapaw agency to 
$1,200, and corrects total stated ina paragraph. 

Onamendments 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23: Provides for five Indian inspect- 
ors, and appropriates $,000 for theirtraveling expenses; provides for four special 
agents, and limits their necessary expenses, exclusive of transportation, to $8 per 
day. 

Onamendment 25: Provides thatof the appropriation of $8,000 to furnish flour, 
meat, and other necessaries for the Crow Indians, $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, may be expended forthe removal of the Crow agency to some 
suitable location on their reservation, and for the erection of necessary agency 
and other buildings. 

On amendments 26 and 27: Strikes out provision that of the annuity of $12,500 
payable to the Seminole Indians $5,000 thereof should be appropriated for the 
Seminoles in Florida for the establishment of schools, for the purchase of land, 
agricultural implements, and seeds, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

On amendment 50; In lieu of the language in the bill as it passed the House 
touching certan land patents to be issued to Sioux Indians inserts the following: 

* Provided, That the patents authorized to be issued to certain individual 
Indians by the concluding paragraph of article 6 of the treaty with the Sioux 
Indians proclaimed the 24th day of February, 1869, shall be of the legal effect 
and declare that the United States does and will hold the land thus allotted for 
the period of twenty-tive years in trust for the sole use and benefit of the Indian 
to whom such allotment shall have been made, or in case of his decease, of his 
heirs, according to the laws of the State or Territory where such land is located ; 
and that at the expiration of said period the United States will convey the same 
by patent to said Indian or his heirs as aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust 
and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever ; and no contract by any such 
Indian creating any charge or incumbrance thereon or liability of said land for 
payment thereof shall be valid.” 

On amendment 31: Inserts the folllowing: 

* Toenable the Secretary of the Interior tocomplete the negotiations with the 
Sioux Indians for such modification of existing treaties and agreements with 
said Indians as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of 
the Interior, in accordance with the provisions of the sundry civil appropriation 
act approved August 7, 1882, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available.” 

On amendments 39 and 40: Inserts the following: 

* For support and civilization of Sioux of Lake Traverse, including pay of em- 
ployés, $8,000, For support and civilization of Sioux of Devil’s Lake, including 
employés, $8,000," 

On amendment 52; Fixes the appropriation for Indian police at $70,000. 

On amendment 55: Fixes the appropriation for support of Indian day and in- 
dustrial school, and for other educational purposes not otherwise provided for 
in the bill at $400,000, and provides that no portion of that sum nor of any other 
sum appropriated by the act for the support of Indian schools shall be paid for 
service rendered by any scholar taught Tn said schools during the period of his 
tuition, except for excess of value over and above cost of tuition and support or 
either, furnished by the Government. 

, Ca commnnent 56: Appropriates $10,000 for repairing and constructing school 
vuildings. 

On amendment 57: Limits cost of each scholar for support, education, and 
transportation at the Carlisle school to $200, 

On amendment 60: Includes transportation in the limit of cost of each scholar 
in the Indian school at Forest Grove. 

On amendment 61: Makes immediately available the sum reappropriated for 
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the erection of a school-house near Arkansas City ; and also es it available 
for furnishing the building and for erection of outhouses. 

On amendments 63, 64, and 65: Makes the for support and edu- 
caiion of Indian children in the schools of the United States, not otherwise pro- 
viced for, $75,000; and provides $10,000 of that amount for In- 
dian children to and from said schools, and for the placing of from all 


the Indian schools, with the conseut of their parents, under the care and contro} 
of such suitable white families as -nay in all respects be qualified to give such 
children moral, industrial, and educational training for a texm of not less than 
three years, under arrangements in which their proper care, support, and edu- 
cation shall be in exchange for their labor. 

On amendment 67: Appropriates $10,000 to defray the expenses of consglidatiny 
Indian agencies. - 

On amendments 68, 69, and 70: Insert the following : 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to establish the Turtle Mountain band 
of Chippewas in permanent homes on homesteads upon the public lands, and 
to purchase pee ay implements, and other necessaries, $10,000, of which a sum 
not exceeding $1,000 may be expended in defraying the expenses of such of said 
Indians as are now in Washington city. 

‘For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of the Interior to continue to carry 
out the provisions of the act of June 15, 1880, * ratifying the agreement submitted 
by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado, for the sale of their res- 
ervation in said State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appro- 
priations for carrying out the same,’ $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be taken from moneys appropriated by said act and remaining unex- 
pended; and the commission appointed under said act, and known as the Ute 
Commission, is hereby abolished, to take effect March 15, 1883. And the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, with the consent of the Ute Indians, may, instead of paying 
to said Indians the $50,000 provided by the agreement incorporated in the above- 
named act, in cash, per capita, pay the same in stock, or such other property as 
the Secretary of the Interior and said Indians may agree upon. 

‘* For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to employ temporarily sufficient clerical force to 
bring up the work on the records of the files division of his office, $3,000, to be 
immediately available.” 

On amendments 74 and 75: Makes a verbal correction in the text of section 7 
of the act, and otherwise leaves it unchanged as it passed the House. 

On amendment 77: Strikes out section 8 of the act which was inserted by the 
Senate. 

The act as agreed upon in conference appropriates $5,362,655.91, being $13,600 
less than as it passed the Senate, and $153,700 greater than as it was passed by 
the House, $120,500 less than the appropriations for the current year, and $1,363, - 
075.63 less than the estimates. 


THOS. RYAN, 
L. B. CASWELL, 
BEN. LE FEVRE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
RYAN Jasinglequestion. Thisbill contains an appropriation of $10,000, 
I believe, for the consolidation of Indian agencies; yet there is also a 
provision for an additional number of agents—ten I believe. What 
necessity is there for additional agents if the agencies are consolidated ? 

Mr. RYAN. My friend is mistaken in regard to the increase of 
agents. By the consolidation of some agencies in Washington Terri- 
tory and elsewhere under the Indian appropriation bill for the current 
year the number of agents was reduced ten or twelve. The consolida- 
tions in the extreme Northwest were found impracticable in two in- 
stances, because one agent could not superintend the whole number of 
agencies assigned him; hence it was found necessary to make an in- 
crease of two. But we have reduced the number in another place by 
not giving any agent to the Moqui Pueblos. It was deemed by the 
Senate unnecessary that these Indians should have an agency; so that 
in the bill as reported by the conference committee the increase is but one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there not an increase of six upon the bill as it 
passed the House ? 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are not six special agents provided for? 

Mr. RYAN. Special agents are not Indian agents. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are they? 

Mr. RYAN. They are special agents charged with the duty of vis- 
iting the agencies and inspecting them, under the direetion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. But they are not Indian agents in any sense of 
the term. 

I wish to say that the bill as it passed the House made some changes 
in regard to inspectors and specialagents; but the Senate insisted upon 
an amendment leaving the existing law in force with regard to those 
special agents and inspectors. In other words, under the bill as agreed 
upon in conference, the special agents and Indian inspectors remain 
precisely the same as by existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no increase, then, in the number of special 
agents or inspectors of agencies ? . 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from thé Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution of the following 
title; in which the concarrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) providing for the termination of articles 
No. 18 to 25, inclusive, and article No. 30 of the treaty between the 
United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty concluded at 
Washington May 8, 1871. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the Army 





for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 7191) outa appropriations for fortifications and other 
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works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


ARMY AND FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the Army ap- 
propriation bill just returned from the Senate be taken from the Speaker's 
table and, with the amendments, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; and that the amendments be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the absence of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
FoRNEY ] I ask the same course in regard to the fortification appropria- 
tion bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN AND HENNEPIN CANALS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Legislature of the State of Illinois, 
at the session a year ago, passed an actapproved April 12, 1882, to cede 
to the United States the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its right of way, 
real estate, and all appurtenances for canal purposes, on condition that 
the United States should, within five years after such act should take 
effect, accept the grant. One of the conditions of this session was that 
the canal should be enlarged and maintained as a national water-way 
for the use of all the people without discrimination. Under the con- 
stitution of the State of Illinois this act could not become a law with- 
out submission to a vote of the people. This vote was had at the elec- 
tion of November, 1882, when members of the Forty-eighth Congress 
werechosen. The people ratified this act by an almost unanimous vote. 
The object had in view by the State in conferring upon the Government 
this important water-way was its enlargement as a national work, in 
connection with the construction of the Hennepin Canal, which, if con- 
structed by the Government, will make a continuous line of water com- 
munication from the upper waters of the Mississippi River at Rock 
Island to the headwaters of Lake Michigan at the city of Chicago. 

The importance of this great water-way in a commercial point of view 
can not be estimated. The subject has attracted the attention of the 
leading mindsof thecountry for many years. The Iroquois Clubof the 
city of Chicago, an organization composed of professional and business 
men of that city, have carefully investigated this whole subject through 
a committee composed of Hon. Lyman Trumbull, late a Senator of the 
United States, Hon. Carter H. Harrison, formerly amember of this House 
and now mayor of the city of Chicago, Melville W. Fuller, S. Corning 
Judd, William C. Goudy, E. M. Phelps, the president of the club, and 
Henry Waller, jr. The reportof the committee, which it is well known 
was prepared by Mayor Harrison, isa most exhaustive document, cover- 
ing the whole subject, and full of valuable information. I thereforeask 
unanimous consent that the memorial of the Iroquois Club, to which I 
have referred, be printed in the REcorD in order that members of the 
House and all others interested in the subject may be put in possession 
of the valuable information and the exhaustive argument contained 
therein. 


There was no objection. The memorial is as follows : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialist, the Iroquois Club of Chicago, a political organization com- 
posed of about three hund professional and business men, citizens of Chicago, 
do present to your honorable Congress this our most respectful memorial : 

By the constitution of the State of Illinois the State is forbidden to alienate or 
grant to any person or persons whatsoever the title to the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, unless such grant shall have been first approved of by the vote of the 
people of the State ata ome election. 

Whereas the people of Ilinois, believing that said canal of right should and 
ought to be the property of the United States, to be by it enlarged and main- 
tained as a national water way for the use of all its people, did, at a special ses- 
sion of the thirty-second General Assembly, by an act approved April 22, 1882, 
cede to the United States said canal, its right of way aa real estate, and all 
appurtenances, for canal purposes, on condition that the United States should, 
within five years after said act should take effect, accept the grant; and 

Whereas the ple of the State did, at a general election held on Tuesday, 
the 5th day of November, A. D. 1882, by an almost unanimous vote, approve of 
such cession : 

Therefore, your orators do most humbly petition your honorable Congress to 
accept said grant and, as soon as in your wisdom you may deem it proper, to 
enlarge said canal so asto make it a national water-way capable of floating gun- 
boats and such large vesselsas navigate the waters of the ) ississippi River; and 
also petition you to construct, as a branch of said water-way, the Hennepin Ca- 
nal, connecting the same with the waters of the Upper Mississippi; and we most 
respectfully that you give ear to a few reasons why we believe these things 
should be done by the Federal Government. 

The grandeur of this our country and its mighty march in material, moral, 
= political progress has been, to a great extent, owing to the many facilities 
afforded for the and pyre 2 transportation from one part of the country to 
another of the products of its fertile soil, by means of its unequaled system of 
navigable rivers and lakes. 

= forefathers, whose wonderful wisdom evolved and established this Re- 
& pp a government of the people, by the people, and for the people—a sys- 
hilog government prior to their day existing only in the brain of dreaming 
Laer ny ap but which has withstood for more than a century the test of ener- 
our 2 prosperity and of destructive war of unparalleled magnitude—these 
= ‘orefathers early saw the necessity of free and accessible water-ways in 
ent a the land, and did, as far back as 1787, when organizing a govern- 
to the ‘or the ries northwest of the Ohio River (then but recently ceded 
confederacy by the State of Virginia), solemnly declare ‘as a fundamen- 

pact to be forever binding on the original States and on such 

carved out of such territory, ‘that the navigable waters lead- 
ssissippi and the Saint Lawrence, and the carrying places between 
be common highways and forever free as well to the inhabitants 
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said territory ami the citizens of the United States, and witheut tar mpost, or 

Thus did they deny to such new States through which said rivers ran and in 
which such carrving places lay the right to regulate or in any wav to interfere 
with these common highways. This resolution was a most extraordinary one, 
and was pregnant with remarkable prescience. It showed that these giant 
thinkers even then with prophetic eye foresaw the vast proportions of the 
mighty governmental fabric they had but recently brought into being, and that 
they foresaw the necessity of uniting by artificial means the waters of the two 
great systems, which, rising in juxtaposition, flowed the one to the east into the 
Gulf of Saint Lawrence, the other to the south into the Gulf of Mexico 

The most remarkable one of all the carrying places between these waters was 
and is the one along which is cut the Illinois and Michigan Canal. It had been, 
since Pere Marquette first saw it, the portage used by the Indians in moving 
from one to the other of these two mighty currents. In long ages past, a deep 
river had flowed along it, when Lake Michigan sent her crystal stream to min 
gle with the turbid floods of the Missouri. Nature's bold engineering skill had 
upon the rocks written her decree, that here should be the marriage bond be 
tween the two distant gulfs. Deep grooves had worked far into the eternal 
rocks—grooves worn by ice floods of far distantages. By some sudden convul- 
sion this bond had been broken; the prairies had been lifted, grasses had grown 
and molded upon them, preparing them to be the garden-tield of a mighty 
people. The people were coming, and our forefathers with a wisdom almost 
superhuman prepared for them a government, and suggested the propriety of 
again restoring by pick and shovel the broken bonds which had bound the roll 
ing floods of the Father of Waters to the crystal depths of the great fresh-water 
seas. 

A few years ago the Government spent $4,000,000,000 in its determination to 
preserve the Union; with those countless millions was mingled the blood of 
600,000 sons of the soil. These vast treasures were spent and these countless drops 
of precious blood were spilled to save the Union. Should we hesitate to spend 
afew paltry millions to help cement that Union forever? A ship-canal only 
forty-six miles long overa level plain—a canal already partly built at an expense 
of $6,000,000 to the State of Illinois, which can be completed for less than $20 
000,000—will enable the people of twenty States to mingle freely and to deal 
cheaply one with the other and each with all. 

Permit us to call your attention to some more of the thoughts and recommen 
dations of our forefathers on thissubject. In 1808,a general and comprehensive 
system of roads and canals was proposed by the then Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the recommendation that $2,000,000 a year should be employed to complete 
such system. This was during,the last year of the administration of the author 
of the Declaration of Independence and the father of the Democratic party 
He believed that man was capable of self-government. He believed that gov 
ernments were for the people, and thus, through his Secretary of Treasury 
showed that he thought one of the duties of government was to afford to the 
people roads and water-waysas a means of making them prosperousand happy 

During the war of 1812 with Great Britain, the decisive battles which settled 
the controversy were upon Lakes Erie, Ontario, and Champlain. [t was thers 
that England saw the danger of Canadaslipping from her grasp. President Madi 
son, the great expounder of the Constitution, foresaw that upon these fresh-wa- 
ter seas would be the theater of future wars, should they break out between 
America and the mother country. In his message to Congress in ISl4 he urgwed 
upon it the necessity of aship-canal to connect the waters of the Mississippi with 
those of Lake Michigan. The Committee on Military 
report. 

But the war ended, and re publics are prone to forgwet in time of peace the les 
sons of war. Congressdid nothing. Again, in 1815, Mr. Madison in h’s message 
urged the matter, and again, with his judgment ripened by long experience and 
nearly eight years of that experience won in the Presidential chair, he in LSI6 
with most impressive language called attention to the continued neglect of Con- 
gress to this to him al!-important subject. This, his last warning, had effect, 
forin 1817 surveys were consented to and made, and the easy practicability of a 
ship-canal from the lake at Chicago to the Illinois River was demonstrated 

But still Congress hesitated and hesitated, and not till 1827 was definite action 
taken. Sectional jealousies were already loomingup. The slavery question was 
a dark spot on the horizon, and day by day was growing blacker, Government 
instead of undertaking thisimprovementasa direct national undertaking, turned 
it over to the State of Illinois, and voted to her 290,915 acres of land, reserving 
to herself alternate sections. These reserved lands, marked at double price 
were rapidly sold, so that the United States lost not one cent. Hlinois started 
upon the projects with the grand idea of giving to the country a canal deep 
enough and wide enough to float gunboats. But the financial crash, which cul 
minated in 1836, so depleted her treasury, that this canal project almost bank 
rupted her, and she was forced toabandon her original ideas, and completed the 
work in 1848, as a simple barge canal. 

Even this little work, however, at once caused the Northwest to spring from 
a wild prairie land, the trackless home of the savage, into a rapidly developing 
country. That little canal showed that a woodless prairie, ina cold climate, 
could be made to teem with a mighty and prosperous population 

Ihlinois built the canal, and the Government was soon repaid with the sule of 
her alternate sections of land for the donation she had made, Short-sighted 
politicians thought they had shown statesinanship in thus saving to the Federal 
Government the cost of the project. 

England showed no such penny-wise policy. During her last war with us, 
her great captain, the Duke of Wellington, told herthat ‘a naval superiority on 
the lakes was a sine qua non of success in a war with America.” She made a 
treaty with us in 1817, by which each nation bound itself to keep no more than 
one armed vessel of a hundred tons burden upon the lakes. England, however 
immediately proceeded to make their treaty obligations of no injury to herself; 
at an expense of $22,000,000 she threw canals eight feet deep around the rapids 
of the Saint Lawrence, and the Welland Canal, ten feet deep, from Lake Erie to 
Lake Ontario. She was thus enabled to throw light-draft gunboats upon the 
lakes, while the United States was hand-tied by the treaty obligation. The Illi 
nois and Michigan Ship Canal would have placed this country on a par with 
England. But the warning of the Father of his Country, ‘‘to enjoy peace we 
should be prepared for war,’’ was by America wholly unheeded. 

When the Mason and Slidell imbroglio, during the late civil war, threatened 
to precipitate the two countries into war, there was a feeling throughout this 
country that such a catastrophe might be destructive of our hopes of preserving 
the Union. One of America’s brilliant generals, discussing this canal, said on the 
floor of Congress that ‘‘a fleet of light-draught, heavily armed gunboats could 
in a short month get into the lakes and shell every city from Chicago to Ogdens- 
burgh.”? The London Times said : 

“The worst part of the struggle will not be on the Atlantie seaboard, but on 
the Great Lakes of Upper Canada and North America, We are glad, therefore, 
to be able to tell our readers that their danger has been foreseen and amply pro- 
vided for.” Provided for at a cost of $22,000,000, which had been repaid again 
and again by the commercial facilities afforded by the Canadian canals. The 
Mason and Slidell matter cost this country, in a few months, directly over $100,- 
000,000. That vast treasure and the demoralization of the country which was en- 
gendered by the danger of a conflict with England would have all been saved 
had the advice of Madison been followed. 

It is the earnest prayer of your memorialists that the peaceful relations exist- 
ing between America and England may never be ruptured. The dictates of civ- 
ilization and material interests would seem to be sufficient to prevent such rupt- 
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ure. But madness oftentimes seizes upon nations as well as upon individuals. 
We can not tell when such madness may seize one or the other of these two 
countries. A few weeks of such madness would cost oceans of blood and mill- 
ions of treasure. ‘‘To enjoy peace we should be prepared for war.” England 
builds armor-clad ships at a cost of nearly $3,000,000. She has lately completed 
one such, and has another in preparation, She has six or eight vessels the cost 
of which would make a ship canal from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi. These 
vessels are maintained at vast annual loss, and bring no return other than the 
tranquillity of preparation. This ship-canal would equal to an armed fleet, 
and at the same time would soon repay its cost by its peaceful returns. 

It is to these returns we would now ask your indulgence, while we present 
them as to us they are made apparent: 

Prior to the commencement of the Illinois and Michigan Canal the popula- 
tion of the territory northwest of the Ohio and Wabash did not greatly exceed 
500,000, Settlements were confined to the wooded margins of streams. Lured 
by the results demonstrated by this improvement, capitalists and emigrants be- 

in to turn their attention to the prairies already cleared and ready for the plow. 

tailroads soon began to cut in every direction the great table lands of the North- 
west. Vast numbers of intelligent and industrious foreignerssettled wherever 
transportation of lumber and fuel became possible; State after State has sprung 
into existence, and to-day not far from 10,000,000 people find happy homes in 
this section and addto the national wealth. The States of Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, lowa, and Nebraska have a pepstatin of nearly 8,000,000. They 
produce (average years) about 160,000,000 bushels of wheat, one-third of all pro- 
duced in the United States; about 580,000,000 bushels of corn, more than one- 
third of all; about 140,000,000 bushels of oats, being two-fifths of all; 7,500,000 
bushels of rye, one-third of all; 10,400,000 bushels of barley, more than one- 
quarter of all. 

After feeding the people of the country the United States exports its surplus 
of breadstuffs, This surplus comes entirely fromthe Northwest. Pouring into 
the lap of hungry Europe, this surplus has in the past five years, aided by cotton 
and petroleum, turned the tide of trade in favor of this country. It has brought 
home from abroad $1,000,000,000 in bonds. It has made an irredeemable cur- 
reney as good as gold, It has given to usa redundancy of metallic currency, 
and thus helped to make the people of the United States to-day the most pros- 
perous of all peoples. 

Railroads have made the Northwest habitable, and have turned waste places 
into green pastures, But railroads are beginning to do what the Greeks did, 
who came bearing gifts; what the Europeans did when they brought blankets 
and luxuries to the Indians. They are becoming the masters and tyrants of 
those to whom they were at first only a blessing. The iron horse carried the 
rose and the lily,and planted them where before bloomed only the wild prairie 
flower. Hle carried the plow and seeds, and left them where now, instead of 
mg of coarse grass, are seas of waving wheat, oats, and rye. But the iron 
xorse has an insatiable maw. His hot breath is beginning to blast the green 
pastures, 

Watered railroad stocks demand dividends, which rob the farmer of his hard 
earnings. Warm suns and gentle rains have for the past few years caused his 
fields to blossom and to return him many-fold; wars abroad and bad harvests 
have given hima market for hissurplus, Thatsurplus he has been able to send 
abroad, although the railroad demanded so much of it for freightage. But give 
to Europe a few years of peace and a succession of good crops, and then a few 
cents a bushel on the transportation of Northwestern grain will throw the bal- 
ance of trade against this country. 

Russia is the great competitor of the Northwest inthe graintrade. A few years 
since, when it cos? 20 cents to carry a bushel of wheat from Chicago to New York, 
the United States and Russia gave to England each 23,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
Freight dropped 10 cents a bushel between Chicago and New York, and at once 
America gave to England 50,000,000 bushels, and Russia fell to 15,000,000. A part 
of this reduction of freight was forthe benefit of the foreign consumer in getting 
slightly cheaper food, but the bulk of the 10 cents lowered freight went to the 
producer in this country. 

The average cost of carrying wheat from Chicago to Liverpool is, during the 
seven winter months, 31.43 cents per bushel. In the fivesummer months, when 
the lakes are open, this cost falls to 26.86 cents per bushel. Corn in winter, 29.33 
cents, and in summer 25.07 cents, the difference being over 4 cents a bushel. 
The price of the surplus fixes the price of the whole product. This difference 
makes a nominal saving to the producers of Illinois, lowa, Wisconsin, Minne- 
sota,and Nebraska of not far from $30,000,000 per annum. 

The cost of carrying grain from the Mississippi to Chicago by rail is about 9 
ents a bushel, Were the Hennepin Canal completed the cost would be on it 
about 5 cents a bushel. It may safely be determined that the saving on rail 
transportation would be from 2 to 4 cents. The freightage from Chicago to New 
York regulates, to a considerable extent, the price of transportation to the East 
as farsouth as Louisville and Saint Louis. This isconceded by Mr. Fink, thecom- 
missioner of railroads; indeed, he says it affects cost of carrying on all east and 
west roads even further south. 

The effects of lake transportation in the summer, in other words, regu late to 
an appreciable extent the tariffs on roads running east and west from the lakes 
to the Gulf of Mexico and lowers them. If the Illinois and Michigan Canal was 
so enlarged as to float steamers, and the Hennepin Canal were built to Y= 
from the Upper Mississippi, then a thorough regulator of freights, during the 
summer months, would be in operation from all points cont 
of the Mississippi and its tributaries, and te a marked extentt 
territory northwest of the mouth of the Ohio. 

There is a feeling growing throughout the country that Congress will be com- 
pelled, sooner or later, to regulate railroad freights throughout the land. Man 
wise men dread the necessity for this, fearing it may prove a dangerous experi- 
ment, By building a system of canals, which can me competitors of rail- 
roads, reguiators will be at once in operation, which can notbe reached by the 
seductive wiles of fat Vw meee £7 nae which will require neither 
commissioners nor legislative restrictions. 

We are aware that very meny people think that canals are of but little value, 
and that the introduction of railroads have absolutely superseded the necessity 
of building more. During a period of time in this country, prior to 1840, very 
great attention was given to the inauguration of canal systems in various parts 
of the country, and many were built which have not been of ics! 
value. But this was the result not of such system but of the location and 
direction given to many of the lines. They were all built under State auspices; 
the location, direction, and termini were fixed more by political iqgoumnnSen 
by the necessity of trade. Canals, too, can only be profitably built along lines 
to phically fitted for them. 

Rafircads, however, can under engineering skill be carried wherever trade de- 
mandsthem. Railroads turned the tide of trade eastward; nearly all the canals 
west ofthe Alleghanies run with water inclines, north and south. Trade being 
diverted from such directions, most of the lines of canals became valueless 
They were generally more or less the creatures of jo’ , whereas railroads 
have been the result of business sagacity, seeki »rofitable investment. The 
Erie Canal lies in the path of traffic. The result ist it has regulated railroad 
tariffs in New York, and has made it the Empire State of the Union. 
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In 1877 a reduction of transportation on the Erie rope | to 1 cent per bushel 
of grain caused 18,000,000 b ls to leave other routes to seek this one. A 
bushel of corn and wheat within ten miles of the Illinois and Michigan Canal is 


worth an average of about 2 cents more than at other points equally distant 
from Chicago and close to railroads. Why? Because this canal vegulates the 
tariffs of the several railroads running near it. 





It has been declared by men who have mad» close calculation that the cost of 
the Hennepin Canal would be saved to the people in one year, certainly in two 
rd ie lessened tariffs it would fix for the railroads running from Iowa to 

Shicago. 

The Mississippi River and its tributaries represent 12,000 miles of navigable 
rivers. The lakes havea shore-line of 5,000miles, If the Illinois and Mich. 
igan Canal should be deepened and widened in accordance with the survey 
of General Wilson, made in 1868, then all steamers which=ply upon the Missis- 
sippi, except a few which run to New Orleans, could sail to Chicago, and there 
lying alongside the steamers and ships of the lakes, freight could be transferred 
from one to the other, and by the use of machinery, so cheaply that the ad- 
vantages of a conti navigation could be had from all points on the lakes 
to all ro on the lower rivers. 

We believe such a canal is purely national, and ought to be erected by the 
General Governmentand made free to all of its people. Although Mr. Madison 
dwelt upon the necessity of this canal as a war measure, still his mind, ever in- 
clined to the arts of peace, laid still greater stress upon it as a means of cementing 
the people together, and of increasing their general prosperity. He used the 
following language: ‘‘ The General Government is the more urged to such un- 
dertakings requiring national jurisdiction and national means by the prospect 
of their systematically completing so inestimable a work.”’ 

These canalsare, it is true, within a single State, but the people of twenty States 
will be the direct beneficiaries, for they will unite the waters of rivers which 
are navigable in these twenty States. Illinois is not so directly interested as are 
the States to the east and to the west of her. To the west lies an empire of 
grain-growing territory. The East is better adapted to pasturage and manufact- 
uring purposes. Its lands have been worn by overcropping in cereals. What 
it wants is cheap bread, so that it can devote its lands to dairy and gardening 
purposes, while the people can employ themselves in manufacturing arts, and 
ean exchange the products of such arts for the grain grown in the rich virgin 
prairies of the West. In this way worn lands of the East may be brought back 
to their original fertility. 

Thomas Benton, whose bible was the Constitution of his country, spoke elo- 
quently in favor of this work and of its nationality. Silas Wright and Horatio 
Seymour have spoken and written in its favor. Leading statesmen from every 
quarter of the land met in 1863 in Chicago and urged that the Government should 
at once undertake and complete it. John C, Calhoun, in terse and eloquent 
words, said: * Let us bind the Republic together. Let us conquer space by a 
perfect system of roads and canals.” 

Millions upon millions of dollars have been spent by the Government on its 
seaboard harbors and bays—iillions spent to enable its people to trade with the 
peo le of other lands. This expenditure we do not antagonize, but we believe 
it of far more importance to enable the people of the different sections of this 
land to have easy and free communication with each other than to give a like 
communication with foreign people. This isa vast country. It has every va- 
riety of climate except that of the burning sun and the frozen zone; it has within 
its bosom every mineral, it produces nearly every plant, fruit, and grain, all va- 
rieties of useful animals, birds, and fishes feed upon its soil or swim within its 
waters. Ifanimpassable wall were thrown around it, cutting it off utterly from 
all other lands, it could yet be within itself a happy world. 

Give her cheap roads, cheap water-ways, so that her people can mingle with 
each other, and can exchange the products each of his own labor for that of every 
other American, and her people can and will be weary and prosperous. 

Canals have been and are being built and extended in all prosperous countries 
of Europe. Rivers are being canalized wherever it is possible. There were in 
Great Britain, in 1858, 2,172 miles of canals, and 1,315 miles of improved river- 
beds. These improvements cost, respectively, $142,000,000 and $31,350,000; in all, 
$173,350,000. In 1874, she had 4,700 miles of canals, costing $370,000,000. In other 
words, she had expended from 1858 to 1874, $196,650,000 on canals. And yet rail- 
roads run in every direction. These canalscarry heavy freight and tend greatly 
to regulate railroad tariffs. Many of them run along the lines of prosperous 
railroads, and the stocks of many canals are owned by the railroad corporations, 
who run the canals in the interest of the roads, 

Germany has a system of canals, but your memorialists have no statistics 
showing the mileage or cost. But intelligent Americans traveling throughout 
the German Empire are struck by the number of shallow streams which have 
been improved of late years. Heavy stone dikes are thrown a> aon these 
streams, so as to contract the channels, giving sufficient depth to t steamers. 
The currents made by these dikes are too strong for resistance by ordinary 
steamers. To overcome these currents, endless chains are strung along the 
middle of the channel. 

On the steamers are large drums, which take up the chain and by rolling it 
over the drum Seureatal tepubdenenahe tugs are seen pushing or drawing tows 
of barges oftentimes nearly a quarter of a mile in length. These tows do the 
carrying of heavy freights and operate to regulate the tariffsof railroads, which 
in many instances run on the banks of the streams. In the Elber one of these 
chains runs for several hundred miles. Railroads are on either bank, Govern- 
ment is interested in the ownership of the rail lines, and yet, in the interest of 
the people, thus canalize these rivers and tanto injure the productiveness of 
its railroad interests. Shall it be said that kings and emperors, who claim to rule 
by divine right, do more for the ee oe than do theservants of this free Republic, 
who govern by the will of the people? 

France has the most complete and extended system of improved water-ways 
of any land; all were built by and are owned by the Government. She had 
ten years ago 3,000 miles of built at a cost of $157,200,000. She has 2,000 
miles of canalized rivers, costi: 000,000"and 2,000 miles of improved river 
beds, on which had been expended $30,000,000. In all, up to ten years ago she 
had expended on these water-ways $235,200,000. About $180,000,000 of this has 
been expended since the year 1800, or since the introduction of railroads. In 
the past ten years France has not rested from her labors in this line, but your 
orators have not exact statistics of the extent done in this time. But observant 
travelers say the m has been greatly extended. 

In that country is almost equally divided between the canals and the 

roads, the cost on the former being as two to three on the latter. The water- 
ways nine years ago transported 1,500,000,000 tons perannum. The visible sav- 
ing u this in the ratio above named was $5,000,000. Butthis was in fact but 
a sont ps rtion of such savi for by the lowering of the railroad freightage 
another $4,000,000 was saved. nee has six separate of improved 
water ways diverging from Paris: the northern, the northeastern, the south- 
eastern, the southern, the western, and the southwestern. 

Twelve years ago France wasapparently crushed byherGermanic war. But 
already she has so recuperated that the effects of the war are observable only 
in the hearts of the people. 

A more general and equally divided prosperity exists within her borders than 
in any other European country. Much of their equally divided sepia is 
owing to the ease and cheapness of transportation from one part of the country 
to every other part. Railroads run in me om ern but canals with cheap 
tolls run also in every direction, carrying the heavy necessaries of life and cheap- 
ening the carrying of all articles by rail. 

Canada has within the past few years expended many millions on her canals, 
which now are able to float vessels of large draughts. This she did for military 
purposes. But the returns from commercial benefits pay a large percentage 
upon the investment. 

In this country, within the last few years, little attention has been paid to the 


bu and extension of canals. People hhave su nely allowed railroads to 
aes the carrying trade and to build Sesiealie monopolies. Within 
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the last ten years the increase of the mileage of canals has been too insignificant 
for mention, while the mileage of railroads has grown frorn 61,000 in 1871 to 
about 115,000 in 1882, representing in the former year a capital and funded debt 
of $2,600,000,000, and in the latter year over $5,100,000, 000. In the State of Illinois 
alone, the fifty-seven railroad corporations within its borders have an aggre- 

capital of $541,261,536, an increase over last year of about $50,000,000, and 
show a gross income of $189,352,977, an increase over last year of more than 

3,000,000, 

Our orators are opposed to river and harbor bills passed for log-rolling pur- 
without full and free discussion, and by which insignificant streams 
are improved at vast cost for mere peed we page or to benefit personal aspira- 
tions. =o opposed to putting burdens on the people for such purposes, 
but they believe that the United States should inaugurate a comprehensive sys- 
tem of water-ways, and should pay particular attention to a system of canals 
which would unite together the great system of natural water-ways. Such canals 
should be large enough to float the ordinary craft navigating such natural ways. 
Many of the portages or watersheds intervening between such natural systems 
ap to have been designed by the Creator for such artificial junction. Nature 
is bountiful, and like Hercules, when he ordered the carter to apply his shoulder 
to the wheel, asks man to complete her works. This country has unparalleled 
of rivers and lakes ; the divides between the different systems are often- 
pers and easily overcome, thereby inviting man to use the pick and shovel 
to complete the designs of provident nature. 

Our country to-day enjoys wonderful prosperity. But all such periods are fol- 
lowed by seasons of depression more or less long. During such depression 
labor is idle, tramps abound, visionary or criminal demagogues are on the alert, 
and the slumbers of men and women are disturbed by dreams of riot and blood- 
shed. By giving to the — means of cheap transportation, sothat the plenty 
of one locality may be easily carried to other and less favored localities, you 
would equalize the condition of all, and thus prevent suffering and enable the 
people to outlive the periods of depression. 

Such a beneficent policy will tend to enable governments to trust to the peo- 
ple and measurably to dispense with armed soldiery and costly police organiza- 
tions, It will keep our jails and penitentiaries from being overcrowded and 
will make the people prosperous and happy citizens, 

Ata regular meeting of the Iroquois Club held Tuesday evening December 5, 

the following was unanimously adopted : 
ved, That the club appoint a committee of seven to prepare a memorial to 
Con on behalf of this club on the subject of the acceptance of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal and the completion of the Hennepin Canal by the General 
Government.” 

And in pursuance thereof the following committee was appointed: Lyman 
Trumbull (chairman), Carter H. Harrison, Melville W. Fuller, 8. Corning Judd, 
W. C.Goudy, E, M. Phelps, Henry Waller, jr.; which committee made the 
above report at the next meeting of the club, held Tuesday, January 2, 1883, and 
the report was ordered printed and a copy sent to each Senator and Representa- 
tive in Congress, duly certified. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that certain 
papers relating to the improvement of the Mississippi be printed for the 
use of the special committee on appropriations for the improvement of 
that river. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the printing will be or- 
dered. 

There was no objection. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS AND PURCHASES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that the sundry 
civil appropriation bill be amended by the addition of the paragraph 
enacted last year relating to contracts and purchases in open market; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEFALCATIONS OF JOHN T. BEST. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent. laid-before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying papers, 
in regard to claims against the United States arising from detialcations 
and forgeries of John T. Best; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GAS FOR LIGHTING BEACONS AND BUOYS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a let- 
ter from the Light-House Board relating to the cost of introducing gas 
for lighting beacons and buoys; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. _ The Committee on Commerce requests the Chair 
to ask that an additional number, equal to the usual number, of copies 


of the report accompanying the river and harbor bill be printed for the 
use of the committee. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 
The Chair hhears none. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
m.... BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to submit a privileged report, 
report of the committee of conference on the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

= report is as follows: 

committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House: 
pepe a 6957) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic cre 

~ vernment for the year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 

poche Vm after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
That the House menyrebective ‘ouses as follows: 


disagreement to the amendments of the Senat. 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 14, and agree to the same. Cneenanataes 





Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$110 000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentasfollows: On page 16, in line3 of the bill, after the word * dollars,” 
the following: “‘the same to be immediately available ;"’ 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out allafterthe word “ dollars”’ 
ment; and the Senate agree to the same. 


insert 
and the Senate agree 


in line 5 of said amend- 


J.C, BURROWS, 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 
8. S. COX, 

Managers on the part of the House 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAS. B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senat 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill sub- 
mit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
recommended on each amendment should the conference report be ratified by 
the two Houses, namely: 

On amendments 1, 2,3, 4,5,6,and7: Provides fora chargé d'affaires to Paraguay 
and Uraguay at $5,000, as it now exists by law, and fora minister resident to 
Venezuela at $7,500, which is also in accordance with existing law 

On amendment 8: Appropriates $85,000 for the contingent expenses of foreign 
intercourse proper and of all the missions abroad, being the same amount as is 
appropriated for the current year. 

On amendments 9 and 10: Appropriates $60,500 for clerks at consulates, includ- 
ing $1,000 for the consulate at Port au Prince, Hayti. _ 

On amendment 11: Appropriates $110,000 for contingent expenses of consu- 
lates, being a reduction of $25,000 under appropriation for current year 

On amendment 12: Makes the appropriation for the French and American 
Claims Commission immediately available, and strikes out provision requiring 
statement of expenses of the commission to be submitted to Congress in the an- 
nual estimates. 

On amendment 17: Inserts the following 

“ For defraying the expenses of transporting the remains of ministers and con- 
suls of the United States to their homes for interment where such ministers or 
consuls have died or who may die abroad while in the discharge of their duties, 
$10,000,” 

On amendment l4: Inserts the following 

“Sec. 2. For the purpose of enabling the President to extend diplomatic rela- 
tions with the governments of Eastern Asia, $5,000." 

The act as agreed upon in conference appropriates $1,296,755, being $25,000 less 
than as it passed the Senate, and $38,500 greater than as it passed the House, 
$46,100 less than the appropriations for the current year, and $04,150 less than the 
estimates. 

J.C. BURROWS, 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 
8.8. COX, 

Managers on the part of the House, 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the conference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION AGAINST STEAM-YACHT MENHADEN FISHING 


Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that the joint resolutions to 
Congress asking relief and protection to citizens along the seacoast of 
New Jersey from steam-yacht menhaden fishing with purse-seines be 
printed in the RecorD and referred to the Committee on Commerce 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The joint resolutions arg as follows: 

Joint resolutions to Congress asking relief and protection to citizens along the 
sea-coast of New Jersey from steam-yacht menhaden fishing with purse-seines, 
Whereas the inhabitants along the sea-shore of New Jersey have been in the 

habit of catching, in addition to other food-fish, large quantities of menhaden or 

mossbunkers, used by many for food; and 

Whereas the menhaden are naturally inclined to draw toward the beach, and 
being a principal “feed” for otherand better grades of food-fish, the latter nat- 
urally follow the “ feed,’ thereby affording those residing contiguous to the 
ocean favorable opportunities for securing the means of subsistence, and also 
of furnishing the home market, with its increasing demands along the entire 
coast, as well as that of the country and cities, with a very important article of 
food; and 

Whereas the said citizens residing aforesaid, especially those accustomed to 
the occupation of fishing in the ocean adjacent to the beach, have been and are 
being greatly injured in their business by men fishing with steamers and purse- 
seines from other States and Territories, who operate their machinery withina 
few hundred yards of the beach, by whic’k means a lifetime business and de- 
pendence for subsistence of a worthy, useful, and needy class of citizens are be- 
ing destroyed, the people deprived of a luxury and needed article of food; and 
the eastern section of the State of its natural sources of revenue and income ; 
and while the aforesaid citizens neither ask nor seek any special immunities or 
franchises, they are not willing to concede, under similar circumstances, to citi- 
zens of any other State; and, realizing that they have no rears of competing 
with or protecting themselves against so formidable an enemy, they feel com- 

»elled to seek relief and protection from the power they believe can render it; 
Cdlovine. therefore, as we do, that the General Government exercises jurisdic- 
tion over the waters of the Atlantic Oceana sufficient distance from the beach to 
answer all practicable purposes: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate and general assembly of the State of New Jersey, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State be, and they are 
hereby, respectfully and urgently requested to use their influence and best en- 
deavors for, and urge such action as it may be the prerogative and right of Con- 
gress to adopt, in order to afford the necessary relief and protection to the afore- 
said citizens of New Jersey, by prohibiting the mode and means of fishing 
referred to for a reasonable distance from the beach, that the natural rights and 
privileges enjoyed by said citizens for time immemorial may be continued and 
guaranteed to them. 

And be it resolved, That his excellency the governor of this State be, and he is 
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hereby, respectfully requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress a certified copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions. 


PENSIONING EX-PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Lask, by unanimous consent, that the concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of Kansas for act pensioning ex-prisoners 
of war be referred to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and be printed in the REcorD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolution is as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 31, 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring herein), That our Senators in Con- 
gress be instructed and our Representatives be re quested to urge the passage of 
a law granting a reasonable pension to all soldiers of the late war who were con- 


fined for a period of three months or more in Libby, Andersonville, or any other 
military prison of the late confederacy 


That a certified copy of these resolutions be sent to each of our Senators and 
Representatives by the secretary of state. 


February 2, read, laid over under rules. February 3, read and laid over by 
consent. February 6, read and adopted. 


Hi. L. MILLARD, Chief Clerk. 


February 7, laid over. February 13, concurred in. 
HENRY BRANDLEY, Secretary. 
I, James Smith, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 


that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original house concurrent 
resolution No, 3t on file in my office. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
offic ial seal. Done at Topeka, Kansas, this Lith day of February, A. D. 1883. 

[SEAL.] JAMES SMITH, Secretary of State. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 
the Recorp some remarks which he had prepared on the tariff. [See 
Appendix. ] 

ELECTRIC-LIGHT TOWER, HALLETT’S POINT, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the request of 
the Light-House Board for authority to effect a lease of ground for the 
site of the electric-light tower on Hallett’s Point, New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IOWA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—O©OOK VS. CUTTS. 

Mr. RANNEY, trom the Committee on Elections, submitted a report 
in the case of Cook vs. Cutts; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of lowa, presented the views of the minority in 
the same case; which were ordered to be printed in connection with 
the majority repgft. 


YSUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ITnow move that the House resolve itself into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the W hole | 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. K Asson in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, Iss4, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto has been limited to thirty min- 
utes. The pending paragraph will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

For the United States Geological Survey : For the Geological Survey and the 
classification of the public lands and examination of the geological structure, 
mineral resources, and products of the national domain, and to continue the 
preparation of a geological map of the United States, including the pay of tem- 
porary employés in the field and office, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, $240,000. And there may be expended therefrom 
for the engraving of maps (in order that they may remain in the possession of 
the Government) and the necessary expenses thereof, $25,000; and for the en- 
graving of illustrations on wood and the necessary expenses thereof, $6,000, said 
work of engraving to be done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky testrike out $240,000 and insert $222,000. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and desire to congratulate the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to congratulate this House and the country 
because of the provision made for carrying on and extending the geo- 
logical survey of the United States into the States of this Union. I 
am sure, sir, that no public money can be expended which will to a 
larger extent benefit a greater number of people in this country than 
the money appropriated in this paragraph. 

Let us see what the geological survey has effected. It has, at an ex- 
pense of about two ond one-half million dollars, extended over nearly 
700,000 square miles of trackless mountain and prairies. It has led to 
the discovery of the richest mines in the world and has made the Ameri- 
can States the largest producers of the precious metals. It has added 
hundreds of millions of dollars to the wealth of the country and will in 
the future add hundreds of millions more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from West Virginia allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. WILSON. I will if the gentleman will not consume much of my 
time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ll understand the gentleman to congratulate the coun- 

y on the provision of law authorizing this geological survey to be ex 
tended into the States. I should like to know what authority — 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman must not take up too much of my 
time. I remember when this country was scourged w ith the yellow feve; 
the were from Georgia raised his eloquent voice to ask the aid of 
the Federal Government for the sufferers, and aid was granted. If we 
can in one case extend theaid of the Government why not in the other? 
What authority, what power has the Government to go into the States 
and improve their rivers and harbors if it has not the right to go there 
for the purpose of making this geological survey ? (Mr. BLOUNT rose. } 
I have only five minutes and can not yield any portion of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia is remarkable for his 
ability, and is also remarkable for his inconsistency. He fights eve ry 
proposition, contests every bill that does not in some form or other ani 
to some extent aid the State of Georgia, 

Who pays thistwo millions and a half of money which have been ex- 
pended by this service and which has produced such splendid results ’ 
It was paid by the people of the States, not for their own immediate 
advantage but forthe development of the great Western domain. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, I claim that it is but just and equitable that the 
survey be extended into the States. 

Why make appropriation for the improvements of rivers and harbors 
in the States? Is it not because gentlemen know that the improve- 
ment of these rivers and harbors will open up in many instances t}, 
vast regions of country which are rich in mineral deposits, rich in agri- 
cultural production and timber, and which have no other outlets to th: 
markets? But we are told that there are State surveys. In some of 
the States it is true that there are surveys, carried on under the State 
governments and at State expense. But, Mr. Chairman, we want a 
survey that will be more thorough and national in its character, on 
that will have more weight and credit in the eyes of the country and 
the world. .My distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Flower}, 
when he speaks of these surveys and their influence in this country and 
| in Europe, knows very well that they have drawn millions of dollars 
from foreign countries, which have been invested in the Territorics ot 
the West and have built up great communities and States. 

I was struck on yesterday, during the course of the discussion on thi- 
bill, with the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock }, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. He was defeated 
in Committee of Appropriations and defeated here in Committee of the 
Whole in his opposition to geological surveys; and I congratulate him 
that he was. But I was still more struck by hearing him honor the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBU RN] for his opposition to this 
| measure and his adherence to the doctrine of State rights ; and I was 
also surprised to hear the gentleman from Kentucky state that the gen- 
| tleman from New York had so much more ably and clearly stated than he 
| could have done himself his position upon this subject. I had supposed, 
sir, that if the learned gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] ha 
a well fixed and settled opinion upon any one subject it was upon thi 
subject of State rights, and that he hated that doctrine as the devil 
hated holy water. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. So I have. 

Mr. WILSON. And yet we find him tickling the ribs and encour- 
aging his friend from Kentucky. [Laughter ] 

Mr. Chairman, where a conflict exists between the Federal Govern- 
ment and State government as to any matter, I admit thatthe Federal 
Government must have clear and unquestioned authority under the 
Constitution before it can invade the State. But in this matter those 
governments, State and national, are in harmony. The Federal Gov- 
ernment is able and willing to have the geological survey extended within 
the States, and the States invite it. 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] a 
question. Whether in the case I have supposed, as when the Federal 
Government has the power and the readiness to disburse the public 
moneys for the protection of our people as in cases of yellow fever or 
cholera, and for the relief of the people North and South, if it has not 
by parity of reasoning the same power to extend these geological sur- 

veys to the States? I hold that it has. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. WILSON. I have but a few moments of my time remaining. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You asked a question and refuse to permit me 
to answer it. 

Mr. WILSON. If you will not take up much of my time you can 
answer it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will only say this in answer to the gentle- 
man’s question, that I have been unable to find in the Constitution of 
| my country any warrant or authority or any provision thereof which 
can be stretched to cover the claim of such an authority on the part o! 
Congress to make these geological surveys of a private citizen's farm 
or tract of land, and that is about the substance of this thing. I have 
therefore opposed it. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Kentucky will no doubt find 
equal difficulty in discovering that provision of the Constitution which 
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will authorize him to 
propriations from the 


purposes without any 


vote, as he has done over and over again, for ap- 
public Treasury of millions of dollars for other 
express constitutional authority. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nota dollar that was not fully authorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Virginia 
has expired. t ; ‘ 

Mr. KING. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to take the floor briefly in re- | 
sponse to some remarks which have fallen from the gentleman from 
Kentucky. My friend from Kentucky in the first place brings up the | 
question of constitutionality in this matter. This country, as well as 
that from which the body ofits people and its laws have sprung, is gov- 
erned more by precedent than by written law; and the precedents set by 
previous Congresses in making appropriations for these geological sur- 
veys are ample to warrant us in pursuing the same policy at this time. 
This is a question which is not bounded by State lines. It can not be 
limited by the boundaries of the States. It is one that covers the en- 
tire continent. No geological boundaries are found under the imagi- 
nary lines dividing the States. To perfect a system of geological in- 
spection we must go under and beyond State lines. To undertake a 
work of this kind hampered by such restrictions would be like having 
a volume of great value with some of the most important chapters 
omitted. We do not propose, Mr. Chairman, in our system of govern- 
ment to leave to posterity an iron rule or system as if it was carved in 
stone. But ours is a system that must advance in knowledge, in the | 
temples of which will be found the wealth and prosperity of the people. 

Iam glad that there is one bureau, if I may so call it, of this Goy- 
ernment which is brought under the consideration of this committee | 
that has not been charged with fraud or wrong upon the country. 1 
understand that there is in this whole question no claim that the ofli- 
cers in charge of this work have performed their work otherwise than 
conscientiously, efficiently, and satisfactorily; and I trust, therefore, 
that the objections of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky will not 
prevail against the demands of this country, which require that we 
should in every instance give to the people authoritative information 
that we have the power to give them for the benefit of their material 
interests and the prosperity of the whole country. We have already 
developed by means of this system some of the boundless treasures of 
this country. Do not let us stop now in the onward march. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that in the 
discussion of a plain, practical proposition expressed in dollars and cents 
any Representative upon my side of this House, especially one whom 
I esteem so highly and to whom I am so warmly attached personally as 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KiNG], should have taken occasion 
to speak of State rights as an imaginary thing. 

Mr. KING. I correct my friend. I spoke of State lines. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman speaks of State lines as an im- 
aginary thing. That assertion is not sustained by the organization of 
this Congress. The body that sits in the other wing of this Capitol by 
Virtue of its structure under the Constitution 

Mr. KING. Iam sure my friend will not misrepresent my statements. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly not. 

Mr. KING. What I meant was that, scientifically speaking, there 
is no such thing as boundaries between States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. As Iam nota scientist I will not 
discuss it from a scientist’s standpoint. Iwant to call the attention of 
the House to the practical proposition here submitted. The amend- 
ment I have offered proposes to give to this service precisely the same 
amount of money that it has for the present current fiscal year. In 
order that the figures stated yesterday may be understood, I take occa- 
sion to repeat them. The estimate for this service, I do not mean for 
this paragraph or clause of the bill, but the estimate for this service for | 
the present year was $389,700. The amount appropriated was $222,000. 
We have recommended by this bill an aggregate of $323,000. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, by his amendment reduced that amount $19,000, 
making it $304,000 in the aggregate, as against $222,000 in the aggre- | 
gate appropriated for the current year. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the gentleman yield to me for an inquiry ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the gentleman will make his inquiry | 
very short, as I have very little time. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to make an inquiry in reference to the amend- | 
ment adopted yesterday evening. I understood it to have been adopted 
without dissent on the theory that the bill recommended more money 
than the estimates of the Department called for. I understand that 
to be a mistake, and that there is not a dollar more in the bill for the 
Geological Survey than the estimates of the Department call for. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will pardon me; I am not dis- 
cussing that question. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask if that be the fact. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not discuss that question. I have lost 
half of my time in allowing the gentleman from West Virginia to state 
the proposition, to which I decline in five minutes to give a reply or 
consider at all. 

I want the committee to understand what is the aggregate of all the | 
“ppropriations for this bureau. And I say it has been established and | 
made a bureau by methods that will not admit of ventilation or defense. 


We know as well as we know anything that there is not amember of this | 








| expired. 
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House who is deemed to hold power or influence exceptionally that has 
not been approached and appealed to in the interest of this appropriation, 
Mr. BLOUNT. By whom? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Ken- 

tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] throws down the gauntlet and challenges us 

to a debate of constitutional law under the five-minute rule, with all 
debate limited to thirty minutes. 

Few, if any, prudent lawyers would be willing to accept his wager 
of battle under such limitations and conditions. 

I certainly will not enter into a discussion of constitutional law 
under the five-minute rule, but I will simply say that I find no con- 
stitutional difliculty in voting for this appropriation for the extension 
of the geological surveys to the States and for continuing them. 

The powers granted by the Constitution are not confined to instru 
mentalities, agencies, and necessities in use or known when the Con- 
stitution was adopted, but they keep pace with the progress of the 
country and adapt themselves to the new developments of time and cir 
cumstances. They were intrusted to the General Government for the 
goodofthenation. I will alsosay tothe gentleman from Kentucky, who 


I wish the time was given me to answer. 


| prides himself upon his learning asa constitutional lawyer and reminds 


us often of it, that there is a great difference between a wise. practical, 
and sensible construction of the Constitution, and old, fossilized, de 
cayed, political-party dogmas of a by-gone political era that have passed 
out of existence and become obsolete. And I want to remind him that 
in this era of progress those statesmen and politicians who adhere to 
those old fossil ideas and swear by them yet will stand like ‘‘mile 
stones along a deserted road,’’ or will sit by the highwavs of advance 
ment, along which the car of progress moves in its triumphal course, 
and gnash their teeth with impotent rage like Bunyan’s Giant Despair 

In spite of reactionary obstructionists the world will move on under 
the glorious inspiration of the civilization of the nineteenth century, 
which seems to be approaching the splendors of a noonday glory Ile 
may as well attempt to halt the stars in their orbits around the sun 

But, sir, I want to answer some statements that the gentleman from 
Kentucky made yesterday. Inthe first place he charged that we brought 
this question into this House at the last session under specious guises 
and endeavored to force its passage; and finally he said that it had been 
pressed upon the House in all of its phases, and it was beate1 Why 
did not the gentleman tell the House it was ruled out on a point of o1 
der, and that he did not dare to submit it toa vote of the House? Does 
he not know that, and that when the bill went to the Senate and came 
back with this clause inserted as a Senate amendment, sothat it could 
not be ruled out on a point of order, this House voted for it by 
than three-fourths majority ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. DUNN. Ican not yield. Does the gentleman not know the 
Forty-sixth Congress passed a joint resolution offered by the distin 
guished gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ATKINS] by nearly atwo-thirds 


Lt more 


| vote, deliberately authorizing these surveys to be extended to the States ? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
truth—— 

Mr. DUNN. 
of the States? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is not true. 

Mr. DUNN. Did not the Forty-sixth Congress pass such a resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. ATKINS] ? 
to the record. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


If the gentleman from Arkansas wants the 


Deliberately committing this Government toa survey 


l appeal 


Does the gentleman trom Arkansas yield ? 


Mr. DUNN. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas refuses to yield 
Mr. DUNN. I desire to correct another statement The gentleman 


from Kentucky said yesterday that this will cost $100,000,000 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not. 

Mr. DUNN. Or certainly not less than fifty millions. The gentle 
man said that. Why, sir, the gentleman has been reading the history 


| of the ordnance surveys of England and Europe and he has had a night- 


mare that has startled him, and in his fear and trepidation he rushes 
into this Hall and tries to alarm the House and the country 

Let the gentleman possess his soul in peace and security; for lL assure 
him that there are no such horrible designs upon the Treasury. The 
country is entirely safe even if our friends on the other side do pass 
their bill to reduce (7) revenues. 

Why, sir, this commission has already surveyed more than 600,000 


| square miles of territory; it has nearly completed the survey of 200,000 


square miles more, an area equal to the area of twenty average States 
in this Union; and yet $2,000,000 have not been expended for that 
work. Does not the gentleman see and understand that these visions 
of fifties and hundreds of millions are only the creations of a distem- 
pered imagination? There is nothing in it to startle either the House 
or the country, but much to commend it to our favor and support. 

Let me tell him further whatI believeand what the country believes. 
It is that a great Government that rises full up to the measure of its 
duty owes it to every living soul whose allegiance it claims to place 
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within their reach a common-school education and a correct knowledge 
of all the natural resources of the whole country, available for food, for 
industry, and for commerce; and I believe that there is not only con- 
stitutional power to do it, but that itis a constitutional duty to do it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. I ask leave toprintin the Recorp some remarks from 
the speech of Hon. A. 8. Hewrrt, and from the RecorD of last session. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] who reported the existing laws consolidating the scientific 
and geological surveys and establishing the present organization in the 
Forty-fifth Congress concluded his remarks on that occasion with the 
following instructive and eloquent words, which I commend to the con- 
sideration of the House and the country: 


When we come to contemplate the whole field of these natural resources 
available for food, for industry, and for commerce; when we attempt to greep 
in one act of thought the length and breadth and depth of the riches with whic 
the Maker of the universe has loaded this continent on which happily our lot is 
cast; when we try to realize how every possible want, every material aspira- 
tion of man is bounteously provided for; when we consider how measureless 
are the values which spring into being at the touch of modern industry, and 
how these values when once created are solid and real and become incorporated 
into the enduring structure of human society, we may begin to estimate prop- 
erly the measure of responsibility which rests upon this nation and its chosen 
rulers, not merely to preserve unharmed the priceless boon of civil liberty which 
leaves the individual citizen free to do his share in the work of development, 
but to adopt such measures as will —— the waste of natural resources, clear 
the way of progress, and promote the triumphs of civilization. 

' Itis to these immeasurable elements of national wealth that we wish to direct 
the new surveys. 

‘ Itistoa rigid, profound study of these great fundamental problems of na- 
tional progress that we mean to turn the new organizations. 

' Isthere any member of this House, isthere any man living within our borders, 
who can suggest an undertaking more deeply fraught with all the elements of 
national prosperity? Has there ever been submitted to Congress a proposition 
more worthy of the support of patriots and statesmen ? 

| Lhave attempted to draw the rough outlines of this great national picture in 
order not merely to show the magnitude of the interests involved and the neces- 
sity of a comprehensive and intelligent system of administration, but to make 
it apparent how trivial are the objections which have been presented to this 
House, all looking to minor details and overlooking the great salient features, 
the superabounding merits of this beneficent scheme. How unworthy of the 
vast interests involved is the petty dispute between different branches of the 
public service as to the peculiar qualifications of one or the other for this great 
work, Let us brush them all aside as belittling the real question involved in 
this magnificent conception. It comes to us from the highest scientific authority 
in the land. It commends itself tothe judgment of the men who have been most 
energetic and successful in the development of our resources, the “ captains of 
industry "’ of our time. 

! If we can but rise “ to the height of this great argument” we shall place the 
work of national development and the elements of future prosperity upon the 
firm and enduring basis of truth and knowledge, from which they can not be 
moved so long as the Republic shall endure. Esto perpetua, [Great applause. } 


During this discussion I said that during the Forty-sixth Congress 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] reported to 
this House a joint resolution authorizing the geological surveys to be 
extended to the States, and that this House passed it by nearly a two- 
thirds vote. The gentleman from Kentucky said, ‘‘ That is not true.’’ 
I said that I repeated that it was true, and that I appealed to the rec- 
ord. Under my leave I print that record, which is as follows, showing 
that the gentleman from Kentucky has a bad memory, but a power of 
assertion equal to the emergency. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
June 29, 1879 (first session Forty-sixth Congress, volume 38), shows the 
following proceedings: 

GROLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. Arxrns, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 116) toamend the act entitled “An act making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1880, and 
for other purposes." 

The joint resolution was read, It provides that the first clause under the 
heading of geological surveys, in the act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government forthe fiseal year ending June 30, 1880, and for 
other “——— approved March 3, 1879, and providing for said survey, is hereby 
amended by inserting after the words “national domain,” in said clause, the 
words “and the States; "’ so that as amended it would read : 

“Provided, That this officer shall have the direction of the geological survey 
and classification of the public landsand the examination of the geological struc- 
ture and mineral resources of the national domain and the States.” 

Mr. Keirer. I would like to understand the necessity of putting in the words 
“and the States, "’ 

Mr. ATrKtiNs. Just this: the law officers of the Department construe the words 
“national domain” to be confined to the Territories and the States where there 
are public lands. The Geological Director desires to make surveys of the mineral 
resources of the entire country, not only in the Territories and in the States where 
there are public lands, but also in all the States. Hedesiresto make a survey of 
all the mineral resources, and the words *‘ and the States "’ are added to the words 
“ national domain " in order that he may be enabled todo so. If the Legislature 
or the executive of any State shall object, the Geological Director will not go into 
that State. 


After discussion at some lengtha yea-and-nay vote was reached with 
the following result (pages 2423 and 2424, same volume): 

The Sreaker, The pending question is upon the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion, upon which tellers have been ordered. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 72, 


3M. 

Mr. BLacksuRN, No quorum has voted. 

The Srraker. The Chair suggests that the yeas and nays might be called on 
the passage of the joint resolution, The Chair thinks that there has not been a 
quorum in the Tlouse 4 

Mr. ATKINS, I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. BLackaurRN. I second that motion. 

The Speaker. The Chair thinks that the testof a quorum had better be made 
on the passage of this joint resolution, 

Mr. 7 yurre. Does any one raise the point of order that a quorum has not 





The SreaKeER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN], one 
tellers, has raised the me that a quort m did not vote. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. Kiorz. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint resolution 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there were 24 
in the affirmative. 7 


So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were ordered, 


he question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, noes 53, not voting 111. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire toinquire how much time there is remaining ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Twelve minutes; and the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] for five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to have some time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize for five minutes 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit only an obserya- 
tion or two, and to make a suggestion confirmatory of what my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] has just said in reply to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Not having heard yesterday the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, I was surprised in looking over the RECORD this morning to 
find the statements made by him to thiscommittee. One of these state- 
ments is to the effect that the proposition to extend the Geological Survey 
into the States, a proposition which was submitted in the last Congress 
and adopted, and is submitted for continuation to this, is a proposition 
to do ‘‘under cover’? what would not bedone openly. Another state- 
ment by him in that language adopted in this bill is ‘‘a guise” to 
enable the officers of the Government to extend this survey. Anothe1 
is that the continuance of this survey to its completion throughout the 
country, including all the States, will cost $50,000,000, and, to use his 
own language, ‘‘ $100,000,000 will scarce meet ’’ the demand.  Siil] an- 
other of the gentleman’s declarations is that the attempt to carry this 
survey into the States is ‘‘an imposition, bad faith, and a repudiation 
of an implied if not an express agreement.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not go too far when I say that in each and 
every one of these utterances the gentleman from Kentucky is grossly 
mistaken. And I do not go too far when I declare that the ordinary 
avenues of information, if resorted to by the gentleman in this connec- 
tion, would have saved him the hazard of such mistakes. 

In the first place, he says the proposition was pressed and beaten at 
the last session. In this statement also he is mistaken. Sir, the gen- 
tleman from Kentuoky knows full well that when the amendment was 
offered to provide for a continuation of the preparation of the geolog- 
ical map of the United States it was objected toen a point of order, and 
the Chairman, who now again occupies the chair, sustained the point 
of order on the very ground that the language used would inevitably 
carry the surveys into the States and thus enact a new law not then in 
force. The gentleman from Kentucky knows that to meet that point 
of order the words ‘‘ public domain,’’ as words of limitation, were in- 
serted, but the amount was increased to cover the proposed extension. 
He likewise knows well that when the amendment went to the Senate 
the words ‘‘ public domain’’ were stricken out. And he ought to 
know, if he remembers the facts, that when the amendment of the Sen- 
ate came back to this House gentlemen on this floor were notified by 
the friends of the proposition that the effect of that amendment was to 
restore the original proposition as offered in the House, which carried 
the surveys into the States. This was its plain and simple object, and 
the purpose and scope of the concurrence were not concealed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Were they notified publicly or privately ? 

Mr. KENNA. They were notified publicly and by me. And Isug- 
gest to the gentleman that in the discharge of my official duty I am *1 
the habit of doing things publicly and openly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have it so. , 

Mr. KENNA. To demonstrate that it is so, I will read from my 
own remarks at the time the Senate amendment on my own motion 
was concurred in: 

The whole matter was discussed before, anti we do not want to discuss it any 
further, unless gentlemen who are opp 1 to rence desire to do so. 

That is what I said at the time I moved that the House concur in the 
Senate amendment, referring to the former full discussion of its effect, 
in opposition to the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hts- 
cocK |] that the amendment be now concurred in. The object of my 
motion I frankly declare was to extend the geological surveys into the 
States, and it was well understood at the time. 

I further said: 


By concurrence in the amendment of the Senate we leave it as it was offered 
originally in the House. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. KENNA. “As offered originally in the House,’’ a point of or- 
der was sustained against it, because the surveys would go into the 
States. But coming from the Senate the rule did not apply, and a ma- 
jority vote controlled and adopted the provision. ae 

Now, as to the ‘“‘guise’’ under which the matter was carried, it is 
fully answered by the facts I have stated. So far as the action of the 
committee of conference was concerned, of course I know nothing. 
But I know that when an officer of the Government makes either @ 
statement or a promise he is bound by neither when it comes in conflict 
with subsequent provisions of both the letter and spirit of the law. 

To make the whole matter plain, Mr. Chairman, allow me to state 


of the 
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more succinctly the history of the provision of the last session. The | 
friends of the measure offered an amendment to add to the appropria- | 


tion for surveys $100,000 ‘‘to continue the preparation of a geological 
map of the United States.’’ The amendment was rejected on the point 


of order that it extended the surveys into the States, and was therefore | 


new law and obnoxious to the rule which prohibited the enactment of 
new law on appropriation bills except on certain conditions. The 
amendment was then modified by adding the words ** public domain,”’ 
so as to make it read: 

To continue the preparation of a geological map of the public domain of the 
United States. 

With this modification, which did not antagonize the rule, the amend- 
ment adding the $100,000 was adopted by the friends of the surveys. 
Thus when the bill went to the Senate it was not necessary to add any- 
thing to the amount but simply to strike out the words of limitation, 
the words “‘ publicdomain.”’ ThistheSenate did. Whenthebill came 
back to the House the amendment ofthe Senate, on my own motion, was 
accepted. Thus the original proposition was restored, and thus the geo- 
logical surveys were extended into the States. If gentlemen choose to 
characterize the method by which this important object was accom- 
plished [have nocontroversy withthem. It wasdoneinanopen, manly, 
fair, and parliamentary way, and no man who supported it was in any 
manner deceived. Nor indeed could any gentleman have been misled, 
for the record of the proceedings shows that the issue was squarely made 
and as squarely and successfully met. 

With reference, Mr. Chairman, to the cost of these surveys, I desire 
to submit the facts as they are. Enough has been done already to de- 
termine with reasonable accuracy the cost of the future work. 


The total area whose survey is completed is 672,580 square miles. | 


2,! 

1t includes the surveys known as King’s survey of the fortieth parallel, 
Hayden’s surveys of the Territories, Wheeler’s survey west of the one 
hundredth meridian, Powell’s survey of the Rocky Mountain region, 
Jenney’s survey of the Black Hills, and the present geological survey 
under the management of Major Powell. The total cost of this work 
has been $2,428,028.57. The average cost per square mile has been, 
therefore, about $3.60. Under the present system of triangulation and 
base-lines 400,000 square miles have been surveyed, at a cost of $1,200, - 
000, which is only $3 per square mile. 


Now, sir, the total area of the United States is 3,000,000 square miles. | 


The total cost of surveying it under the present system would be but 
$9,000,000; and the total cost of surveying it, including the cost of the 
earlier work under a different system—the rectangular system—would 
be $9,410,288. Deduct from this sum total the amount already appro- 
priated and expended, and you find a balance of $6,982,260 which it 
will cost the people of the United States to complete and perfect the 
geological survey of a continent and exhibit to mankind in its promi- 


nent features and general detail a wealth of resource which will astonish | 


as its partial disclosure hasalready excited the admiration of the world. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we do not realize the vastness of the work here- 
tofore done. The area already surveyed is more than equal in extent 
to that of nineteen of the States of the Union, and the economy of the 
work, if my information is correct, is greatly to the credit of those hay- 
ing it in charge. I shall include the list of those States in a table of 


the facts which I have stated and to which I invite the attention of the | 


House. 


Total area surveyed, square miles, 672,580; total cost, $2,428,028.57; | 


average cost per square mile, $3.60. 
Area surveyed under present system, in square miles, 400,400; total 
post, $1,200,000; average per square mile, $3. 
So that we may calculate the area surveyed in square miles, 672,580; 
average cost, $3.60; total, $2,428,028.57. 
Area to be surveyed in square miles, 2,327,420; average cost, $3; to- 
tal, $6,982,260. 
Thus we have the cost of past work 


_ $2, 428, 028 57 
Cost of future work............. _.-- 


nach wits 6, 982, 260 00 


Total cost of all surveys made and to be made__ 9, 410, 288 57 


The list of States, Mr. Chairman, whose combined territory does not 
quite equal the area already surveyed is as follows: 















: Sq. miles. 
ss seveusabcnicalaveshesseee oveons covaceneescesvers 33, 000 
kT Te ea 
Massachusetts . eiisicEdnees am Se 
Connecticut... Et SE es 4,990 | 
New York..... 49,170 
aL sdnasisivbbedeasecen enenevcoussoannscovenstoses 2, 050 
New pnd Iai Siac ceuannde badsheiatnebebebeenonandyuestcceosecsoesetees cesta 7, 800 
es chiusarstnecsanonseueunecaceue 45,120 
Neeson soca onesbeapseverensersnsseesncese 12,210 
sinha nascetuceeonsinseeenessnenevescon 42, 250 | 
i staasummenioneneoseticevennevevacsece 52, 4 
Neel 20. veaesncvesveves inesstuasteseseneevecsinencenamesovece 30,570 
ia os aaaadetre Di liccandnaneunebuetasuunsvabybeneieencneséveve sacebenseiouese 58, 680 
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Kentucky oo 
Sana a 56, 650 
I eadchcnsibucsncssncectnnesrocovcencenseveesesteesesceenessnsseeaveesoesstoe sesveoes 69, 410 











eoveenonsesesvocessecoscesscssosccsoscooocsecsotoncccene sossecersconecs 48,720 


| Thus we have for less than two millions and a half of dollars the sur- 
vey of a magnificent domain, larger than many empires, and thus we 
may have, if we adhere to the present purpose and plan, for less than 
seven millions more the survey ofan additional area more than three times 
as great. The value of the work can not be exaggerated. If it will 
be of inestimable advantage to the grand little State which I have the 
honor in part to represent its service will be commensurate to the coun 
try at large. [Here the hammer fell. ] 
yield me two minutes of his time. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I desire to be recognized, and will yield to my 
friend from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] for two minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BurRews] if he rises to oppose the proposition 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I will rise to oppose the amend 
ment, and yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from West 
Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks that at thisstage of the debate, 
the time for debate being limited, that would not be right. The Chait 
will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am perfectly willing to relieve my triend trom 
West Virginia [ Mr. KENNA ] trom the consequence es of his reckless state 
| ments. 

Mr. KENNA. Give me two minutes before you do that 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman took two minutes of my time 
Mr. Speaker, I reiterate every statement that I made yesterday. I am 
willing to confess that my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] has at 
least succeeded in impressing the House favorably—not with his answer 
to the proposition as to whether this appropriation was defensible undet 
the warrant of the Constitution, for that he very prudently retrained 
from touching. No man has yet undertaken or dared to answer the 
proposition submitted—[ Mr. KENNA rose. ] 
remember that he declined to yield to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky {Mr 
BURN ] has but one minute remaining. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought I had five. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom New York [Mr. Hiscock } 
is entitled to the last five minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to say that the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA] fails to impeach a single statement I made as 
to the amounts necessary to be appropriated; he fails to produce asingle 
atom of evidence to refute the statement that this was done surrep- 
titiously as it was done; and the gentleman from Arkansas, with a pru- 
dence for which he is to be commended, slunk clear away from the 
question of constitutional warrant—— 

Mr. DUNN. I did not think I could settle the constitutional ques- 
tion in five minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Andsatisfied himself with convincing the House 
that he was the most perfect adept in the House in the matter of swal 
| lowing every political conviction that he ever held, and pleading to be 

allowed to make a raid upon the Federal Treasury without warrant ot 
constitutional law, when he found an opportunity to enrich the private 
citizens who chance to constitute his constituents, 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HISCOCK obtained the floor 

Mr. DUNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think in all fairness the 
man from Kentucky ought to let me answer that statement 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to answer you 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. H1scock ] 
is recognized for tive minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia 
{Mr. KENNA] has said he supposed if there was any doctrine in the 
world I am opposed to it is the doctrine of State rights. However 
much I may be opposed to the doctrine of State rights, | am not in 
favor of individuals taking from the Treasury money for the improve- 
ment of private property; and I had a right to call the attention of the 
committee to the attitude occupied by gentlemen on the other side of 
the House upon this question, in view of what has been transpiring here 
| for the last two or three weeks. 
| I have seen gentlemen on the other side of the House who are advo 
| cating the most liberal appropriationsof money to aid railroad and other 
corporations in the investigation of the hidden resources of their lands, 
voting on every conceivable occasion to strike down a domestic industry 
because, as they said, it was supported and sustained by a protective 
tariff. There is scarcely an interest in the whole country in regard to 
which these gentlemen have not said—and some of them for constitu 
tional reasons—that it should have no protection, that it was not the 
province of the General Government to protect manufacturing indus- 


I hope some gentleman will 


I beg the gentleman to 


BLACK 


entice 


2) 250 | tries; yet they come in here and say, ‘‘We will take money from the 


| Federal Treasury for the purpose of developing private property.”’ 
| Gentlemen where is your consistency? 1 had aright to say yesterday 
| that the gentleman from Kentucky was consistent; and I have a right 
| to say that gentlemen who have addressed themselves to this question 
here to-day are inconsistent. 

In my own town there is anindustry I have heard inveighed against 
| upon this floor almost constantly. ‘‘ Free salt’’ has been the slogan, 


seseeeeeee 671,150 | the war cry, on the other side, and yet gentlemen over there would take 
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the major part of the protection afforded to that industry, supported in 
the interest of 25,000 workingmen, and use it to develop the wealth 
of corporations which are hunting mines in the Appalachian range. 

As I said yesterday, Mr. Chairman, this is the humorous side of this 
question tome. It presents before the country the fact that gentlemen 
who almost hissed down the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
the other day, in the constitutional position he assumed in reference to 
the tariff, are now willing to vote the largest possible amount when that 
money isto be used in the development of individual interests in their 
own localities. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed by order of the House on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. DUNN. In view of the rather personal fling the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] made at me, I ask unanimous consent for 
two minutes, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object unless the debate is opened on both sides. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I trust the request of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DUNN] may be granted and that I may be allowed equal time 
to reply. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. BROWNE. I have no objection to granting unanimous consent 
to print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky to strike out ‘'$240,000”’ and in lieu 
thereof to insert ‘*$158,000.’’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN demanded tellers. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will with- 
draw his pending amendment and make it $200,000 instead of $158,000. 

Mr. ROBESON, I hope the committee will stand by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in their vote. 

Mr. RYAN. I hope the chairman will stand by his committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept that modification of my amendment 
and will make it $200,000 instead of $158,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope it will be voted down and we will stand by the 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move my amendment in the order suggested 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the amendment will be 
so modified. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have a division on that amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 64. 

Mr. ELLIS. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hiscock and Mr. ELLIS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, 
noes 86. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

For salaries of the scientific assistants of the geological survey: For salary of 
five geologists, at 8,000 each, 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
been voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair inquired of the Clerk, and the Clerk 
said there was no further amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON. You will find it in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


I offered an amendment yesterday which has not 


Inline 1404, after the word ‘mineral,’ insert the words “agricultural and 
other industrial;"’ so it will read; 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


For the United States Geological Survey: For the geological survey, and the 
classification of the public lands and examination of the geological structure, 
mineral, agricultural, and other industrial resources and products of the national 
domain, and to continue the preparation of a geolog:cal map of the United States, 
Ke. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against that amendment 
that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. Be- 
sides that it is not germane to the pending provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending provision is for the geological sur- 
vey and the classification of the public lands and examination of the 
geological structure, mineral and industrial resources and products or 
the national domain, &c., and the Chair thinks the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas is germane to the pending provision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment may 
be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the committee 
to the fact that this amendment is offered to come in after the word 
**mineral,’’ in line 1404; and the Clerk will report the paragrah as it 
will stand should this amendment be adopted. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the point of order that I make is this: 
that it changes existing law. It must change existing law, for this is 
intended evidently by the gentleman who offers it to enlarge the scope 
and objects of the bill. I do not know that I would have any great 
objection to this amendment in itself, but I do protest against making 
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this Geological Bureau an agricultural bureau, or in this wa 
the law which created this bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on the 
point of order? If not, the Chair has already indicated his ruling. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to be heard for a moment upon the point 
of order. The point I make is that when you are extending this bureay 
as proposed here you are going beyond the language of the origina! 
law authorizing it. As is provided in the bill, and as the language jx 
framed, it simply refers to a report upon the mineral resources of the 
country, as well as the geological structure and products of the national] 
domain. Now, the organic law on this subject, which the Chair should 
have before him when ruling upon the point of order, will be cited by 
the gentleman from Illinois, my colleague upon the committee, why 
has sent for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is important that that law 
should be cited before the point of order is finally determined. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, we were told on yesterday that 
these surveys were accomplishing a great many things besides what was 
originally contemplated in the law; that they were making reports on 
arable land, flow of rivers, State lines, and resources of the public do- 
main generally. Now, the amendment which I propose is simply to 
put into this bill what it was stated is being already in process of ex- 
ecution by this survey. That statement to which I have referred was 
made upon the floor, and I claim that this amendment can not change 
the existing law if it be held that the work of this survey is in accord- 
ance with the present law. For if this amendment is not in order, 
then the work of the geological survey is itself out of order under the 
present law, because they are doing in part what this amendment pro- 
poses that they shall do in a more systematic manner. For myself, 
however, I have no doubt in the world that this amendment is entirely 
in order and that the ruling as already indicated by the Chair is correct 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill submit in a moment the original act creating 
this survey. But in 1878 or 1879 this bureau was created by a perma- 
nent law; and in creating it the language of this bill was used. It was 
established and given jurisdiction over that class of work which is 
enumerated in this paragraph of the bill, namely : 

The geological survey and the classification of the 
tion of the geological structure, local resources, anc 
domain, 

Since that time the appropriations have literally followed the law, 
so that there is an organic law at the bottom of the appropriation, which 
the committee deem it advisable and of course absolutely essential 
should be followed. 

The CHAIRMAN. .hat is an important point; the Chair recog 
nizes it, and it should be limited to the scope of the existing law. That 
is not before the Chair, however. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill have it in a moment and submit it to th: 
Chair. The gentleman from Tennessee, who is present and the autho: 
of the law, will recollect that this approprition runs in the language 
of the original appropriation for this bureau. I refer him to page 5- 
of the present bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly the appropriations must be con- 
fined to the authority given by the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. While the Clerk is procuring the copy of the law, 
I ask in the mean time that we proceed with the bill if there be no 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pending paragraph 
will be informally passed over to be returned to hereafter. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: 

For current expenses of the Columbia Institution for {the Deaf and Dum! 
For support of the institution, including salaries and incidental expenses and 
for books and illustrative apparatus, for general repairs, and improvements, 
$55,000: Provided, That no more than $25,000, of said sum shall be expended for 
salaries and wages. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend this paragraph by striking out, 
in line 1481, the word “‘ five ’’ and inserting ‘‘two;’’ so that it will read: 

Provided, That no more than $22,000 of said sum shall be expended for salaries 
and wages. 

The object of the amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to make this bil] con- 
form to the present law, and I only trust that if it shall be agreed to 
the power of the American Congress may be sufficient to make the teach- 
ers, the tutors, and professors of this institution conform to the law of 
the land, which it seems they have not been heretofore doing. 

I took occasion a year ago, when this bill was pending, to call the at- 
tention of this House to the fact that this is the most liberally endowed 
and most expensively sustained institution either on this or any other 
continent, an institution where they have in round numbers one hun- 
dred pupils, with a corps of fourteen professors and tutors with sal- 
aries ranging from six or seven thousand dollars a year in actual value 
down to $1,200. There is not another eleemosynary institution in this 
District, there is not another charitable institution on this continent, 
whose superintendent receives the salary that is given to this gentle- 
man. He has $4,000 a year in money paid to him; he has a house built 
and furnished by the Federal Government; he has his supplies all given 
to him; and when you come to add his salary to these various items 


y changing 


ublie lands and examina- 
products of the national 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1883. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 








you will find that the position is worth in round numbers from six to 
seven thousand dollars per annum. 

Nominally the disbursement of this $25,000 is under the Secretary of 
the Interior, but practically it is under the control of the superintend- 
ent of this asylum, and he disposes of it as he pleases. I do not know 
what has been done in that direction during the last twelve months, 


but I do remember the fact that I called the attention of this House a | 


year ago to the circumstance that he was allowed $500 for the payment 
of the expenses of his trip to Europe, and several hundred dollars for 
painting the portrait of his father, which money came from the Federal 
Treasury, because he thought it was a proper thing to do. 


Fifty-five thousand dollars appropriated to maintain this institution | 


with one hundred inmates, one hundred and four or one hundred and 
eleven, and about one-half of it going into the pockets of the profess- 


ors, to say nothing of the drain that you make upon the remainder to | 


supply them with grocery stores and provisions! If this be the insti- 
tution that its friends claim it is, at least one-half of the money that 
is appropriated for its maintenance should go to the institution proper 
and not to the pockets of its professors. 

The law of the current year limits the expenditure for salaries to 
$2,000. The present bill proposes to raise it to $25,000. [simply ask 
this Committee of the Whole to put it back, and declare that out ofa 
gross appropriation of $55,000 not more than $22,000 plus the supplies 
furnished to the professors shall go in the way of salaries. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Last year I concurred in the report of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House limiting the salaries to be paid at 
this institution. But, Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to recognize the 


fact that this institution is the pioneer in the higher education of mutes; | 


and I have no doubt it is doing a good work. 

I do not believe that it ought to be fostered by the General Govern- 
ment at all, and I grounded my action last year upon that conviction. 
But the General Government has fostered it for twenty years or more. 
It has become one of the recognized institutions of the land. I think 
all such institutions as that should be established and supported by pri- 
vate enterprise and private means or by States; and I am opposed upon 


general principles to more of them being fastened upon the General Gov- | 


ernment. Butwefindthishere. Itisdoing agood work. It is no better 
and no worse than many others we are providing for every year; and | 
therefore concluded, and the Committee on Appropriations concluded, 
that we would allow it to be supported for the next fiscal year as it has 
been supported in the past. 

This difference is, I believe, a matter of $2,500; and we did not believe 
that it was wise to continue the restrictions upon the salaries of the 
officials which we imposed last year. I hope the report of the committee 
will be approved. 

Mr. NEAL. I move to strike out the last word. 

Anexaminationof the expenditures of this institution in comparison 
with its results will show the most reckless extravagance as contrasted 
with any institution of the kind in the United States. There is not a 
single State where the institutions of this character are managed with 
as reckless extravagance as this institution ismanaged. And whatever 
may be the quality of its education, I undertake to say it is in no re- 
spect superior to that of the institutions in Ohio, New York, Connect- 
icut, and other States. 

For the information of the committee I have made a comparison of 
the institutions in three of the leading States with that in the District 
of Columbia; so that this committee may see how this institution is 
managed in comparison with others. 

But before I give these figures let me say there has been in the 
neighborhood of a million and a half of dollars spent on this institu- 
tion for salaries, buildings, grounds, «e. 

Last year there was spent $58,000 in round numbers; number of 
pupils, 111; cost per pupil, $522.79; expended for salaries and wages, 
$29,000; per pupil, $265. 

In Ohio the expenses per capita were $172, a difference of over $350 
for each pupil perannum. Paid for salaries, $17,954, $12,000 less than 
was paid here; while there were educated in the Ohio asylum 506 pupils 
4s against 111 in the Columbia Institution. 

In the Western Pennsylvania Institute for the Deaf and Dumb there 
are 110 pupils, the number at the Columbia Institution here being 111; 
total expenditure, $31,956, $28,000 less than spent here. Expenses 
per capita $198, against $522, at the Columbia Institution. The sala- 
rs and wages were $7,906, against $29,726 at the Columbia Institu- 

ion. 

_ In Connecticut the expenses per capita were $175—and the institu- 
tion there is in as fine order, I am informed, as the Columbia Institu- 
tion—$175 against $522. 

_To recapitulate: Charges per capita in the Columbia Institution, 
$522; in Ohio, $172; in the Pennsylvania Western Institute, $198; in 
another Pennsy!vania institution, $239; in Connecticut, $175. 

Salaries: In the Columbia Institution, $29,726; in Ohio, $17,956; in 
the W estern Institute, Pennsylvania, with the same number of scholars, 

é,% 

The committee can easily discover from these figures that this insti- 
tution, as compared with others in the United States, is kept up with 
the most reckless extravagance. 
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Mr. HUMPHREY. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Ohio, as 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, will not claim 
support for any more eleemosynary institutions in this District 

Mr. NEAL. I have nothing to do with that. The Committee on 
Appropriations have charge of the eleemosynary institutions 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the president of this board, and | believe the 
chairman of this Committee of the Whole is one of the directors, reports 
that when the Appropriations Committee limited the expenditure for 
salary and wages to not over $22,000 


The directors are under the impression that this provision of law must have 
been adopted by Congress without a full understanding of the needs of the in 
stitution and the character of the service that was required in doing this work 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word in justice to myself and to 
this institution in opposition to the amendment 

Last year, I will state very frankly, from an examination of these ex 
penditures, but not having examined carefully the management of this 
institution and not being fully advised, as I am now, as to the work it 
was doing, I concurred with members of the House in putting the limita- 
tion at $22,000 for these salaries. Since that time I want to be equally 
frank with the House and say that I have looked into the work they are 
doing and am better advised in regard to it than I was a yearago. If 
this was an open question that we were commencing now for the first 
time to establish this institution I should hesitate about commencing 
appropriations for it. 

I want to say tothe House that in my opinion, from the examination 
I have made of it, it is doing a very valuable work. I grant you it is 
doing a much more expensive work than is done in some institutions in 
most if not allof the States. But that, apprehend, arises very largely 
from the fact that it is superior in the character of instruction to insti 
tutions in most of the States, and that fewer students are instructed in 
this institution than in State institutions. I think it isaltogether prob 


| able that you might instruct double or three or four times the numbe1 
| of students that are now instructed there 


i very much Jess cost pet 
capita than those now being instructed. 
But the impression has been left upon my mind from the examination 
I have given the subject since last year that this limitation should be 
raised trom $22,000 to $25,000. For one lam not wil 
the amendment. 
Mr. NEAL. I withdraw my pro forma amendment 
Mr. HENDERSON. I renew it I want to sav a 


Ing to vote tor 


single word in 


reply to what has been said by the gentleman trom Ohio | Mr. NEAL] 


He says this is the most expensive institution of the kind in the United 
States, 

It I am correctly informed there is not only no other institution like 
this in the United States, but I believe there is none in the world 
There is perhaps in every State of this Union a deaf and dumb asylum 
where instruction is given. But lam informed and believe there i 
no other college in the world tor the education of the deaf and dumb 
in the higher branches of education 

I doubtif the expense in this college is higher than that of other col 
leges in proportion to the number educated, and the ditterence per cap 
ita is perhaps no greater than it is between other colleges in the coun 
try and common schools. I think the difference in expense per capita 
between this institution and those referred to by the gentleman trom 
Ohio can be largely explained by the difference in numbers; and cet 
tainly by the difference between a college with a faculty and insti- 
tutions of learning where only common branches are taught I only 
desired to say this much. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. BLACKBURN, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL. I move to amend the paragraph by adding the proviso 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That hereafter the reports of said institution shall contain an 
itemized statement of all of the employés and the salaries or wages, respectively, 
of each of them, and also all other expenses of said institution 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that amendment 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk read the following: 

For the improvement and inelosure of the grounds, $5,000 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON ] that from an examination of the law establishing the 
geological survey he finds that the bill under consideration in its lim 
itations follows the precise language of the original law, and that the 
amendment proposed to be inserted would extend the scope of this bill 
beyond the provisions of the original law, and is therefore not in order 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now ask the Clerk to return to the provisions in 
the bill making appropriations for surveys of the public lands 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first paragraph which 
was passed over. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Surveying the public lands 

For surveying the public lands, $400,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 

mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for section lines, 


except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, for the sur- 
vey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mountain- 
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ous, or covered with dense undergrowth, a sum not exceeding $13 per linear 
mile for standard lines, $11 for township, and $7 forsection lines; and of the sum 
hereby appropriated $60,000 shall be expended for surveys in the Territory of 
Dakota; and a further amount, not exceeding $50,000 thereof, may be expended 
for occasional examinations of public surveys in the several surveying districts, 
in order to test the accuracy of the work in the field and to prevent payment for 
fraudulent and imperfect surveys returned by deputy surveyors, and inspecting 
mineral deposits, coal-flelds, and timber districts. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to come in 
at the end of the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And for the making of such other survey or examination as may be uired 
for identification of laxds for purposes of evidence in any suit or proceeding on 
behalf of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRENTS. I move the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “undergrowth,” in line 1346, insert the following: 

‘Or where for any cause not already provided for by law, in Oregon or Wash- 
ington Territory, he is unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates 
aforesaid.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve all points of order until I can 
hear some explanation of that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will direct the paragraph to be read 
as it will be if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveying the public lands, $400,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 
mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for section lines, 
except that the Commissioner of the General re Office may allow for the 
survey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mount- 
ainous, or covered with dense undergrowth, or where for any cause not already 
provided for by law, in Oregon or Washington Territory, he is unable to get 
the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, a sum not exceeding $13 per 
linear mile for standard lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines, &c. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has already been reserved. 

Mr. BRENTS. I ask the gentleman to withhold his point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will reserve it until the gentleman makes his 
statement. 

Mr. BRENTS. Under the provisions of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill of last year the rates for surveys were reduced $3 per mile. 
I opposed that reduction at that time for the reason that I was satisfied 
surveys could not be madein my Territory at thoserates. Subsequent 
information has confirmed me in that opinion. We have been unable 
to get any surveys whatever made at the minimum rates provided in 
that act of $5 per mile for section lines and $7 per mile for township 
lines. 

The matter has been brought to the attention of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior, and they 
have written letters asking that increased rates be allowed for Oregon 
and Washington Territory. This proposition was submitted to them 
and modified in some respects at their suggestion. 

It simply gives the Commissioner of the General Land Office a dis- 
cretionary power to allow greater rates for surveys in Washington and 
Oregon. It is utterly impossible to get surveys made there at the rates 
provided for in this bill. Ouragricultural landscan not be surveyed at 
all. We have been unable to get any contracts taken in either Oregon 
or Washington for the survey of agricultural lands at the rates provided 
for in this bill. 

Augmented rates are provided for heavily timbered lands and lands 
covered with thick underbrush. We have had some surveys of those 
lands at the augmented rates, but the agricultural lands, where the tide 
of immigration is necessarily setting in, can not be surveyed at these 
rates, for the deputy surveyors can not make surveys at these rates 
except at a loss. 

The surveyors-general have been unable to get any contracts taken at 
those rates. The surveyor-generalof my Territory informs me that un- 
less some provision is adopted allowing a discretionary power in refer- 
ence to some increase of rates the appropriation of last year will lapse, 
and we shall get no surveys at all. You mightas well make no appro- 
priation for Washington Territory and Oregon as to allow no greater 
rates than those provided in this bill. The wages for ordinary labor 
are much higher in that portion of the country than in other districts. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. BRENTS] will pre- 
vail. In the last Congress the rates for this service were changed; but 
experience has demonstrated that a large portion of the lands of Wash- 
ington Territory and Oregon can not be surveyed under the rates fixed 
by Congress. The result is that much of the money appropriated for 
surveys is lying in the Treasury unused, and unless some amendment 
* similar to that now proposed be adopted, it is useless to appropriate fur- 

ther for the survey of lands in Eastern ee and the eastern part of 
Washington Territory. In this statement I am supported by the sur- 
veyor-general of my State, whose letter I shall ask to have read. I de- 
sire also to haveread a memorial adopted by the last Legislature of the 
State of Oregon, reciting facts which can not be denied or disputed. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Washington Territory 
has been submitted to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 





the Secretary of the Interior, and has been approved. I hope that the 
point of order will not be pressed. I nowcall forthe reading of the letter 
of the surveyor-general of Oregon and the memorial of the Legislature 
of that State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of these papers can not be finished 
in the gentleman’s time. Does he desire to have them read, or printed 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that they be read without 
reference to the termination of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope they will be read. This is a vital matter 
with us in Washington Territory and Oregon. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman’s time 
may be extended, not exceeding five minutes, for the purpose of allow- 
ing these papers to be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 
Portland, Oreg., December 21, 1882. 

DeaR Sir: Until to-day I have been unable to find time to write you, and do 
so now in appreciation of the necessity of an early move on the part of Congress 
toward the increase in — for surveys on this coast and particularly with ref- 
erence to this State, and respectfully ask your attention to the memorial passed 
by our last Legislature in to this matter, which instrument in a measure 
accorded with my views and was a recital of the general facts. All of the un- 
surveyed portions of this State are of such a character that present rates afford 
no profit (in the main would entail loss if undertaken) to deputies, and if said 
rates are permitted to remain the result must be the entire stoppage of surveys 
in this State, and, as you can plainly see, will result in great injury to, if nog 
prevention of, settlement. In plain justice, the maximum rates allowed by the 
appropriation act for 1881-"82 (see paragraph under head of Surveying the Public 
Lands, page 273, volume 21, United States Statutes at Large) should be the mini- 
mum rates allowed for Oregon, with this charyye ih reading: ‘* Forstandard and 
auxiliary meridian lines, $16 per mile; for township and meander lines, $14 per 
mile; and for section lines, $10 per mile.’’ There are some limited areas for 
which such rates would afford fair compensation, but much the greater portion 
could not be executed at even those rates; and for them an “augmented rate” 
(there should be only two rates for this State) should be provided and should 
read: For standard and auxiliary meridian lines over mountains or lands coy- 
ered with dense growth of timber or through thick underbrush, $18 per mile: 
for township or meander lines of same character, $16 per mile, and for section 
lines, $14 per mile, the character of the greater portion of each mile, as shown 
by the field-notes of survey, to defermine the price of the mile considered 

This latter price is the same as is provided for California and Washington Ter- 
ritory by section 2405, United States Revised Statufes, second edition, 1878, and 
might serve as a repeal of section 2404 ibid., and be embodied in the regular ap- 
propriation act as specially applicable, if necessary, to Oregon, though California 
and Washington are entitled to the same rates. And these rates should be made 
available in contracting for work under the appropriation of last year, as not a 
dollar of the $20,000 then allotted to Oregon has been or can be used at present 
rates, so far as my effort has yet been rewarded. 

Very respectfully, &c., 
JAMES ©. TOLMAN, 
Surveyor-General, Oregon 
Hon. M. C. GrorGe, M. C., Washington, D. C. 
House joint memorial No. 9. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, would re 
spectfully represent that the rates per mile now allowed for the survey of the 
public domain in the State of Oregon, which rates were established by the last 
Congress, are insufficient and altogether inadequate to secure the end desired, 
and that their maintenance must result in the discontinuance of the surveys in 
this State, for the reason that deputy surveyors will not contract todo the work 
because of the great expense of reaching the yet unsurveyed portions of th: 
State with supplies and assistants, and the difficult and expensive character of 
the work now remaining to be done, which is almost exclusively of that char- 
acter hitherto avoided by surveyors, and for whichthe immediately preceding 
prices afforded little or no profit. 

The unsurveyed portions of this State consist mainly of lands lying along th: 
coast or on the mountain ranges, and are covered with dense forests and thick 
and tangled jungles of almost impenetrable brush, in addition to a ragged and 
craggy nature, and are generally distant from the ordinary bases of supplies 
Of these facts all who are acquainted with our State are fully aware, and non 
more so than deputy surveyors; yet large areasof these lands are of the richest 
soil; are valuable for their timber as well as other natural advantages, and are 
now eagerly sought for by persons in search of homes and who are willing to 
clear and cultivate them. This is attested by the number of applications andi 
»etitions to the proper officers asking fortheir survey. These requests can not 
be complied with so long as the present prices prevail for the reasons before 

ven. 

* The results of this condition of things are readily seen and are a matter of 
much seriousness to this State at thistime, now that thousands are here seekinz 
homes and thousands more are coming, the majority of whom are seeking !.- 
cations upon the Government lands. That portion of the appropriation by the 
last Congress for the extension of surveys in Oregon is rendered useless and wil! 
necessarily be returned to the Treasury and the extension of the surveys I 

suspended until more remunerative prices are allowed by law. This must result 
in damage to the State in preventing settlementand improvement. Ther 

is perhaps no State in the Union which isat this time attracti ng more attention 
abroad, or which is making such rapid strides in material advancement ani 
prosperity, as Oregon ; and itis safe tosay that to discontinue the public surveys 
at this time is to strike a serious and unnecessary blow at the material prosperity 
of the State. 3 

We, your memorialists, therefore earnestly ask and pray that this impediment 
wy 4 be speedily removed by an advance in the prices for surveys at Jeast equal 
to those which prevailed before the last reduction, and that such change may at 
least include the appropriation to Oregon for the current year, as well as for the 
future. And this yeur memorialists will ever pray. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order I make isthat the rates for these 
surveys are fixed by law, and that the effect of the amendment is to 
change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the recollection of the Chair, the 
compensation for this class of service has always been adjusted in ap- 
propriation bills under such limitations as the particular acts may have 
prescribed. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. That has been uniformly the case. The act of last 
session fixed the basis of compensation, which this amendment proposes 
Mr. HISCOCK. A single wordinreply tothe suggestion of the Chair. 
These divisions of the work have never been changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire whether in view of 
the exception in this bill, “the survey of standard and meander lines 
through lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense 
undergrowth,”’ it may not be in order to insert an additional exception 
such as this amendment proposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point I make is that these divisions have al- 
ways been as they are now. No doubt Congress has at times varied the 

y in these divisions; but the divisions have always been maintained. 
Now the sundry civil appropriation bill of last year contains this pro- 
vision: 

For surveying public lands, $400,000, at rates not exceeding— 

Then it goes on to give the terms. We have followed that provision 
in this bill. 

Now, it is barely possible that the prices given for these different 
classesof work might be changed; but the classes have always been main- 
tained as distinct, and the point I make against this amendment is that 
it breaks down the classification. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sees nothing in this amendment touch- 
ing the classification. It simply proposes an additional exception to 
that made in the bill. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman 
from New York to the language. After providing the rates and divis- 
ions and classification the language is: 

Except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, for the 
survey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mount- 
ainous, or covered with dense undergrowth. 

Now the amendment proposes to add the words, ‘‘or when, for any 
cause not already provided for by iaw, in Oregon or Washington Terri- 
tory he is unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates afore- 
said.”’ This language changes the classification in no particular, but 
only adds another exception. In this point of view the Chair is in- 
clined to consider the amendment in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Dol understand the Chair to hold this amendment 
to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman shows it is not germane. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not spend any more time, then, on the point 
of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I was about to ask the gentleman from New 
‘York to withdraw his point of order even if it were held to be good by 
the Chair. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course, Mr. Chairman, that gives a large 
discretion, and with that provision in the bill we can not tell what price 
this work will amount to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The limitation follows what the Clerk has read. 

Mr. BRENTS _ It gives a discretion of $2 a mile. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There should be furtherlimitation, and I there- 
fore propose to make a limit to the amount. I am satisfied from my 
knowledge of the situation there should be a discretion between the 
price paid on this side of the Rocky Mountains and the price paid in 
Oregon and Washington. In a business point of view, and as a practi- 
cal question, I am satisfied in order to get these agricultural lands sur- 
veyed some discretion of this kind must be reposed in the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that what follows contains the limitation. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move an amendment limiting the amount to 
be expended during the next fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will come up in order as an amendment to 
the amendment after this is adopted. 

i CASSIDY. I desire to offera substitute for the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 1341, 1342, and 1343, strike out “9,” “7, and “5,” and in lieu thereof 
insert “10,” “9,” and ‘7;’’ so it will read: 

At rates not exceeding $10 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, 
$9 for township and $7 for section lines,” &c. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that amendment changes 
existing law and increases expenditure. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I should like to be heard on that amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that is not a substitute for the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better offer his amendment 
as an independent proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the gentleman withdraw it for the presentand 
offer it again. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will withdraw my amendment until action is taken 
upon the one now pending. 

Mr. K. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee and of the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN ] to 
What we have learned in respect to this matter. It has been said this 
money was insufficient to procure the survey of the lands in the Terri- 
tory of Washington and the State of Oregon. If that be true it is 
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a remarkable fact we have not heard of it from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office or from the Secretary of the Interior. I do 
not know but gentlemen have obtained later information. I do know 
when this provision was inserted in this bill it was satisfactory to the 
General Land Office and to the Secretary of the Interior, so far as he 
was represented before the Committee on Appropriations. 

And there is one other fact I desire to call to the attention of this 
Committee of the Whole. There js to-day of surveyed lands in the 
State of Oregon 19,546,918 acres which have not yet been entered. It 
has been intimated—lI do not know but falsely—it has been supposed if 
these surveying parties refuse to do this work Congress will increase the 
price. As I have said, I do not know that is true. I know, however, 
after the fullest consideration and the most mature deliberation, the 
last Congress fixed these rates as they are provided in this bill. Now, 
in Washington Territory there are nine and one-half millions of acres 
of surveyed lands which remain unentered. With these large margins 
in Washington and Oregon I believe this work could rest a year in order 
to see whether men could not be found to do it for the rates indicated 
in the statute. 

One other word. We reduced these rates in the last Congress under 
great difficulty and against an immense amount of pressure. 1 believe 
that reduction was right. We satisfied the House it was right. And, 
Mr. Chairman, we scarcely had the concurrence of those connected with 
the General Land Office in our efforts, but they did acquiesce in it 
With this large margin of surveyed lands in Washington and Oregon 
which are yet unentered, it seems to me we should wait to see whethet 
the contractors there may not conclude they can do this work for the 
rates here indicated. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASSIDY. Before the vote is taken upon this amendment I de 
sire to offer an amendment to the amendment, to come in after the 
words ‘* Washington Territory.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Nevada will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the words ‘“* Washington Territory,” the words ‘‘ Nevada, Utah, 
Idaho, Montana, and Arizona.”’ 

Mr. CASSIDY. The object of this is to make the amendment 
eral in its application to all of the Western States and Territories 

The amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Washington Territory, which has been 
read, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 21. 

Mr. BRENTS. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pointof order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Hiscock and Mr. BRENTs were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 35, 
noes 55. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was not agreed 
to. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I offer the further amendment which I have already 
suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 1341, 1342, and 1343 strike out the words “ nine, seven, and five,’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ten, nine, andseven,”’ so that it will read: 

“At rates not exceeding $10 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $9 
for township, and $7 for section lines.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is subject 

Mr. CASSIDY. I would like to be heard for « moment upon that 
amendment. All that has been said by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton Territory and the gentleman from Oregon applies with equal force 
to all the Western States and Territories. Under the reduction in the 
price allowed for these surveys in that Western country, where labor 
is necessarily much higher than elsewhere, the surveys have been prac- 
tically suspended during the past year. The reduction made at the 
last Congress was over 37 per cent. in the price. 

In reference to the point made by the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asking that this be ruled 
out upon the point of order, I desire to say simply that it is not pro- 
posed by this amendment to change the existing law in any sense what- 
ever. There isnothing in theamendment which goes to the manner or 
classification of the surveys. Itis simply the compensation allowed for 
them that is affected by this amendment. And I hold, therefore, that, 
being germane under Rule XXI, it is entirely admissible as an amend- 
ment to this bill. 

I had the honor of presenting a few days since to this House a me- 
morial unanimously adopted by the Legislature of my State, praying 
this body to increase the price of the surveys of the public lands in 
that State. This memorial set forth fully the fact that during the last 
year there had been no surveys whatever made under the contract sys- 
tem. Prior to 1880 the price paid for this same class of surveys was 
$12, $14, and $10, according to the classification. At the last session 
of Congress I joined with the honorable gentleman from New York in 
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repealing that portion of the law upon this subject which related to 
the deposit system. In other words, we ingrafted upon the bill a pro- 
vision that certificates taken in payment of the surveys should be ap- 
plicable only in the land district where the survey is made. I believe 
that was correct legislation. But I do not believe that it was wise to 
reduce the rate for the surveying or that the rates should have been cut 
so largely as they were by that last appropriation bill. 

I therefore appeal to gentlemen on this floor to vote with me to re- 
store in a measure the old rates. The amendment I suggest increases 
the rates $1 per mile on the specific classes of surveys. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I certainly believe that this amend- 
ment is subject to the point of order. I do not know whether the Chair 
has passed upon it or not- 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been made, as the Chair understands, 
up to this time; but the Chair will recognize the gentleman as making 
or reserving it if he desires to do so. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Let me state again that this does not increase at all 
the amount of the appropriation carried by the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. It provides for the distribution of the money with- 
out affecting the aggregate of the bill. 

Mr. BRENTS. It does not make the aggregate of the bill a dollar 
more or a dollar less. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; as it hasno effect whatever upon it in that respect. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I do not see how it can be ruled out on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that these amendments 
have been aflixed uniformly as limitations upon appropriation bills 
without affecting the amount covered by the bill. It is a limitation 
upon the expenditure of the amount paid for the service; and being a 
limitation the Chair feels it to be his duty to submit it as a legitimate 
question for the action of the committee. He therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK., 
the amendment. 

In the State of Nevada, which the gentleman represents, there are to- 
day eighteen and a half millions of unentered surveyed lands. 

Mr. BRENTS. Ilow many that are entered ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I repeat, eighteen and a half millions of acres are 
open under the pre-emption laws. 

Mr. BRENTS. How many altogether ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now Lam opposed to the survey of the Rocky Mount- 
ains-—— 

Mr. CASSIDY. 1 do not live in the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Until there seems to be some necessity for it while 
there are, as in this State, such large margins of public lands not yet 
a tered, 

Mr. CASSIDY. Let me say to the gentleman that the State of Nevada 
is as large as New England and New York all together. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I recognize the fact that it is a very large State. 

Mr. GEORGE. And it is a long way from the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is possible | may have made a mistake in calling 
them the Rocky Mountains. But they are rocky mountains. 

Mr. BRENTS. The gentleman from New York can not see beyond 
the Rocky Mountains. He seems not to be aware that there is any 
country beyond the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have heard a great deal said about the desire of 
the gentlemen of the East to hold down appropriations. But I under- 
take to say, whether it is due to my influence or that of anybody else, 
we have been fairly liberal in our appropriations. And I undertake to 
say another thing—— 

Mr. GEORGE. When you appropriate money for our use we merely 
ask that you shall regulate it so that we may have the benefit of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, then, it was discovered by the Committee on 
Appropriations in the last Congress that extraordinary rates were being 
paid, and that organizations had been formed for the survey of these 
lands to get the benefit of those rates. In accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office we reduced 
the rates, and those reductions were made on the advice of men from 
the West and not from the East. There are gentlemen on the Appro- 
priations Committee who are, if I am not, thoroughly in sympathy with 
liberal appropriations in thisdirection; and we called in other gentlemen 
from the West and they said the rates we fixed were fair. Now comes 
in a proposition to increase them. Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, that in view 
of the large margin of surveyed lands that there is in the gentleman’s 
State—— 

Mr. CASSIDY. 





Then I will address myself briefly to the merits of 


This does not apply to one State merely. 
Mr. GEORGE. It applies to nearly all the States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I will say in all of the States, we can afford 
to wait a while and see if the prices we have offered will not command 
the work. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
States? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are waiting. There has been no other State 
which has not been willing to accept it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where it is not accepted it is because they can not 
use it. 


Then why do you not wait in the case of the other 





Mr. MAGINNIS. As I understand the argument of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock ] it is that unless settlers go upon those 
portions of the public lands which are surveyed they are not to go upon 
the public lands at all; and they are not to have their lands surveyed 
or to obtain title for their improvements. : 

Many of those surveys have been made over arid lands and where 
settlements can not go. And it is true that from all the valleys of those 
Territories petitions are coming up to have surveys made that the pe- 
titioners may get titles to their homes. And I undertake tosay under 
the rates jinxed by this bill no contracts can be made in any one of those 
Territories. They may be perhaps in Kansas, which is represented on 
the Committee on Appropriations, or in Dakota, whose interests seem to 
be well taken care of, an innovation having been made on the system of 
appropriations for the benefit of that Territory. But the great North- 
west has no representation on that committee and no one on the com- 
mittee looks out for its interests. 

I hold in my hand a letter from oneof the surveyers of the Territory 
of Montana who was offered and refused to take a contract under the 
last appropriation. If the gentleman’sargument means anything, that 
the surveys are in excess of the demand, why make any appropriation 
at all? Why not strike out this amount of $400,000? If the object is 
to reduce the bill, reduce it by that amount. I would as soon have it 
that way as have the appropriation coupled with conditions such that 
money can not be expended except in one or two favored localities. | 
publish as a part of my remarks the letter I referred to: 


HELENA, Mont., January 17, 1883, 

Dear Str: Being a United States deputy surveyor of long standing in this 
Territory, and well known to you as such, I beg leave to write to you on the 
subject of the present pay allowed by the Government for surveying the public 
lands. You will remember that I spoke to you on the subject previous to your 
departure for Washington to attend this session. 

1 have resided in this Territory for twenty-three years, having been almost al} 
the time employed in various branches of surveying. For fifteen years of that 
time I have been connected with the surveyor-general’s department, either in 
the office or as deputy surveyor. In these various capacities, and also as an ex- 
plorer, I have visited nearly every part of the Territory and am very thorough!y 
acquainted with it. 

I was offered and intended to take a contract last year, but when the reduc- 
tion in price was made by Congress in the last appropriation I declined to take 
one, as I knew by experience that at such prices it was impossible to make any 
money. Lhad, however, already madea contract for surveying a single township 
on the Missouri River under a special deposit. The township was very rough; it 
took me four weeks to survey and three weeks to write the field-notes, and for 
all this work I shall barely get back the money whichI paid out for expenses, 
It was at the old rates. 

Several surveyors who were already in (the field, making surveys under old 
appropriations, and who had been at great expense in outfitting themselves with 
horses, &c.,at the commencement of the season, finding that they must cither 
keep or sell out at a loss, took further contracts in Eastern Montana, in the Yel- 
lowstone, Judith Basin, and Musselshell. Owingto the remarkably fine season 
they were enabled to work up to December, but have all come in and are now 
engaged in making up their field-notes and maps. I am told by all that they 
have lost money, and as I know the country well where they have been survey- 
ing to be very rough, I believe it. 

Mr. Rodney Page, an old and experienced surveyor, took a contract on the 

west side on the Missoula and Clarke’s Fork Rivers. Getting out late inthe sea- 
son he found the country so rough that he could only do part of his work, and 
retired from the field in December, not having made enough to pay his expenses. 
He did not have to purchase an outfit, as he had one already from the previous 
year. I do not think a single surveyor has made anything by his work this 
year. 
“ A surveyor’s expenses do not end with the survey. Almost all of them have 
to borrow money from the banks at high rates of interest in order to pay for pro- 
visions, horses, hire of men, &c. It takes nearly as much time to write the field- 
notes and make the maps as it does to make the surveys in the field, particu- 
larly if the work is rough and has meanders in it. Then it has to be examined 
in the Surveyor-General’s Office, and transcripts, maps, &c., made, and it fre- 
quently happens that a year elapses before he receives his pay from the Govern- 
ment. Besides this he has a number of horses, which must be taken care of in 
winter, and he has to pay some ranchman $2 per head per month for looking 
afterthem, This expense frequently amounts to $25 or $30 per month, All thes: 
items and many more which I could name have to be taken into account in calcu- 
lating the paying value of a contract. 

Notwithstanding the increased emigration the expenses have not at all dimin- 
ished. The contract surveyor when he starts,out comes in competition with the 
farmer and the miner, who want help at that particular time, and are willing to 
pay for it, and there are many new enterprises now beginning ; consequently the 
surveyor still has to pay from $50 to $60 per month to his hands and even more 
to those who have skill and experience. Last year, in surveying, I had to pay 
my hands $2 per day and board, including idle days, in order to get them at all. 

would further remark that a surveyor who takes contracts in this climate, 
ean do little else. Surveyors here are divided into two classes—those who do 
private and mineral work, and who generally reside in the towns where such 
work can be obtained,such as Helena, Butts, Benton, and Virginia City, and 
those who take contracts from year to year for surveying public lands. Tt ese 
latteremploy the spring and summer in doing their work, and part of the vin- 
ter in writing their notes. They can therefore undertake no other work, «nd 
they are compelled therefore to earn their living for the whole year in the s m- 
mer months. None of the surveyors in this Territory, whichever class the; be- 
long to, have ever made more than a living. 

All the best and most level parts of the country have been surveyed ; whe! re- 
mains are in Eastern Montana, the lands along the Missouri, Lower Mussels} :e!!, 
and Lower Yellowstone Rivers, with the country back of them. On the rivers 
there are small bottoms, with perpendicular bluffs from (wo to three hundred 
feet high between them. Back of these is generally a high rolling table-land, 
intersected by small streams and deep ravines, called coulées, which frequently 
extend back for miles, and from one to two hundred feet deep, and often very 
rocky, and, asI know from experience, make the worst oon to survey of any 
other. Besides this are the Judith, Snowy, Belt, and Highwood ranges, which 
are all very rugged. All these should be surveyed, as along the streams are 
bottoms suitable for farming, cattle and a 4 ranches, while the uplands will 
be taken up as desert lands and cultivated, while all of the country is suitable 
for grazing, and much of the mountainous ground is covered with fine timber. 
This part of the Territory is now settling up rapidly. : 

In Western Montana the surveys would lie principally along the line of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, in the valleys of the Hellgate, Missoula, and Clarke's 
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Fork Rivers. These are large streams, running in many places through cafions | 


with but few bottoms of any size, and bordered by rough and j ged mountains, 
covered with a dense growth of pine timber, much of which is of fine quality and 
very valuable. There are settlements and towns on the Hellgate and Missoula, 
and but few as yet on Clarke's Fork. Itis well known that valuable minerals 
exist in the mountains on either side of these st reams, All of this country has to 
be surveyed at some time, so that both the Government and the railroad cansell 
their lands, both timber and agricultural, the profits of which will otherwise be 
lost to the Government, 


But there are great tracts of land all over the West upon which set 
tlers are now living, which lands are still unsurveyed. lt the provisions 
of this bill remain unaltered and surveys have to be made at the rates 
here proposed those lands will probably not be surveyed for vears. The 
whole appropriation will be used in the survey of other lands, while 


| lands upon which the settlers desire to make their homes will not be 


This description of the country is drawn in great measure from personal ob- | 


servation, and it isnot exaggerated. For what remains to be surveyed the pres- 


ent rates per mile are wretchedly inadequate. The old rates which existed pre- | 


vious to last year should be restored, and would be none too large. Even those 
for such timbered mountains as are around Clarke's Fork would be inadequate, 
and | would suggest that a new classification, “* mountainous and heavily tim- 
bered land,” be introduced, to be paid $15 for section lines, and others in pro- 
portion. This is none too much for such work. It must be remembered that 
the surveyor has to blaze every tree on or near his line, cut his way through 
brush, put four bearing trees to every section and two to every quarter cor- 
ner, and travel over deep ravines and rough rocks, and he is a lucky man if 
he can make an average of four miles a day over such ground. Moreover, as I 
have said before, he has in this climate in five months to make his living for the 
*vith the disastrous experience of last year, should the same rates continue, 
I doubt whether contracts can be let for the ensuing season. 
Iam, with much respect, your obedient servant, 
WALTER W. DE LACY, 
United States Deputy Mineral Surve yor. 
Hon. MARTIN MAGINNIs, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. REAGAN. I would like to call the attention of the committee 
to the provision which it is proposed to amend. 
tion of $400,000 for surveying the public lands: 

At rates not exceeding $9 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $7 
for township and $ for section lines, except that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office may allow for the survey of standard and meander lines 
through lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense under- 
growth a sum not exceeding $13 per linear mile for standard lines, $11 for town- 
ship, and $7 for section lines. 


This is an appropria- 


I think I may be permitted to say a word on this, having been a prac- 
tical surveyor for a number of years where the law allowed $3 a mile 


for running out lines, and it was through avery hard country to run | COCK] what is the reason for assigning $60,000 of this sum for one par 


them; large contracts were not made, and it was a paying business at 
$3 a mile, when proper economy was exercised by those engaged in it. 
Making allowance for going to the frontier, where, however, living is 
but little higher, if any, and labor little higher than near the princi- 
pal settlements, that at least is counterbalanced by the fact that these 
surveyors when they take contracts take a region altogether to survey. 
It is a business with them; and a man who can not take a contract and 
make money under this bill ought to retire from the service. If he 
wants more he simply wants to billet himself on the Government for an 
enormous job. The amendment ought not to be allowed, in my judg- 
ment. The pay it seems to me is ample, unless we assume in this as 
in most other things that when a man is being paid by the Government 
he must be paid several times the value of his work—that in this case 


he can play the gentleman, sit in his quarters, send out others to do the | 


work for him, and then pocket a large profit for sitting in his tent or 
hunting with his gun. 

I hope the amendment and all amendments in the same direction will 
be defeated. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to strike out the last word. The com- 
mittee will bear witness that so far as any question of appropriations 
for the West, and especially for the frontiers, is concerned, I have always 
been in favor of those that are most liberal. ; 


try. 

I am frank to say, however, that in my judgment it is not wise to in- 
crease the price to be paid for these surveys. I believe the abuses and 
frauds in connection with making the surveys of this country have grown 
up more from the fact that we pay too large an amount for the work 
than from any other cause. I believe that by the rates fixed in this 
ue we will be more likely to obtain honest work than by increasing 

em. 

Originally, when the surveys were first being made, work was done 
legitimately by deputy surveyors at a fair and reasonable compensa- 
tion. But the profits of this work became so large that organizations 
Were formed in the country for doing it, and from that fact the abuses 
under the survey-deposit system grew up. 

Now, I believe it is a wise policy to hold these prices down to just 
and fair compensation to the man who does the work, and not open the 
door for organizations and frauds and abuses. I therefore do not be- 
lieve it wise to raise these rates, 

If it could be done in an exceptional case, in the case of Washington 
and Oregon, for instance, where the conditions are different, I should 
have been very glad to have seen it done. But to open the door for 
fraud throughout the whole country by increasing these rates I think 
would be very unwise and very improper. 

. =“ BRENTS. I desire to say a word. The gentleman from New 
= (Mr. Hiscock] has spoken of the surplus of surveyed lands in 
the Oregon, and Nevada that are yet unoccupied. Such is 
ot ey all over the country. In the older States there are vast tracts 

which have been surveyed but not yet settled, and probably 


Will not be settled, some of them, for the next hundred years. 


en : I believe in liberal appro- | 
priations looking to the proper development of that great area of coun- | 
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and can not be surveyed at the rates here proposed. 

I would not pay a dollar or a cent more for the survey of our public 
lands than is absolutely necessary; I would have the work done as 
cheaply as possible. But if you retain the rates proposed in this bill, 
without any discretion to the Commissioner of the Land Office to allow 
greater rates, we will not be able to get any surveys of our agricultural 
lands in those sections. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw my pro forma amendment 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CAssips 
upon a division, there were—ayes 29, noes 344. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are called ton 

Mr. BRENTS. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That point is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was accordingly not yereed to 

Mr. REAGAN. 
these words: 


> and 


I move to amend the paragraph by striking out 


And of the sum hereby appropriated $60,000 shall be expended for surveys in 
the Territory of Dakota 

This bill proposes to appropriate the sum of $400,000 for surveys. 1 
do not understand why of that sam $60,000 should be set apart for sur 
veys in any one particular Territory. If you were to appropriate that 
much for each of the eight Territories it would 
given by this bill. 

I ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [M1 


require more than is 


His 


ticular Territory? Why not leave the matter to the Commissioner ot 
the General Land Office, or the authority which controls him, to ex- 
pend this money where the settlement of the country and the necessity 
for surveys shall be apparent? Why place this limitation upon the dis 
cretion of the Department of the Government having control of thissub 
ject? 

It is fairly to be presumed that the Interior Department will see that 
the public lands are surveyed wherever the wants of the country call 
for surveys. If there is any reason for this discrimination it does not 
appear upon the bill, and it would seem to be a violation of proper 
principles and an abridgment of the power of the Department of the 
Government to exercise its judgment. 

I take it that many members on this tloor can not beso well informed 
in relation to the necessity for these surveys as are the properexecutive 
officers of the Government. Those coming from particular Territories 
or from the land States may know the condition of their several States 
and Territories; but as to the great body of members of this House, 
they can not know the necessities of the case. 

It seems to me to be unwise, not to say unjust, to take $60,000 of this 
$400,000 and apply it to one particular Territory. If the public needs 
shall require it, the Interior Department will cause that or a greater 
sum to be expended in any one Territory. It seems to me the limita 
tion is improper, and I would say it is unjust and unnecessary, as taking 
away the proper discretion of the Executive Department having charge 
of this subject, to have these surveys made where they are most needed. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has offered 
the amendment which I myself desired to offer. I do not believe that 
this Committee of the Whole ought to appropriate an amount in bulk 
for the surveys of the public lands of the United States and then make 
an exception by making a specific appropriation for any particular State 
or Territory. 

If this money is to be expended by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, as has been the practice in the past, then he should be al 
lowed to distribute it all. Or if Congress should see proper to apportion 
it, as has been done many times since I have been in Congress, then it 
should apportion it to those States and Territories where there are un- 
surveyed lands. 

I hope that the amendment of the gentleman from Texas striking 
out this exception will be agreed to. I would like to hear from the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations why an exception is pro- 
posed in this particular case. It is true that Dakota is being rapidly 
settled; but the case is the same with California, Oregon, and Washing- 
ton Territory. Within the next three years Washington Territory will 
have as large an immigration proportionately as the Territory of Da- 
kota. Some of the finest lands in America are in Washington Terri 
tory, and there is now a large immigrationintothat Territory. In my 
judgment it is wrong to apportion to one State or Territory a fixed 
amount, while the remainder of the sum is left in bulk to be distrib- 
uted according to the discretion of the Land Department. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the reason of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for adopting this provision was their belief that the needs 
of immigration called for the expenditure of more money in Dakota than 








3136 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 





in some others of the Territoriesor States. Take, for instance, the State 
of California; 35,000,000 acres of land have been surveyed there. 

Mr. PAGE. ‘That statement certainly is calculated to mislead, from 
the fact thatas to millions of acres township lines have been run where 
perhaps settlement will never go; for instance, in the heights of the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains. There are parts of that State already sur- 
veyed to which, until there is water for irrigation, settlement will never 


0. 

. Mr. HISCOCK. The suggestion of the gentleman bears upon the 
policy of the committee in limiting the expenditures for surveys to ara- 
ble and farming lands rather than mountainous regions. 

I was remarking that in California there are 35,000,000 acres of sur- 
veyed lands undisposed of, and in Colorado 40,000,000 acres; while in 
Dakota, this large Territory about which so much has been said, there 
are only 9,000,000 acres undisposed of. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to this fact. 

Mr. REAGAN. I inquire whether the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office can not in his discretion expend this money for surveys 
where he may deem the expenditure most necessary ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Hecan. But it seemed to us that the needs of im- 
migration demanded the expenditure of more money in Dakota than in 
other Territories or States. 

Mr. PAGE. Washington Territory, according to the gentleman’s 
own statement, has only 8,000,000 acres undisposed of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I concede it; but there is not such a tide of immi- 
gration to that Territory as to Dakota. 

Mr. BRENTS. There will be in a year or two. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose there may be in a year or two. Nevada 
is not increasing very rapidly in population. There are 18,000,000 acres 
of surveyed lands there undisposed of; only 4,000,000 acres of all that 
have been surveyed have been sold. 

Now, I concede—and on this point I ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ]—that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office has power to distribute this money in his discretion, 
and will very probably do it ina just way; but last year, in submitting 
with his estimates his divisions of lands in these States and Territories, 
he said that if we gave him $400,000 for this purpose he would expend 
$45,000 of the appropriation in Dakota. For some reason—I have no 
doubt a good one—he reduced the amount to $40,000. We made our 
appropriation upon the basis which he submitted to us—$45,000; and 
he said that was right. We thought it would not be unwise to relieve 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office from the pressure that is 
being brought to bear upon him in regard to the distribution of this 
money, and that if the needs of immigration in Dakota require this 
amount, it should be given. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Why did not the committee follow in regard to 
Dakota the same practice which has been adopted in reference to the 
other States and Territories ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Because itseemed to us that immigration was tend- 
ing especially in that direction. 

Mr. BRENTS. As soon as the Northern Pacific Railroad is com- 
pleted the tide of immigration will pour into Washington Territory. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When the Northern Pacific Railroad is completed 
we will make similar provision for Washington Territory. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Chairman, last year there were disposed of 
in the United States 13,998,000 acres in round numbers of public lands. 
One-third of this quantity, 4,360,000 acres, were disposed of in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota. Congress appropriated last year $400,000 for the sur- 
vey of public lands; and of this dmount Dakota received $40,000, only 
one-tenth of the appropriation. There are in Dakota to-day 10,000 peo- 
ple living upon unsurveyed lands unable to acquire titles to their lands, 
because a sufficient amount has not been allotted to that Territory for 
making surveys. It seems to me that Dakota ought to have for this 
purpose not only $60,000 but $1,000,000 or more. One-third of the 
entire appropriation would not be more than is justly demanded. 

We have found that the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
surrounded and pressed on every side, has been unable to do justice to 
Dakota. Last year he allotted only $30,000, and by the most strenu- 
ous effort on our part and on the part of those whom we solicited to 
assist us, we succeeded in getting it raised to $40,000, and that was every 
dollar we could get. Why? Because States which have Representa- 
tives who vote appropriations in this House and Senators in the other 
Chamber had more influence than the Territory of Dakota, with no 
voice in the other House and no vote here. For that reason the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations determined to make this allotment to Da- 
kota, and now instead of striking it out, this House ought to increase 
the amount to the extent of one-third the appropriation. 

I am satisfied this year 100,000 people will go to the Territory of Da- 
kota, and I know equally well if this amount is not allotted to that 
Territory we will not receive anywhere near sufficient to survey the 
lands which will be occupied by actual settlers. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
word. I concur fully in all that has been said by the gentleman from 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


the attention of the Chair and of the House to this fact: Formerly it 
was the practice of this House to vote separate appropriations for the 
survey of the several States and Territories, and not an amount jp 
gross, leaving the discretion to the officers in the General Land Office 
to make allotment as to them seemed best. When the Committee on 
Appropriations under the lead of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HOLMAN ] changed the old practice from separate appropriations to the 
several States and Territories to an appropriation in bulk as it is in this 
bill, I then made the remark which the gentleman from Dakota has 
just repeated, that we would not get a fair share of the appropriation 
when it came to be divided. I the House at that time to main- 
tain its old practice, and consider the necessity as to each State and 
Territory, to make itself appropriations in detail. 
I am not opposed to my friend from Dakota having the appropriation 
which is provided. Indeed I think he should have a larger appropri - 
ation; but I do object to this discrimination made by the committee jp, 
favor of one Territory and against all the other States and Territories. 
If the practice of the House is to be abandoned and we are to go back 
to the old practice, then the Committee on Appropriations ought to have 
made the proper allotment to each one of these States and Territories 

Mr. CANNON. I wishtosayasingle word. This is toa certain ex- 
tent in the line of the policy of making detailed appropriations to these 
States and Territories. Ifthe attention of the committee had been called 
in time to this point, I have no doubt it would have reported separate 
items, as in the case of Dakota; but separate estimates were not sub- 
mitted to us, and there was not sufficient time on the part of the com- 
mittee to make full inquiry touching each State and Territory. We 
did see, however, from the examination we made that Dakota furnished 
one-third of the lands sold last year, and concluded it was only just 
and proper that one-seventh should be allotted to that Territory. As 
I have said, it is in the line of making separate appropriations, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Montana, to these several States and 
Territories. 

The question recurred on Mr. REAGAN’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 47. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihavean amendment to offer, which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1341 insert the following: 

“Or where, for any cause not provided by law, in Oregon or Washington Te: 
ritory he is unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid he 
may allow a sum not exceeding $12 per linear mile for standard lines, $10 for 
township lines, and $ for section lines.” 


Mr. GEORGE. This is $1 less than was proposed by the gentleman 
from Washington Territory. 

Mr. RYAN. That ought to be adopted. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 17. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GEORGE and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79. 
noes 77. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out $400,000 wherever it occurs 
and insert $300,000. I understand the original proposition is still 
pending, and I move my amendment to that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The original paragraph is still pending, and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is entertained thereto 

Mr. HOLMAN was ized. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana will 
allow me to ask him a question it may enable us to proceed a little 
more expeditiously with the bill. Did the gentleman from Indiana 
intend to address himself to the repeal of the pre-emption laws ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; to another part of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not know but the gentleman had intended to 
refer to that part of the bill, and if so it would probably be more appro- 
priate at another point for him to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to occupy a few minutes upon the pending 
proposition. [ 

There are, Mr. Chairman, some facts that should arrest the careful 
attention of this country: first, the rapid disposition being made of the 
public lands which are adapted toagricultural purposes; and, secondly, 
the great forces which are now at work throughout the country seeking 
to accelerate the disposition of these lands. First, there is a large 


body of men, yearly growing largeras wealth increases, who are seeking 
to speculate in the public domain, and in their interest the means 0! 
reaching the public lands are everlastingly sought to be enlarge. 


In vain you have in the sections of the West and Northwest which 
mostly attract emigration limited the disposal of the public lands to the 
homestead, pre-emption, and forest-culture laws, for these laws, wise '" 
their purpose, are being forced to gratify the cupidity of the land mo- 
nopolist. Even the commutation feature of the homestead law is bx in g 
used to build up great landed estates inthe West. As the public lands 
are dimini the motive to monopolize them is increased. 

The stro. tive motives operating at this time have produced 





Dakota [Mr. PeTTicgkREW]. In my judgment there ought to be 
$100,000 appropriated for the survey of Dakota. But I wish te call 


and are producing unexampled efforts to secure large surveys of the pub- 
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lic lands. In the work of exhausting the public domain the land-grant 
railroads are powerful auxiliaries. 

The land speculators and land-grant railroad companies have a com- 
mon interest. These corporations which have hitherto received im- 
mense grants through Congressional action to more effectually avail 
themselves of the benefits of those grants seek to enlarge the surveys; 
and under these influences and with perfect integrity of purpose I have 
no doubt the Committee on Appropriations was induced at the last 
session of Congress to increase the appropriations covered by this para- 
sraph of the pending bill from $300,000, which was the amount before 
that time appropriated, up to $400,000, the amount contemplated also 
by the present bill. 

“Notwithstanding the fact that under the system of advancing money 
by parties interested in securing surveys on account of the profitable- 
ness of that business and also for the purpose of speculation, large sums 
had been supplied in addition to our appropriations to facilitate the sur- 
veys, and millions of dollars have gone into the offices of the surveyors- 
general to hasten those surveys, and yet the appropriations out of the 
public Treasury are increased annually $100,000. We seem to go upon 
the theory that the sooner these public lands are surveyed and disposed 
of the better; and so under this pressure 14,309,166 acres were dis- 
posed of last year, a territory equal to half the area of a great State. 

But my object in seeking the floor at this time was to give as much 
publicity as I ean to the fact that notwithstanding the rapid exhaust- 
ion of the public lands rendering due consideration of the subject the 
more imperative, Congress has repeatedly been urged by the gentle- 
man at the head of the Interior Department to take action on the sub- 


ject of the lands heretofore granted to railroad corporations and which 


have been forfeited by these corporations, yet Congress refuses to take 
one step in that direction; and the only affirmative report made by any 
committee during this entire term to Congress in reference to this mat- 
ter (although near 100,000,000 acres of the public lands covered by these 
grants have been clearly and unquestionably forfeited by reason of their 
failure to comply with the condition of the grants) is one which in effect, 
though not in terms, confirms a grant which expired years and years 
ago, some twenty years before the organization of the corporation now 
seeking to obtain the benefit of the grant, and that report was rejected 
by the House, and this is the only result of an entire Congress on this 
vital question. 

The conditions of these grants, and conditions on which alone these 
lands could have been secured to the corporations, and which were not 
performed, was that the lands should revert back to the public domain 
unless the railroads should be completed within a specified period. 
With the public lands rapidly passing from beyond the control of this 
people near 100,000,000 of acres are being left in a condition where a 
decision of the law officers of the Government may secure them for the 
benefit of these corporations which long since have forfeited all right to 
them, the most grasping, heartless corporations that ever oppressed man- 
kind. And yet, sir, we come to the very edge of this Congress with 
nothing done to secure the rights of this Government in reference to 
these forfeited grants, and that too notwithstanding the fact that vigor- 
ous efforts have been made under the rules of this House from the be- 
ginning of the term to bring the matter betore Congress for consideration, 
and not a minute’s time has been given to the consideration of a matter 
involving such vital consequences to this people. 

Every gentleman who has ever examined the subject knows well that 
inside of twenty years’ time scarcely an acre of this land adapted to agri- 
cultural purposes will remain for the landless people of this country. 
Then, but not till then, the real perils that endanger a republican form 
of government are to begin with us; and yet we seek year atter year to 


exhaust the public domain, as if unconscious that we but hasten on that | 


period which is to test the permanency of our free institutions. For, 
Mr. Chairman, when we shall have exhausted this public domain; when 
we shall no longer have an outlet for overcrowded labor, struggling in 
vain for relief; when there are no more homes to offer to strong hearts 
and willing hands, then and not till then will we have reached the 
period when the real strength of our system of government is to be tried. 
I for one will not hasten that period, and I for one will seek to give 
strength to our free institutions by enlarging to the furthest possible 
—_ the ownership of the freeholds and homes of our country by its 
people. 

For one, sir, I believe, instead of this extraordinary effort which is 
being made in the Territories and the new States to exhaust the public 
domain, and which Congress so willingly yields to, the true policy of 
this Government should be now more than ever to husband that most 
valuable of all our wealth, that wealth which can secure homes to 
the people, the wealth which can identify and which can alone iden- 
tify every citizen with the permanent interests of his country. That 
much, in my judgment, it is our duty here to do, a duty which weowe 
to the future more than to the present. 

_T have said, sir, that my purpose was if possible to arrest the atten- 
tion of the country to the fact that Congress remains passive with near 
100,000,000 acres of land rightfully helonging to the people of this coun- 
try in @ condition that it may by crafty entanglements of law be crattily 
framed in the interests of grasping and remorseless corporate monopo- 


lists, yet Congress remains passive and refuses to assert the rights of 
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Government and people after being called upon year aiter year by faith 
ful public officers to act, and informed of the imperative necessity tor 
action. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his last annual re 
port points out the necessity for Congressional action 

The status of various grants for railroad purposes where the roads have not 
been constructed within the time prescribed by law was reported to Congr 
on March 28 last. The absence of legislative action touching the renewal of 
these grants, or declaring the forfeiture thereof, seriously embarrasses the work 
of this office. It is not deemed expedient to certify additional lands to the rail 
road companies, nor to award to the companies lands in dispute between them 
and settlers or other claimants, pending the determination of Congress in the 
premises. Large numbers of settlers are occupying such lands, and it is im 
portant to them to know whether they can receive their titles from the United 
States or whether they will be required to purchase from the railroad compa 
nies, The prevailing uncertainty necessarily retards improvements and impairs 
values. 


CSS 


New applications are also constantly being made to enter the withdrawn lands 
under the public land laws. 

I deem it of pressing importance to the public interests that Congress should 
take early action in respect to these grants. 


And the Secretary of the Interior in his last annual report to Congress 
urges the subject upon Congressin a vigorous statement of the necessity 
foraction: 

Congress has from time to time, commencing in 1S), made grants to the sev 
eral States or to corporations to aid in the construction of railroads. In some in 
stances the roads have been constructed and in others partially completed ; but 
in some cases no attempt has been made to build the roads and thussecure atith 
to the land. The lands thus granted have been withheld from the operation of 
the settlement laws. The Supreme Court of the United States has declared, in 
the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 22 Wallace, 44, that a failure to complet 
the road within the time fixed in the grant didnot forfeitthe grant. Lands thus 
withheld from the operation of the settlement laws must so remain until Con 
gress shall declare such lands forfeited 

If it is the intention of Congress to allow the railroad companies to 
their roads after the expiration of the term fixed inthe grant, and thus 
benefit of the grant, itshould be sodeclared atan early day Large tractsof land 
are not available for settlement because the settler can not determine whether 
the title is in the Government or in the railroad company. If he purchase from 
the railroad company and it fails to complete its road and secure the title he 
takes nothing by such purchase, and he can not secure the land under the settle 
ment laws, for the Department is not authorized to treat such lands as public 
land, Besides this, the even sections within the limits of the grants are subject 
to cash entry at not less than $2.50 per acre hus the settler is sometimes com 
pelled to pay a double price for the privilege of owning lands near a railroad 
which is never constructed. 

Doubtless in some cases, the companies having in good faith attempted to 
build within the time fixed, a forfeiture would be a great hardship, and might 
be unjust, but in every case where noeffort was made to construet any portion 
of the road until the expiration of the time fixed, the grant ought to be declared 
forfeited and the land so withheld from the operation of the settlement hiws 
declared public land. 





complete 
claim the 


Yet with these great interests at stake this Congress has deliberately 
refused to act. The Secretary of the Interior, as becomes the head of a 
great Department, is moderate and forbearing. In my judgment a just 
regard for the rights of the people demand that every acre of the for 
feited land should be restored to the public domain 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman trom Indiana. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 53. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think upon a question like this that we should 
have a reasonably fair approach to a quorum. I am only asking to 
restore this appropriation to what it was in years past. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Right here I desire to say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that the amount expended for surveys was decreased more than 
$100,000 by the reduction of rates which were put upon the last bill, 
and which are in this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows that for the tirst time in years this 
appropriation at the last session of Congress was increased to $400,000. 
It has always been $300,000 heretofore 

Mr. HISCOCK. The appropriations for this purpose have been 
$300,000, with the power to use certificates which were given on the 
depositions of pre-emption, assignable to be used all over the country, 
which largely increase the expenses of the surveys beyond what the bill 





caryed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order, as the committee is divid 
ing. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from New York, Mi 
Hiscock, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported there were 
ayes 47, noes 6-4. 

So (there being no further count called for) the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 1361 to 1364, as follows: 


For preliminary survey of unconfirmed and survey of confirmed private land 
claims in New Mexico, at a rate not exceeding $13 dollars per linear mile, and 
office expenses, $8,000. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





In line 1361 strike out the words “ preliminary survey of unconfirmed and 


Mr. DWIGHT. I understand the policy of the Government up to 
| within a very few years has been never to survey unconfirmed land 
| claims. But five or six years ago a provision was enacted upon a sun 
| dry civil bill whereby authority was given to survey unconfirmed as 
| well as confirmed land claims 
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I have looked into one casein connection with this. Some ten years 
ago there was in New Mexico a claim made that covered one square 
league, which amounted to 4,438 acres. Since then it has run up. 
There have been different claims made for the same lands precisely. 
The second claim was for 9,978 acres. And this [holding it up] was the 
map on which thatelaim waspredicated. The third claim was for 17,754 
acres. The fourth wasfor71,0l8acres. And to-day thereis abill pend- 
ing before this Congress which proposes to confirm the title for these 
same lands for 243,000 acres undera survey that was authorized by such 
a provision as this in asundry civilact. A preliminary survey has been 
made and as gentlemen will see by looking at it it covers 243,000 acres; 
the same land precisely, as will be seen by examination of the original 
map, upon which the claim was based and the map and survey made by 
such an appropriation as is proposed by the provisions of this bill, which 
I ask the committee to strike out. 

Gentlemen are invited to examine both maps and judge whether they 
are willing to vote money out‘ot the Treasury to continue this need- 
less and unwise departure from the older and safer policy of not survey- 
ing unconfirmed lands. 

The resalt of such legislation as is now urged has resulted in one case, 
as I have stated, and there are many others of the same character. 

When these lands were originally granted by the Mexican Govern- 
ment the country was poor and the people were all poor, and there was 
but little land desired and but little granted. But now the time has 
come when these large grants pay everybody that holds them better 
profits than almost any other investmentsin thecountry. And now you 
propose to provide for these preliminary surveys. And what will be the 
result’? Somebody who has bought somebody else out, somebody who 
has assumed to get a title, goes to the surveyor-general of the Territory. 
The surveyor-general knows nothing about it, but delegates one of his 
deputies. The deputy goes and the parties are on the ground who are 
interested in extending these lines and increasing these large grants for 
the purpose of making cattle ranches. 

And I understand to-day the man who is making the claim I have 
referred to and has a bill before this Congress for the purpose of con- 
firming the title to what was originally one square league of land and 
which has run up to 243,000 acres, has a large cattle ranch and desires 
these lands in order to use them for that purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. The object in making appropriations for the survey of 
these unconfirmed land grants ought to be obvious to the members of 
this House. Thirty years agoand more I went to California to live and 
to make there my home. I found there every acre of arable land in that 
State was claimed under a Mexican grant. People were settling in that 
State, and every homestead and pre-emption settler did not know but 
the land he was on was claimed to be a Spanish grant. It retarded set- 
tlement in California. It has retarded the settlement of every State 
and Territory in the Union where these Spanish grants exist. And until 
the lands are surveyed by the Government, until the boundaries of these 
grants are ascertained, these cormorants who hold or pretend to hold 
title to large amounts of Spanish lands will claim the whole Territory 
of New Mexico as they claimed at one time the whole State of California. 

This is the only protection you have for actual, bona fide settlers. 
Let the Government make this survey. Letit set apart the lands that 
belonged to the Spanish grants and are covered by them, and let the 
boundaries be fixed by the Government, beyond which the lands shall 
be open to actual settlement. 

There are gentlemen on the floor of this House who know well the 
truth of what I say. My friend and colleague from the San Francisco 
district, who was there at an early day, knows these lands were sought 
to be claimed by owners of these Spanish grants who would have gob- 
bled up the entire arable lands of the State. And until you make the 
boundaries, until the Government has made the survey of these lands 
or orders it to be made, the whole country will be at the mercy of those 
people, and no man who enters on these lands will know whether he is 
making improvements that will not be taken away from him or that 
will not be claimed by some representative of a Spanish grant. Ugtil 
that is done he does not know whether he is making an entry on a 
Spanish grant or on the public domain. 

I know my friend from New York [Mr. DwIGHT] does not want this 
state of affairs to exist. If there can be any reason which can be sug- 
gested why these surveys should not be made, if there is any fraud sus- 
pected, if anybody is to be injured by the Government making an ap- 
propriation for this purpose, let us understand it. But I say from the 
experience I have had with these lands it is the duty of the Government 
to survey them at the earliest practicable moment so as to define their 
boundaries and allow actual settlers to enter on the unoccupied lands 
of the Government. 

These lands were first granted by the Mexican Government to citizens 
of Mexico, and we were bound to respect those grants when we acquired 
thecountry. A grant would be made for, say, five leagues, and then the 
party would claim ten or fifteen leagues. In that way they absorbed all 
the arable lands of the State of California as they are now absorbing 
those of the Territory of New Mexico. 

I say that we should make surveys of these lands and establish bound- 
ary lines between the lands belonging to the Government and those 
covered by these Spanish grants. 


oe cg 8 a (Mr Pa to og out the last word. 
man from California [Mr. PAGE] has made a vi strong argum i 
seems to me, in favor of a bill establishing a prom A and requiring Max. 
ican land-grant claimants togo into that court to establish theirclaims 
and providing that lands shall be surveyed by order of the court, by a 
United States surveyor, so that the Government may know what lands 
in the Territories belong to it and what belong to the land-grant claim- 
ants. The proposition now in this bill, however, to make an appropri- 
ation to survey unconfirmed land grants is certainly not in the direc- 
tion of the argument of the gentleman. 

Propositions have been pending before Congress for years looking to 
the settlement of these land-grant questions, which I admit are a blight 
upon the Western Territories and will continue to be a blight until they. 
are finally settled. But it seems for some reason or other that these 
questions can not be brought forward, can not be acted upon here. 

Although the Government of the United States in its treaty with 
Mexico promised that it would settle these land-grant questions, for 
thirty years they have been outstanding, and for more than twenty years, 
I believe, or nearly twenty years, there has been not more than one or 
two cases where a land grant has been confirmed. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question’ 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it not important that these grants shall be surveyed 
before they can be confirmed by the Government ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. If surveyed they should besurveyed in pursuance 
of some authority of the Government. This bill merely appropriates 
money out of the Treasury to enable private persons to have their lands 
surveyed, whether they have any claim or not. Itis simply in the di- 
rection of aiding them to manufacture claims which may be brought 
forward at some future time, and which may be ripened into more per- 
fect claims. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Will the gentleman permit me to state a fact in 
this connection? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly; I would be very glad to have the gen- 
tleman do so. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Under the act of Congress of July 23, 1866, it 
was made the duty of the United States surveyor-general of California 
to survey and segregate from the public lands any and all ranches de- 
riving title from Mexican grants, which ten months after the passage 
of that act had not been segregated by application from the owners 
thereof. 

The following is the section of the act which prescribes this duty, 
namely: 

Sec. 8. That in all cases where a claim to lands, by virtue of aright or title de- 
rived from Spanish or Mexican authorities, has been finally confirmed, and a 
survey and plat thereof shall not have been requested within ten months from 
the passage of this act, as provided by sections 6 and 7 of the act of July 1, 1864, 
“to expedite the settlement of titles to lands in the State of California,” and in 
all cases where a like claim shall hereafter be confirmed, and a survey and plat 
thereof shall not be requested as provided by said sections within ten months 
after the passage of this act, or any final confirmation hereafter made, it shall be 
the duty of the surveyor-general of the United States for California, as soon as 
practicable after the expiration of ten months from the of this act, or 
such finial confirmation hereafter made, to cause the lines of the public surveys to 
be extended over such lands; and he shall set off, in full satisfaction of such 
grant, and according to the lines of the public surveys, the quantity of land con- 
firmed in such final decree, and as near as can be done in accordance with such 
decree ; and all the land not included in such grant, as so set off, shall be subject 
to the general land laws of the United States: ided, That nothing in this act 

‘shall be construed so as in any manner to interfere with the right of bona fid« 
pre-emption claimants. (United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, 1865-'67, 
Chapter CCXIX, page 220.) 

But in California there never has been an adequate fund to enable 
the surveyor-general of that State to carry out the requirements of that 
act; and so it has come to pass that only those persons owning Mexican 
land grants who chose to ask for the survey and to furnish the funds 
to pay for the surveys have had their grants segregated from the pub- 
lic domain. A 

I have had many conferences on this subject with the United States 
surveyor-general for California, Nevada, and Arizona. The invariable 
complaint in all cases was that he had not had the funds to comply with 
the requirements of this act with regard to those ranches which, after 
the expiration of ten months from the passage thereof, were required 
to be segregated by the surveyor-general from the public lands. 

It is therefore clear that for California at least there is plain and 
ample statutory provision for the survey of all lands having title from 
Mexican ts. 

It is my testimony to this committee that the failure to make the 
separation of these from other lands for fifteen years past has been due 
to the failure of Congress to provide money to pay the necessary ex- 
penses of the work. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The gentleman is mistaken. There was a law ap- 
plicable to California which settled these — of title under form 
oflaw. Ifsurveys failed to be made under that law, then provision ought 
to be made for them. But the provision in this bill is not in that direc- 
tion, and I think the amendment should prevail. ; 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will state for the benefit of the Committee of the 
Whole what little I think I know upon thissubject. Since I have been 
i each annual appropriation bill has carried for the survey 0! 


The gentle- 





in Congress ! 
private lands in New Mexico the same amount, I think, which is carried 
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in this bill, and a like amount has been carried for the Territory of 
Arizona. 

I do not now recall a case in which one of these private land claims 
has been adjudicated, passed upon, and confirmed by Congress. If 
there is one or has been one, I hope some gentleman who knows that 
fact will call my attention to it. 

We put these items in this bill because it seemed to us that if Congress 
was to be the judicial forum where these private land claims were to 
be settled, it was but proper that we should furnish Congress with the 
necessary evidence to act upon the subject. And I will say in this 
connection that it has seemed to me that enough has been appropriated 
during the last five or six years to pile upan immense amount of busi- 
ness for Congress to do in this direction. 

From my experience, and from the experience which we have all had 
in the past, it would seem that Congress would never confirm one of these 
private land claims, and for the reason stated by my colleague from New 
York [Mr. DwiGHT] whenever one of these claims is brought here for 
contirmation, it turns out that there has been something in connection 
with the surveys which is suggestive of fraud. When we go through the 
papers it would seem as if the agent of the Government, the person se- 
lected by the Government, instead of surveying honestly had attempted 
to fabricate a case for the claimant. 

This is what I think I know in reference to these cases; yet if Con- 
gress is to adjudicate upon these claims, it is necessary that we should 
have these lands surveyed. There is no doubt about that. 

If we are to retain in the hands of Congress the power to confirm or 
not confirm these titles, we must have surveys before us to be used in 
considering the question before we enter judgment of confirmation. 
And I do not know that we can strike down these appropriations, be- 
cause it turns out that in some cases our oflicers are dishonest—perhaps 
I ought not to use so harsh a word in connection with them; but it is 


true that theirsurveys have defeated the contirmations of all private land | 


claims, certainly for the last six years. 

Now, I do not know what to do, the committee did not know what 
to do in this connection. I believe for one that some forum should be 
provided as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoNVERSE]. 
[ believe there should be some court into which these parties might go 
and have these claims settled. I do not believe that these claims will 
ever be confirmed by act of Congress, because in the majority of in- 
stances the same kind of facts which my colleague has brought to light 
here will be presented. Mr. Chairman, so fur as I am concerned it is 
a matter of entire indifference to me whether these items be voted in 
or voted out. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Irenewthe amendment. Mr. Chairman, under the 
treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo of 1848 and subsequent legislation this 
question with reference to titles originating under Mexican grant has 


been frequently dealt with. I am not able now (because I have not | 


recently had my attention called to the subject) to give precise infor- 
mation as to the action which has been taken. In the portion of coun- 
try acquired from Spanish America there has been a great deal of 
difficulty about these large land grants. Perhaps no subject has been 
more fruitful of stupendous frauds than land titles in Florida, in the 


Louisiana Territory, in Texas, and in the territory acquired from Mexico | 


under the treaty of 1848. This is so well known to men who have 


been much in the courts of the country that it is proper Congress should | man from New York { Mr. Dy 


be cautious in any action it may take. 

If there is any title which is authorized to be perfected under this 
treaty it must have its descriptive boundaries; it must have its legiti- 
mate foundation in the laws under which it originated. 
that any person has any claim to confirmation unless his title has de- 


It can not be | 


sctiptive boundaries. If so, it has the basis for coming before Congress | 


or the courts to secure confirmation. If it has nosuch thing—if itisa 


proper for Congress to enable some claimant, under some sort of ill-de- 
fined pretense of a right to land, to have asurvey unauthorized by law. 
Why should persons claiming immense land grants as their private prop- 
erty be placed in a higher position than the settler with his one hun- 
(lred and sixty or three hundred and twenty acres? When the settler 
isobliged to litigate the Government does not survey his land for him, 
but he must employ hissurveyor or asurvey must be made by order of 
the court to ascertain the boundaries and the description of his land. 
Why should a different rule prevail where these large grants of many 
leagues are concerned? If any one has a title recognized under the 
treaty of 1848 or under any law of Congress, he knows that he can main- 
‘ain his action in the courts of the country, and if (as often happens in 
litigation) asurvey isnecessary for the more precise determination of the 
boundaries, he-can do as others do—he can ask an order of the court for 


«survey which shall settledisputed questions which can not be settled 
without a survey. 


I can not but believe that the suggestion made a while ago by the | 
gentleman from Ohio is true; that the object is to enable men to get a | 


descriptive survey with precise boundaries in order to give them a foot- 
hold in the courts of the country to which they are not now entitled, 
and enable them to absorb large bodies of the public land. I trust that 
the amendment will be adopted. : 
Mr. McLEAN, of Missouri. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know whether there are or not. 
Mr. CONVERSE. None made for the last twenty years. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York make the 


motion to strike out? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not, but I think that is the proper motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be entertained unless made. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I make the motion. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard a moment on 
the motion to strike out. Ido not think that the committee under- 
stands either the nature of the law covering private land claims iu the 
territory of New Mexico, or the real merits of the pending question. 
There can be no doubt that the House desires tocarry out in good faith 
tue stipulations of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo concerning the rights 
of those citizens whose allegiance by the triumph of American arms was 
transferred to ourGovernment and whose property interests we solemnly 
covenanted to protect and secure by the terms of that treaty. 

Marvelous as it may seem, Mr. Chairman, this Congress seems to have 
lost sight of the great fact that in 1854 a former Congress enacted a law 
which prescribed the exact mode in which these titles were to be tested 
and contirmed, and by which the provisions of the treaty as to land 
titles resting thereunder should be carried into effect. And yet we are 
proceeding here, if this motion prevails, precisely as though we had no 
such law on the statute-books, as if no such law had ever been enacted 
or rule of action prescribed for the enforcement of the treaty, and as I 
believe in direct violation of the letter and the spirit of the treaty, the 
law of 1854, and the instructions given by the Department of the In- 
terior to the surveyor-general of New Mexico pursuant to that law 
and to give it effect. 

By law the surveyor-general is required to examine the title to the 
grant and report his findings both of law and fact to the Secretary of the 
Interior, who in turn reports the same to Congress for its consideration 
and action thereon; and here, and here only, can the claimant find a 
court that can confirm and settle his rights as the law now stands. And 
yet here are distinguished men of this Congress of the American people 
in their places upon this floor telling us that we may go into the courts 
of the Territories and get a title to these unconfirmed land grants, or 
that we may in the courts obtain orders for a survey of the same at 
our willand at our convenience. We have denied to the courts by this 
very law of Congress all such power, and made Congress the only court 
having jurisdiction of the subject. 

Why can not we ascertain, as becomes members of Congress charged 
with the responsibility, being as we are the law-making power of this 
great country, our duties and the duty of this Government toward the 
parties owning these claims? We ought to discharge the solemn duty. 
Why, it is said if you survey the unconfirmed grants the Government 
must pay the expense. Mr. Chairman, if they are a part of the public 
domain, then it should pay the expense; but we have a law which in 
express terms requires the owner of the grants to pay every dollar of 
that expense if his title is confirmed thereto. Here are maps and dia- 
grams of a preliminary survey, brought in here by the gentleman from 
New York to show the frauds which he claims has occurred under this 
class of grants. 

What is the modus operandi? There is the surveyor-general, there 
is that Department of the Interior having control of these surveys, and 
every one of these questions are submitted to them, examined, reviewed, 
and understood, until if there is any tribunal on earth that can judge 
whether the survey is correct or not it is that Department. It passes 
the scrutiny and most rigid examination of the best experts that the 
Government can employ one after another. And yet in the face and 
eyes of all that we are asked to assume that these three or four great 
Departments are either guilty of fraud or that they do not know their 
business, because somebody here totally ignorantof the true condition 
and the facts of the case and of all the law governing this subject asks 
us to do so on a mere whisper perhaps floating in the air of Washi 
We have no right to so assume, and there is no ground for so doing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say these preliminary surveys are not bind- 
ing on any Department of the Government. 

We have nota bill on this subject, not a single bill pending before 
Congress, which does not authorize the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of the Land Office to make a resurvey to determine 
whether they conform to the original preliminary surveysand are correct. 

I say this Government has never committed a ou Con- 
gress never slept on a right more sacred than that which ve and 
now denies to the people of these Territories under the t és made 
in 1848. 

Mr. Chairman let us go to work and learn the law if we do not know 
it, and take another day to come and discuss this question in the light 
of the law made by Congress itself. 

Permit me, sir, to cite the following letter from the Commissioner of 
the Land Office in 1854 to the surveyor-general of New Mexico, full 
and complete on this subject: 

Instructions to the surveyor-general of New Mexico by John Wilson, Commissioner of 
the Land Office. 


GENERAL LAND Orricer, August 21, 1854. 
Srr: The es section of the act approved 22d July last, forthe establishment 
of the office of surveyor-general in New Mexico, declares as follows : 
“Spc. 8 And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the surveyor- 
weneral, under such instructions as may be given by the Secretary of the In- 











terior, to ascertain the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims 

under the laws, usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico; and for this stands 
may issue notices, summon witnesses, administer oaths, and do and 
other necessary acts in the premises. 

‘* He shall make a full report on all such claimsas originated before 
of the Territory to the United States by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1848 
denoting the various grades of title, with his decision as to the validity or inva. 
lidity of each of the same under the laws, , and customs of the country be- 
fore to the United States; and shall also make a report in regard to 
all pueblos existing inthe Territory, showing the extentand locality of each, stat- 
ing the number of inhabitants in the said me ae respectively, and the nature 
of their titles to the land. Such report to be made according to the form which 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; which report shall be laid 
before Congress for such action thereon as may be deemed just and proper, with 
a view to confirm bona fide grants, and give full effect to the treaty of 1848 be- 
tween the United States and Mexico; and until the final action of Congress on 
such claims all lands shall be reserved from or other disposal by the Govy- 
ernment, and shall not be subject to the donations granted by the previous pro- 
viphe dut y which this devo! the 

e duty w tl enactment olves upon surveyo! neralis highly 
important and responsible. He has it in charge to spoon a faithful re 7 “y 
all the land titles in New Mexico which had their origin before the United States 
succeeded to the sovereignty of the country, and the law contemplates such a 
report as ay ye eet tomake a just and ~ + discrimination between 
such asare bona and should be confirmed and asare fraudulent or other- 
wise destitute of merit, and ought to be 

The treaty of 1848 between the United 
utes at Large, volume 9, 922) expressly stipulates in the eighth and ninth 
articles for the security and protection of private property. The terms there 
employed in this respect are the same in substance as those used in the treaty 
of 1803, by which the French Republic ceded the ancient province of Louisiana 
to the United States, and consequently in the examination of foreign titles in 
New Mexico you will have the aid of the enlightened decisions and the princi- 
ples therein developed of the Supreme Court of the United States upon the tities 
— were based upon the treaty of cession and the laws of Congress upon the 
su . 

The security to private property for which the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
—— is in accordance with the principles of public law as universally 
acknowledged by civilized nations. F 

“The people nge their allegiance ; their relation to their ancient sovereign 
is dissolved ; but their relations to each other, and their rights of property, re- 
main undisturbed.” (United States vs. Perchman, 7th Peters’s Reports.) 

In the ease of the United States vs. Arredondo and others, 6th Peters’s Reports 
the Supreme Court declare that Congress “‘ have ad , as the basis of all 
their acts, the palecipie that the law of the province in w the land is situated 
is the law which gives efficacy to the grant, and by which it is to be tested 
whether it was property at the time the treaties took effect.” 

Upon the same basis Congress has in the present act of legislation, 
which requires the Sorverecquocsal, under instructions from Secretary of 
the Interior, to ascerfain the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims 
to land “ under the laws, u , and customs of Spain and Mexico,” and arms 
the surveyor-general with power for the purpose by authorizing him to “ issue 
notices, summon witnesses, administer oaths, and do and perform all other nec- 
essary acts in the premises.” 

The private land titles in New Mexico are derived from the authorities of 01d 
Spain as well as of Mexico. Among the “ necessary acts’? contemplated by the 
law and required of you is that you shall— 

First. Acquaint yourself with the land system of Spain as applied to her ultra- 
marine possessions, the general features of which are found—modified, of course. 
by local requirements and usages—in the former provinces and dependencies of 
that monarchy on this continent. Forthis purpose your must examine the laws 
of Spain, the royal ordinances—decrees and regulations as collected in White's 
Recopilacion, two volumes. 


‘orm all 


the cession 


tes and Mexico (United States Stat- 


By the acts of Con approved 26th May, 1824, 23d May, 1828, and 17th June, 
1844 (United States tes at Large, vol. 4 page 52 chap. 173; page 284, chap. 
70; and vol. 5, page 676, chap. 95), the Uni district courts were opened 


for the examination and adjudication of foreign tities. Numerous cases on ap- 
peal under these laws, and other cases on writs of error, in which actions on eject- 
ment in the courts below had been instituted, were brought before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where the — of property under inceptive and 
imperfect titles which originated under Spanish system have been thor- 
oughly examined and discussed with eminent A : 

‘or these decisions I refer you to Peters's and Howard's Reports of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It is important you should carefully 
examine in connection with the Spanish law, and the legislation of Con- 
gress on the subject, in order that you may understand and be able to apply the 
principles of the Spanish system as understood and expounded by the authori- 
ties of our Government. 


. Upon r arrival at Santa Fé you will make application to the 
povernpe of the for such of the archives as relate to grants of land 
the former authorities of the coun You will see that they are kept in « 


place of security from fire, or other dents, and that access is allowed only 
to land owners who may find it necessary to refer to their title records, and 
sueh references must be made under your eye, or that of a sworn employé of 
the Government. ° 

You will proceed at once to arrange and classify the papers in the order of 
date, and have them properly and substantially bound. You will then have 
schedules marked (1) of them made out in yy and will prepare abstracts 
(No. 2), also in duplicate, of all the grants found in the records, showing the 
names of grantees, date, and locality, by whom conceded, and under what 


You will in duplicate, from the archives or authoritative sources, # 
document (Ro. 3) exhibi the names of all the officers of the Territory who 
held the = ae of — ng — — the pe settlement of Ad Terri- 
tory change of government, indicating several periods of their in- 
ec , the nature and extent of their powers lands; whether, 
and to what extentand under what conditions and limitations, authority existed 
in the governors or political chiefs to distribute (repartir) the public domain, 
whether in any class of cases they had the power to make an absolute grant: 
and, if so, for what maximum in area, or whether subject to the affirmance of 
the department or supreme Y adao ow pad whether the ish surveying sys 
tem was in operation, and since what period in the country and under what 
organization ; also, with verified copies in the and translations of the 
laws and decrees of the Mexican Republic, and regulations which may have 
been adopted LA geoeel government of that republic for the disposal of the 
public lands in New Mexico. ‘ 

Herewith you will receive a table of land measures adopted by the Mexican 
Government, translated from the “ Ordenanzas de Tierras y Aguus,” by Mar- 
anus Galvan, edition of 1844, as printed in Executive Document No. 17, first se> 
sion Thirty-first Congress, House of Representatives, containing much valuable 
information on the subject of California and New Mexico, and of which docu- 
ment I would invite your 1 and careful examination. i 

In a report of the idth November, 1851, from the surveyor-general of Califor- 
nia, it is stated that al] the grants, &c., of lots orlands in ifornia, made either 


by the Spanish Government or that of Mexico, refer to the “ vara” of Mexico * 
of length ; that by common consent in California that measure '* 


the measure 














of 


of 
ve 
cts 
he 
rat 


A 
rho 
rri- 
in- 
1eT, 
ted 
1in ; 
unt: 
e 0 
sys 
yhat 
the 
ave 
the 


ican 
ari 
ses 
hable 
ocn- 


ifor- 
ither 


re is 


1883. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Sl4l 








considered as exactly equivalent to thirty-three American inches. That officer 
then inclosed to us copy of a document he had obtained as being an extract of a 
treaty made by the Mexican Government, from which it would seem that an- 
other length is given to the “vara;" and by J. H. Alexander's (of Baltimore) 


Dicti of Weights and Measures, the Mexican vara is stated to be equal to 
92.741 of pho ard. 


This office, however, has sanctioned the recognition in California of the Mex- 
ican vara as being equivalentto thirty-three Americaninches. You willcarefully 
compare the data furnished in the table herewith, and in the foregoing, with the 

ish measurements in use in New Mexico, and will report whether they are 
*Rentical; or if varied in any respect by law or usage, you will make a report 
of all the particulars. “ " 
You should also add to “document No. 3” the forms used under the former 
vernments to obtain gran with the initiatory proceeding, namely : 
the petition, and indicati e several successive acts until the title was com- 
pleted. A copy of the “schedule,” ‘‘abstract,”’ and “document” required of 
you in the foregoing, duly authenticated by you, should constitute a part of the 
permanent files of the surveyor-general’s o , and duplicates of them should 
be sent as soon as practicable to the Department of the Interior. 
The know 


col mate: and making out the documents called for by these instruc- 
tions, will enable you to enter understandingly upon the work of receiving and 


experience you will acquire in arranging the archives, 


examining the testimony which may be presented to you by land claimants and | 


prepare your report thereon for the action of Con . 
In the first instance, you will provide vault with a journal, consisting of 
substantially bound volume or volumes, which is to constitute a complete rec- 
ord of your official proceedings in regard to land titles; and with a suitable 
docket, for the entry therein of claims in the order of their presentation, and so 
arranged as to at a glance a brief statement of each case, its number, 
name of original and nt claimant, area, locality, from what authority de- 
rived, nature of title whether complete or incomplete, and your decision thereon. 
Your first session should be held at Santa Fé and your su uent sessions at 
such places and periods as public convenience may suggest, of which you will 
ive timely notice to the segeeemnent, You will commence your session by giv- 
fe roper public notice of the same in a newspaper of the largest circulation in 
the ish and Spanish languages ; will make known your readinessto receive 
notices and testimony in support of the land claims of individuals derived be- 
fore the change of government. 


You will require claimants in ae So and give public notice to that effect, | 
t 


to file a written notice setting forth the name of the present claimant, name of 
the ori 1 claimant, nature of claim, whether inchoate or perfect; its date ; 
from what authority the ori i title was derived, with a reference to the evi- 
dence of the power and authority under which the granting officer may have 
acted; quantity claimed 


tablish the claim, and to show a transfer of right from the original grantee to 
the present claimant. 

You will also require of every claimant an authorized plat of survey, if a sur- 
vey has been executed, or other evidence showing the precise localigy and extent 
of the tract claimed. This is indispensable in order to avoid any doubt here- 
after in reserving from sale as contemplated by law the particular tract or parcel 
of land for which a claim may be duly filed, or in communicating the title to the 
same hereafter in the event of a final confirmation. 

The effect of this will be not only to save claimants from embarrassments and 
difficulties inseparable from the presentation and adjudication of claims with 
indefinite limits, but will promote the welfare of the country generally by fur- 
nishing the eareren panecel with evidence of what is claimed as private prop- 
erty under treaty the act of July 22, 1854, thus enabling him to ascertain 
what is undisputed public land, and to proceed with the public surveys accord- 
ingly witnout awai a final action of Congress upon that subject. 

You will take care to guard the public against fraudulent or antedated claims, 
and will bring the title-papers to the test of the genuine signatures, which you 
should collectof the grant ng officers, as well as the test of the official registers or 
abstracts which may exist of the titles issued by the granting officers. In grant- 
ing all cases of course the original title-papers are to be produced, or loss ac- 
counted for, and where copies are presented they must be authenticated; and 
your report should also state the precise character of the papers acted upon by 
you, whether originals or otherwise; where the claim may be presented by a 
party as present claimant in right of another you must be satisfied that the de- 
raignment of title is complete, otherwise the entry and your decision should be 
in favor of the legal peepecenteiives of the original grantee. 

Your journal should be prefaced by a record of the laws under which you are 
required to act, and of your commission and oath of office, and should contain 
a full record of the notice and evidence in support of each claim, and of your 
decision, 7 | forthas succinctly and concisely as possible all the leading facts, 
particulars, and principles applicable to the case, and upon which such decision 
may be founded. All the original papers should of course be carefully num- 

filed, and preserved; and upon each should be indorsed the volume and 
page of the record in which Dex are eatered, and such reference should be made 
on the journal and docket as will properly connect them with each other. Your 
docket should be a condensed exhibit of every case, and of your decision. The 
claim both as to grade and dignity may be classified by numerals or alphabet- 
ically accompanied by explanatory notes in such a manner that it will show 
every case confirmed and every one rejected by you. 

In the ease of any town lot, farm lot, or pasture lots held under a grant from 
any corporation or town to which lands may be granted for the establishment 
of atown by the Spanish or Mexican Government, or the lawful authorities 
thereof, or in the case of any city, town, or village lot, which city, town, or village 
existed at the time ion was taken of New Mexico by the authorities of tue 
United States, the claim to the same may be presented by the corporate author- 
ities; or where the land on which the said city, town, or village was originally 
xranted to an individual the claim may be presented by or in the name of such 
individual, and the fact being proved to you of the existence of such city, town, 
or village at the period when the United States tqok possession may be consid- 
ered by you as prima facie evidence of a grant to such corporation or to the in- 
dividuals under whom the lot-holders claim, and where any city, town, or village 
shall be in existence at the of the act of July 22, 1854, the claim for the 
land abeneed within the limits of the said city, town, or village. 


Such ple sanctioned by the act of 3d March, 1851, for the adjudica- 
tion of and Mexican claims in California, and I think itsapplication and 
adoption in regard to claims in New Mexico. 


In the month of March, 1849, there was published in the Atlantic States an ex- 
tract of a letter dated December 12, 1848, at Santa Fé, New Mexico, purporting 
to be from a officer of the Army, in which it was stated thatthe prefect at 
he Paso del Norte for the last few months been very active in disposing (for 

is own benefit) of all lands in that vicinity that are valuable, antedating the 
title to said purchasers that these land titles would be made a source of profit- 
— litigation, &e. It will be your duty to subject all papers under suspicion of 
2 to the severest scrutiny and test in order tosettle the question of their gen- 
ws will also collect information from authentic sources in reference to the 

ws of f minerals, and ascertain what conditions were at- 
tached to grants embracing mines; whether or not the laws and policy of the 
N governments conferred absolute title in granting lands of this class in 
thet . Itis proper also, and you are instructed in the case of every claim 
t may be filed, to ascertain from the parties and require testimony as to 





; locality, notice, and extent of conflicting claims, ifany ; | 
with a reference to the documentary evidence and testimony relied upon to es- | 


| whether the tracts claimed are mineral or agricultural; and you will be careful 


| to make the necessary discrimination in the record of your proceedings and in 
| your docket. 


Your report should be divided into two parts. Part first should embrace indi- 
vidual and municipal claims, and should be prepared in the manner comtem 
plated by law, and in accordance with the requirements in the foregoing instrue- 
tions. The law further requires you also to make a report in regard to all pue- 

| blos existing in the Territory, showing the extent and locality of each; stating 
the numbers of inhabitants in the said pueblos respectively, and the nature of 

| their titles to the land. Part second of your report should be devoted to this 
branch of yourduty. It will be your business to collect data from the records and 
other authentic sources relative to these pueblos, so that you will enable Con 

ss to understand the matter fully and legislate in such a manner as will do 

| Justice to all concerned. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis possible, Mr. Chairman, that I may be mis 

| taken about the confirmation of these land claims, and therefore | 

think the motion had better be limited to strike out the words sng- 

| gested by the gentleman from New York, the original motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. That question will then be submitted to the 
committee in the original form. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I want to correct a plausible statement which my 
friend from Wisconsin has made in his remarks. He stated that the 
Government has the means of determining all these facts, and the amount 
of land contained in these grants from the surveys. I made some in- 
quiries at the Land Department in reference to the matter and I have 
just this word to add. I want to ask but a moment as | would like to 
read the questions and replies, for they are certainly in contradiction of 
what the distinguished gentleman has just said. I wrote to the De 
partment of the Interior asking these questions: 

First. What quantity of land is conta ‘ned in the grant? 

Second, Whether the ancient boundaries of the corners or the landmarks 
| mentioned in the original record have been preserved as a guide to the later 

survey? 

Third. Whether the original grant, which as applied for to the governor and 
captain-general, was for a league and a half more or less is now extended so as 
to be some thirty or thirty-five miles in area’ 

Fourth. What facts the Department is in possession of respecting the position 


the quantity of land granted, nor means at hand of ascertaining the same other 
than transcripts of the papers embraced in the surveyor-general’s report and the 
plat of preliminary survey, all of which are before Congress. 


of the whole tract claimed by those claiming title or those under whom they 
claim? 
| The answer of the Department is as follows: 
| I have the honor to state in reply, first, that this office has no knowledge as to 


Now, that is what the Department states, and then again it goes on 

It will be seen that in the petition for the grant the applicants designated 
boundaries and estimated the extent of the tract asked for at “one leagueand a 
half on each side, more or less,’’ which would give an area of two and one-quar 
ter leagues, equal to 9,987.08 acres. 
| Now, that is what the Land Department says, and notwithstanding 
| that, the distinguished gentleman who has just taken his seat is here 
with a bill before Congress asking for 243,000 acres of land, and that 
this shall be confirmed to these applicants under the preliminary surveys 
which have been made. I have therefore made this motion to strike 
out. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Now a word in reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. This debate is entirely out of order. 

Mr. HAZELTON. But let me call the gentleman’s attention to a 
mistake he has made. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I have given my authority for the statement 

Mr. HAZELTON. But the gentleman misrepresents me. He says 
I am here with a bill. The Committee on Private Land Claims is here 
with abill. Iamnot. He says they have no evidence down here in 
the Interior Department about these surveys. Why, they have the 
field-notes. They have all the preliminary surveys. : 

Mr. DWIGHT. The Department say they have no such information 
as the gentleman claims, as I have shown by the written statement of 
the Department itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DwiGcur], the gentleman from Kansas 
having withdrawn the motion made byhim. The question is on strik- 
ing out the words indicated in the amendment of the gentleman from 
| New York. 
| Mr. ANDERSON. I rise toa question of order. The committee 
| voted on that. 
| The CHAIRMAN. By consent that vote was nullified. 

The question being taken on Mr. DwiGHT’s amendment to strike out 
the words ‘‘ preliminary survey of unconfirmed and,”’ it was agreed to. 
| The Clerk read lines 1365 to 1368, as follows: 





For preliminary survey of unconfirmed and survey of confirmed private land 
claims in Arizona, at a rate not exceeding $13 per linear mile, and office expenses, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the same amendment be made in this as 
in the previous section by striking out the words ‘‘ preliminary survey 
of unconfirmed and.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that amendment will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 
| The Clerk read lines 1369 to 1372, as follows: 

For the protection of public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appro- 

| priation, $60,000, of which sum $15,000 shall be immediately available 


Mr. POUND. I desire on behalf of the Committee on the Public 














sl 


Lands to submit a very important amendment to this clause, which I 
believe will be accepted by the Committee on Appropriations. I ask 
the Clerk to read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 1°72, after the word “available,” insert the following : 

* Provided, That the pre-emption laws, together with all laws authorizing the 
filing of declaratory statements for entriesof the public lands by agent or attor- 
ney, be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided further, That this repeal 
shall not affect the disposal of lands under treaty stipulations with Indian tribes, 
nor be deemed to impair any legal rights heretofore acquired under the laws 
hereby repealed; but all existing settlements, entries, or filings ry A be per- 
ected upon proper proof of the lawful and bona fide character of said claims and 
of deve compliance with the provisions and requirements of the laws under 
host itlements, or filings were made: And provided further, That 
heretofore made or may hereafter make a bona fide entry 
under the homestead laws shall have the privilege of paying the 
minimum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time before the ex- 
piration of five years from the dateof entry and after actual residence, improve- 
nd cuitivetion has been maintained for a period of not less than two and 

i ; and it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the 
| Land Office to require evidence of actual compliance with the require- 
ments of law in respect to settlement, residence, improvement, and cultivation 
in all cases in which title now is or may hereafter be claimed under the home- 
d or other settlement or improvement laws of the United States: And pro- 
vided fu Phat person applying for the benefits of the timber-culture 
laws shall make his cntiry in person, at the proper local land office, and shall 
make affidavit that he is an actual resident of the county, State, or Territory in 
which the land is situated, and that he has not entered into any contract or 
agreement to relinquish the entry he may make, and that he has no present or 
prospective purpose of making such relinquishment; and the offering for sale, 
asa matter of traflic or speculation, of relinquishments of public land entries 
shall be deemed pr eevidepee that such entries were made for speculative 
purpose nel ne ood faith, as required by law, and such entries shall there- 
npon be liable to llation by the Commissioner of -he General Land Office, 
uid the land covered thereby shal! be deemed subject tc entry by the first legal 
ind the first section of the act of May M4, 1880 (authorizing lands cov- 


whi ch entries, s 
any person who l 


of pubblie lands 


meiut 


one-half years ereniry 


Genera 


sla 


pee fare 
tin 


upp! i 


ered } nquished claims to be held as open to settlement or entry without 
further action by the Commissioner of the General Land Office), and all other 
vets and parts of acts inconsistent herewith, are hereby repealed: And provided 
furt Phat when the timber-culture entry shall have once been made ona 
tract of public land subject to such entry, and the same shall be canceled or re- 
linquished, the land covered thereby shall thereafter be subject to entry only 


under the timb 
the requirens 

Mr. VALENTINE 
the Ilouse last evening relieved this amendment from the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, No gentleman has made the point of order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. My question is whether the action of the House 
relieved it from the point of order? 

Che CILAIRMAN, ‘That is for the gentleman to decide. 

Mr. VALENTINE. LI desire to make the point of order if the action 
of the House last night did not annul the right todo so. The point 
of order is that the amendment is new legislation, or that it changes 
existing law and is not in the line of retrenchment. 

The CHLAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [ Mr. PouNnpD], unless the gentleman from Nebraska desires to be 
heard further on the point of order. 

Mr. POl Che gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 


r-culture laws; and no patent shall be issued for such land until 
its of such laws shall have been fully complied with.” 


ND 
submits to the Chair the question whether or not the House on yester- 
day relieved this amendment from being amenable to the point of order 
were it to be r ed 
Mr. VALENTINE 


If the Chair will decide that question it may 
settle the whole matter. 


itisthe opinion of someof the members here 
that the action of the House relieved the amendment from liability to 
the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair supposes the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin is familiar with the matter, and will hear him. 


Mr. POUND. Lread from the Recorp what took place inthe House 
last evening: 
Mr. Ryan, Task unanimous consent that the bill (HH, R. 4993) to repeal the laws 


allowing the pre-emption of the public lands and amending the homestead law 
be taken from the Llouse Calendar and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, with power to report it with or without amendments, The object is to 
have the bill reported as an amendmentto the bill making provision for the sun- 
dry civil expensesof the Government. The bill is for the purpose of preventing 
frands in connection with the publie lands, 


Mr. uur, | suewest that the bill had better be read. 
Mr. RvAN, Lt is the same that we have reported, 
Mr. Eats. Ido not insist on the reading. 


» fompore 


The SPEAKER p Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Kansas? 


Phere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


the CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that that order of the 
House gave power to the Committee on Appropriations. Does the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin report it from his committee ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. On the part of the Committee on Appropriations I 
accept the amendment, and if more is needed I will move it on the 
part of that committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as this is concerned, it is the Committee 
on Appropriations that is authorized to make the report. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I make the report. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat it as an amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VALENTINE. [still insiston the point of order that the amend- 
ment is not germane, that it changes existing law, and that it does not 
retrench expenditures. 

Mr. ATKINS. Task the gentleman in charge of the bill, who accepts 


. 


! wish to ask the Chair whether the action of 


| there is not more in the amendment offered by the gentleman fron, 
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thisamendment in the name of the Committee on Appropriations whet}; 
Wisconsin [Mr. PounpD] than the gentleman from New York [Mr. }{is- 
COCK] was authorized to accept? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think not. 

Mr. RYAN. I answer, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked the chairman of the Commit. 
tee on Appropriations if he reported this as a report of the Committ. 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from New York answers }. 
does report it from the Committee on Appropriations. The question 
therefore is as to the point of order made to the amendment reported 
under those circumstances. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to say in connection with my statement tha; 
I do not regard this amendment amenable to the point of order, eve 
though the action of the House yesterday had not been had. 

The CHAIRMAN. As long as this is now offered as an amendment 
from the Committee on Appropriations, the Chair would prefer that 
the point of order be argued with reference to that condition of the 
amendment. 

Mr. POUND. The Chair and the Committee of the Whole will bear 
in mind that this amendment is to a provision which appropriates 
$60,000, of which sum $15,000 shall be immediately available, to pro 
tect the public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation 
That this amendment is in the interest of economy and retrenchment 
is made apparent by reason of the fact that it is to prevent the fraud 
ulent and illegal entry of public lands by repealing the laws unde: 
which those fraudulent entries are now made. 

The frauds alluded to and to be prevented by this appropriation of 
$60,000 have mainly arisen under the pre-emption laws. Originally 
the pre-emption law was a beneficent one, but it must be evident to ail 
familiar with the subject that to-day at least nine-tenths of all the en- 
tries made under the pre-emption laws are fraudulent and involve per 
jury and corruption. It is therefore made necessary for the Govern- 
ment to appropriate $60,000 to prevent those illegal entries. 

It will @ertainly be in the interest of economy to repeal the laws 
under which those illegal entries are now made. This repealing pro- 
vision preserves the homestead law under which all bona fide settk 
ments can be made, modifying that law by extending the time of ac 
quiring title from six months to two and a half years. 

And furthermore it will be apparent to the committee and the Chai: 
that if these pre-emption laws are repealed the clerical force employe 
in the local land offices and in the General Land Office may be very 
much lessened, and the expense incurred in those different offices undc: 
those laws be done away with. 

Mr. VALENTINE. If the Chair decides that the action of the House 
has not taken it out of my power to make the point of order, 1 would 
like to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that his recollection is not 
in accordance with the statement which has been read from the Rr 
ORD. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Nor is mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair therefore has sent for the Jou 
nal, which is the highest authority, and will direct the Clerk to rea: 
that portion of the Journal referring to this matter. 

/ The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, the bill of the House (If. If 
4993) to repeal the laws allowing pre-emption of the public lands, and amendiny 
the homestead law, was taken from the House Calendar, and with the accom- 
panying report referred to the Committee on Appropriations with the power to 
report the same with or without amendment as an amendment to the bil! of the 
House (H. R, 7595) (sundry civil appropriation bill). 

The CHAIRMAN, It will appear that power was expressly given 
by the House to the Committee on Appropriations to report this as :n 
amendment to the pending bill, and the Chair decides that it is now 
before the Committee of the Whole for its action. 

Mr. VALENTINE. And the question of its being germane is not 
now before the committee for its consideration at all? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not under the action of the House. 

Mr. POUND. Upon the merits of the proposition I desire to say 
that the Committee on Pablic Lands have had this subject under care 
ful consideration and have given it very exhaustive examination. They 
learned that the Commissionerof the General Land Office especially has 
from time to time recommended the repeal of these pre-emption !aws. 

Perhaps the merits of the question can be better presented to thc 
committee by the reading of the report which the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands authorized to be made touching a bill embracing the same 
provisions as this amendment. I will therefore ask the committee to 
listen to the reading of the report submitted by the gentleman fiom 
Minnesota [Mr. Strat] from the Committee on Public Lands upon 
this subject, and if a little more time than five minutes be required tor 
its reading I hope the committee will by unanimous consent permit 
the entire report to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk can read until the time of the gentle- 
man expires. 
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I move to further amend by striking out ‘‘ two 
sothat it will read: 
After actual residence, improvement, and cultivation have been maintained 


Mr. STRAIT. I will yield to the gentleman my time for the pur- Mr. PETTIGREW. 
pose of having the entire report read. and one-half ’’ and inserting ‘‘ one and one-half ;’’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | for a period of not less than one and one-half years after entry. 
the laws allow re-emption of the public lands, and amending | 7 
1905) to repeal law, submis the following report : The CHAIRMAN. 


The pre-em n law and the various amendments which have been made to 
it from time to time were enacted for the purpose of reserving the publicdomain 
to the oceupation of actual settlers, and for many years was the only law under 
which title could be — to unoffered lands. ¢ 

The effect of this law throughout the entire region where the public lands were 
situated was of the most beneficent character, and saved a large region of coun- 
try from be taken for the purpose of be ager But, with the subsequent 
passage of the omestead act, there seemed to be little use forthe pre-emption law, 
as those who, in good faith, desired to occupy the public lands for the purpose 
of establishing homes could do so to much better advantage under the provisions 
of the homestead law. And since the passage of the homestead law the pre- 
emption act, asa rule, has been “used only to be abused,” and since that time 
the most extensive frauds have been committed under this law. : 

Your committee are informed that in many sections of the country the evasion 
of the law has become a regularly organized business, and that officesare opened 
for the express of pre-empting and selling lands located under the pre- 
emption law. en are employed and paid definite amounts to make pre-emp- 
tion 1ocations, and agreements are made to transfer lands so acquired the mo- 
ment the title vests in them. But, beyond making such agreements in defiance 
of law, these locations, in many cases, are, in every,respect, fraudulent, the par- 
ties to them never making the required improvements, and seldom going upon 
the land claimed. The consequence is that this law, which was so wisely en- 
acted, and which for a long time after its enactment was so beneficent in its re- 
sults, is now made use of almost exclusively to accomplish results that it was 
e to prevent, to wit, the ing or transferring of the public domain into 
the hands of speculators instead of reserving it for the actual settler; and not only 
this, but, in too many cases, passing into the hands of dishonest speculators, who 
are willing to become parties to perjury and fraud. 

With this state of things existing to so alarming an extent in all sections of 
the country where there is any Government land, and more especially in regions 
where the land is almost entirely valuable for its timber, coupled with the fact 
that the actual bona fide settler can acquire title to land for a home without 
money and without price, there seems no good reason why the pre-emption law 
should longer remain on the statute-book, and your committee therefore recom- 
mend its repeal. 


Your committee, in order to give effectiveness to this repeal and to prevent ' 


the consummation of the same class of frauds under the homestead act, com- 
mend the provision extending the time in which homestead claimants can com- 
mute payment, The bill under consideration extends this time from six to 
eighteen months. Your committee recommend that this time be further ex- 
tended to thirty months. 


The question of the repeal of the pre-emption law and the amendment of a 


homestead law is not a new one, but has been repeatedly urged by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. In his last report he uses the following 


language : 

“Previous to the passage of the homestead laws the pre-emption system af- 
forded the only means by which settlers could acquire title to unoffered lands. 
The wise policy of Congress, maintained for many years, has been to withhold 
the public lands from disposal at ordinary cash sale, with a view to their occu- 
pation by actual settlers, and to prevent the appropriation of large bodies by in- 
dividuals for speculative purposes. The pre-emption system was designed to 
enable actual settlers to establise their homes on the public domain, and thus to 
improve and build up the country. 

“ With the passage of the homestead act, however, the pre-emption law be- 
came of less importance, and recent supplemental legislation having placed 
hom: parties on an equal footing in all respects with pre-emptors, the 
special utility of the pre-emption law for purposes of bona fide settlement on the 
publie lands has wholly ceased. 

“Any person who could make a pre-emption entry can make a homestead 
entry. Any land that can be entered under the pre-emption laws can also be 
entered under the homestead laws. Under the homestead laws, also, the home- 
stead party may purchase the land entered by him within the same time, upon 
the same terms, and by the same proofs as in pre-emption cases. There is there- 
fore no — necessity for continuing the double system in operation. A 
repeal of the penptios law would simplify the public business and be in the 
interest of public economy and good administration. Such repeal would, more- 


over, remove one of the causes of frauds in land entries which have approached ¥ 


great magnitude. The correspondence of this office, and reports from officers 
and special agents, indicate that a material proportion of the pre-emption entries 
now made are fraudulent in character, being chiefly placed upon valuable timber 
or mineral lands, or water rights, and made in the interest and by the procure- 
ment of others, and not for the purpose of residence and improvement by the 
professed pre-emptor.”’ 

Your committee, believing that the remainder of the public domain should 
be saeredly held for the actual settlers who are now crowding to the frontier in 
such large numbers, and that few opportunities would be left to speculators 
to aequire lands for speculation, urgently recommend the passage of this bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Hiscock] on behalf of the Committee 
on Appropriations. j 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move toamend the amendment so as to strike 
out the words ‘‘public-land entries’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the 


words ‘‘entries made under the provisions of the timber-culture laws.”’ | 


It would be very unjust to homestead settlers if the provision of the 
amendment to prevent frauds should be confined to the tree-culture 
entries. 


Mr. RYAN. That is right. 
Mr. POUND. Letthe Clerk read that clause as it will be if amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That any person applying for the benefit of the timber-culture laws shall 
his entry in n at the proper local Jand office, and shall make affidavit 
that he is an aanaek vecktens of the county and State or Territory in which the 
land is situated, and that he has not entered into any contract or agreement to 
rrender the entry he may make, and that he has no present or prospective 
purpose of making any such relinquishment; and the offering for sale as a mat- 
ter of traffic or tion of relinquishments of entries made under the pro- 
visions of the tim ulture laws shall be deemed prima facie evidence that such 
entries were mace for speculative purposes, Kc. 


Mr. POUND. I do not think there is any objection to that amend- 
ment. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


F 


Is there objection to that amendment to the 
| amendment ? 


Mr. POUND. There is. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Chairman, when a settler enters upon a 
homestead he is allowed six months ia which to begin his settlement and 
improvements upon the land. My amendment will require him to re- 
side upon that land one year and a half after he begins his settlement 
before he can acquire title by paying $1.25 per acre. I believe that this 
| is long enough. 

In many cases settlers, after making bona fide settlement and occu 

ney, are obliged, owing to sickness, business, or other circumstances, 
| to leave the lands within a year and a half after the actual settlement 
| and cultivation are commenced. If the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations should be adopted the settler can not obtain title in 
less than two years and a half after settlement. 

Six months are allowed the settler after making entry before he is 
required to begin actual residence and cultivation. Almost every set- 
tler avails himself of this privilege. These men after making their fil- 
ings go back for their families and their property, and it is six months 
generally before they return to make settlement and begin their resi- 
dence. But under the amendment of the committee the settler must 
remain two and a half years upon the land before acquiring any title 
whatever; and if within that time he be compelled f 
leave, he forfeits everything. 

It seems to me that a term of a year and a half is long enough. Is it 
supposed that this Government is unable to protect itself against fraud ? 
| Is that the reason why the term of residence should be extended? I do 
fot believe that such an amendment as that offered by the Committee 
| on Appropriations is necessary to prevent fraud. I believe that if proper 
| men are appointed as land officers and inspectors frauds can be pre 
| vented, the law can be executed in good faith, and justice done to the 
settlers upon the public lands. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of discuss- 
ing more particularly the amendment offered by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I am very anxious that the Commitee of the Whote 
should vote intelligently on this very important question. I believe 
that scarcely any law on our statute-book has been productive of so 
many abuses, so much perjury, so much absolute fraud as the pre-emp- 
tion law. When originally enacted it was wise, and its effect in the 
new portionsof the country was very beneficent, because it did just what 
it was intended to do—it held the public domain for the benetit of the 
actual settler. But after the passage of the homestead law there was 
of course no further necessity for the pre-emption law; for every one 
desiring in good faith to seek a home on the public lands could do so 
under the homestead law ‘‘ without money and without price.”’ 

Hence there is not and has not been for years any necessity for this 
law. Inninety-nine cases out of one hundred its privileges have ‘‘ been 
used only to be abused.’? Something more than a year ago my atten 
tion was especially called to the frauds which were being perpetrated 
under this law, and in the early part of last session, feeling that some 
step should be taken to remedy these abuses, I introduced a bill pro- 
viding in terms for the repeal of the pre-emption law. I did this in 
order to ‘‘draw the fire’’ of the country and to ascertain whether any 
one knew good reason why the law should not be repealed. Since 
that time I have received letters on the subject from land officers and 
from prominent citizens all over the country, and almost without ex- 
ception my action in this matter has been approved and I have been 
requested to go forward and secure the enactment of that bill. 

In my own State there is one land district in the northeastern por- 
tion where the lands are valuable only for their timber, so that under 
the spirit of the pre-emption law they could not be taken. But within 
the last year and a half 125,000 to 150,000 acres of those lands have 
| been taken under the pre-emption law. 
| [Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 

limiting debate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to take the floor and yield my 
time to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WAsHBURN]. I want to 
hear the facts in regard to this question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let us fix the time for debate now; the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN ] can be recognized afterward. | 
ask unanimous consent that this debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to ordering that the debate on 
this proposition close in thirty minutes? The Chair hears none. It is 
so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, obtained the floor and said: I yield my 
time to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Within the last few months 150,000 acres of 
land in my own State have been taken fraudulently. Soscandalous had 
these frauds become, so much attention had been attracted to them in 
| our section of the country, that the Commissioner of the General Land 

Offices felt it his duty to send an agent there to make an investigation 


r any cause to 
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! For this purpose he appointed ex-Governor Marshall, of our State, one 
of the most reliable and conscientious men in the country. He exam- | 
ined this whole question, and of one hundred and twenty-four claims | 
which he examined, covering thousands and thousands of acres, there 





were only two in which the law had been complied with. This busi- | E 


ness had been carried to such an extent that there were pre-emption 
brokers who made it their business to hire persons to goon the land 
and pre-empt it and then to transfer their certificates the moment they 
were obtained. The condition of things in this respect can hardly be ex- 
aggerated. , 

It may be said that these abuses relate mainly to the timber lands 
of the country; but I will say that my remarks apply more forcibly, 
if possible, to the prairie country, for instance in Dakota. It has then 
become a matter of scandal. It has come to this, that no honest man 
who undertakes to make a legitimate claim can do so without being 
black-mailed by the adventurers and land-sharks who anticipate them. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office only a few days ago can- 
celed one hundred and nine fraudulent filings. A party comes forward 
and makes fictitious claim. He takes the names of persons in some cases 
who have po actual existence. He files these claims and covers a broad 
area, often to the extentofatownship. When the actual settler comes 
along of course he has no show. He does not want to buy a contest or 
lawsuit, and it ends finally by his paying from $100 to $500 to get his 
claim. 

Now, every land office in the country is surrounded by a ring of these 
sharks and adventurers. It has become so scandalous, Mr. Chairman, 
there is not a gentleman—and I will refer to my friend from Illinois 
{ Mr. HENDERSON ]—there is not a man in any part of the country who 
has gone there but has had his attention called to this shameful condi- 
tion of things. Now is the hour to have this business sto These 
public lands have been dedicated by Congress to the actual settler. Let 
us guard them for that purpose. Let us shut out this army of harpies 
and adventurers who go there to sap the life-blood of the actual settlers 
who really develop the country. ; 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to have certain letters of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, reports and letters of the special agents sent 
to examine these frauds, printed as a part of my remarks. They are 
as follows: 

Unrrep States LAND OFFICE, 
Duluth, Minn., November 23, 1882. 

Sir: Linclose with this areport of the examination of certain pre-emption en- 
tries in tp. 50 N., R. 14 W., fourth meridian, which you specially instructed me to 
make by letter dated August —, 1882. (lam not able to give the date and initial, 
the letter being at my home, Saint Paul.) The other entries embraced in same 
instructions I have not reached in the progress of my examinations. They lie 
chiefly in the extreme western part of this district. I expect to examine them 
within a few weeks. 

1 also transmit by this mail in acpeme envelope detailed manors of examina- 
tions in tp. 59 N., Rs. 14 (including these specially reported with others), 17, and 
18; tp. 60. N., R. 18 W., and tp. 58, R.19 W. You will see that the larger part of 
these are in the newly surveyed towns, declaratory-statement filings, in which 
I have been able to prevent entries. Under your instructions I will request the 
local land officers to order hearings in the case of vet oo entries where I 
found no evidence of improvement or other compliance with requirements of 
the law. 

1 will await your instructions before ordering hearings in these cases examined 
under special instructions of August. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. R. MARSHALL, Special Agent. 

Ilion, N, C, MCFARLAND, 


Commissioner General Land Office, Washington, D. C. 


Report of land examinations made by William R. Marshall, special agent, General 
co nd Office, of alleged fraudulent pre-emptions in Duluth land district (made in Octo- 
ber, 1882). 

Township 59 N., R. 14 W., fourth meridian; P. E. No. 2835, W. Borowick: sec- 
tion 7,SE.} of NE. 4; section 8, W.} of NW.) and NW.4 of SW.2.—Found no 
improvementson theland. No signs or evidence that it had ever been settled 
on or cultivated. 

Homestead filing No. 1629, Ernest Jefferson: section 7, SE. | of SW. 1, and lot 4 
and 8, ¢ of SE. }.—Found no improvements whatever. 

P. BE. No. 2831, Martin Shabecké: section 8, SE, }.—Found a log hut on SE. } of 
SE. } 12 feet square, 5 feet high, no door, no floor (hole cut for door), excuse for 
a roof of poles and bark, no signs that it ever had n occupied, no ashes, &c., 
uninhabitable. No cultivation on the land; no clearing. 

P. EB. No. 2834, August Polski: section 9,8SW.}.—Found shanty on SW. } of SW. }, 
about 12 feet square, 4 feet high, no floor, no door (hole cut for door), no 
window, no chinking between logs, few poles with bark and brush on top; 
uninhabitable, no ashes or signs that it had ever been occupied. No clearing 
or sign of cultivation. 

P. E. No, 2690, John Slater : section 10, E | of SE. } and SW. } of NE. }; section 15, 
NW. } of NE }.—No improvements, not any sign of settlement or cultivation 
on the land, 

P. E. No, 3626,George famp: 

No Yama ann aii found. 
land. 

P. BE. No. 2833, Joseph Redlock : section 10,SE. }of NE. } and NE. } of SE. } ; sec- 

tion 11, Sj of NW. }.—No improvements of any kind found on this land. 

PD. 8. No. 1791, Edward F. Krelwitz: section 11, .}.—No improvements of any 
kind on the land. 

D. 8. No. 1806, Chapman Pennock : section 11, 8.) of NE. } and N. } of SE. }.—A 
rude log pen, without roof, with some rust; tools withi tly 
many years abandoned. No cultivation or of occupation of 

P. B. No, 2510, James E. Ferguson: section 18, 8. | of SE. 3; section 19, N. } of 
NK, }.—Found pole pen near NE. cor. sec. 19, on NE. } of NE. } of 19, 3 poles 
high. No other sign of human No or cultivation. 

P. E. No, 2512, Rollin Ryder: soutien 18, N. } of NE. } and NE. } of NW. } and 
lot 1.—Found small log pen near NE. cor. sec. 18, 7 feetsquare, 2 feet high. No 


section 10, SW. } of SW. }; section 15, N. }of NW, }.— 
No evidence of settlement or cultivation on the 





cultivation, 


P. E. No. 2509, Charles Myers: section 18, N. } of SE. }, SW. } of NE: , i 

p of fd ag rg te ape found on tee land. eee 
. S. No. 1781, Peter in: section 8, SW. } of SW. ?: i > 4 
NE. }; section 17, W. } of NW. 3.—Found some small Seisdabemae Pos a $ of 
but no shanty built. No sign of settlement or cultivation on the land sigh 

>. E. No. 2832, Frederick Roth: section 17, E. | of NW. } and N. i of NE: 
Found log hut on NE. } of NE. }, 17, About 6 feet high, 12 feet square. hoi.» 
foes eanese pao! ve! fone. Ne fener pe 2, no be paenga fs no chinking bet + taag 
ogs; poles an rk for roof; unin table, and no si | ew tinan 
occu ted. No clearing. Sr of ever having been 

P. E. No. 2998, John Henrof: section 19, lots 1, 2, and 3, and NE. } of NW. ! 
No improvements found on land. eon ° 9 

P. E. No, 2121, Moritez peiins ww section 29, SE, }.—Found log pen 9 feet squar. 
partly on a windfall crushed by fallen tree. No clearing or signs of human 


re mys 
P. E. No, 2979, Charles Crow: section 30, E. | of SW. }.—N 
signs of settlement on or cultivation on the land, 

P. E. No. 2325, John Koezloski: section 30, SE. § of NW. }, and lots 1 and ° and 
3.—No improvements found on the land. te 
P. E. No. 2823, Timothy Malone : section 32, W. | of NW. 3,SE. }of NW. !. and 
SW. } of NE. }.—No improvements found on the land. eee 
D. 8S. No. 2695, yo rag r= —s= Pe Asad $,and W. } of SE. !.—x, 
improvements found. pen 4 feet , few poles anc ton © 

gw borew tay Og | iz poles and brush on top on 


: “w ¢ habitable improvements nor any cultivated land found on any of the above 
ands. 


o improvements nor 


WILLIAM R. MARSHALL. 
Special Agent. 

Report of William R. Marshall, special agent, of the examination of the followiny pre 
emption entries in township 59 N., range 14 west of fourth meridian, Duluth lay: 
district, under special instructions of the Commissioner of the General Land Ofic: 
August —, 1882. ; 

Township 59 N., R.14 W.; P. E. No, 2835, W. Borowick : section 7, SE. } of NE 
2; section 8, W. } of NW. } and NW. } of SW. }.—Found no improvements o/ 
any kind. 

P. E. No. 2831, Martin Stabecki: section 8, SE. }.—Found log hut on SE. ! of s! 
} section 8,5 feet high, 12 feetsquare. Nodoor; a hole cutfordoor. No floor: 
no chinking; some poles and bark as an excuse for roof; not habitable anid 
never inhabited, No clearing or cultivation of the land. No signsof settle 
mentor human occupancy. 

P. E. No, 2833, Joseph Redlock: section 10, SE. } of NE. } and NE.} of SE 
section 11, 8 4 of NW. }.—No improvements whatever on this land. 

P. BE. No, 2832, Frederick Rock: section 17, E. } of NW. } and N. i of NE. ! 
Found log hut, about 6 feet 12 by 12 feet. No door; a hole cut for door, Nv 
floor; no chinking between logs; no window; excuse for roof of poles and 
bark; never inhabited; no ashes or signsof fire; uninhabitable. 
or cultivation. 

P. E. No. 2834, August Polski: section 9,SW.}.—Found shanty on SW. } of S\\ 
}, 12 feetsquare,4feethigh. Nodoor; hole cutfordoor. No window; no floor 
excuse for roof of poles and bark and brush; no chinking between logs 
never inhabited. No cultivation on land, 

P. E. No. 2823, Timothy Malone: section 32, W.{ NW. 3, and SE. } of NW 

SW.tof NE. }.—No improvements of any kind found on this land. 

I certify that I caused to be made a careful examination of the above |anid- 
and that there was no one living on them, or any evidence that any one eve 
had lived on them. There was no habitable improvement or sign of cultivatios 


on said land. 
WM. R. MARSHALL, 
Special Agen! 


Noclearing 


« anid 


DuLutTnH, November 23, 1882, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIcr, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1583 

Sir: In compliance with request contained in your letter of December 23, 1s. 
I transmit herewith map showing location of the canceled pre-emption filinz. 
ond ye ae = claims Ay manares Cont, en py it a the 

*, Le Cocq, jr., claims; also copy of report of Special Agent William W. Burk: 
and affidavits relative thereto. - " 

Special nt Burke reports that he made a personal examination of each o! 
the tracts, the filings on which were canceled, and the claimants did not 
make an actual personal settlement on their respective tracts prior to filing there- 
for. A pre-emption filing made without an actual personal settlement prior to 
the filing therefor is void. A pre-emption settlement can not be made by proxy, 
and if so made is of no effect; hence ion of the declaratory state- 
ments aforesaid. This office is constantly in receipt of letters calling attentwon 
to fraudulent and illegal appropriations of ye Pm lic lands, in addition to the 
reports of like nature from agents of this office. It seems absolute! 
necessary for the protection of the interests of the Government and the bona fide 
settler that or agents should be appointed to act in all the large and new land 
districts so that fraudulent entries may be prevented, but this can not be done 
now as no appropriation is available with which to pay the salaries and ex- 
penses of such agents. 

I have under preparation a report which is intended to be laid before the 
House of Representatives for consideration. The manner in which the publi: 
domain is being appropriated by fraudulent and illegal practices in the interest 
of speculators and others will therein fully appear, together with a brief synop- 
sis of the information and data in possession of this office, and on which sai 
— pectfull 

ery resi y, 

L. HARRISON, 
Acting Commission’ 
Hon. W. D. WASHBURN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Yankton, DAK., December 6, 1582. 
Sir: I have the honor to submit the following report upon one hundred an: 
nine pre-emption filings described below,’situated in townships 100, ranges ©! 
9, and 100, ranges 6, and 99, and 100, range 66, namely : 
* 


~ arrival at this place, I was informed that one Francis Le Cocq, }'.. 
ng up a large tract of land in om ee County under the pre-emption 
and timber-culture laws; that he was doing it under the guise of an agent for « 


partice dling ap aniee declar . coors, was to be planted there ; that none of the 
= ents were or had been living on or had in 
any manner improved the land. 


pon the above information, after having obtained from the records of the lan‘! 
offce all the data for making an examination of the land, I proceed«! 
to Douglas County where the land is situated there on November 2. 
and a thorough invest: assisted by Charles E. Huston, 
a practical surveyor, who is well acquainted with the lands. s 
On the 23d and 24th days of November, I visited the above-described lands, 
marked upon the plat herewith (Exhibit A) in red ink, denoting the pre-em)- 








ny ww 





1885. 





tion pose cp 
proves law, which requires actual settlement and improvement. 

toe Bie eeoat the tracts Gho cakeannae, or some one for them, have pretended 
to commence improvements by taking @ spade and Gesagenole in the ground 
one spit deep, about two and one-half feet indiameter. This is what is called 
“eommencing the improvements” by “ commencing to dig a well.” 

r an examination of the land I waited upon Mr. Le Cocq, who has 
an office upon the SW. } sec. 24, T, 100, R. 65, for an explanation as to the non- 
residence and non-improvement of these tracts by theclaimants. At first he was 
very reluctant, but r informing him that it might be to his interest to explain, 
he stated that he was acting as attorney for most or nearly all of the parties; 
that he made out and filed their papers in the land office at Yankton; that the 

ies are not residents of Douglas County, but of Turner and Plankington, 
Jakota ; Orange City, Pella, Alton, and Parkersburgh, lowa; and South Holland, 
Illinois ; that he knew that their filings could not stand asagainst any legal ones 
that might be filed over them, and that he thought there would be no resistance 
to an fhings so made on account of the non-residence of the present claimants, 
and for the further reason that the parties had not made any improvements 


upon their claims. (See affidavit marked Exhibit B.) 
When Le Cocq was asked how he could act as attorney for parties and file 
their papers in the land office, when he knew that they were not complying 


with the law, nor never intended to comply, he replied: that the parties had 
commenced improvements by ‘commencing to dig wells."’ (No doubt he was 
referring to those already described.) When informed that those “ wells” which 
he referred to could not be considered improvements, he tried to excuse him- 
self by saying: “ Well, it is done everyday. They are as good as most others,” 
or words to that effect, which is the general excuse for all who try to evade the 
a These lands are the best in the county, and as good as any in the Territory. 
It is my opinion, and am induced to form such from the surrounding circum- 
stances, Coeq had one or two plans by which to speculate with these 
claims, as follows, to wit: ; wr 

First. He got their filings on the land, and hence this land is virtually out of 
market, as no one cares to file or enter over a pre-emption filing, even if they 
do think the first filing is illegal. They do not care to run the risk, when they 
come to make final proof, of having some one who has a prior filing come in and 
allege prior settlement, thus delay their cases and bea source of expense to thei. 
All honest, bona fide settlers avoid clashing of filings, and will not interfere for 
fear of losing their rights. They will pass an illegal filing by rather than run 
any risks, especially when they know that a man of means is interested. 
Coeq knows this, and his object may be to hold this land under these filings until 
the bena fide settlers begin to come in next spring, then if parties want any land 
upon which these filings are he will for a consideration obtain relinquishinents 
of the same, thereby make a large sum of money out of the settlers, when all 
that it should cost them is the Government price; or— 

Second. He might induce these ignorant parties, for asmall consideration and 
a misinterpretation of the law, to make proof and deed the land to him or some 
other interested parties. 

Of the two modes, I am inclined tothink that he would adopt the latter, for the 
following reasons, namely : 

L learn from good authority that it is his intention to start a newspaper at his 
so-called settlement; his object in this is to have the final proof notices printed 
init and notallowthe paper to go into general circulation. This mode has been 
adopted to a great extent in this Territory. Again, he has been trying for some 
time to obtain an appointment as deputy clerk of the court or position as probate 
judge, forthe reason, ashe says, that it would be more convenient for hismen 
to prove up. 

It is true the present filings upon these lands is no bar to a second filing, but, 
sir, it is not so easy and agreeable as it seems to file over them and bring the 
second to maturity. This man Le Cocg (if 1 may be allowed to use a vulgar ex- 
pression) is a “bulldozer” and has means at his command. The parties who 
would attempt to file over one of his claims would be subjected to pretty harsh 
treatment. e has warned all to keep off of what he calls ‘‘ my settlement.” 

I did not think it necessary to go to the expense of obtaining additional testi- 
mony by interviewing the parties in whose names these filings are made forthe 
reason that a pre-emption filing is void unless preceded by settlement and im- 
provement, which settlement and improvement these parties have failed to 
show. 
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failed to find any of the claimants upon their claims, or any im- | 
them that would give the parties any + whatever under | 
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its place he sends me a postal card, of date December 1, 1882, saying 
decided not to make the affidavit you ask of me.” * * * 
marked Ex. **C."’) 
From the above circumstances and facts, which are good grounds for an inves- 
tigation, l consider it my duty to make an investigation at the earliest oppor 


“TT have 
Card inclosed 


| tunity and report fully. 





Le | 


| 


Therefore, in view of the above facts, and the circumstances surrounding these | 


cases, I would most respectfully recommend that all of the above filings be can- 
celed upon the records of the office, so that the land may be taken by honest, 
bona settlers; and that the pre-emption rights of the parties making these 
filings and all moneys paid by them be forfeited; and further, that Francis Le 
Coeq, jr., be disbarred from practice before the local land offices or the general 
office as an attorney. 

I would state further that there are a large number of timber claims taken in 
the same townships as the pre-emptions. These claims, it is alleged, are also 
taken in Le ‘s interest, and the inference is that the allegation is true 

From an examination of the plat inclosed you will find the timber elaims 
which are supposed to have been taken in Le Coeq’s interest marked ; and here 
allow me to call your attention to one prominent point, which may appear to 


you very insignificant, but to those who are acquainted with the ways of the 
7 shark”? it is not; it is one of the points which leads me to believe that the 
all ion is true 


It is the contiguity of these entries. If you will notice they are in groups of 
twos, threes, and fours. Now this isa good point, and one which every person 
would try to make. 

This contiguity makes a great difference to parties who have relinquishinents 
for sale. ey can sell them more readily and obtain larger prices, 

The location of these claims strengthens my belief that Le Cocq is an inter- 


ested party or else he was not acting in good faith with his clients, in another | 


wa pomaly : Aril Emisse’s D. 5, was placed upon the SE. |, 24, 100,66, September 
= , While his timber culture is placed upon the NE. }, 15, 100, 66, June], Jss2; 
an 
upon the NW. }, 24, 99, both June 1, 1882. Both claims of both these parties 
are not conti us, but far from it, but they could have been if Le Cocq located 
them in good faith At the time these claims were located every applicant could 
his pre-emption and timber claim contiguous; and this point is made 
if _ by every person who | " 
cases than the above two can be picked out, thatare in the same condi- 
tion as to contiguity, but these being enough for illustration, I will proceed to 
inform you where and how the timber-culture affidavits were made. 

I am informed by the local officers here that most of these affidavits were made 
before the clerk and deputy clerk of the court of Union County, Dakota Terri- 
tory, not at the county seat but at a place in the Territory, just over the line op- 
posite Calliope, lowa, within the Yankton district. Le Cocq admitted that the 
affidavits were made in Union and Turner Counties, he having made such ar- 
[a with the officers who administered the affidavits so as to save time 
spplied for for the parties. He also admits that the parties never saw the land 


Mr. Le Cocq the opportunity to submit an affidavit explaining the irregu- 
connected with these entries and filings for transmittal to you for in- 
. He said he he not time then, but would make it by the next day or 
two and transmit the same tome. The affidavit has not been received, but in 


sD.8. art geen upon the NW. |, 26, 99, 65, while his T. C. is placed 





A list of the timber claims will be transmitted ina separate letter with a request 
that the loca! officers at Yankton be instructed not to accept relinquishments for 
any of them until an investigation is had. 

All of which is respectfully submitted for your consideration and action 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


WM. W. BURKE, Special Agent. 
Hon. N. C. McCFARLAnp, 


Commissioner General Land Ofice, Washington, D, C. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word in favor of the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, and at the 
same time to enter my protest against the amendment to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Dakota. It is notorious that ou 
pre-emption laws have become the vehicle of frauds, and it is the duty 
of Congress to repeal those laws. I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, 
who are in favor of reserving the entire public lands for the benefit ot 
the actual settlers. Therefore Iam in favor of the homestead law 
And I would be glad to see such restriction thrown around the home 
stead law as would require the entire five years’ residence. If an indi 
vidual desires to make a home upon the public domain tor himself and 
family, and this Government proposes to give him the land tor that pur 
pose, only requiring a residence of five years, I do not see what hard 
ship there can be. I believe it to be the true policy to reserve the pub 
lic domain for the actual settler and cultivator under that condition 
No one who desires to settle in good faith upon the public lands could 
object to it. Iam willing, however, under the circumstances to accept 
two and a half years’ residence before the privilege of commuting shall 
be granted. 

In regard to the amendment of the gentleman from Dakota I desire 


| to say that every deduction of time is really of no benefit to the actual 


bona fide settler, while the benefit of time within which commutation 
can take place is in the interest of frauds like those now perpetrated 
under the pre-emption laws. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Alabama [M1 
OATES}. 

Mr. OATES. 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. OATES. 
amendment. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee 
on the Public Lands, of which I have the honor to be a member, are 
unanimously in favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Pounp]. I have heard the statements of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and I concur in every 
one of them. The present system is one of the most vicious which can 
exist, and the statements he has made of fraud, perjury, and plunde1 
ing the Government are, as I believe, literally true. 

We came unanimously to the conclusion in the committee that this 
legislation should be enacted, and I trust that it will prevail. Nowin 
reference to the amendment of the gentleman trom Dakota, I desire to 
say that in my judgment its adoption would be a great mistake. This 
Government undertakes to deal liberally with those who go out on the 
public lands to make homes for themselves and their families. It is 
no hardship for these men to live upon the land on which they settle 
for a period of five years. 


I desire to inquire if it is in order to offer an amend 


There are two amendments now pending 
1 do not care to say anything unless I can offer an 


To do so I believe would bea benetit tothe 
bona fide settlers and to those who settle upon the lands in good faith 
It would be a benefit to them to extend the time, with the exception 
of so much as is allowed by law to those who have been in the mili 
tary service. As it is, the time should be left at two and a half years 
But, as I have already said, I believe it would be better if the actual 
settlers should be required absolutely to reside upon their homestead 
for five vears. That would insure permanent settlement and improve 
ments. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Dakota will 
not prevail. There can be no objection, and it is no hardship for a man 
who goes upon the land under the homestead laws in good faith, to re 
quire him to comply with the spirit as well as the letter of the home 
stead law. The man who wishes to speculate or who wishes to repeat 
the frauds now being perpetrated under the pre-emption laws might ob- 
ject to it, but certainly the actual settlers in good faith have no reason 
to object to it. Therefore I hope that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Dakota -will not prevail. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Chairman, I am in the main in favor of the 
proposition offered by the Committee on the Publie Lands. I believe 
that the pre-emption laws ought to be repealed. I have no doubt that 
they have been used to a great extent, if not principally, for the per 
petration of fraud. Of course there are persons who do make bona fide 
entries under it. But this amendment goes further and amends the 
homestead law. I am very heartily in favor of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Dakota, and think it ought to prevail. I have 
lived for a large part of my life among these public lands. I have seen 
thousands of settlers enter upon the lands, and have watched them year 
after vear, and know from actual experience that it would be but justice 
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and humanity to permit the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
under certain restrictions, to allow persons who have taken homesteads 
to commute them after acertain length of time, a time sufficient to con- 
vince him of the bona fide intention of the homesteader. And I think 
twelve or eighteen months’ time is ample to convince any one of the 
bona fide intention of the settler. 

I have known instances where a man has come from the far East 
with his family, a poor man, settled upon a homestead under the law, 
intending to make a bona fide residence and a home, and perhaps after 
one year would lose his wife. He could not remain there upon the 
frontier with a large family of children under the circumstances. 


ment prices for it. If you deprive him of this right you do him a great 
injustice. I think now by fixing the time at eighteen months’ residence 
that that would be ample to protect the great majority of settlers and 
amply protect the Government. Of course the Commissioner. when 
he receives the testimony in such cases under the commutation act 
must determine whether the party has resided upon the land in accord- 
ance with the law and is entitled to the benefits of the law; and when 
this is done, and when he conforms to the requirements and tenders to 


the Government the price of that land, he should be permitted to pay | 


for it and get his title. This in many instances would save the little 
property that a man has, and all that he has invested in his improve- 
ments. I think it would be a great injustice to say, as my friend from 
California says, that you would compel this man to go upon the front- 
ier and brave its hardships and live there the whole five years betore 
he can get his title. 
in fact most generally, that these settlers make large improvements. 
Often they invest all they have during the first year, showing their 
intention to beeeme bona fide residents. 

Mr. BERRY. Why do you want to remove the restriction and say 
one year’s residence? 

Mr. VALENTINE. And I think the amendment is just because it 
provides a sufficient length of time to determine whether or not they 
ure actual residents. 

Mr. BERRY. Butif you bring the time down, tell me what is the 
difference between that and the pre-emption laws? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Why, because I was about to say that under that 
law aman might get a title in forty-cight hours, but I believe that 


under the regulations of the Department it requires the homesteader to | 


reside six months; and, as I say, I am willing to extend this to eighteen 
months, because it would be a great injustice to require these men to 
live the whole five years before getting their title when the fact of their 
bona fide intention is clearly established. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was passed, perhaps a great benefit would be conferred 
upon the people of this country. But if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Dakota should be adopted, you would have all of the bad 
effects of the homestead law without any corresponding benefit. In 
the first place, originally you will get the benetit of the advantages 
whichare given under the homestead law; but if theamendmentas pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Dakota be adopted, you will also have in 
connection with it allof the bad effects of the pre-emption law, and in its 
worst form. 1 therefore hope that amendment will not be accepted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, legislation so mani- 
festly wholesome and just as this hardly needs to be re-enforced by 
further debate. ‘The policy of the Government in extending grants of 
land to railroad corporations was to open up undeveloped regions of the 
country and clear the way for bona fide settlement. It enabled combi- 
nation and capital to do what was impossible to individuals and small 
bodies of settlers. It planted towns in the wilderness and on the plains 
and furnished communication with the older States. In short, it made 
possible that which seemed impossible without it. 

In spirit and purpose its object was a right one. How far it may 
have been abused I do not propose to discuss here, It drew capital to 
the new Territories; it built States; it created enterprise; it developed 
wealth and enabled labor to own its home. Inseparable from the sys- 
tem itself was the gathering of landed estates in the hands of the few, 
almost baronial in their character. What this intermingling of capi- 
tal, enterprise, and labor will result in, or rather what shall be the 
tinal net results of the policy as a whole, is a problem not yet wholly 
solved. Whether these great estates shall absorb the smaller ones un- 
til labor becomes dependent and land monopoly supreme, or whether 
they in turn shall be broken up and distributed among the actual till- 
ers and owners of the soil, the future must determine. The system of 
land grants had its advantages and disadvantages; but whatever tracts 
were gathered together under it they were lawfully obtained. The 
policy of the Government invited it, and the individual who purchased 
had the undoubted right to do so, But dealing thus impartially with 
them there can be no doubt that the spirit of our form of government 
ought to be and is opposed to the gathering of large landed estates 
in the hands of the few. If this be so when lawfully acquired, how 
much more must it be when acquired in evasion of law through fraud ? 
That this has been done and is being done by provision of the pre-emp- 
tion laws admits of no manner of doubt. 

Now, can there be any doubt that this is inimical to the interests of 
lona fide settlers, the men who break lands and who build estates? 


He | 
is compelled in order to save himself to commute and pay the Govern- 


Why, in the first year it is often the case, and | 


29. 
Why, sir, it needs no argument from anybody; it needs no investigation 
to convince anybody that where men only six months before settled on 
_ lands and took their solemn oath that they intended and desired to make 

it a homestead or a dwelling place are by the score in the same nei h- 

borhood on the same day and almost at the same hour seized with an 

epidemic to sell out and abandon their pre-emption claims, by which 
| movement a single individual acquires estates reaching 10,000, 12.000 
| and 20,000 acres, that the whole proceeding is born in fraud and ‘consum. 
mated in perjury, or thatit is rightin the teeth of the pre-emption laws 
and a mockery upon their pretended beneficence. 

Nor does it require a moment’s reflection or investigation to see that 
| your timber-culture act is a mere travesty upon what it pretends to be 
While these relinquishments are allowed every three or six months, or 
in steps and pauses of three years, the General Government does not get 
)a tree; and the whole intendment of the law is thwarted and over. 

thrown. I repeat that while these laws in some cases, in many I think 
but subserve an honest and beneficial end, the abuses under them are so 
| great and alarming that no more safe, judicious, or desirable legislation 
| has been proposed in this Congress than that embodied in this amend- 
| ment, which should be imbedded in the law. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is difficult to conceive more valuable legislation, 
_ considering the present condition of the public lands and the importance 
of the subject to the actual and bona fide settler, than the proposition 
which is brought before the committee on the motion of the gentleman 
_ from New York [Mr. Hiscock] from the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Dakota, reducing the 
period of occupatian to entitle the settler to a patent, would in a large 
degree neutralize the advantages of the proposition of the committee. 
‘The three measures—the present homestead law in its formerly in- 
| jurious feature, authorizing the homestead settler to pay the minimum 
price and secure the issue of patent at an early moment; the pre-emp 
| tion law securing patents in the same way at an early period after set- 
tlement, and the timber-culture act, with the interpretations placed 
| upon it and the practice under it—have unquestionably impaired al! 
| the measures which have been enacted for the benefit of the actual set- 
| tlers and to secure the public lands exclusively to them, and have been 
perverted to the benefit of the speculator and threaten to defeat the 
| wise policy of the homestead law and the high purposes of the legis 
lators who enacted it. 

I hope the original proposition submitted will be adopted and that 
the — submitted by the gentleman from Dakota will be re 
jected. 

The original purpose of the homestead act was to secure homes for 
actual settlers, and not to facilitate speculationin the public lands. It rm 
quired residence on the lands for a period of five years. That period ot 
residence was deemed sufficient to indicate the purpose of the settler to 
make a bona fide honest settlement, and no one in the beginning of thi- 
| legislation proposed or thought of any other than a period of five year 

But under the commutation to which no importance was orig 
| inally attached, the party settling under the homestead law, as under 


the pre-emption law, after a very brief period of residence is permitte« 
to evade the very purpose and spirit of the law by purchasing the land 
at the minimum price and making the law a means of speculation, and 
not, as was intended, a beneficent method of securing homes for the 
landless. The spirit of the homestead law is against the sale of public 
lands in any form, and rests on the idea of securing the public domain 
to settlers, not to speculators. 

But I am told, and I have no doubt about its being true, because it 
comes from a reliable source, that men of wealth seeking to secure titles 
to public lands employ ies who make entries under the homestead 
as well as the pre-emption laws, and even the timber law, a measure 
from which we had hoped the best results; and under these laws, by 
the payment of that mere bagatelle value of land, considered the mini- 
mum price fixed for the public lands, they acquire for speculation the 
most fertile and valuable portions of the public lands which under our 
policy were designed for the benefit of the bona Jide settler only. 

The period of two and a half years fixed in the amendment of the 
committee is short enough to indicate an honest purpose. And any 
man going westward to avail himself of our land policy to secure for 
himself a home will not object to a period of two and a half years; he 
will not object even to five years if he be a bona fide settler. And no 
gentleman having at heart the interest of the actual settler will pro- 
pose anyshorter period of time. The shorter period means speculation, 
for in truth the bona fide settler intends to secure his patent under the 
homestead law, which requires five years of residence; the speculator 
only proposes to make a purchase and get his patent at the earliest 
moment. Thesaleof the public lands was never justifiable. The high- 
est interests of the Republic are against any sale of the public lands 
- always have been; the actual settler is alone justly entitled to pub- 
ic land. 

I trust the committee will not hesitate on this subject, but will deem 
the limitation provided by the original amendment of two and one-halt 
years exceedingly moderate and just. It is impossible any argument 
can or will be presented on behalf of the bona fide settler which would 
abbreviate the period proposed. None but speculators will object. | 
am confident my friend from Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] makes a mis- 
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take which he himself will ultimately regret when, overlooking the in- 
terest of the bona fide settler, he favors a measure which will only benefits 
speculators and would ultimately diminish the number of freeholders 
in that great State of the future and create that curse to mankind, great 
landed estates. Any policy which promotes the schemes of the capi- 
talist weakens our institutions and destroys the equal condition and 
just expectations of our people. The policy and purpose of the home- 
stead law was to give strength and permanence to our republican insti- 
tutions by increasing the number of actual freeholders in the soil of the 
country. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read in 
my time a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the letter. Before the reading was con- 


Juded, 
* CHAIRMAN said: The five minutes of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] have expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the rest of the communication be printed 
in the RecorD after reading. 

There was no objection. The letter in full is as follows: \ 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICr, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1883 

Sir: In compliance with your request I hand you herewith a brief statement 
of the requirements of the general laws for the disposal of the public lands of 
the United States. These, not including the mineral laws, are the pre-emption 
laws, the homestead laws, the timber-culture laws, the desert-land laws, and 
the timber-land laws. ~~ 

The homestead laws include the provisions for the commutation of homestead 
entries, and for the filing of soldiers’ homestead declaratory statements. 


THE PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 


The requirements of the pre-emption laws are settlement, inhabitancy, and | 


improvement of land by the pre-emptor for his own use and not for speculation 
nor for the benefit of another. 

A pre-emptor has first to establish his residence on the land he wishes to enter. 
He may then file a pre-emption declaratory statement, which secures to him the 
yreference right to acquire title to that land by inhabitancy and improving it 
for not less than six months, and by then paying the minimum price for it. It 
the land has been offered at public sale and is subject to private cash entry, he 
may 
months. 


If it is “ unoffered” land, or land not subject to “ private entry,’ he may have | 


thirty-three months within which to pay for it. 

If no adverse claim intervenes he may pay for it at any time after the expira- 
tion of the twelve or thirty-three months. 

Abuses.—The abuses are the evasion of the law for speculative purposes by 
filing declaratory statements when there is no residence on the land, and the 
subsequent fraudulent acquirement of title by false affidavit of inhabitancy and 
improvement. : 

In these fraudulent proceedings the pre-emptor is generally the tool of others 
who suborn the perjury and reap the benefits of the unlawful acts they cause 
to be performed. 

The objects sought are, generally— 

First. To obtain title to large quantitiesof land in violation of the restrictions 
of entry to actual settlers. 

Second, To obtain valuable mineral, coal, or iron lands at less than the Govern- 
ment price. 

Third. To obtain lands that are valuable chiefly for timber. 


or to shores of streams and water courses. 

Fifth. To control the land under color of claim of record and hold the same 
for sale on speculation. 

As the actual settler can obtain tithe under the homestead laws without the 
payment of price, and as a homestead entry is more secure than a pre-emption 
claim (for even the United States can not disturb a valid homestead entry), it 
follows that there is small legitimate occasion for pre-emption entries. Yet the 
number of pre-emption claims keeps fully abreast with the number of home- 
stead entries. 

A pre-emption declaratory statement may be sent to the land office by mail, 
or in any other way. It is not required to be sworn to norauthenticated in any 
manner. The opportunity for fraud is therefore practically unlimited 


THE HOMESTEAD LAWS. 


The uirements of the homestead laws are settlement, residence, and cul- 
tivation for five years. 





| stead, or timber-culture entry is filed in the loc: 


service are purchased from them generally by promises and used for making 
fraudulent filings for speculative purposes. 

In both cases the declaratory statement is sold as a matter of common traftk 
and when filed the relinquishment is offered for sale for the benetit of the spec- 
ulator who controls it. The soldier gets nothing from these proceedings, He is 
made a party to a fraud without deriving any advantage from it * 

Actual settlers avail themselves of the general privileges of the homestead 
laws without preparatory filings and without commutation. Their difticulty is 
that the public lands are so largely covered by fraudulent claims that they éan 
usually make a bona fide homestead entry only after buying off these claims 


THE TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, 

The requirements of the timber-culture laws are that entries shall be made for 
the cultivation of timber, and for the use and benefit of the party making the 
entry, and not for the beneiit of any other person and not for speculation, 

Residence on the land is not required, and it is not necessary that the affidavit 
of entry should be made at the land office. 

Applications signed anywhere in the United Statesare filed by agents or attor 
neys who cause a jurat to be attached thereto either in their own offices or through 
some confederate in the land district. 

Other abuses are that the land is not as a rule entered for the cultivation of 
timber, but exclusively for the purpose of speculating in the relinquishment ot 
the entries. 

A simple entry holds the land fora year. A few dollars expended in break 
ing five acres the first year keeps the entry alive for the second year. <A like 
small expenditure keeps it alive the thirdyear. If these small expenditures are 
made, or are not proven not to have been made, the entry holds good. Mean 
while the relinquishment is offered for sale. The purchaser makes perhaps, or 
causes to be made, another fraudulent entry, the relinquishment of which he 
controls until he can find a purchaser at a profit, and the proceeding is kept up 
until some actual settler buys the land ata high price and enters it under th 
homestead or otber laws 

Timber is not cultivated under speculative timber-culture entries, and there is 
no way of reaching the fraud except by a personal inspection of the hind by ofti- 
cers appointed for that purpose, and not then until some years after entry if a 
few acres are occasionally plowed as a pretense of compliance with law ; 

The act of May 14, 1880.—Fraudulent entries of the public lands have always 
been the drawback of the public-land system, no provision for inspection ever 
having been made and no guards thrown around the different methods of dis 
posal 

But entries fraudulently made or procured for the purpose of speculating in 
relinquishments is a feature which has developed into great proportions under 
thg operation of the first section of the act of May 1M, 1580 

fhis section provides that when a relinquishment of a pre-emption, home 
al land office the land shall be 
held as open to entry without further action by the Commissioner of the Gen 


: : : “ : ish } eral Land Office 
urchase it by virtue of his preference right at any time within twelve | 


Previous to the passage of this act such relinquishments were forwarded to 
this office as a basis for the cancellation of the relinquished entry, and the land 
Was not open to another entry until the former one had been canceled 

This proceeding did not prevent the sale of relinquishments of fraudulent e: 
tries, but was an impediment to wholesale tratlic of that character, both been tse 
of the delay involved and because the transferee of the fraudulent entry had ne 
certainty of securing the new entry. The relinquishment gave the purchaser no 
preference right to enter the land, which was open to entry by the first legal ap 
plicant after notice of cancellation was received at the local land office, and it 
was necessary for the parties to the scheme of transferring the fraudulent entry 
to keep a close watch for the receipt of the notice of cancellation in order to se 
cure the new entry. 

The first section of the act of May 14, 1880, removed all impediments to the 


easy and successful consummation of this classof frauds. Under the operation ot 


| this section the making and procurement of false, fictitious, and fraudulent {il 


ings and entries for the sole purpose of speculating in relinquishments of such 
entries and filings has been organized into an established business of gr 


it ex 
tent. 


The necessary papers are prepared and signed and attested in blank in 


: ‘ ‘ t nen Tv. ; | advance of township surveys, and as soon as the platsof survey are filed in the 
Fourth. To control the ranges in grazing districts by obtaining title to valleys | local offices much of the lands in such townships are at 


| bogus claims, and then the operators have ex 


once covered with the 
elusive control of the land, The 
newspapers are filled with their advertisements of ‘ relinquishments for sale 
and settlers and persons secking lands are compelled to go to these speculators 
and buy off the fraudulent claims before they can make legal settlement or entry 





| of land so covered up and controlled 


The party applying for the benefit of the homestead laws must make affidavit | 


that his application is made for his own use and benefit; that he makes the en 
try for the purpose of actual settlement and cultivation, and not for the use or 
benefit of any other person. 

After making such affidavit he has six months within which to establish his 
residence on the land. 

If he or some member of his family is residing on the land when he makes 
his ppnaton to enter, the affidavit may be made before the clerk of the county 
court, 

Otherwise the affidavit can be made only before the register or receiver. 

Abuses.—The abuses are the same in character under the homestead as under 
the pevenstion laws, and under the commutation provision, through which the 
an 
same extent asunder the pre-emption laws. 

Where a fraudulent entry is made for the purpose of illegally obtaining title 
to the land, it is usually commuted to cash. 

_ When made for the purpose of controlling the land and speculating in the re- 
eens, it is not commuted. 

T is no provision for filing declaratory statements under the homestead 
laws except ~ or for soldiers and sailors. 

This provision is no advantage to the soldier orsailor. It gives him six months 
within which to establish his residence and make actual entry of the land. But 
he would have the same time without filing a declaratory statement, by making 
his lication in the regularway. Everybody, including the soldierand sailor, 
has the same privilege. 

The of the soldier's declaratory statement are that soldiers are misled 
by land agents and attorneys into supposing that they have only to file a de- 

statement in order to chain nad, and that residence is not necessary 


to enable them to lawfully dispose of what they are told is their soldier's right. 
The consequence is that a many soldiers have been and are now being de- 
frauded of their money w they send to such agents, and never afterward 
hear of either land or money. 


In other cases soldiers’ papers or other evidence of their military 


As an example of this class of fraudulent entry and relinquishment [ inek 
herewith copies of three duplicate homestead receipts, each bearin 
ment dated on the same day on which the entries were made 
proving the fraudulent character of the transaction. The 
were sold to other parties on the 3d of the present month 

Relinquishmentsare always made to the United States 

The last party purchasing a relinquishment presents it at the land office simul 
tancously with his own application toenterthe land. This secures an exclusive 
right of entry to the holder of the relinquishment, and it isthis facility for which 
he pays, and it is the profit to be derived from scliing such facility that inspires 
and promotes the making of fraudulent entries in thy 


mse 
rarelinquish 
* thus.conclusivelys 

rehnquishments 


‘ original instance 


THE DESERT-LAND LAWS 

Desert-land entries are restricted to lands which without irrigation will not 
produce some agricultural crop, and the amount of land permitted to be entered 
by any one person is limited to six hundred and forty acres 

Che party making a desert entry pays 25 cents per acre at the time of applica 
tion, and the remaining $l upon making final proof of compliance with law 
which proof may be made within the period of three years 

The abuses are that lands not de¢ert in character are frequently entered; that 


| the limitation of quantity is evaded by collusive entries which are afterward 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


assigned to the real party in interest, and that the lands are held for various pur 


| poses of speculation rather than for the objects contemplated by the law 
ean be purchased in the same way as by pre-emption, the abuses are of the 


THE TIMBER-LAND LAWS. 

The timber-land act of 1878 applies only tothe States of California, Oregon, and 
Nebraska, and to Washington Territory. 

In other States and Territories timber lands are largely appropriated through 
fraudulent pre-emption and commuted homestead entries made in the interest 
and by the procurement of parties desiring to obtain the use or control of the 
timber. 

There is no special provision for the disposal of timber lands other than the 
act of 1878. 

The conditions of that act are that the land shall be valuable chiefly for timber 
but unfit for cultivation; that no one person or association shall be permitted to 
enter more than one hundred and sixty acres; that the entry shall not be made 
for speculation nor for the benefit of any other person than the party making 
the entry. The applicant is required to swear, among other things, that he has 
made no contract or agreement by which the title he may receive from the United 
States shall inure in whole or in part to the benefit of any person except himself 

These provisions are widely evaded. It is understood that large operator~ 
cause their employés and other persons to make the necessary affidavit, enter 
the lands, and then convey to their employers or principals. In this manne: 
large tracts of timber land in California, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington Ter- 
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ritory are controlled by single persons and firms, contrary to the intendment of 
the statute, 


Very respectfully, 
N. ©. MCFARLAND, Commissioner. 

Hon, Tuomas Ryan, House of Representatives. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The questionis first on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], which is to reduce the 
period of residence to one and a half years instead of two and a half years. 

The question being taken on Mr. PETTIGREW’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 9, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment to make the time 
two years instead of two and a half years. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman in charge of the bill agrees to 
accept that. a 

Mr. RYAN. What gentleman? 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were ayes 2. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentlemen who have charge of the bill of- 
fered to accept that amendment, and now they will not accept it when 
they find they have a majority. 

Mr. RYAN. I would as readily accept it as not; but you insisted 
on the other proposition. 

The negative vote was counted, and was announced from the Chair as 
**noes’? 89. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hiscock, and the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska, Mr. VALENTINE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 20, noes 128. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The amendment. offered by Mr. Hiscock, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, was then agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I move to amend by adding the following: 

Provided, That the laws as to commutation of homestead entries, so far asthe 
samme apply to the lands in the State of Alabama, are not changed by this act 
nor any clause thereof. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following: 

For the purpose of paying the expense of survey, appraisement, and sale of 
Fort Larned military reservation in the State of Kansas, as provided in an act 
entitied “An act to provide for the disposition of the Fort Larned military reser- 
vation,’ $2,500, or so much thereof as may be found necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that at the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] the right was reserved to 
offer an amendment to come in just preceding the paragraph now read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee now rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. KASSON reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7595) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June ‘), 1884, and for other purposes, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. ROBESON. I rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. I will say that it is what is known as the ‘* Pound”’ 
rule which was passed at the last session, with a single alteration, that 
it will now take four members to object instead of five as last year. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution reported from the Committee on 
Rules will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this session of Congress it shall be in 
order, immediately after the approval of the Journal, to proceed in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole to the consideration, for the period of one hour, of 
bills and resolutions which shall have been previously reported by standing 
committees of the House, and such reports printed, and Senate bills and reso- 
lutions on the Speaker's table, which, or substantially similar measures, shall 


have received favorable action of appropriate House committees, in the follow- 
ing manner, to wit: 
, 


he Speaker shall call the standing committees in their order, whereupon 

by direction of committees so called, not mere than one measure may be called 
up for final consideration; if not more than four members object such consid- 
eration shall proceed, providing that debate on each bill or resolution shall be 
limited to ten minutes, exclusive of five minutes which may be occupied in read- 
ing reports of committees, the latter upon request of a member to be allowed 
prior to submitting the call for objections; this hour not to interfere with reve- 
nue or appropriation bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That should lie over one day. 

Mr. ROBESON. Unless there is some objection to its present adop- 
tion, I will now call for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON. There is objection. 

Mr. REED. I should like to make an observation about it before it 
is adopted, 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well; let it go over. 
The SPEAKER. _ It will lie over one day under the rules. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker si the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2997) granting right of way to the Fremont, Elk Horn 





and Missouri Valley Railroad Company across the Niobrara military 
reservation in the State of Nebraska. . 
FEES OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an abstract of the official emoluments and fees 
received by customs officers during the year which ended June 30, 1989. 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. ; 

DAVID N. HARRISON. 

Mr. RAY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported, as asubstitute for H. R. 7301, a bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of 
David N. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. TYLER asked and obtained consent to print in the Recorp some 

remarks prepared by him on the educational bill. [See Appendix. | 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and Pa were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The pecten of Joseph Scott and others, citizens 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, relating to the establishment of a colored mii- 
itary school—to the Committee on 7 Affairs. 
~ By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of W. T. Batchelor and 12 others 
citizens of Wakefield, Kansas, —_ to lumber be placed on the free- 
list—to the Committee on Ways Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: a claimof W. H. Wheeler 
to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of citizens of Deal’s Island, pray 
ing for an appropriation to continue the improvement of the Lowe: 
Thoroughfare, Maryland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The resolutions adopted by the Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Illinois, condemning the efforts being 
made to restore to the Army Fitz-John Porter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of James Sturgis and others. 
officers of banks in Chicago, Illinois, urging the passage of the Monroe 
resolution providing for the repeal of Article XI of the amendments t> 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the J uci 
ciary. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petition of William Smith, relating to 
the compensation of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of the Atlas Engine Works and 20 
others, manufacturers of Indianapolis, Indiana, protesting against the 
admission of steam plows and engines free of duty—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. B. RICE: The petition of 52 commissioned officers and more 
than 500 non-commissioned officers and private soldiers who served in 
the command of Brigadier-General S. D. Sturgis in the expedition into 
Northern Mississippi in June, 1864, asking that the said Sturgis be re- 
moved from his present position, for a fall investigation of his conduct 
in the disastrous Guntown expedition, and for his dismissal from the 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of H. C. Fellows, relating to ap- 
proprtations for Government surveys—to the Committee on Appropri:- 
tions. ° 

By Mr. VANCE: The petitions of ship-owners and merchants of New 
York, and of Bath, Maine, protesting against the adoption of section 15 
in the bill relating to the American merchant marine—severally to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 23, 1883. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BuLLOcK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. : 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a joint resolution of the islature of 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 
A joint resolution asking bunatinie 2 ustment of land grants to railroads in 


Whereas millions of scres of land in this State have been granted to railroad 
and have been withdrawn from settlement and are ; and . 
many of such grants have not been adjusted, and lands not falling 
within the grant are thus withheld from market and are untaxed; and 
Whereas some of such grants have been forfeited by reason of non compliance 
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in part by the railroad company to which the grant has been made with inten- 


; grant; 
tine eae uires an act of Congress or the decree of a court to forfeit the 
land of a defaulting Deuce commana’ Therefore, 
olinaun of oe edo oe that all land ts to railroads should be ad- 
iusted at the earliest possi day, or that in all cases when any railroad com- 
; yany has not complied with the conditions of the grant to it such grant should 
"coasted further, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are re- 
quested to use all honorable means to secure an immediate adjustment of such 
grants or an immediate forfeiture of any grant the terms of which have not been 


ied with. 
complied , That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, requested to for- 
ward a copy of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
at as early a day as practicable. 


ber of Commerce in favor of the location at Duluth of the proposed con- 
solidated customs port; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present a memorial of 2,500 persons, printers, 
binders, publishers, and others, engaged in the manufacture of books 
in the city of New York, remonstrating against the proposed change in 
the duties on books imported from foreign countries while the exist- 
ing duties upon the materials used in the manutacture of books are to 
be maintained. This memorial did nagreach me until after the Senate 


the State of Minnesota, That the interest of the | 





in or out of Congress will stand up to defend measures forbidden, as these are, 
by the express words of the Constitution. 

Nor can any excuse be found for them in the antipathy which is professed by 
many, and by some sincerely felt, for the doctrine of plural marriages. These 
penalties fall upon the whole population without reference tothe personal guilt 
or innocence of individuals. They are stabs which reach the vitals of civil lib 
erty and do not touch polygamy at all. 

We bring no railing accusation against our enemiesat home who have labored 
to excite animosity against us to break down our Territorial government aud 
to rob us of the right to manage our own affairs by agents of our own choice 
But we can not conceal from you the dread and terror with which we contem 


| plate the bare possibility of being placed under their domination. 


had acted upon that question in the revenue bill, but it is possible the | 


question may yet come before the Finance Committee. I ask that this 
memorial, which states the facts very fully, asit is from very responsi- 
ble persons, shall be sent to the Finance Committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table. 
Mr. CALL presented a memorial of delegates from the constitutional 
convention a Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senators and Representatives of the United States : 


The undersigned respectfully and humbly present this their petition and 
memorial as follows, to wit: 

We are citizens of 
ritory to do what is proper and possible for the preservation of their rights and 
liberties. 


In their name worry you to consider the situation in which your legislation 
e 


may place them. eel sure that you will at least hear us, since our worst 
coemlen do not pretend that we have lost the right to petition for the redress of 
grievances. 


For certain reasons, elsewhere given and which need not now be repeated, we 
are entirely satisfied that the act of March 22, 1882, was an assumption of 
power not granted to Con by the Constitution. We admit, however, that 
we are not the ultimate judges of that question. If you shall be convinced that 
you, and not the Territorial government, have jurisdiction to legislate upon the 


Utah, authorized and instructed by the people of that Ter- | 


subject of pereren, Svoree, and other matters of purely private and local con- | 


cern, and if you k it pro 
nearly unanimous opinions of the 
modify your law so that its penalties will be visited upon those only who com- 
= the prohibited offense and are legally found guilty by a jury impartially 
selected. 

vom you to repeal so much of the act of March 22 as authorizes, or seems 
to au! , the disfranchisement of persons who are not convicted, because it 
is a cruel punishment inflicted upon persons conclusively presumed to be in- 


r to exercise that power without regard to the 


nocent. 
It isalso hoped thatthe retroactive feature of your law will be eliminated. No 
grosser Violation of common justice could be committed than a criminal law op- 


erating ex 3 
ily but most earnestly we protest against the commission appointed 
under the act of March 22. The people of the Territory had a clear and un- 
questiona 
laws. Congress decreed that this right should not be exercised except 


under A Foon eh ae of five persons to be appointed by the President. The 
comm! ers, cape De Sag , undertook the duty but did not perform it. In 
ce there could be no 


con election without a conflict with Congress, which 

we were unwilling to bring on, however certain we were of being in the right. 
ere was no election, and, as a legal consequence, the incumbents of the local 

offices held over agreeably to the statute in such case made and provided. 

But an attempt was made to punish the people of the Territory for the default 
of the mers by seizing the local offices and public money into the hands 
of the governor and his retainers. And this, we are sorry to say, is asserted to 
be in accordance with what is called the Hoar amendment, hastily and incon- 
siderately stuck into the appropriation bill at the close of the last session. It is 
clear to-us, and must be to you upon reflection, that thisamendment has not and 
was not intended to have the effect claimed for it; but if the courts of the Terri- 
tory should give it that construction all control of their own affairs would be 
taken out of the le’s hands and free government in the Territory would be 
atanend. We to your candid judgment whether the repeal of this amend- 
ment is not due to the ¢) r of Co as well as to the Territory of Utah. 
So, and so only, may all pretense be taken away for the perpetration of a huge 

The that Territory would be unfaithful not only to their own rights 
2 of their children but to the cause of liberty and justice everywhere 


and 
if not remonstrate as earnestly as possible against the bill of pains and 
reported by the Senate J Committee. In open defiance of the 
Constitution it authorizes the captureand imprisonment of citizens, male and fe- 
male, known and admitted to be perfectly guiltless of any offense. It violates 
the sanetities of the family by compelling husband and wife, lawfully married 
and rin souks 1 harmony, to testify against one another. By a 
decree posely jitrary it disfranchises all female citizens, though 
their to the ballot is vested as clearly as that of the men, and though it is 
not ; have done anything to forfeit it; the injustice would be 


th 

r to extend ‘this disfranchisement to the whole population, and that 
expected to follow, either directly or indirectly. 

bill abolishes the election districts for members of the Legislature, 

be held ess @ commission of Federal officers, 

government, shall redistrict the 

and added to the hostile meas- 

result in the destruction of the 

offices, 


H 


to a state of us slavery, 
ye be the extent of the jurisdiction over our local affairs which 
you may think it right to claim, we are safe in assuming that no honorable man 


and the subjugation of 


ple affected by it, then we beseech you to | 


‘ h L | this act necessary. 
ble right to choose their own local officers according to their own es- 





Possessed of despotic authority, with law in their voice, with unrestrained 
power in their hands, and a helpless people under their feet, they would act afte: 
their kindand plunder us without remorse. Whatchance of justice will we have 
if we submit to their exactions? What safety for our lives if we resist?) With 


' * ‘ 
| What reason con we hope to escape the fate of all other communities placed in 


Mr. WINDOM presented resolutions adopted by the Duluth Cham- | 


that unhappy situation? Our case is even more forlorn in its outlook than any 
that modern history records. The men who are striving to become our masters 
claim the offices and funds of the Territory, which are our undoubted property 

in defiance of law, justice, and the rights of self-government secured to us by the 
Constitution. Ifthey succeed it would be mere madness to expect the smallest 
regard for our rights of private property or personal liberty. 

The undersigned were specially intrusted by the convention which framed for 
the people the constitution under which they hope to be admitted as a State to 
lay that instrument before Congress and ask that proper action be taken thereon 
Inasmuch as our constitution is faultless and our population much larger than 
that of some States already in the Union, we venture to hope that our admission 
will not be unreasonably delayed. 

We implore you to take our case into your consideration and save us, so far as 
your sense of justice will permit, from the great calamities with which we are 
threatened, 

And we willever pray, &e. 

JOHN T. CAINE. 

Pr. S. RICHARDS. 

Db. H. PERRY. 

W. D. JOHNSON, Jr 

Mr. VEST. I present two petitions from more than a thousand work- 

ingmen, one trom employés of the Nova Scotia Iron Company, in Dent 
County, Missouri, and the other from employés of the Saint Louis Stamp 
ing Company, praying that the tariff duty upon iron may not be re- 
duced. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions of Maplewood Grange, No. 654, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Pettis County, Missouri, and resolutions of Zion 
Grange, No. 1087, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lawrence County, Missouri, 


| in favor of theestablishment ofa department of agriculture; which were 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GROOME presented a petition of the Maryland Academy ot 
Sciences, praying that the Signal Service Bureau be not transferred to 
the Interior Department; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

SANDUSKY DISTRICT. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2445) to amend section 2603 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the boundary of the col- 
lection district of Sandusky, to report it with a recommendation that 
the bill pass with a mere formal amendment made by the committee. 
I am also instructed to ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 
It merely establishes the lines of the district as they have been under- 
stood to exist for fifty or seventy-five years, but a decision of the court 
determined that the district was bounded by other lines and renders 
The Secretary of the Treasury in a communication 
to the committee approves the bill reported, and I understand that it is in 
accordance with the desires and wishes of the people. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It amends section 2603 of the Revised 
Statutes, sous to read: 


COLLECTION 


The district of Sandusky to comprise all the waters and shores of Lake Erie 
within the jurisdiction of the United States from the eastern bank of the Vermill 
ion River to and including the western bank of the Portage River, in which San- 
dusky shall be a port of entry. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was, in 
line 9, before the word ‘* port,’’ to strike out ‘‘a’’ and insert ‘‘ the;’’ so 
as to read: 

In which Sandusky shall be the port of entry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
MAJOR WILLIAM LUDLOW. 


As I see it seems to be the general pleasure of the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


| Senate to act upon bills as they are reported, as far as it is in my powet 


I wish to withdraw the objection that I made yesterday to the bill re 
ported by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and assent to 
his taking it up now by unanimous consent. That seems to be the 
general notion of the Senate and I do not want to give one kind of fish 
to the Senator from Connecticut and another to the Senator from Minne- 
sota, and soon. I apologize for having objected yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena 
tor from Connecticut when the routine morning business is through 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
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referred the bill (H. R. 6597) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Joint Select Committee on 
Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress to report an 
amendment to be proposed to the bill (S. 842) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a building for the accommodation of the Congressignal Library, 
and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. 


on the part of the Senate to consider that bill. 


Mr. HOAR, trom the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred | 


an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, authorizing the Secretary of War to purchase from Addison 


M. Sawyer his patent right for canister-shot, reported it with a favora- | 


ble recommendation, and moved its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the District of Columbia some 
{ime since were instructed by a resolution to inquire into the subject 
of the routes and terminal stations of the railroads in this District. 
From the committee | report an original bill to define the routes of 
steam-railroads in the city of Washington, and for other purposes, which 
! ask may be twice read and placed upon the Calendar; and I give notice 
that at the earliest possible day I shall ask the Senate to act upon that 
bill. 

The bill (8. 2505) to define the routes of steam-railroads in the city 
of Washington, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I am authorized by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the Ameri- 
can merchant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, 
and to amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of sea- 


men, known as the shipping bill, with certain amendments, and I ask | 


that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. VEST. I further wish to state on behalf of certain members, a 
minority of the committee, that there is a new section incorporated in 
the bill which does not meet with the entire approval of all the mem- 
bers of the committee. It is a section which authorizes the Postmaster- 
General of the United States to contract with steamship lines and other 
vessels for the transportation of the mails of the United States upon 
ocean routes, the aggregate amount so expended under such contracts 
With the ex- 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


not to exceed a million and a half of dollars annually. 
ception of that section the committee are unanimous in reporting the | 


bill. 
tion of the bill now pending in regard to Utah, I shall ask the Senate 
to take up the shipping bill. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
(S. 2504) to amend the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations 
for the naval service; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Territories, 
to whom was referred a petition of the Legislative Assembly of Mon- 
tana Territory, praying for increased per diem and mileage of jurors 
and witnesses, to ask that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, which committee, I understand, has the subject under consider- 
ation. 

The report was agreed to. 


INDIAN CEMETERY AT SALAMANCA. 


Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report favorably and without amendment the bill (H. R. 1078) to 
authorize the Seneca Nation of Indians of the State of New York to 
grant title to lands for cemetery purposes; which I ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It makes it lawful for the Seneca Na- 
tion of Indians of the State of New York in the manner provided by their 
constitution, to quitclaim to the Wildwood Cemetery Association of 
the village of Salamanca, New York, duly organized under the laws of 
that State, not to exceed thirty acres of land within the village of Sala- 
manca, as defined in accordance with the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress, approved February 19, 1875, for cemetery purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
Ordered, That Someey in the case of Charles Dresser be withdrawn from the 
tiles of the Senate, re being no adverse report. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. _I desire to submit the conference report upon the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report? The Chair hears no objection, and it is be- 
fore the Senate. 
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| give notice that whenever I can do so without | 
interfering with the regular appropriation bills, I shall ask a brief time | 





I give notice that after the Senate has completed the considera- | 





FEBRUARY 23, 


The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o: 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (1. R. 6900) making appropriations j; 4 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilline 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 3) ery 
and for other purposes, having met, after fuil and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as tollows - 

wr the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 26, 27, 57, 67, 74. 75 
and 77. od 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senaio 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, LL, 15, 16, 17, 18,19, 20, 22, 23, 31,63, 64, 68, 69, and vo 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Scnat« 
numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o; 
the sum proposed by said amendment, insert the sum of $89,400; and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat: 
numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In line 1 0: 
said amendment strike out the word “ four,”’ where it occurs, and in lieu thereos 
insert the word “three ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sena: 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: In line 3 of 


| said amendment strike out the words “* the vicinity of Fort Custer,” and insert 


in lieu thereof the words ‘some suitable location on their reservation ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat: 
numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 

**And no contract by any such Indian, creating any charge or incumbranc 
thereon, or liability of said land for payment thereof, shall be valid.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment, insert the sum of $8,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o1 
the sum proposed in said amendment, insert the sum of $8,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment, insert the sum of $70,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Atthe end 
ofthe amended paragrap!, insert the following : 

“And no portion of this sum, nor of any other sum appropriated by this act, 
for the support of Indian schools shall be paid for service rendered by any scholar 
taught in said schoo!s during the period of his tuition, except for excess of value 
of labor over and above cost of tuition and support or either furnished by the 
Government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After Ux 
word “repairing,” in said amendment, insert the words, “and constructing; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede irom its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, and on page 44 of thc 
bill, in line 8, strike out the words * and education” and in lieu thereof insert 
the words * education and transportation ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from iis disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Restore the 
matter proposed to be stricken out down to and including the word “ made” 
in line 25, page 44 of (he bill, and insert after said word the following words: 

“Immediately ava lable for the completionand furnishing of the school build- 


| ing and erection of ou(houses near Arkansas City.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert the sum of $10,000; and at the end 
of said amendment insert the following: 

* And also for the placing of children from all the Indian schools, with the con- 
sent of their parents, under the care and control of such suitable white families 
as may in all respects be qualified to give such children moral, industrial, and 
educational training for a term of not lessthan three years, under arrangements 
in which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their 

” 


And the Senate agree to the same, 
H. L. DAWES, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Scnate. 


THOMAS RYAN, 
L. B. CASWELL, 
‘ BEN. LE FEVRE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DAWES. The result of this conference may be stated ina very 
few words. As the bill the House it appropriated $5,208, 955.91. 
There was added by the Senate $167,300, making a total as passed b) 
the Senate of $5,376,255.91. Thenet reduction made in the conference 
from the Senate amendments is $12,600, as follows: Reduction in the 
appropriation for Sioux of Lake Traverse, $7,000; for Sioux of Devil's 
Lake, $7,000; for Indian police, $2,600; for transportation of children 
to and from Forest Grove school, $1,000, making the total reduction 
$17,600. The increase in the appropriation for removing Indians and 
property in consolidating agencies, &c., is $5,000, making a net reduc- 
tion of $12,600. The amount of the bill as agreed to is $5,363,655.91, 
less than the appropriations for 1883, $111,748; less than the estimate 
for 1884, $1,362,075.63. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not see my way clear to sign the report, for rea- 
sons that I do not care to enlarge upon, but I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate now to the controversy chiefly in the committee, as it 
was also between the two Houses; that is, the appropriation for schoo!s 
The controversy here assumed the of a question as to the amount 
that should be given for the education of each Indian scholar, the Sen- 
ate voting by quite a decided vote at one time that the amount at Car- 
lisle should be $235 each. 
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I have had occasion to pay a little attention to the question of the 
subsistence and education of the poor people of the District of Columbia, 
both black and white, who I think so far as the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment to them and to their needs is concerned, present and future, 
are quite as deserving as Indians. I find that in the Industrial Home 
School at Georgetown an average of more than one hundred children 
were taken care of by way of clothing, instructing, supporting generally, 
and educating in an industrial way on an average of about $70 percapita. 
I find that at the school or institution for the care of colored children 
the number is about the same and that the per capita is about $65 each. 
These two institutions are doing a work of great value, and just the 
kind of work which in my judgment should be done for the Indians; 
and yet we are doing, as I believe, a less valuable work for the Indians 
at nearly four times the cost; that is to say, we are educating the In- 
dians at an expense to the Government of about four times what it costs 
to educate and care for white and black children who have just as much 
claim upon the Government, and who have been receiving just as much 
benefit from the diminished sum as the Indian children are receiving 
trom the largely increased sum. 

In connection with this statement I ask to have read a letter from a 
somewhat noted Quaker lady of Philadelphia, which sheds some light 
upon this question, written to Secretary Teller under date of the 29th 
day of January. . 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

PHILADELPRIA, Pirst Month, 29th, 1883 

EsTeeMED Frrenp: After leaving thee that afternoon, with my papers ready 
for action, I had a talk with an official, who questioned me closely about the 
work and workers in certain agencies; also wished to know what the Quakers 
of Philadelphia thought of the proposed school for Indian girls in our city. 1 
told him I never had heard of an approval. It would be a pet school and the 
girls would be spoiled and we fear not fit for home duties. We would approve 
of industrial schools on the reservations and the women taught in their homes 
to live a civilized life and make home attractive to their husbands. He (the 
official) wished to call and have a talk with thee about it; but I know thy time, 
as well as my Own, was precious, so ventured to write thee. 

I have made it my business to visit the schools and homes of Indians both in 
Canada and our own country, and find the former far ahead of ours in economy 
and work. At the Mohawk Institute, Brantford, Canada, they have one hun- 
dred and thirty-six pupils, at the cost to government of $63 each for the last two 
years, and they do all the work, with the assistance of two workers—kuitting, 
sewing, &c., everything. Dovisitit; and formore particularssee ninth and elev- 
enth months’ council series, 1882, written by me. There are too many instyct- 
ors; the children ought to be workers. Not one child at Thomas Asylum, Sew 
York, is allowed to remain in the school over 16 years of age, and they doevery- 
thing like work in that institution. ‘Tis employment that civilizes the Indian. 
‘Tis not all books that is needed. 

My heart is in the work, and I do crave that you, who are at the head of this 
great work, may bow low before the Lord and ask Him to direct you, and do 
not move till He shall show you the way. We are all working for or against 
Him. Iam willing to add my mite to the work of so great a field, and all T ask 
is to be aided as the way may open. 

Thy interested friend, 

HULDAH H. BONWELL, 

912 Wallace street, Philadelphia 
Secretary TELLER. 

Mr. PLUMB. I simply desire to express the conviction that if In- 
dian education should be placed in the hands of people of a practical 
character such as those who have charge of the institutions of which | 
have spoken and such as the writer of the letter evidently is, we could 
educate four or five times as many children as we now educate for the 
money we are expending, and to a very great deal better purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. Before this matter passes from the consideration of 
the Senate I desire that a single word more should be said. There are 
three kinds of schools for the Indians. One is the day schools at the 
agencies, another is the industrial schools at the agencies, and the third 
is the three schools at Hampton, Carlisle, and Forest Grove. The aver- 
age cost of the scholar at the day schools is only $25 a year; at the in- 
dustrial schools atthe agencies it is $50 a year; at Hampton it is $167; 
at Carlisle and Forest Grove it is $200. There is a very much larger 
number at the day schools than at any of the others, and if you aver- 
age the cost it would come somewhere nearer the cost of the schools 
that have come under the observation of the Senator from Kansas than 
would appear by his simple statement; I do not know how near it 
would come. 

The Senate can see at once that there are many reasons why you can 
reduce to a minimum the cost of educating the scholar at the schools 
in this District much smaller than the minimum at present of educating 
the Indians, who are at arm’s-length, a different character of person, 
requiring a different kind of teacher and a different kind of expendi- 
ture. Ifthe country can be satisfied that the effort is an honest and 
earnest and economical effort in the expenditure of money, the country 
has made up its mind that the result also will be not only in the inter- 
est of economy of expenditure, but in the interest of a wise and hu- 
mane solution of the Indian question by bringing sooner than by any 
other effort the Indian to a self-sustaining condition of life. He is to 
be in the very near future a citizen of the United State, absorbed in 
the body-politic; and every dollar expended in preparing him or the 
coming generation of Indians for that duty which they can not nor we 


the “3 
I think the Senator from Kansas will agree with me that the effort 
is an earnest and honest one, and in the main an economical one, and 
that with a sincere desire to make every dollar of the money go as far 
a8 possible we can see very many reasons why it can not come down 


‘ 








to the minimum of the expenditure in this District, which is wise as 
well as economical and beneficent. I think there can be no occasion 
for any adverse criticism. I agree with the Senator that practical no 
tions such as are expressed in the letter he has read commend them 
selves to those in the management of Indian affairs, the Indian schools 
especially, and think those at the head of the Interior Department ar 
exceedingly practical and sensible. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should be glad toask the Senator from 
Massachusetts what became in the conference of the provision the Sen 
ate inserted in the bili for the relief of the Seminole Indians in Florida ? 

Mr. DAWES. I regret to say that the committee of conference on 
the part of the Senate were compelled to give up that appropriation in 
order to come to an agreement upon other points. I regret it because 
I wished that that sum of money might have been expended. Last 
year it was proposed by the Senate to expend out of the Treasury that 
sum of money to relieve us of all trouble about the treaties. This year 
it was proposed to take that sum out of the treaty appropriation. The 
conference committee on the part of the House were very firm in the 
conviction that that violated the provisions of the treaty, and it was 
necessary in order to agree in th 
tion. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not delay the Senate or occupy its time by reit- 
erating what has been stated before any further than to express my 
protest on behalf of the people of Florida and these Indians against the 
refusal on the part of Congress todo for them what is plain, sheer, un 
deniable justice. I merely wish to say that in violation of a positive 
treaty obligation on the part of the Government of the United States, 
for which no kind of pretense or excuse has ever been given, year after 
year this appropriation bill is passed assertinga positive falsehood which 
has no kind of support in either the history of the country or in any 
fuct stated by any individual anywhere, and that is that the Indians in 
Florida, for whose benefit that provision of the treaty was made, have 
ever removed from that State. There is no kind of reason for that as 
sertion; they have never removed; they are there; and year after year, 
contrary to the evidence in the case, this appropriation is made under 
that treaty for the beneiit of the Seminole Indians in the West, upon 
the allegation as contained in the bill that they—that is, the part of the 
tribe *‘ remaining in Florida”’ at the time of the treaty—have removed 
to the West, for which, I wish to state here, there is not the slightest 


e conference to giy 


e up the appropria- 


| degree of evidence and which is absolutely false. 





I wish further to say that these Indians in Florida alone of all the 
Indians in the United States are not only left without provision for thei 
support or their education, but that they had a treaty with the Govern- 
ment of the United States long before the treaty was made by which pro- 
Vision Was made for those who should remove westward, giving to them 
per capitaso much money, which has been denied to them without any 
kind of reason or excuse, without any provision in the treaty abrogating 
it, and without any consideration whatever on the part of Congress or 
the Government; yet they haye surrendered their lands, they have de 
prived themselves of their homes, they have given the consideration 
required by the treaty, and year after year, of all the Indians in the 
United States in like case, they alone are left without the least recog 
nition or without the least care or attention by Congress. Such violation 
of the solemn treaty obligations of the United States, such indifference 
both to the claims of humanity and of justice is a reproach to ourselves 
and the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MC?HERSON, 


ir 
i! 


The question is on the adoption of 


| its Clerk, announced that the House had non-conecurred in the amend- 





ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, asked 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM H. ForNeEy of Alabama, 
Mr. J. H. Kercnam of New York, and Mr. THoMaAs RYAN of Kan 
sas the conferees on the part of the House. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2997) granting right of way to the 
Freemont, Elk Horn and Missouri Valley Raiiroad Company across the 
Niobrara military reservation, in the State of Nebraska; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY 

Mr. ROLLINS. I submit the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the extension of the Capitol 
North O Street and South Washington Railway. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con 
sideration of this conference report? The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is before the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2571) to provide for the exten 
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sion of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway having met, 


after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to | 


their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered | and 2, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from the amendment numbered 3, 

EF. H. ROLLINS 
JAMES W. McDILL, 
Z. B. VANCE, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
R. B. F. PEIRCE, 
ROBERT KLOTZ, 
SAM, F. BARR, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have the bill read as it will stand 
if we agree to the conference report. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington 
Railway Company is hereby authorized to extend its line, by laying a single or 
double track, aud running its ears thereon, on the following streets in the city 
of Washington, namely: Commencing with the intersection of its present line 
at Pleventh and E streets, northwest, and running east along E to Ninth street; 
thenee south along Ninth street to Louisiana avenue; thence southwest along 
said avenue to Ohio avenue; thence west along Ohio avenue to its intersection 


with its present line at the junction of Ohio avenue and Twelfth street, north- 
west, 


Sec. 2. That unless said extension is constructed and the cars run thereon 
within six months from the poamge and approval of the act, all rights granted 
hereundey shall be void: Provided, That no new track or tracks shall be laid 
along Ninth street from D to Louisiana avenue, but said company may use the 
tracks of the Metropolitan Street Railway Company between said points, upon 
such terms and conditions as may be provided in the original act of incorpora- 
tion of said Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company. 
Mr. INGALLSA. 
by the conferees. 
The ACTING Secretary. In section 1,‘‘ Tenth,’’ where it first oc- 
curs in line 8, was stricken out, and ‘‘ Ninth’’ inserted; so as to read: 
And running east along E to Ninth street. 


And all after ‘‘street,’’ in line 8, was stricken out down to and in- 
cluding ‘‘street,’’ where it occurs the second time, in line 9, section 1; 
so as to read: 

Thence south along Tenth to D street; thence east along D to Ninth street. 

Mr. MORRILL. Inotherwords, I understand the Senate gives up its 
amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. No; the Senate does not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now read any amendments that are not agreed to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The House agrees to the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now let us hear the amendments which were dis- 
agreed to. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, The said company shall reimburse the United States and the Dis- 
trict of umbia for the cost of paving that part of said streets which it shall 


occupy by virtue of this act according tothe requirements of their charter in re- 
spect of other streets occupied by said company. 


Provided further, That said railway company and all street or tramway com- 
panies in the District of Columbia shall pay the full amount of the original cost, 
and of maintaining the same in good order, of grading and laying the number of 
feet required by their respective charters over the streets and avenues occupied 
by them, namely: the tracks, between the tracks, and two feet on the outer 
edge of the same; and a refusal to pay such tax when notified by the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia of the amount due for said original improve- 
ments the same shall work a forfeiture of the charter of the company so refusing. 

And subject always to the right of Congress at any time to repeal or amend the 
said charter or any amendments thereto, and to establish such regulations in 
the use of the franchises thereby conferred as may by it be deemed reasonable 
and proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand that if this conference report is 
agreed to this street railroad has the right to occupy this newly paved 
street for the purposes of its track without any compensation to the Gov- 
ernment or to the District of Columbia for the amount that has been 
expended for the grading and repavement in the past few months? I 
should like the Senator to state. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If this conference report is agreed to this railroad 
will have the same privileges that other street railroads have had in the 
past. The other street railroads have been required to do only this, to 
maintain the road between the tracks and for two feet each side. That 
this street railroad will be compelled to do in all time to come. That 
is just what all other street railroads have been required to do. This 
requires the same thing of this company, no more and no less. It puts 
them on an equality with all other street railroads in the city. It was 
thought that that was just and proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. When this matter was under debate in the Senate 
it was, I believe, agreed that the provision with regard to paving and re- 
pairing only applied to the specific road defined in the original act of 
incorporation authorizing this road to be constructed. Now, unless 
some provisions are incorporated in this bill requiring them to keep the 
ywvement in repair between their tracks and for two feet on each side 
they are not subject to the same conditions that were imposed upon 
other roads in this city. 

1 regret very much that the Senator from New Hampshire has de- 
liberately abandoned the amendments that he himself offered in the 
Senate and admitted the necessity of. It will be remembered that the 
Senator from New Hampshire himself p’ these amendments, 
admitted their necessity, and proposed that in addition to the require- 


Now read the first amendment that was agreed to 
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| 
| ments to be imposed on this railroad similar provisions should attac) 
| to the other horse-railroads occupying streets in the city. 
| After the Senator had himself admitted that this was essential! alter 
"itis agreed that unless these amendments be adhered to this street ras]. 
| way will have the use of that street without keeping the track in re 
pair or the pavement upon the two sides of their rails, why is it, and 

what influences have been brought to bear by which the author and 
promoter of these amendments has seen fit to abandon them? It looks 
to me a little singular, Mr. President. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It may seem a little singular to the Senator from 
Kansas, but I take square issue with him in reference to his statement 
of facts. I say that this corporation will be required to keep its track 
in order, the space between the two tracks and two feet on each side 
under the charter as it now stands upon the statute-books of the land. 
I say further that I have not abandoned anything that I advocated here 
in the Senate. I stated to the Senate that I thought this amendment 
which was ingrafted on the bill by a vote of the Senate ought to be 
voted down. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator offered it as an amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I did offer the last amendment for the sole purpos: 
of showing the impropriety of the original motion. That was the ob- 
ject which I had in view when I offered it. When it was offered | 


advised the Senate to vote it down, because it was an amendment which 
was undertaking to forfeit the charter of the present street railroads. 
going further than I thought Congress had a right to go. 

The question is on the adoption ot 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the report. 
The report was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 21, noes 19. 
GALLUS KIRCHNER. 


Mr. FRYE. I present the conference report on House bill No. 201:. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine presents « 
conference report. Will the Senate proceed to its consideration? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the report is before the Senate. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on th: 
a d t of the Senate to the bill of the House No, 2013, entitled “An act r 
ferring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus Kirchner,” having met, after 
= and free conference have agreed to recommend to their respective Houses as 
ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment and agree to the House bill with 
the following amendment: 

Add, after the word “any,” in the last line, the words: 

“Provided, That no judgment shall be rendered for any such stone used in the 
construction of the main arsenal building.”’ 

And that the House agree to the same. 





WM. P. FRYE, 

D. W. VOORHEES, 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
Managers on the partof the Senut« 

JOHN B. CLARK, Jr., 

STANTON J. PEELLE, 

S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 

, DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall be in order at any time pend- 
ing an appropriation bill to move to confine debate on amendments thereto tu 
five minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, and said motion shall be 
decided without debate. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that will go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. t it be read again. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to save a question of order on that resolution, 
which I will make to-morrow when it cames up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 

DUPLICATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Yesterday I offered a resolution directing the Pub- 
lic Printer to bind duplicate sets of bills and resolutions of the Senate 
and House, which was laid over on the ion of several Senators 
that the number ought to be increased. number is the same as 
already bound and will make two hundred and fifty volumes—one hun- 
dred and twenty-five of bills and one hundred — 9 twenty-five of reso- 
lutions. The document-room has nospace for more. Therefore I think 
the resolution had better pass as it was reported. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he he is, authorized and directed 
to bind duplicate sets of bilis and resolutions of the and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth,Forty-sixth 
and Forty-seventh Congresses, bills and resolutions to be furnished him 


from the files of the Senate document-room, and the volumes when bound to 
be kept there for reference. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island cal: 
up for consideration this resolution. It is before the Senate, no 0!) 
jection being made. The question is on its adoption. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business’ 
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{A pause. The Chair hearing no response declares the morning busi- | 


mer HALE. I move to ne the Calendar, my object being to 
take up the naval appropriation bill, which I am entirely confident can 
be di of in a few minutes, as we have reached now merely formal 


ts. ~ . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to postponing the 


be ~) BROWN. After that bill is disposed of I shall move to take up 
the Calendar, giving preference to House bills favorably reported. 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up the naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Calendar is postponed— 

Mr. HALE. Let it be postponed until the naval bill is finished. 
The motion of the Senator from Georgia will be as much in order after- 





“— BROWN. Ido not want to antagonize the appropriation bill, 
but only give notice that after it is disposed of I shall move to take up 
tae a RESIDENT protempore. The unfinished business at 1 0’clock 
is the Utah bill. Is there objection to postponing the Calendar? The 
Chair hears none. pe 
Mr. HALE. NowI move to take up the naval appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenate have finished the consideration of the bill itself 
and the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations as incorpo- 
rated inthe bill when reported. There are one or two matters which I 
wish to present now. On page 5—— ; 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ishouldliketoinquire what is the pending question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. RoLLrns]. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I have not had an opportunity of presenting the amend- 
ments of the committee yet. (44 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. RoLurns]. 

Mr. HARRIS. A question of order was raised and not disposed of 
last night. 

Mr. HALE. I beg pardon. 
course that is the first in order. 

The ACTINGSECRETARY. The proposed amendment is to add atthe 
end of the bill: 

Sec. 4, That the President shall appoint a board of nine officers of high rank 
on the active or retired list, who shall, before the Ist day of October, 1883, thor- 
oughty scrutinize the active-list of the Navy, and shall select therefrom six rear- 
admirals, ten commodo) forty captains, eight commanders, seventy lieuten- 
ant-commanders, two hundred and forty jieutenants, seventy masters, seventy 
one hundred midshipmen, ten medical directors, ten medical inspect- 

-five surgeons, ciabey five assistant and passed assistant surgeons, 
“ghtpey directors, eight pay inspectors, thirty-five paymasters, fifteen passed as- 
sistant ten assistant paymasters, five chief engineers with the rela- 
tive eon of captain, ten chief engineers with the relative rank of commander, 
forty chief engineers with the relative rank of lieut t nder or lieu- 
tenant, fifty-five assistant engineers, thirty-five assistant engineers with 
the relative rank for each as now fixed by law, twelve chaplains, six professors 
of mathematics, —— naval bea nee nr four ~ ~ naval meray ee 

engineers. boatswains, nners, y carpenters, and twenty 
to be seiained on the active-list of the Navy, to discharge the cur- 


rent duties of the service under the law and regulations governing it; and all 
others now on said list shall be 


I thought it was disposed of. Then of 





con red supernumerary, and shall be placed 
on 8 separate list, not entitled to promotion, and with leave-of-absence pay, but 
to be ordered to service with the proper pay of their grade only in time 


of war; and they shall retire on reaching the as fixed by law, or at any time 


on their own application; and the officers so retained 


that 
28 above shall. be entitled to their promotion, after proper service and 


as vacancies may occur, without to the officers remaining 
on the supern list: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to remove a the active-list the Admiral and Vice-Admiral of the 
Navy, nor in any manner to affect the status of any officer who has received a 
personal vote of t thanks of Cengress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pointof order, I suppose, is that 
this is — legislation. ‘The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I merely wish to say a few words. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order is not debatable. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Debate upon the bill is in order, I think. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order has been stated, and I have no ob- 
jection if the Senator desires to say something upon the matter. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I merely wish to say that when the amendment 
which I was prepared I supposed there would be some general 
legislation in the bill. The Committee on Appropriations subsequently 
reported to strike out all or substantially all the general legislation until 
it reaches the very close of the bill; then an amendment was made by 
the committee which was admitted to be general legislation, but because 
it previded for carrying out the law of last year, the law of August, 1882, 
it was admitted. With that precedent established in the Senate I ven- 
tured to move the amendment which I proposed last evening, the object 
of which is simply to carry out the provisions of the act of last August. 
We are told in different directions that the Navy is top-heavy; that it 





should be reduced. In the appropriation bill of last August a proviso 
XIV——198 


was inserted that provided for an ultimate reduction of the personnel of 
the Navy. Thisamendment which I have offered proposes to reach that 
object at an early day and to save thereby between $100,000 and $200,000 
per annum. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Let me inquire where the Senator proposes to in- 
troduce his amendment? 

Mr. ROLLINS. As an additional section to the bill. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest to him that I had prepared one on the 
same subject, to come in as a proviso after line 124. 

Mr. ROLLINS. My amendment is ruled out of order, and I donot 
propose to occupy the attention of the Senate more than a moment. 
This amendment aimed to accomplish that result of which I spoke, 
at an early day, by putting upon a separate list with less pay a large 
number of officers who are not required for the service and who can be 
well spared; the efficiency of the naval service would not be at all im- 
paired by their being relieved from duty. To-day there is very little 
for a large number of naval officers to do; they are assigned to our 
navy-yards, two or three times as many officers as are required. Why” 
Simply because there is nothing else for them to do. All the pay-roll 
of these officers is charged up against the navy-yards and goes to show 
the extravagance of the work performed by the Government at the 
various navy-yards of the country. 

This is substantially all I desire to say in explanation of the reason 
why I introduced the amendment. I am sorry that it is ruled out of 
order, for I believe it would accomplish a much-needed reform in the 
Navy, that it would improve the personnel of the Navy and give those 
who are really deserving on theactive-list a chance for promotion which 
they do not now have. 

Mr. HALE. On page 5, line 109, I move to add, after the word ‘‘or- 
ders,’’ the words: 

And for actual and necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while pro- 


ceeding from their homes to the Naval Academy for examination and appoint 
ment of cadets. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 19, line 443, after the words ‘“‘all which,”’ I 
move to insert: 

Vessels, except their armament. 

So as to read: 

And for the construction of all which vessels, except their armament, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall invite proposals, &c. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Is that anamendment of the committee ? 

Mr. HALE. Itcomes from the Navy Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Onpage 10, line 215, after ‘‘steam-hammer,”’ ] move to 
add ‘‘or apparatus;’’ so as to read: 

Including the cost of a steam-hammer or apparatus of sufficient size for the 
manufacture of the heaviest guns. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.HALE. On page 20, after the word ‘‘Government,”’ in line 476, 
I move to add: 

The services and expenses of thetwo civilian expert members of the naval 


advisory board may be paid from the appropriations for the increase of the navy, 
not exceeding $11,000. 


Mr. McPHERSON. 
of time? 

Mr.HALE. That covers the work they have done and is forthe yeat 
to come. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Including the next fiscal year? 

Mr.HALE. For the next fiscal year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Maine the 
character of the duty performed by these gentlemen who are termed 
“‘experts?’’ Is it necessary to go outside of the Navy Department to 
employ experts at a salary of $5,500 a year to do that thing which we 
supposed the efficers of the Navy were qualified of themselves to do? 

Mr. HALE. That is not a question for us tosettle. The bill of last 
year provided how the board should be made up, and that it should 
comprehend these experts and that no officers of the Government should 
receive additional pay. There has been no provision made for them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know it provided for experts, but the question 
is whether it meant an expert outside of the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. It provided that there should be outside experts. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why experts outside of the Navy Department ? 
Is it an admission that we have no experts in the Navy Department ? 

Mr. HALE. I for one am very thoroughly of opinion that on any 
of these great subjects-matter touching the building up of a great new 
American navy we ought to have, and we need, in addition to any tal- 
ent I have been able to find in the Department, the services of experts, 
skilled scientific men, outside of the Department. That is my belief. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot know but that it isa very wise pro- 
vision, and I shall offer no objection to it, but at the same time it is a 
very humiliating confession. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 25, line 601, I move to strike out ‘‘ fourteen”’ 
and insert “‘ twenty-two;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-two second lieutenants. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Eleven thousand dollars for how long a period 
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Mr. HALE. On page 14, line 310, after the word ‘hundred,’ I 
move to insert ‘‘and sixty-four;’’ so as to increase the appropriation for 
the maintenance of yards and docks from $200,000 to $264,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the committee recommend that? 

Mr. HALE. The amendments that I have been offering have been 
such as were stiggested by the Department and mainly in the way of 
curing defects in the bill. This amendment, I am bound to say in 
answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Connecticut, the committee 
has not agreed to. It isan amount that is requested in the original 
papers sent to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as necessary 
in order to keep up certain yards until the Ist day of July. If this is 
not appropriated these yards will be closed. If the additional $64,000 
I have moved is granted the yards now in maintenance will be kept 
up until the Ist of July. That is all there is of it. 

I do not offer it from the committee, because the committee did not 
agree to it; but I have been requested to offer it, and I know that if 
the yards are to be kept up it is necessary. I shall be glad to see it 
adopted, but I do not in that speak as the organ of the committee; and 
if the Senate believes that it is not needed, of course it will vote it 
down. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is then practically a deficiency of $64,000. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There will be no deficiency, because if the amount is 
not granted the Secretary will close certain yards. The Secretary will 
follow the law; he will follow the limitations fixed in it; but if this 
money is not given the yards will be closed; there will be no deficiency. 
It is for the Senate to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. There isone more amendment, a change of phraseology. 
and 178, I move to strike out: 

In the appropriations for the Bureau of Navigation, on page 8, lines 177 
For special equipment of ocean-surveying vessels, $10,000, . 


The question is on the amendment 


And insert: 

For special ocean surveys and the publication thereof, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have no more amendments to offer. 

Mr. LAPHAM. In line 2, section 2, on page 29, after the word 
‘‘duty,’’ I propose to insert ‘‘except in cases specially provided by 
law;’’ so as to read: 

Src, 2. That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be employed on any shore- 
duty, except in cases specially provided by law, unless the Secretary of the Navy 
shall determine that the employment of an officer on such duty is uired by 
the public interests, and shall so state in the order of employment, and also the 
duration of such service, beyond which time it shall not continue, 

I am sure there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. What is sought to be reached by that? 

Mr. LAPHAM. It covers certain temporary employments of naval 
officers provided for by special act. 

Mr. HALE. What kind of employments are they? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I cannot specify. 

Mr. ROLLINS. What is the proposition ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. ‘To except in section 2, line 2, the class of cases 
where the law now provides for the employment of naval officers on 
shore du‘ 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think the wholesecond section ought to be stricken 
out. Ido not see anything accomplished by it except to make more 
difficulty in the settlement of accounts in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HALE. It is the law now. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly the Secretary of the Navy ought not to 
have an absolute discretion in this respect. There are certain classes of 
cases where naval officers are employed by virtue of special provisions 
of law. 

Mr. HALE, Let the amendment be read again. 
correctly I shall not raise the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment of Mr. LAPHAM. 

Mr. HALE. ‘That does not seem to change existing law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatdoes change existinglaw. I make the point 
of order. If it merely enacts existing law it is wholly unnecessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is ‘‘except in cases 
specially provided by law.”’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. It does not repeal any existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . If there is not an existing law they 
“an not be employed. The point of order is overruled. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. LAPHAM. ‘There are only a very few cases to which it will 
apply. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. With the consent of the Senator from New York 
I offer an amendment from the Committee on Naval Affairs to insert as 
a new section the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to build one gunboat of an e ental 
type, not to draw more than twelve Feet of water, 000 : Provided That raid 
vessel can carry one high-powered, breech-loading rifled cannon, of not less than 
ten inches caliber, and said vessel to have full maneuvering power, such as to 


If I understand it 





be able to use the whole power of the main engines for maneu 
so as to be able to turn around on her center without either ad 
ing, and so that the gun may be aimed by the movemen 
and not require other means of training in order to fire with 
vessel to have a speed of miles per hour. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 
* Mr. HALE. I wish to interpose the point of order. 

ent—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am in entire sympathy with the Senator from 
Rhode Island in this amendment, because it seems to me to be the only 
feasible way of creating anewnavy. Itis foranexperimental ship which 
is only to cost $200,000; it is to be built by contract; and failing to per 
form all that is required of it, the contractor is not to be paid. This 
ship, costing $200,000 only, will, inmy opinion, do more efficient sery- 
ice than the experimental ships for which we yesterday agreed to appro- 
priate a million dollars; but 1 wish to ask the honorable Senator trozq 
Rhode Island who offers this amendment if he will have the kindness 
to inform me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is raised to this 
amendment. Ifthe point is sustained debate is not in order. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I took the floor before the point of order was 
raised. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator may proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ASenator can rise toa point of order at any time. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order was raised. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island who has offered the amendment, and I hope he will have the 
kindness to inform me, if this amendment has been submitted to the 
Secretary of the Navy? Itseemsan audacious proceeding for a Senator 
even so respected and experienced in naval matters as that honorable 
Senator is known to be, to offer so important an amendment to the 
Secretary’s budget—I will not say budget of plunder—without first hay- 
ing his permission. Perhaps, however, the Senator has that permission, 
for I noticed in the public press that a few days ago the honorable Sec- 
retary was in his neighborhood and an outraged and indignant Senator 
drove him from the floor for too much noisy zeal in furthering his 
scheme to the Senate lobbies—to say that he was not at home there 
would be to sacrifice truth and challenge history. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam not in the habit of asking the permission ot 
the head of a Department when I offer an amendment, and as for the 
occasion to which my friend from New Jersey alludes, I think that his 
remarks are exceeding inopportune. The Secretary of the Navy was 
upon the floor of this Chamber, as he has aright to be according to our 
rules, and he did not approach me, but I approached him, and several 
Senators were there, near the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan], who 
was speaking, and he made some suggestion about the noise, which is 
frequently done by Senators who are speaking; but there was nothing 
on the part of the Secretary of the Navy that was obtrusive or unseemly 
in any way. I addressed him; he did not address me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The honorable Senator from Rhode Island and 
the honorable Senator from Illinois appear to differ in regard to what 
was going on. I deal only with the fact which has become history. 

Mr. ANTHONY. His rebuke was as much to me as it was to the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have the floor. I do not yield. I havea 
great respect for the President of the United States; he is entitled to 
my respect, and he is entitled to the respect of every fair-minded man 
for giving to this country thus far an administration not less worthy of 
approval than aay which has ever preceded it; but when this bill we 
are now enacting becomes a law, as it certainly will, for the Secretary 
of the Navy has so ordained and determined, I fear even the President 
will become convinced that mistakes are possible. Starting and lead- 
ing in assigned rank in his list of advisers we find character and qual- 
ifications the purest and best, but before reaching the end of the list 
unfortunately we have descended by one gigantic stride to the lobby, 
with all that that name implies. Wheri this bill becomes a law and 
the full measure of power contained therein is exercised and its results 
are seen the American people will then learn that extraordinary power 
has again been lightly yielded by their representatives here. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This amendment comes from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I am instructed by that committee, or rather the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. JoNES] was instructed by that committee, to 
offer this amendment, and the Senator from Florida asked me to do it, 
and I have done it. 

The presence of the Secretary of the Navy on this floor was in pur- 
suance of our rules. He was sitting and talking with the Senator from 
New Hampshire and my colleague and myself, and others went up and 
spoke to him. He did not commence any conversation with us, and 
nothing on this subject was said in my hearing. 

Mr. ROLLINS rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from New Jersey had yielded the floor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know but that the persistency of the 
Senator from New Hampshire will compel me to yield the floor. 
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Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from New Jersey had yielded the floor, 
and taken his seat, having concluded his remarks. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I will close them now. ’ 

Mr. ROLLINS. Very well. Mr. President, am I entitled to the 


r? 
tothe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. ROLLINS. I listened to the remarks of the Senator from New 
Jersey with a great deal of surprise. His criticisms upon the action of 
the Secretary of the Navy were ungenerous, unjust, indecent. The 
Secretary of the Navy came into the Senate Chamber and was sitting 
at my side, not talking about naval bills er naval appropriations. Sev- 
eral Senators came to have a little conversation with him, among them 
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island. Twoor three Senators were 

in that conversation, and the voices that disturbed the Senate 
and interrupted the Senator from Illinois were not the voice of the 
Secretary of the Navy, but the voices of the several Senators engaged 
in conversation with the Secretary of the Navy. Therefore I say that 
the attack of the Senator from New Jersey upon the Secretary of the 
Navy is ungenerous and unjust in the extreme, and I trust it will not 

re 

vee HALE. Now, Mr. President, let us have the point of order set- 
tled. The Secretary of the Navy will take care of himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is raised on this 
amendment, and in the opinion of the Chair it is well taken. This is 
a proposition to build a gunboat; and if there is anything that is gen- 
eral legislation, that is it. It requires both Houses of Congress to order 
it before it can be done. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I apprehended that point of order, but I thought 
it would come from my friend on my left [Mr. EpMuNDs]. I did not 
notice that he was here when I offered the amendment. I did not ap- 
prehend the Senator in charge of the bill would make this point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not make the point of order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, sir; you did not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that I should have made the point of 
order if I had observed that the Senator from Vermont was in his seat. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I do not appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to offer a small amendment to this bill. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I thought I had the floor to offer an amendment 
when I yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the Senator from New York 
yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island he yielded permanently; but 
the Senator from New York will have an opportunity presently. 

Mr. BUTLER. This willonly take a moment, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from New York. On line 139, page 7, there is an item in these 
words: 

For putting in orderand preserving the grave of Paul Hamilton, a former Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the expenditure therefor not to exceed $50. 

I move to strike out ‘‘50,’*in line 141, and insert ‘‘100.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order, but I do not object. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move the amendment on the suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. He has written me a note on the subject. 


Mr.EDMUNDS. That, according to the Senator from New Jersey, is 
a breach of privilege. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will leave my friend and the Senator from New 
Jersey to settle that when I get my amendment in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

’ The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I offer an amendment which I will send to the Sec- 
retary’s desk in a moment, to come in at the end of line 124. I do this, 
I may be permitted to state, upon the application of a large number of 
those who had entered the service of the Government as cadets at the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis prior to the passage of the act of August, 
1882, which destroys the contracts they had entered into with the Gov- 
ernment as to all of them except ten each year. At the end of line 124 
I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

It seems to me, with great deference, that thisought not to be done. 
These young gentlemen, one of whom was placed there upon my own 
nomination, who was the son of Admiral Craven, of Geneva, in my old 
Congressional district, are, if he is a sample of them, the brightest 
young men in the service of the Government to-day, and entitled to 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Provided also, That no cadet appointed to the Naval Academy prior to the 


passage of the act of August 5, 1882, shall in any manner be affected by said 
act, but shall be retained in the service in all respects asif said law had not been 


Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. IL insist that this is not open to the point of order, 
for the reason that I offer it as an amendment to a section expressly 
providing by way of legislation for an increase of the terms of commis- 
sions of officers in the Navy. It seems to me, therefore, it is entirely 


germane and a proper subject to be offered by way of amendment. 
Mr. HALE. 


It is germane enough, but it is new legislation. 














The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isunquestionably germane to the 
general subject; no point of order can be raised on it on that ground: 
but the point is that it is altering the law on this subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore the point of order is sus- 
tained. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is altering alaw which was put in an appropria- 
tion bill at the last session, which ought to be corrected in the appro- 
priation bill at this session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
propriety of the action. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems to me that the section under consideration 
changes the law. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That does not make a whit of differ- 
ence in relation to an amendment which is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. VANCE. We are brought by this decision precisely to the same 
point as at the last session of Congress; that is to say, where there was 
a change in the law in the bill, which itself was out of order upon an 
appropriation bill, the Chair held, as I remember, that an amendment 
to it was out of order, although the section to which it was offered 
changed existing law, and it was out of order by reason of the existing 
law. Now, if that point of order is sustained I give notice that inas- 
much as these young men were dismissed from the service summarily, 
contrary to what was done when the West Point Academy was reformed, 
for there was an express exception and reservation of the rights of those 
who were then in the Academy, I shall to-morrow during the morning 
hour ask unanimous consent to take up the bill which I reported this 
morning by the instruction of the Naval Committee to change the law, 
and I hope there will be unanimous consent to it if the point of order 
is sustained. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I trust that I may be permitted to say that these 
young gentlemen, though graduating with the highest honors of their 
class, will next August have to go down to the position of common sea 
men, or else quit the service. Their contract with the Government is 
broken and destroyed. I hope no such thing will be done 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not consider hard cases 
in deciding points of order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Iam aware of that; [am not complaining of the 
President. I am giving notice to the Senate of the equities that justify 
something being done. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to offeran amendment in line 
370, page 16, after the word ‘* million’’ to insert ‘‘one hundred thou- 
sand.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that for? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will explain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 370, after the word ‘“ million,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘one hundred thousand; ”’ so as to read: 

One million one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the connection? What is that for? 

The ACTING SECRETARY. So that the paragraph will read: 

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; 
purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; labor in navy-yards and on for 
eign stations; preservation of materials; purchase of tools; wear, tear, and re 
pair of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase, and protection of the 


Navy in the line of construction and repair, and incidental expenses, namely 
advertising and foreign postage, $1,100,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
in order ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is an amendment to the bill 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been reported from a committee, and has 
it been referred to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know that it has. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule is that no amendment to increase an 
item of appropriation shall be in order unless moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee and referred a day beforehand to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, let me hear a statement of the ease. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will explain the purpose ef the amend 
ment. It will be observed that the estimate for construction and repair 
of vessels made by the Navy Department was $1,750,000. That has 
been cut down toone million in the bill. I am informed by the Depart 
ment that if this appropriation is not raised it will be impossible to con- 
tinue the work upon the Mohican, which is on thestocks at Mare Island. 
The Mohican has been on the stocks now for a little over nine years, and 
it is in that condition that it is necessary to continue the work in order 
to save what has already been expended upon it. ‘The chief of the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair in his report says: 


The Chair can not decide upon the 


That increases an item of appropriation, Is that 


I think it is in order 


I trust the Senator will not make the 


The work on the Mohican, now on the stocks in the Mare Island yard, should 
be pushed to completion this year, as the vessel has already suffered somewhat 
from being out in the open air exposed to the weather. Her frame is of live 
oak, and if she is completed will give us another vessel of the Marion and 
Swatara class, a very successful and satisfactory class of vessels. She is 216 fect 
between perpendiculars, 38 feet breadth of beam, ship-rigged, having a sail sur- 
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face of 14,150 square feet in her ten principal sails. Like the other vessels, she 
ean carry an armament of one 8-inch, six 9-inch, one 60-pounder, or its equiva- 
lent in weight of more modern guns. Her draught of water, when y for 
sea, is intended to be 14 feet 6 inches forward and 17 feet 6 inches aft, and at this 
«raught her displacement will be 1,800 tons. 

This is a steamer of the Marion and Swatara class, and she is nearly 
ready for the engines. 

Mr. HALE. It is simply continuing the work? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Simply continuing the work. Itisa 
new vessel and is of the same kind recommended by the advisory board 
for wooden vessels to be hereafter built. Her berth-deck is in, and the 
frames for the spar-deck are ready to putin. It is partly planked. If 
the work is now stopped before the through-fastenings are put in, and 
they can not be put in until it is planked, the vessel will suffer great 
injury and loss. The question presented here is whether we shall go 
on and finish this vessel or give it upentirely. Iask for only $100,000; 
and there has been $119,000 spent upon the vessel besides what has been 
spent upon the engines. The engines will be ready by next July to 
put in the vessel and she can be launched by next Nevember. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not make the point of order on this partic- 
ular case. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is this a wooden vessel? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. A wooden vessel, anew vessel, a wooden 
cruiser. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPHERSON] wish to move any amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know but that it would be just as well 
for me to move the amendment I shall propose in the Senate. I-will 
wait until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any amendment which a 
Senator wishes to reserve for a separate vote? 

Mr. INGALILS. I fear very much that the committee will find them- 
selves in a predicament when the bill goes to a conference. TheSena- 
tor from Maine has resisted all portions of the bill that came from the 
House proposing general legislation. They have been ruled out upon 
points of order. ‘The committee reported asan additional section to the 
bill section 3 as it now stands, which is confessedly general legislation. 
When the bill goes into conference, if the Senator from Maine insists 
upon the action of the Senate in striking out general legislation, our con- 
ferees will be confronted by the awkward and ugly fact that they have 
themselves inserted a proposition proposing general legislation. The 
result will be then that they will be brought face to face with these very 
important amendments of the Senate proposing to strike out matters 
that came from the House which were general legislation, upon which 
there has been no discussion whatever in the Senate, and they will be 
obliged to decide and we shall be obliged to concur or non-concur with 
the report of the conference committee upon very important matters 
which have never been discussed at all. 

I should think, in order to make the bill symmetrical and harmo- 
nious and in a position to be sustained, the Senator from Maine had 
better abandon that amendment unless he proposes to discuss the prop- 
ositions that have been made upon the bill as it came from the House. 
Is seems to me that we shall be confronted by a very disagreeable emer- 
gency unless he does. 

Mr. HALE. I amglad the Senator from Kansas has called attention 
to this matter. It was brought up lastnight, but the Senate was very 
thin, and it is well that it should be again touched upon by a full Sen- 
ate. 

Section 3, I think, is subject tothe point of order thatit is technic- 
ally new legislation, and therefore avoids our rule and what we are 
trying to set on foot as the practice of the Senate now, butin spirit and 
in purpose it is not a violation of the rule, because it is not new legis- 
lation changing any !aw. 

I will state what the third section covers simply. Last year Con- 
gress by law provided that the Secretary of the Navy should sell no 
ships or material; that he should pass upon any vessels that he found 
of not much or any use in the Navy; and if he struck them from the 
list he should report them to Congress for the action of Congress in 
reference to theirsale. That made it incumbent upon him to do one 
thing, to report the salable property and useless property to Congress. 
That made it also incumbent upon Congress to do another thing, and 
that was to provide the safeguards for the sale. 

The committee has reported this amendment carrying out the law of 
last year, declaring how such ships shall be sold, under what safeguards, 
and has made it, as I think, a good, sound, water-proof section under 
which the provision of law of last year can be carried out. Ido not 
deny that in arranging this method, in providing this way for doing 
it, we have had to put in provisions that create law, without which the 
act of Congress could not be carried out; and it is subject undoubtedly 
toa point of order, if it had been made while we were in Committee 
of the Whole. 

I do not think it will embarrass us in the committee of conference, for 





the reason that I for one shall put it on the ground that in spirit it does 
not change legislation. I am bound to say that in this earnest effort 
which the Committee on Appropriations is making upon this bill, | 
being their organ, I do not intend to give up the greater principle for 
which we are contending for the sake of this section. If this section 
must go out, and the House insists that it shall go out, and this valua- 
ble work of clearing up the old property of the Navy must stand sys- 
pended for another year, I would much prefer that that should be done 
— than that we should yield to new legislation upon appropriation 
bills. 

I want this attempt that the Senate is making almost for the first 
time to be adhered to now as persistently and pertinaciously as it is 
proper for the conferees of one branch of Congress to insist upon when 
in conflict with another branch; and so I do not fear the practical difi- 
culty arising in the mind of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this very discussion, the subject 
of it, illustrates the evil of legislation on appropriation bills. If we 
had not legislated to amend this subject on former appropriation bills 
there would have been no temptation now to go on with the system of 
legislation on appropriation bills. If we leave this section in and so 
make legislation on this bill, when it becomes a law, at the next session 
this same bill will be again brought up as a good ground for further 
legislation on the appropriation bills of the next year, and so on. In 
other words, if we are going to stop we must stop. 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the Senator that if there was any supple- 
mental legislation on this same subject set afoot at the last session, if 
we keep this section in now, we may be called upon then to continue 
that legislation. I do not think that would be embraced under the 
term ‘‘ general legislation.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree entirely with the Senator from Kansas 
that it puts this bill in a very extraordinary attitude to go back to the 
House of Representatives. The House of Representatives (and I vio- 
late no rule between the two Houses and no parliamentary law in re- 
ferring to it’on this floor) will understand and will havea right to un- 
derstand and ought to understand that we have rejected all their 
legislation on this bill, not on a discussion of its merits but upon the 
ground that we will not agree to passing affirmative laws in appropria- 
tion bills changing the laws of the United States in general or making 
new laws. That is the point upon which we stand. To put in a sec- 
tion which does exactly the reverse and does make a new law, while 
we have stricken out all their new laws, would bean entirely indefensi- 
ble position. The argument of my friend from Maine would be per- 
suasive to convince the House of Representatives and its conferees that 
we yielded to a strong temptation in a matter that interested us very 
much to violate the very principle upon which we stand. There is 
where we should be. 

Now, when we come to the other point, of how far the conferees of 
the Senate may insist, expressing the views of the Senate, in saying ‘‘ no’’ 
to the of some section or provision that the other branch says 
‘*yves’? to, I donot see that there is any difficulty. The very Constitu- 
tion itself, in creating the two Houses, intended that each should be a 
negative check upon the other, and that each should have an undisputed 
right always to say “‘no’’ to any proposition that the other made. It 
would stand, therefore, in our striking out these clauses exactly as it 
the House had had no clauses in at all of legislation, and we had put them 
on, and we insisted. The House of Representatives says ‘‘no, we are 
willing to appropriate money to carry on this Government as the bill 
does, but we are unwilling to make these changesof the law in this way, 
without any reference to whether we think they are good changes or 
not, and we can not agree to that.’’ It is perfectly clear that the Sen- 
ate must recede. Otherwise the Senate would take the attitude of dic- 
tating to the House of Representatives and saying, “unless you will 
consent to make a law that you do not wish to e on this bill the 
Government shall not goon.’’ Thathas brought out once or twice, 
and whenever it was brought out, whichever House it was that affirmed 
something, had to recede and let the bill go without the provision. 

I make the peint of order on this section reported from the Commit- 

tee of the Whole, that it is legislation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that as the point 
of order was not made in Committee of the Whole it was waived and 
can not be made when the bill reaches the Senate. The time to raise 
the point of order was when the amendment was reached in Committee 
of the Whole, and as it was not raised then it was waived. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course I must bow with great respect to the de- 
cision of the Chair, but I was under the im that whenever 2 
committee reported to this body a provision which was against the rules 
of the body it would be sufficient time to raise that question; but I will 
not enter into any discussion about it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will move to strike out section 3. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I say one word on the question of order that 
has just been raised, with the permission of the Serator from New Jer 
sey? I should bedi to think that the decision of the Chair upon 
reflection probably would not be sustained by the Chair himself, be- 
cause the masa: A of Rule 29 is an absolute inhibition. It declares 
that ‘‘no amendment which proposes general legislation shall be re- 
ceived,’’ and that being the case my impression would be that at any 
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time when it was shown, or when the attention of the Chair was called 
to the fact, that any provision by way of amendment was general legis- 
lation, it would be amenable to the point of order. — 
” EDMUNDS. This section is not yet in the bill. Cae 

Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator from Vermont suggests, this is still 
an amendment. It has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole, but 
when the bill is reported to the Senate it is still a pending amendment, 
not having received the final judgmentofthe Senate. In the spirit of the 
rale which declires that no amendment shall be received not in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but that no amendment shall be received in the 
Senate which proposes general legislation, I should think that the true 
spirit of the rule would be carried out, and that the object which we 
desire toobtain would be bestachieved by ruling that the point of order 
could be taken at any time before final adoption by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not an express rule that a point of order may 
be taken at any stage of the business ? 

Mr. INGALLS. That I do not remember. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Chair having ruled on the point of 


nr INGALLS. May I submit one thing further? Rule 29 goeson 
further and says: 

And all questions * * * shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided 
without de q 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is as toits being germane. Yesterday—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair on reflection is satisfied 
that the point of order can be taken at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure the Chair is right. 

Mr. HOAR. There is arule that it can be taken at any stage of the 
business, but I have not had time to find it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order on the amendment, as 
it has not been put in the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Chair rules out section 3, as I understand, 
on the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not rule it in or out, 
because the Chair does not know what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imake the point of order that section 3, as it isin 
the amendments on page 30, is new legislation. 

Mr. HALE. If I may be allowed a word, Iregret very much that 
the point of order has been made. As I have said, in spirit this section 
is in no degree such legislation as we are seeking to keep from appro- 
priation bills. I donotexpect that with all the conflict that the Senate 
shall make it will be able absolutely always, invariably, to keep every 
particle of technical legislation off appropriation bills if the House of 
Representatives insists upon it. I do expect out of the effort that is 
being made that a great evil now existing will be remedied, and that 
appropriation bills will not be made hereafter as heretofore, sluice-ways 
for general legislation. 

But my ways are different, unfortunately for me, from the ways of 
the Senator from Vermont. His methods are rigid, unvarying, immu- 
table, procrustean. I donot believe that we can dothat. I do not be- 
lieve that we shall ever succeed in establishing a rule here that will 
dominate and control the other House, so that never anywhere shall a 
shred of legislation be put upon an appropriation bill. If we take that 
ground and insist upon it that nothing whatever of legislation shall be 
placed upon appropriation bills, we shall be obliged in the end, no mat- 
ter how strong we take it, in some cases to yield. But we can takea 
ground, and can maintain it, that shall prevent, as I have said, the ap- 
propriation bills from being made the vehicle for all kinds of legislation 
that do not properly belong in the purview of anappropriation bill. I 
should be glad to see that done, and I should feel that anybody who 
had helped to accomplish that had deserved well of his country. I am 
ready to go as far as it is practicable and possible in doing this, and I 
do not think that this clause, which undoubtedly will be ruled off, would 
embarrass the conference committee, but on the other hand would help 
it. But it is gone; there is no use to talk any more about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of orderis sustained. Is 
there any reservation desired upon any amendment? The Chair hear- 
ing none, the question is, Will the Senate concur in the amendments 
adopted as in Committee of the Whole, except the third section? 

. McCPHERSON. Let me understand the question distinctly. 
What action has been taken under the point of order raised by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been sustained. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Section 3 is out of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is out of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It never was in there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any particular amendment 
upon which a separate vote is desired ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS (at 1 o’clock p. m.). I rise to call for the regular 
order, in order to keep it in its proper place before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order will be laid be- 
fore the Senate, which is the Utah bill. 

The AcTING SecreTARY. A bill (S. 2238) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 5352 of the revised Statutes of the United 
erty reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 





Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to the bill being laid aside in- 
formally. 

The PRESIDENT protempore It will besoordered. The Chair will 
state to the Senator trom New Jersey that the question is on concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole tothe 
naval appropriation bill. Usually, unless some Senatordesires a sepa- 
rate vote on a particular amendment, they are concurred in in gross. 
There being no separate vote desired, the question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now open to amendments 
in the Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Imove to strike out the provisos from lines 370 
to 378, and I shall follow that by an amendment, as it is a part of the 
same plan, to strike out the proviso from line 390 to line 395. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. Beginning with the word ‘ provided,” 
in line 370, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph 
in the following words: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied tothe repairs of any wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 20 per cent. of the esti- 
mated cost of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy of the 
authority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or on the high 
seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them home. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The second proviso as will be seen is entirely 
a regulation of the first proviso, and therefore both should go out to- 
gether, if any. 

I will state the reason why I offer this amendment. The Secretary 
of the Navy, who to-day has discretionary power with respect to the 
tepair of vessels in the Navy, is limited in this bill to avery severe re- 
striction. He has no authority, and can not have any under this pro- 
vision of law to repair a ship, whatever may be the exigency or the 
needs of the Government, if in the opinion of himself or a board of com- 
petent naval officers it is determined and estimated that it will cost 
more than 20 per cent. of the value of a new ship. 

Therefore I say it is a dangerous thing for the interests of the Gov- 
ernment for the Senate to impose any such restriction. We donot know 
what may happen in the immediate future. We do not know that it 
may not be required to repair many of the vessels to-day in the Ameri- 
can Navy, and at a cost far in excess of the 20 per cent. limit fixed in 
the bill. I say it is unwise to destroy the existing naval establishment 
until something better is found to take its place. 

No Senator will assert that it will be possible to create a new naval 
establishment for some years to come. We make a start, it is true, 
under the appropriations contained in this bill; yet it is only a start, 
and for years to come we shall necessarily be without any other naval 
vessels than those now in the service of the Government. This proviso 
would be a very proper one after we had made some progress in the crea- 
tion of a new Navy; but certainly it ought not to be incorporated in 
the bill at this time. . 

Mr. HALE. The Senate passed upon this question yesterday by a 
very decisive vote, and I do not propose to take up any time, simply 
saying, as I have said, that 20 per cent. upon the cost.of a new ship en 
tire will cover every possible repair that is needed on any part of a 
ship, and if it does not then it ought not to be repaired. The unit is 
made, as the language shows, at 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a 
new ship of the same size and of like material. It is not the relation 
that 20 per cent. bears to the ship as she is then; it is not the relation 
that 20 per cent. bears tothe part being repaired and its full value, but 
what the 20 per cent. bears to the estimated cost of an entire new ship. 
The Senate settled it yesterday, and I ask pardon for even occupying 
thirty seconds of time on this matter so well settled yesterday. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have nothing to add to what has been al- 
ready said, except to simply remark that I can not see why the Gov- 
ernment could not afford to follow the rule which prevails among our 
mercantile marine. So long as the damage to a ship does not exceed 
33} per cent. it has always been considered worth repairing. By the 
experience of every commercial nation, where the damage has not ex- 
ceeded 33} per cent. she has always been held worthy of repair; and 
here it is brought down to 20 per cent. 

Mr. HALE. That is 33} per cent. of her then value. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is not of her then value. ‘‘ One-third 
new for old’* is the rule, I think, in mercantile law. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But the old must be sound. 

Mr. HALE. Of course. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That does not follow. In a loss at sea, as 
we know, the owner can not abandon absolutely to the underwriter if 
the loss does not exceed 334 per cent., but the underwriter has the priv- 
ilege to repair, and he always does repair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Itisunnecessary, I find, to offer the second amend- 
ment which I had proposed. In line 372, after the word ‘‘repairs,’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘tobe appraised by acompetent board of naval officers,’’ 
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and in line 373, after the word “ cost,’’? I move to insert ‘‘appraised in 
like manner;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent 
board of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent, of the estimated cost, appraised 
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from New Jersey 
further amendments to offer ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I had some amendments to be offered to section 
3, but that having been ruled out ona point of order, Ido not know that 
I have anything further to say. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BENJAMIN 

s;UTTERWORTH of Ohio, Mr. J. C. BuRRows of Michigan, and Mr. E. 
JouNn Exvuis of Louisiana the conferees on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution concerning disposition of the volumes of the Congressional 
Globe purchased from Messrs. Rives. * 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
22d instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 532) for the relief of William 8. Hansell & Sons; 

An act (S. 1041) for the relief of E. P. Smith; and 

An act (S. 2264) to authorize the construction of certain bridges and 
to establish them as post-roads. 

ROGER N. STEMBEL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the Utah 
bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before that is taken up, I have the consent of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] to dispose of a little matter. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. PLUMB] desires to call up the District appropriation bill. 1 have 
sent for him, and he will be here. 

Mr, VOORHEES. This matter will not take two minutes. 

Mr. HALE, It will cause no debate? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no; it will not interfere with anything. At 
the last session the Senate passed a bill (H. R. 5387) providing for the 
pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel. After it was passed the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], not now in his seat, made a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which it was passed. I have conferred with 
him, and I move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
He does not desire to press it. He does not care anything about it now. 
Of course I would not make the motion in his absence if I did not have 
an understanding with him on the subject. 

Mr.GROOME. I wish to ask what would be the effect of laying the 
motion on the table? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The effect would be to pass the bill. 

Mr. GROOME. That is what I wished to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lo- 


‘GAN }], who made the motion, is absent. 


Mr. VOORHEES. What I am doing willnot meet with his disappro- 
bation, or of course I would not do it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. What is the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. — It is a House bill which passed the Senate in re- 
lation to the service of Admiral Stembel. It is quite a long matter. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs and passed 
this body, and after it was passed the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Logan] 
made a motion to reconsider the vote. Upon conference with him yes- 
terday I am at liberty to move that the motion be laid on the table, 
which will make the bill a law. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Had not the Senator better wait until the Senator 
from Illinois is in his seat? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the Utah 
bill, as it is called. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to lay it aside. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senater from Kansas wishes to 








take up another appropriation bill, and I will consent that the Utah 
bill may be laid aside informally, in order that he may do that. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object to the Utah bill having to give place to 
the appropriation bill informally. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Lassenttothe Utah bill being laid aside informally 
in order that the Senator from Kansas may call up the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is satisfactory. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HOAR] objects, and it can not be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereasonof my objecting isthatI donot desire that the 
Utah bill shall be the bill nextin order. Iam in favor of that bill with 
the exception of one section, but it is absolutely hopeless to pass it. It 
is a Senate bill, and to consider it nowis a mere waste of time. It con- 
tains one very vicious principle, and I do not wish to give a consent 
which gives it the right of way when the appropriation bill is over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall then have to move that the pending and all 
prior orders be laid aside in order that I may move to take up the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill. I desire to accommodate myself to the desire 
of the Senator from Vermont if I can do so without embarrassment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose the Senator from Kansas should allow the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take the yeas and nays on his amend- 
ment striking out the very vicious principle which is to end polygamy 
in Utah, and go on with the appropriation bill then. I have nothing 
more to say about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
until the Utah bill is disposed of? . 

Mr. PLUMB. If the vote could be taken at once upon it and thus 
close the apparent difference between the two Senators, I would have 
no objection; but if it is to lead to debate, as I have understood it would, 
I can not yield. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to make some observations on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to strike out the seventh section. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. - So do I. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Utah bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to lay aside all pending and prior orders 
in order to take up the District appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
postpone the regular order of business until to-morrow at 1 o'clock, 
with a view of taking up the appropriation bill he has indicated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will move to postpone the regular order until 4 
o’clock to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Why not take up the appropriation 
bill without postponing the regular order formally ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order has to be post- 
poned to a time certain, as objection is made to laying it aside inform- 
ally. The question is on the motion to postpone the Utah bill until 4 
o'clock. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give notice that as soon as this appro- 
priation bill is over I shall seek the floor to take up the Utah bill. I 
intend, if I can, to get the Senate to decide whether it is going to do 
anything about that business or not. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Utah bill has been postponed 
until 4 o’clock. It will be the unfinished business then. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] moves to take up the District appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
Houseof Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purpo%es. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous conseat, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DAWEs, Mr. LOGAN, 
and Mr. CoCKRELL. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (Hf. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to dispense with the formal reading of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The formal reading of the bill will 
be dispensed with, and the bill will be read item by item, and the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations will be passed upon 
first, if there be no objection. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think that the usual course had better not be 
taken on this bill, because there are quite a number of legislative pro- 
visions that ought to bedisposed of as we goalong. I have no objection 
to di ing with the first formal ing of the bill, but the text 
should be acted upon at the same time with the amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations. I think that course would expedite 

i the bill ' 
= PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate can go back after dis- 
posing of the committee amendments. sa 

Mr. SHERMAN. But that would be difficult. I think it would be 
more rapid to di of the text as the amendments are proceeded with. 
I see here a proviso in the text of the bill changing the law which I de- 
sire to have stricken out before the amendment of the committee fol- 
lowing it is acted upon. I only wish to expedite the matter. 1 pro- 

to move to strike out certain paragraphs because they are legis- 


uM PLUMB. Iam willing to pursue whatever course may be most 

le to Senators and most expeditious in the disposition of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his first request? agi 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has no objection to the reservation I 


“a PLUMB. Before the reading of the bill is proceeded with I 
wish to submit the following itemized statement in regard to the bill: 


Amount of estimates for 1834, exclusive of water department......... $3, 443, 847 08 
Amo f House bill, exclusive of water department.................... ~ 3,346,674 47 
Add pen eck for 12-inch water-main to Government Printing Office, 
to be paid by the United States ........ A A aE a aE 1,750 00 
Total, as 1 Talanci talc asnsnehanaioerisicheigdiaaesiveninsecees 3,348, 424 47 
Amount 0! uction made by the Senate committee, including 
amount ($1,750) to be paid by the United States for 12-inch water- 
ol. ssa Scovesnenovgenentnseciees Sis Le ee 76, 645 00 
Total asreported to the Senate...............ccccscccscsccssessrecsscescceres 3,271,779 47 





Amount of appropriations for 1883, exclusive of water department.. 3, 354, 096 08 


Add amount for 12-inch water-main, paid by the United States......... 2,800 00 
Total appropriations for 1883................cs.csccccscsrssecssecsccssseseeres 3, 386, 896 08 
The bill as reported less than estimates....................5 SES 2 172, 067 61 





The bill as reported less than appropriations for 1883 115, 116 61 


Amount to be paid by the United States in bill as reported ............ 1, 635, 889 73 
Amount paid by the United States under act for 1883..........0.......... 1, 694, 848 O04 
Reduction in the amount to be paid by the United States by bill as 

reported from amount paid under act for 1883...........:ceseececeseeeeees 58,958 31 


The changes in amounts made by the committee in the bill as passed 
the House are as follows: 
























INCREASE, 
Auditor and comptroller’s office, temporary clerks........................ $2,500 00 
National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children 
(support $500, and new building $15,000) 00.00... 0c. cece ccccseceeeeeceeeee 15,500 00 
i on0sis nesésy cocncscssusanseten cesses coecesons son cccsocece 17,410 00 
Fire department, building for engine company No. 5 (net)............ 2,500 00 
Police court, United States marshal’s fees.................ccccceeceseeeeeeeeeens 600 00 
Pay of school-teachers, increase in number. 3,325 00 
Janitors, and for care of school-rooms...... 100 00 
ES ee 12,000 00 
ea eee cotla w chskod wisiuin Us daneinchbnosvebeoerdéedeccvecseouss 53,935 00 
REDUCTION, 

a cass cbusomuanssecacacesecrepecenovencdins $60 00 
Collector’s office, contingent expenses..................6..000008 200 00 
Auditor and comptroller’s office, contingent expenses... 50 00 
rs nc ences varscvacesccncesoncecseseseveecesece 300 00 
Eh a sca ccccnconasenrecabscecnsécesece sneese 3,120 00 
seeneeere cugenses of District offices, such as fuel, gas, &c........... 500 00 
Macadam I edie ia cians nnencchaké consist dundensonsaseracenors 5,000 00 
Work on sundry streets and avenues, &0...............cccceseseesseeceeeeceeees 100, 000 00 
Industrial Home School, support.................ss000e00000e0-- 2,500 00 
Current repairs to county roads and suburban streets... 5,000 00 
Repairs to school buildings and improvement of grounds.. " 5,000 00 
Furniture, books, stationery, and other contingent items, sc = 5,000 00 
Advertising, books for register of wills, printing, &ce.................. ° 1,500 00 
Miscellaneous, health department...................cc0-ce000eeeeeeeseeee 600 00 
Laying 12-inch water-mains to Government Printing Office 1,750 00 
on . scassecusnensessnscanoosecanpwausees 130,580 00 
Net reduction made by the committee from House Dill...............0.. 76,645 00 
The changes in amounts and items made by the bill, as reported to 

the Senate from the act for 1883, are as follows: 


INCREASE. 



















Collector's office, salaries and gg A ane py eam! peer aaeee $4, 300 00 
Auditor and comptroller’s office, clerical force and contingent 
casa ch Sh cenececsscbacncssneseonscenecnesoesveecseeecss 2,300 00 
aaa sec es picuanadvacnse'yessseneeessees 10, 000 00 
Supper of indigent insane of the District inGovernment Hospital 
ria si Sal oncencandansanoincecosseseveechocsses cevcoceesses 3,500 00 
Support National Association of Destitute Colored Women and Chil- Rae 
New building for same...... 15,000 00 
police............. 8,570 00 
Fire department, exchangin 1,920 00 
Police court, contingent exp 600 00 
Total increase.................c0000000. és 46, 690 00 





REDUCTION. 
Executive office, salaries and contingent 


















98 
Assessor's office, clerical force... 0.0.0... cece 4, 900 = 
ee eee 300 00 
Engineer’s office, including office of inspector of buildings, division 
of streets, parking commission, &C................0. cesccesesscecccsecsessesens 5,715 00 
eee nee... SS 5,000 00 
BOOUNGATY IMOTOCOPEIME SOW. ......00...0ccccqcccecsceessscssccccsceveseccccsccccsssses 10, 000 00 
Work on sundry avenues, streets, &C............ccccccsccsesceseeseeecceeeeceeees 50, 000 00 
Improving Fourteenth street extended .................:cccecceeeeenes 6,000 00 
Constructing bridge over James Creek Canal..........00000000000.00000. 5,000 00 
Reform School building, new boilers and heating apparatus. 9, 200 00 
Washington Asylum, completing new workhouse................ 1,000 00 
German Protestant Orphan Asylum, building for...................... 5,000 00 
Sweeping streets, cleaning alleys, and repairs to county roads 3, 000 00 
Lighting streets, for new lamp-posts, &¢...............0. 10, 870 00 
Telegraph and telephone service, general supplies 4,560 00 
Public schools, buildings, &c. (net).............. 10,048 00 
Payment of judgments against the District.............0cccccccccceeeeeceeeeees 25, 000 00 
Payment of land damages on account of SeEWeT..............0c0. , 000 00 
Harbor-master at Georgetow.............ccsccccessesssccecsessssceceeecees 80 00 
Miscellaneous items, district offices............... 1,500 00 
Health department, contingent expenses 600 00 
Laying 12-inch water-main to Government Printing Office............ 2,800 00 
cise cc adin gohan cadsdeuaeni bawiebeceteh enosen'ecoubdsemnnesinics 140 00 
Total reduction........ add nan naleninssinsiciai\tuircisebedatincee 161, 806 61 


Net reduction made from the act for 1883 115,116 61 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGAN inthechair). The See 
retary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making 
appropriations for ‘‘ executive oflice,’’ in line 16, before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty;”’ so as to read: 

One secretary, $2,000, ° 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 18, after the word ‘‘clerk,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘one thousand two”’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ 

One clerk, $900. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out, in line 17, ‘‘one clerk, $1,400”’ and inserting ‘‘ two 
clerks, $1,200 each,’’ leaving out entirely ‘one clerk, $1,200,” or 
**$900,’’ as proposed by the committee. That increases the sum for 
the two clerks $100 each, in lieu of the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 21, to increase the appropria- 
tion ‘‘ for contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, and 
miscellaneous items,’’ trom $2,600 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 23, in the clause making appropri- 
ation for salaries and contingent expenses, to reduce the total amount 
of the appropriation for executive oflice from $21,142 to $21,041. 

Mr. PLUMB. The total will have to be changed to correspond to the 
item agreed to providing for two clerks at $1,200 each. That can be 
arranged afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
for the present. 

The next amendment was, in line 25, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘to include, if deemed necessary, without expense to the 
District, the keeping of one horse and wagon;”’ so as to read: 


so as to read: 


The amendment will be passed over 


For assessor's office: For one assessor, $3,000; two assistant assessors, at $1,600 
each.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 32, after the word ‘‘stationery,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ car-fare;’’ so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, detection of 
frauds on the revenue, and miscellaneous items, $1,000; in all, $12,600. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to suggest to the Senator who has 
the bill in charge that that seems to be an excessive amount for the as- 
sessment of property in a district ten miles square. The aggregate ex- 
pense paid for the assessment of property in this District is I see $12,600. 
That is a much heavier percentage, I know, than we pay in my State for 
making assessments. 

Mr. PLUMB. The assessment of personal property in a growing 
city like Washington, including also the assessment of licenses, itself 
is a very large work and the committee could find nothing to indicate 
that any portion of this money was misspent. On the contrary, there 
was quite an urgent demand for an increase of force beyond that pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It may be all right, but it occurred to me that 
it was a very large amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 42, after the word ‘‘stationery,’’ to strike out ‘‘car-fare;’’ in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘items,’’ to strike out ‘'1,000’’ and insert 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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**800;’? and in line 43, after the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 
‘*five’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For collector's office; For one collector, $4,000; one cashier, $1,800; one book- 
keeper, $1,600; four clerks at $1,400 each; one clerk, $1,200; temporary clerks, 
$1,700; one messenger, $600; for contingent expenses, including printing, books, 
stationery, and miscellaneous items, $800; in all, $17,300, 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 
The Acting Secretary read the following proviso: 
Provided, That the provisions of the act of June 11, 1878, relating to the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, allowing a deduction of 5 per cent, upon taxes paid within 
thirty days after notice of assessment, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move tostrikeout that proviso. Itis legislation 
purely and changes the law, and, I think, unwisely. I do not propose 


to debate it. I put it upon the ground simply that it isa provision re- 
pealing the existing law in regard to the mode of collecting taxes, and 
that it has no relevancy here. I hope the Senator will allow that to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was inserted at the request of the commissioners. 
It will be observed that it is in the text of the bill as it came from the 
House. The commissioners complain that the law works a diminution 
of taxes to the amount of about $45,000 a year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I were at liberty to discuss it I think I could 
show that they would make a great deal more by striking itout. Atany 
rate this is part of the existing law in regard to the collection of taxes, 
and it ought not to be changed except upon a report of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. It is not in harmony with the rule we 
have been going upon in regard to the naval bill, and I trust on all ap- 
propriation bills not to change existing law nor to allow the House to 
change an existing law in an appr»priation bill. I think that it is an 
unwise provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio make a 
point of order that the proviso is new legislation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Ido not make the point of order, because 
the House can undoubtedly do as they please about it; but I move to 
strike out the proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the ground that it is legislation, as it cer- 
tainly is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care to go into the merits of the propo- 
sition, because that might lead to a great deal of discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] striking out the proviso 
beginning in line 44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘ repealed,’’ in line 
48, to insert: 

And hereafter the lien upon any real estate in the District of Columbia forany 
general or special tax shall not be impaired by reason of any certificate or 
statement, erroneous or otherwise, which the collector may make concerning 
the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken and 
is sustained. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before we pass from that I desire to state, by unani- 
mous consent, exactly what is the purpose to be gained by the provis- 
ion. The law now provides that the collector shall make upon appli- 
cation a certificate of tax-lien on real estate in the District of Columbia, 
and when he has made such a certificate that discharges the lien upon 
the real estate for all taxes except such taxes as are embraced in the 
certificate. In other words, if he makes an error it inures to the bene- 
fit of the purchaser and to the disadvantage of the District, a condition 
of things which, as I believe, does not exist elsewhere; at least I have no 
knowledge of it. The committee were advised that the District of Co- 
lumbia had recently lost in a single case $2,000 of taxes by reason of the 
operation of that provision. For that reason this was inserted in order 
to guard against possible collusion or neglect on the part of the collector. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 61, after the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,’ to strike out ‘‘ and fifty;’’ and in line 62, after the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For auditor and comptroller’s office: For one auditor and comptroller, $3,000; 
one bookkeeper, $1,800; one clerk, $1,600; three clerks at $1,400each; one clerk, 
$1,200; one messenger, ; for contingent expenses, including books, station- 
ery, and miscellareous items, $300; in all, $12,700, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 62, to insert: 

For temporary clerk-hire, to enable the auditor and com 
settlement of the ac the collector and to bring up the 
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer what I send to the Secretary's desk to take the 
place of the amendment of the committee. It is simply a verbal change 
designed to accomplish the same purpose. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

For temporary clerk-hire to enable the auditor to bring up the books and ar- 
range the records of his office and to audit the accounts of the collector, $2,500; 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, which shall be available immediately. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


roller to effect a 
ks of his office, 








The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
71, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out *‘ for rent of office "$300. 
and in line 74, after the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘ eight” 
insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For attorney’s office: For one attorney, $4,000; one ass S16 
one : x t qtterney. — cone clerk, $960 one messenger tad os 
contte , n expen ae uding . ionery, printing, and miscellaneous 

Mr. PLUMB. That amendment should not prevail. That was 
made with the intention of combining thisoffice with the other District 
office in one building; that plan was finally abandoned, but in making 
up the bill the clerk inadvertently left in that amendment. I there. 
fore ask that the amendment be rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the office? Is it a hired office outside > 

Mr. PLUMB. It is a hired office outside. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now that we have got a new large city hall, there 
ought to be room for the attorney’s office, I think, somewhere in the 
public building. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee had no advice on that subject. | 
therefore ask that the amendment be rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill, as I see three attorneys are provided for, whether 
there is a proper necessity for that number of attorneys in the District. 
I do not know anything about it. There may be a necessity for it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The assistant attorneys, as 1 understand, are occupied 
almost entirely in the police court. The attorney himself is employed 
largely in litigation before the supreme court of the District. The 
District is in litigation constantly in to transactions past and 
present, da of different kinds, so on, and it becomes neces- 
sary to have this force. The only question, I think, in the case at all 
would be whether the salaries are too much. Ithink they are not too 
high. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 85, in the appropriation ‘‘for 
engineer’s office,’’ to reduce the appropriation for the salary of ‘one 
chief clerk ’’ from $2,000 to $1,800. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 92, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ to include, if deemed necessary, the keeping of one horse and 
wagon, and all expenses on account of same;’’ so as to make the item 
read : 


and 


One inspector of buildings, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 97, afterthe word ‘‘dollars,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘who shall be subject to the control of the commissioners of the 
District, and shall pay into the Treasury of the United States all fees 
collected by him;’’ so as to read : 

One inspector of gas and meters, $2,000, who shall be subject to the control of 
the commissioners of the District, and shall pay intothe Treasury of the United 
States all fees collected by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is legislation, 
as it clearly is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will not the Senator divide the question between that 
part of the amendment which provides for subjecting these officers to the 
control of the commissioners of the District and that part which pro- 
vides for the payment into the Treasury of the fees? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order upon it, and then when 
it is out the Senator can move that the inspector shall pay in the money 
to the Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to insert after the word “ dollars,”’ in 
line 97, the words: . 

Who shall pay into the Treasury of the United States all fees collected by him. 


I will state for the information of the Senate that the law now pro- 
vides that the fees shall be applied for the purpose of keeping up the 
laboratory and the other expenses of his office and so on, and makes no 
responsibility to anybody for the money received. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator having charge of the bill 
that the amendment ought to come in after the word ‘‘meters’’ to 
make the sentence sensible. Let the salary come in after the defini- 
tion of the office. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept the suggestion and move, after the word 
‘‘meters,’’ to insert ‘‘who shall pay into the Treasury of the United 
States all fees collected by him;’’ so as to read : 

i of rs, who shall into the Treasury of the United 
States all fees collected by him. $00. & 


Mr. SHERMAN. The other is stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other part is stricken out on a 
point of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas Mr. PLUMB}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on A was in line 103, 10 reduce the appropria- 
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tion for the salary of ‘one inspector of plumbing,” from $1,600 to 
ag = was agreed to 

= seen. While I notice it I want to call attention to line 104. 
‘The word ‘of’? before “superintendent” should be ‘‘one;’’ so as to 
-_ superintendent of parking, $1,200. ; e 

I move to strike out “‘of”’ — substitute ‘‘one.’’ 

amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 106, to reduce the appropriation for the salary of ‘‘one assistant 
superintendent of parking”’ from $800 to $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. ra . 
The next amendment was, in line 108, before the word * engineers, 
to strike out ‘‘sub-assistant’’ and to insert “‘assistant;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘engineer,” to insert ‘fone at $1,500, and one;”’ 
and after the word “‘dollars,”’ in line 109, to strike out ‘*each;’’ so as 

to read: 

One assistant engineer, $1,600; two assistant engineers, one at $1,500 and one 
at $1,400 

endment was agreed to. 

The a amendment was, in line 112, tostrike out ‘‘five’’ and insert 
‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

Three inspectors of streets, sewers, and buildings, at $1,200 each. 

ment was agreed to. 

~ ms nun Ag was, in line 116, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to 
insert ‘‘one sealer of weights and measures, $80.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that that is a provision of the law of last 
year which was left out in the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Thenextamendment was, in line 126, after the word , ‘ forage,’ to strike 
out “livery;’’ inline 128, after the word ‘‘ for,”’ tostrike out *‘ five thou- 
sand’’ and insert ‘‘ four thousand five hundred;’’ so as to read : 


nt expenses, including rent of property-yards, books, stationery, bind- 
gy nt on of records in the e 


: —s and surveyor’s ae orint- 
nm (vehicles, animals, sa ry, forage, and repairs), and mis- 
wiheswe items not otherwise provided for, $4,500. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 129, to reduce the total amount of 
appropriation for “engineer’s office’’ from $63,950 to $60,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 132, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ to in- 
sert ‘“‘or the construction or repair of buildings;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That overseers or ins| ors temporarily required in connection with 
sewer, street, or road work, or the construction or repair of buildings, done un- 
der contracts authorized by appropriations, shall be paid out of the sums appro- 
priated for the work, and for the time actually engaged thereon; and the com- 
missioners of the District, in their annual reports to Congress, shall report the 
number of such overseers and inspectors, and their work, and the sums paid to 
each, and out of what appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that proviso is subject to the same objec- 
tion; it is legislation, and I submit to the Senator from Kansas whether 
it is not very dangerous legislation. Suppose we should appropriate, 
as we do here, for certain purposes, this would authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, without respect to amounts, com- 
pensation, or the nature or character of the employment, to employ any 
number of persons they choose, to be paid out of that appropriation. 
It seems to me it had better be left under the existing law, whatever 
that is, until it is changed. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is the law as it has been for two years last past 
with the exception of the words in italics. It had been the practice of 
the commissioners to pay out of the appropriations for streets and build- 
ings for the superintendence. The account was disallowed by the Comp- 
troller, and thereupon two years ago we provided by special law, in the 

now in this bill, that temporary force might be employed out 
of the contract price for the purpose of overseeing the work as it was 
done, and it would seem to be a very necessary provision. We provide 
a limited number of inspectors of streets; they can not all be on hand 
at the time every block is put down and every bit of asphalt laid. So 
in the erection of public buildings. Thisis simply the temporary super- 
intendence under inspectors, and so far as we are able to learn it has 
worked well and is absolutely necessary. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I do not know but that as this money is to be paid 
out of appropriations made by the act and in that way it is limited, 

ps it is necessary. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. INGALLS. Besides that, they are required to report to Congress 
what inspectors are employed and how much they are paid and out of 
what fund. 

Mr. PLUMB. A very limited number of persons is employed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 142, to reduce the appropria- 
tion ‘for fuel, ice, repairs, insurance, and general miscellaneous 
=. of District offices and markets’’ from $5,500 to $5,000. 

amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ for improvements and 








repairs and for care and repair of bridges,’ in line 146, after the word 
*‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘for repairs to macadam roadways, $5,000.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator whether there is any provision 
anywhere else in the bill to provide forthe current repairs of these roads? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is, on page 13, line 289: 

For current work of repairs of streets, avenues, and alleys, $25,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. PLUMB. The design was not to have two items of appropri- 
ation for substantially the same thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. I did not see it anywhere else. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 156, toreduce the total amount 
ofappropriation ** for work onsundry avenuesand streets”? from $350,000 
to $250,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know why that is done. The 
estimates, I see, are much larger, and it seems to me it is a matter of 
economy tothe people of this city, as well as to the Government at large, 
to have these imperfect streets repaired as soon as possible, and as in 
the estimates submitted to us by the commissioners, and also by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, a much larger sum is provided for, it seems 
to me unless some good reason can be given that these estimates should 
be sustained, especially as the whole appropriation falls within the rev- 
enues of the District. My impression is that no money could be more 
economically expended than the money that is provided for the replace- 
ment of the wooden pavements in different parts of the city by the sub- 
stitution of others. I should like to know on what ground it is pro- 
posed to reduce the amount. 

Mr. PLUMB. It isa matter about which the Senator from Ohio is 
more competent to speak than I am. I will, however, state to the 
Senator the view the committee took of this question. 

In the first place, the estimates embrace the replacing in Class A, as 
found in the Book of Estimates, page 265, of wood pavements at an 
estimated total cost of $249,000. Then on the same page the replace- 
ment of stone pavements at a cost of about $35,000; the laying of new 
pavements specified to the amount of $59,000, and of regulating and 
grading of certain streets to the amount of $40,000, making a total of 
$374,000 as embraced in the Book of Estimates as submitted by the 
District commissioners. The estimate of the Treasury Department 
was $315,000 for these various purposes, being a diminution in the 
estimates of the commissioners of about $60,000. 

There has always been a great deal of controversy in this city as to 
the place where these funds for the replacement of pavements should 
be expended. The sub-committee having the bill in charge here gave 
a somewhat extended consideration to the subject last year, and were 
satisfied that some partiality was being exhibited, that pavements were 
being replaced in quarters of the city beyond the actual need of im- 
provements, and to some extent for the purpose of inducing improve- 
ments in some way that it is not proper to characterize in any harsh 
way; but everything being comparative we concluded that on the 
whole more money should be expended upon the eastern side and upon 
the streets upon the east side of the Capitol. Some conversation ensu- 
ing about the matter and these complaints being brought to the atten 
tion of the commissioners through the intervention of the sub-commit- 
tee the commissioners stated that another year, being this present year, 
more money actually and in proportion would be by them expended in 
the replacement of pavements on the east side of the Capitol. Of course 
that promise was not at all binding; but it was the expression of what 
seemed to us to be the existence of ground for complaint in regard to 
the action of the commissioners. As all the pavements can not be re- 
placed, of course there must be discretion somewhere as to where the 
money shall be expended; and that is properly exercised by the com- 
missioners. It was not designed to revise their schedule and set up a 
new Classification of streets to be attended to, but to emphasize the ex- 
pression that some of this money shall go east of the Capitol, as I have 
stated. 

There is only a very sma!l portion of this money provided to be ex- 
pended east of the Capitol, I think less than $25,000—I am not sure 
what precise amount—while the sum of nearly $40,000 is provided to 
be expended to replace a stone pavement, good but rough, on H street, 
for the purpose of connecting the northwestern portion of the city with 
the country in the direction of the race-course, carrying all the trade 
and travel away from and by and around what might be called the 
East Capitol side of the city. In making this change the committee de- 
signed to practically compel the commissioners to an expenditure which 
they regard more suitable than that provided for in the estimates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I sympathize entirely with the complaints that 
have been made by people of this District, by large petitions sent 
here from time to time from those living in the eastern part of the city. 
They have been compelled to pay their share of the taxes on a very 
large valuation of their property, while all the improvements have been 
in the part of the city where most of us live, the western and north- 
western portion of the city, and it isa just complaint that can not be 
answered. I myself have inquired of the commissioners why it is that 
this discrimination has been made against the eastern part of the city, 
and they say it is all because in the early improvement of this city, 
under the old board of publie works, expensive wooden pavements were 
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laid down in the western part of the city, and they are now so poor as 
to be much worse than any kind of an ordinary country road, and 
therefore the money must be first expended to replace those pave- 
ments. 

I do not believe this is a sufficient answer to the complaint that has 
‘been made on the part of these people, most of them poor. They have 
been compelled to pay taxes and not enjoy any of the benefits of the 
improvements for which their taxes go; but the amendment now pro- 
posed is not inthat direction. Theamendment now proposed, it is true, 
will leave oneor two little appropriations, comparatively small appropri- 
ations, to be expended on the eastern part of the city; but it will cut 
down the appropriations generally so as to disable the commissioners 
from tearing up the old wooden pavements and replacing them with new. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much wood pavement, I should like to know, 
still remains? Can the Senator from Ohio tell? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I asked that of the commissioners, and they told 
me they thought if Congress would give the appropriations asked for 
this year they would be able to replace it all, and meet this complaint 

-of injustice in the east. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is it now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know; but there is enough of it, as you 
will see by going around thecity. It seems to me as this money is paid 
-out of the money of the District as well as the money of the Government 
it is better to let them go on and carry out their plans. I agree that 
the proviso is right. Indeed if the committee could see their way clear 
to require a proportionate expenditure in the eastern part of the city I 
think itwould be more just. I should vote fora proposition that would 
require fully one-fourth of the expenditure under this appropriation to 
be made in the eastern part of the city, or one-third, in order to repair 
this injustice; but I suppose that would be rather striking blindly at 
‘the matter, and therefore I think it is better to give the commissioners 
the money they ask for to complete the improvements proposed in the 
bill, the schedule of which we have, and which I believe covers the re- 
placement of all the wooden pavements now necessary to be replaced, 
and then with the hope that in the next year’s appropriation some kind 
of justice will be done to the people living in the eastern part of the 
city. 

There is a bill which was reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia yesterday that is more vitally important to the peo- 
ple of this District than even this appropriation of $300,000. It isa 
bill that will make some regulation as to the railroads that are coming 
into thiscity. It is aremarkable thing that the people of this city have 
submitted for many years to what in any other city of the United States 
would be regarded and indicted as a common nuisance; that is, one rail- 
read entering in two directions from the northeastern part of the city, 
cutting through twenty-five squares, disregarding all the grades of the 
streets; and it has been authorized by Congress, so that there is no way 
to correct it except by the bill which I am glad to say the Committee 
ov the District of Columbia has now reported. 

Then the Pennsylvania Railroad, as it is called, comes through the 
southeastern part of the city, doing great injustice to all the people 
who live there not protected by fences, so that children, cows, and wagons 
are liable to be run over by steam-railway trains, a condition of affairs 
that has been abolished or prohibited in almost every city of 20,000 in- 
habitants. In the State in which I live our laws are very stringent, 
requiring the railroads to keep flag stations and to inclose their tracks, 
&c., to guard life and property; but it is not so here The result has 
been that the eastern part of this city has been gradually going to de- 
cay, while the western part of the city has become magnificent in its 
improvements and magnificent inits proportions. All that part of the 
city lying between this Capitol and Georgetown has increased nearly 
threefold. Indeed, within fifteen years property worth 20 or 30 cents 
a foot has come to be worth two or three dollars a foot; and all that 
because the Government has seen fit to concentrate its improvements in 
the western part of the city, while the price of property in the eastern 
part of the city has gradually gone down and down. The reason is 
merely because the government of the District under acts of Congress 
has constantly discriminated against this of the city. 

I think it will be better to follow out the plan of the commissioners, 
to give them enough money to replace the wooden pavements, and make 
this proviso, that a reasonable distribution shall be made of the money 
provided by Congress, with the hope that in the next year the com- 
plaints of those citizens that have been laid on our table year after year 
will be fairly met by a proportionate appropriation of money for the 
improvement of streets in the eastern = of the city. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I hope my colleague will see his 
way clear to withdraw the amendment that has been pro) by the 
committee. A very casual inspection of the superficies of this city will 
convince everybody that great partiality has been done and great in- 
justice done. There used to be a story current about General Grant in 
his humbler days to the effect that he once declared that he wished he 
could be mayor of the city of Galena; and when asked the reason of 
that ambition he said it was because he wanted to have a sidewalk laid 
from the depot to his residence. That illustrates the general vice that 
follows the location of the municipal authorities in any one quarter of 
the city. It is a fact that the District commissioners as a rule have 








been selected from the northwestern portion of Washington ; 
out any impropriety or without any abuse of their functions ‘ne omen 
has inevitably been that all the expenditures and all the improvements 
and all the advantages from the expenditure of money have been in 
that direction, so that we now have the spectacle of a city entirely im- 
proved so far as pavements are concerned up to the western boundary 

I believe that the streets have all been laid with concrete, that tie 
wooden pavements have been torn up and replaced either with stone or 
with bitumen, so that nothing there remains to be done except to keep 
them in repair. But with regard to this portion of the city it is ap- 
parent to any one that great wrong exists. Take North Capitol street 
one of the main approaches to the Capitol itself; from the entrance to 
the public grounds to C street is to-day merely a mud-hole, it is 4 
morass almost, in which wagons of ordinary weight would become 
mired. Not only is there no wooden pavement, but there is no pave- 
ment atall. There is no reason why that avenue, which is one of the 
great radiating avenues from the Capitol, should not have been paved. 
It has been favoritism, it has been injustice, it has been a partial ap- 
propriation of the public funds; and inasmuch as the sum that is asked 
by the commissioners is entirely within the revenues of the District, 
and inasmuch as, if properly nded, as we now have every reason 
to believe it will be, these partialities can be cured and the difficulties 
can be corrected, I suggest that it would be a wise thing for the Senate 
to agree to the amount that has been appropriated by the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator how we are go- 
ing to correct the abuses of which he speaks when the commissioners 
year after year persistently refuse to make any estimate for the eastern 

of the city? 

Mr. INGALLS. Inasmuch as they have all the western portion now 
improved, if they get the money they will have to put it in the eastern 
part of the city, because there is nowhere else to place it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They do not put it in their estimates, and hence 
we must take the responsibility of directing them. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not complaining about that. I concur fully 
with the committee as to the propriety of that direction; but the bil) 
that came from the House appropriates $350,000, which the Senate com- 
mittee have reduced $100,000. I can see no reason why that amend- 
ment should be agreed to. I wish thatthe committee would withdraw 
it, and in case they do not I should like very much to have the Senate 
agree to the billas it came from the House, because I think it will be 
an economical and wise expenditure of the public money. 

Mr. PLUMB. With the consent of the Senate I will ask that this 
be passed over for the present with a view to some readjustment of lan- 
guage which shall accommodate the various views. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Before it is passed over I desire to say a word upon 
the subject, because my attention has been called to it as a member of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia very often during the last 
four or five years. 

I had some experience myself while residing on Capitol Hill. I saw 
year after year the great body of the money appropriated applied for 
the improvement of the streets in the west and northwest portions of 
the city fo the almost utter neglect of the streets and avenues of the 
east side of the city, east of the Capitol. I think if any Senator will 
iake the map which lies upon the desk of the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. CAMERON] and look at it, he will see at a glance what great in- 
justice has been done to the people residing in the eastern portion of 
this city. There the streets and avenues are colored in such a way as 
to indicate just what streets have been improved, and how they have 
been improved, and what streets have been utterly neglected in this 
expenditure of money for the District of Columbia. It is a most won- 
derful exhibit and shows the great injustice that has been done by the 
utter neglect of a proper distribution of the funds of the District of 
Columbia. 

I concur in this matter most heartily with the Senator from Ohio and 
both Senators from Kansas in the remarks they have made. Takethe 
avenues: Maryland avenue, a magnificentavenue extending from a point 
east of the Capitol grounds; while the authorities are improving ave- 
nues and streets miles distant in the west and northwestern portions of 
the city they are doing comparatively nothing for this avenue and oth- 
ers in the portion of the city east of this building. 

Now, under the proviso which has been recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, what will be the result? If the commis- 
sioners spend all the money that has been estimated for the eastern portion 
of the city, it will be only 10 per cent. of the whole amount. Even 
that would be unjust. I should be glad to have the committee go still 
further and make a further amendment to provide that a larger pro- 
portion of this sum shall be spent in that direction. 

I speak now, I think, impartially, because I live in the northwestern 
portion of the city, and the expenditure of money there is a source of 
convenience and comfort tome. I have left Capitol Hill, but I want 
to call the attention of the Senate to this great injustice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGAn in the chair). The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] asks unanimous consent to pass 
over this amendment for the time being. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. It will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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mittee on Appropriations was, in line 169, after the word ‘‘ the,’’ 
a out ‘‘Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company ”’ and insert ‘‘les- 
sees of the Alexandria Canal;’’ so as to read: 
WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 
maintenance, and general repairs, $20,000; and the lessees of 


on Klesundria Canal shall keep in good repair at least two spans of the Aque- 


duct Bridge, so that no leakage or wastage of water shall occur. 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out ‘20’ and insert ‘‘15,’’ in line 
169; so as to make the appropriation $15,000. That was the amount 
we fixed last year for this item. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for Washing- 
ton Asylum,’’ in line 181, to reduce the item ‘* for salary of one clerk ”’ 
frem $600 to $480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 186, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
insert “‘one ambulance driver, $120.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 189, after the word ‘‘ each,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘and;’’ in line 190, after the word ‘‘improvements,”’ tostrike out 
“repairs to wards and closets;’’ so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including improvements, provisions, fuel, forage, 
lumber, shoes, clothing, hardware, dry goods, medicines, and miscellaneous 
items, Ke. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 192, after the word ‘items,’ 
strike out ‘$35,000’ and insert ‘‘ $34,500;’’ so as to read: 

, including improvements, provisions, fuel, forage, 
mn See cietiing baedwere, , Be p mee oy sautiioas. and a en ean 
items, $34,500. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment striking out and inserting should be 
non-coneurred in, so as to leave the amount stand $35,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations striking out $35,000 and inserting 
$34,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 193, to insert 
‘and for repairs to wards and closets, $500.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 195, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriation for the Washington Asylum from $45,940 to $45,820. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imoveto amend that by inserting ‘‘6”’ in place of ‘5,”’ 
and “3” in place of ‘‘8;’’ so as to read ‘'$46,320.’’ That will make 
the total correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee will be so modified. The question is on the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 247, before the word ‘‘ colored,”’ 
to insert ‘‘destitute;’’ and in line 248, to strike out ‘‘6,500,’’ and in- 
sert ‘*7,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the Mational Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children, 


to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 249, to insert: 

For the erection of a building for said National Association, in accordance 
with plans to be approved by the Architect of the Capitol, $15,000, or so much 
t as may be necessary: Provided, That the cost of said building shall not 
exceed the sum herein named. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out ‘‘15,”’ in line 252, and inserting ‘‘20,’’ that being in 
accordance with the estimate and the recommendation of the District 
Committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I see here ‘‘ National Association for Destitute 
Colored Women and Children.’’ Is this provision for erecting a house 
for them? I have no doubt it is avery worthy charity, but such asso- 
ciations are not supervised by the District; they are charities depending 
_— contributions, and I do not see why they should be provided 
with buildings out of the National Treasury. Almost every city of this 
size has various associations for charity which are supported by the pri- 
vate contributions of the inhabitants. Here we are providing appropri- 
ations for charities, all of which are worthy objects no doubt, but why 
should we become almoners of bounties to charitable institutions? I 
Suppose it has been customary, and I shall not interpose any objection 
except to state my idea that it is improper. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say in to the item which may be re- 
garded as under consideration, that this is the only eleemosynary insti- 
tution especially for colored people in this District. It is per- 
forming a work which is not only well done but very economically done. 





It is now housed in a building put up out of some lumber which the 
Government had used for barracks during the war, and which, while 
answering fairly the purpose as far as space with ordinary comfort is 
concerned, is very much exposed to fire and is rapidly decaying, a very 
considerable sum of money being necessary to be expended each year to 
keep it in anything like order. 

As long as this is on our hands in any way looking to us for its sup- 
port by appropriations it was thought the dictates of an ordinary human- 
ity would prompt us torelieve it from that great liability to fire and the 
necessary loss of life consequent upon the burning of the house, by sup- 
plying it with a building which would be ample for the accommoda- 
tion of those seeking its shelter and also relieving it from that great dan- 
ger which applies to the present building. I may say also that I think 
this is one of the most worthy charities in the District. 

Without contesting to any considerable degree the principle which the 
Senator from Delaware announces, we are going on with this just as we 
found it. The committee has not arrogated to itself a new oflice of 
charity. It has provided, as I think somewhat scantily, for theold one. 
One-half of this money is to be paid by the tax-payers of the District 
directly, and the other half by the Government, under the arrange- 
ment by which the Government became a tax-payer of the District to 
the extent of one-half the revenues necessary to carry on the District gov- 
ernment. Consequently it isin no sense a general but it represents a 
local appropriation. 

Whatever the Senator from Delaware and myself might think about 
the propriety of the arrangement, it is now in existence, and it is the 
duty as we think of the Appropriations Committee and of Congress to 
carry it into effect, and in doing so we regard the Government simply 
as a local tax-payer to the extent of one-half the taxation to be paid in 
the District for the purpose of carrying on its government. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 257, to reduce the appropria- 
tion ‘‘for the Industrial Home School ”’ from $7,500 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 259 to 264 in the follow- 
ing words: 


And the commissioners of the District of Columbia are required to visit and 
investigate the management of all the institutions of charity herein appropri- 
ated for, and shall require an itemized report of receipts and expenditures to be 
made to them, to be transmitted with their annual report to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 264, to insert 

That the appropriation of $5,000 made by the act “ making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1882, 
“for the erection of a building on the grounds recently purchased by the Ger 
man Protestant Orphan Asylum Association of the District of Columbia, now 
the German Orphan Asylum Association of the District of Columbia, provided 
that the asylum shall contribute an equal sum for this purpose,"’ be, and the 
same is hereby, continued and made available forthe same purpose and subject 
to the like condition for the fiscal year 1854 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 277, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to demand and receive from the assignee of the estate of H. D. Cooke & 
Co, the sum proved against said estate by the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphans’ 
Home, and to cover the same intothe Treasury of the United States; and in case 
of refusal to pay over the money aforesaid, the Attorney-General is required to 
take steps to enforce the claim of the United States thereto. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 280, tostrike out the initials ‘‘ H. D,”’ 
before ‘‘ Cooke,’’ and .insert ‘‘ Jay.’’ I desire to say that the amend- 
ment as printed was practically a declaration of bankruptcy against a 
very responsible banking firm of this city, and I rpgret very much that 
the error occurred, as it has led to some misunderstanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the correction 
being made? The Chair hears none, and the amendment will be so 
modified. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line291, to reduce the appropri- 
ation for current repairs to county roads and suburban streets from 
$20,000 to $15,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 
It is a double reduction. The amount estimated for is $25,000; the 
House reduced it to $20,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not contest 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, striking out ‘“‘twenty’’ and inserting 
** fifteen.’? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
insert: 

Cleaning tidal sewers, $3,000; repairs to pumps, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inline 295, to increase the total amount of 
appropriation ‘‘ for sweeping, cleaning, and sprinkling streets and ave- 
nues,’”’ &c., from $112,500 to $113,500. 


\~= 
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with the Senator from Ohio on 


in line 293, to 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be necessary to change the 
figtires there in consequence of the amendments adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. The total should be $118,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 304, before the word ‘‘to”’ 
toinsert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

And for purchasing and erecting new lamp-posts, and to replace such as are 
old, damayed, and unfit for use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘therefore,’’ in line 313, to 
strike out— 

Repairs to public pumps, $3,000; cleaning tidal sewers, $3,000; in all, $101,380: 
Provided, That no more than at the rate of $22 per annum for each street lamp 
with a six-foot burner shall be paid for gas; lig ting, extinguishing, repairing, 
and cleaning under any expenditure provided for in this act; and the comm: 
sioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized, in their discretion, to 
substitute, in whole or in part, other illuminating material for the same or less 

»rice, and to use so much of the sum hereby appropriated as may be necessary 
or that purpose. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Provided, That no more than $22 per annum for each street lamp shall be paid 
for gas, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and cleaning under any expenditure 
provided for in this act; and in case acontract can not be made at that rate the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to substitute 
other illuminating material for the same or less price, and to use so much of the 
sum hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Metropoli- 
tan police,’’ in line 343, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’ to strike out 
‘*four’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: 

Four surgeons for the police and fire departments, at $350 each. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is a mistake there. The word ‘‘three,’’ in line 
342, should be ‘‘four’’ and “‘four’’ should be “*three;’’ so as to read: 
Three surgeons for the police and fire departments, at $£50 each. 


Instead of four surgeons at $350 each, the figures ought to be trans- 


posed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The propesed amendment is, in line 342, 
to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘three’’ before ‘‘ surgeons.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 343, after “‘ at,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

Three surgeons for the police and fire departments, at $350. 


Mr. PLUMB. That amendment should not be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this committee 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 344, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘six detectives at $1,320 each,’’ and insert: 

For additional compensation to privates detailed from time to time for special 
service in the detection and prevention of crime, $1,440, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘“‘each,’’ in line 352, to 
strike out ‘‘seven acting sergeants at $1,080 each, seventy-three *’ and 
insert ‘‘ninety;’’ so as to read: 

Ninety privates, class 1, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 354, before the word “ privates,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’”’ so as to read : 

One hundred and thirty-five privates, class 2, at $1,080 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 361, after ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at $240 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “‘driver,”’ in line 362, to 
trike out ‘‘of police van, four hundred and eighty’’ and insert ‘‘ three 
hundred ;’’ so as to read: 

One driver, $300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 364, after the word ‘‘driver,’’ to 
strike out ‘“‘six hundred’? and insert ‘four hundred and eighty ;’’ so 
as to read: 

One ambulance driver, $480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 377, to reduce from $10,000 to 
$9,500 the amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ miscellaneous and con- 
tingent expenses, including stationery, books, tel ing, photo- 
graphs, printing and binding, gas, ice, washing, m for prisoners, 
furniture and repairs to same, police equipments and repairs to same, 
beds and bed-clothing, insignia of office, harness, and forage, 








repairs to van and ambulance, and expenses incurred in prevention and 
detection of crime.’ 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in line 377, to increase the total amount 
of — appropriation for the ‘‘ Metropolitan police’’ from $293,140 to 
0,550. 


,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the “fire depart- 
ment,’’ in line 391, to reduce the item for ‘‘ repairs to engine-houses "’ 
from $1,000 to $500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “dollars,”’ in line 392, to 
insert: 

For remodeling and furnishing theold town hall, in Georgetown, District of 
Columbia, for the use of engine company No. 5, $3,000; and in addition to this 
sum the proceeds of sale of the lots in Georgetown authorized to be sold by the 
ae 9 April 1, 1882, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be ap- 
plied to this purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 406, to increase the total amount of 
theappropriations for the ‘‘ fire department ’’ from $98,560 to $101,06v. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 408, to 
insert: 

Andthe commissioners of the District are authorized, in their discretion, to 
pay the claim of Geo Schlosser, for care of James Fleming, injured by being 
run over in 1880b illiam O. Drew, assistant engineer of the fire department 
of the District, to paid out of the contingent fund of the fire department: 
Provided, That after said payment no liability shall remein against the District 
on account of the damage to said Fleming. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for the 
‘‘telegraph and telephone service,’’ in line 426, after the word ** black- 
smithing,’’ to strike out “‘ forage;’’ so as to read: 

Telegraph and telephone service: For one general superintendent, $1,600; one 
electrician at $1,200; two telegraph operators at $1,000 each ; three telephone 
operators at $600 each; two repair-men at $720 each; one laborer, $400. Gen- 
eral egies, repairs, and aan | including wathery supplies, telephone rental, 
wire and insulators, brackets and pins, gas and fuel, record-books and station- 


ery, washing, blacksmithing, extra labor, and the purchase of new implements 
and tools, $4,000, 


Mr. PLUMB. Imovein that clause, in line 421, to insert after ‘* hun- 
dred ’’ the words ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


Three telephone operators, at $650 each. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now the amount in line 428 should be made $12,590. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made if there be 
no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriation for the ‘‘courts,”’ 
in line 435, to increase the item for ‘* United States marshal’s fees’’ from 
$1,400 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 438, after the word ‘‘judge,”’ to 
insert ‘‘not exceeding $300;’’ so as to read: 

Contingent expenses, including compensation of a justice of the peace acting 
as judge of the police court during the absence of said judge, not exceeding 3300), 

The amendment was agreed ‘to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 43%, to 
strike out ‘‘judicial expenses;’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
440, to insert ‘‘for judicial expenses, $2,500;’’ so as to read: 

Books, stationery, fuel, ice, gas, witness fees, and miscellaneous items, $2,200; 
for judicial expenses, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. " 

The next amendment was, in line 442, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for the ‘‘courts”’ from $15,418 to $16,018. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ public schools, District 
of Columbia,’’ after the word ‘‘teachers,’’ in line 447, to strike out 
‘and increase of teachers’ pay by continuous service;”’ and in line 450, 
after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘21,425”’ and insert ‘‘26,850;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of superintendents, teachers, and janitors, secretary of the board, 

and clerks, incl additional ers, rents, repairs, fuel, furniture, books, 

, new school buildings, furniture for new schoo) buildings, and mis- 
cellaneous items, $526,850. 

The next amendment was, in line 455, to strike out: 

One secretary, at $150, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 457, to increase the appropriation 
for salary of ‘‘one clerk to superintendent’’ from $800 to $950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word “‘teachers,’’ in line 461, to 
strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;”’ and in line 464, after 
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the word “‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘49,125”’ and insert ‘'52,450;’’ so as 
* -~ oe dred and thirty teach: to be loyed at te 

Por tence nah to ences provided by the present schedule of eala- 
of Compe average salary notte exceed $065, $552,450. 

amendment was agreed to. 

i next amendment was, in line 467, before ‘‘janitors,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ foreman;’’ in line 468, after the word ‘‘for,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one 
foreman and his assistant, $1,300; for;’’ in line 470, before ‘* hundred,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ four;”’ so as to read: 

For janitors and care of the several school buildings: For care of the high- 
school building, $1,400. to 

dment was agreed to. 

= patron Seen was, in line 472, to increase the appropriation 
for care ‘‘of the Franklin Building’’ from $1,000 to $1,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 475, after ‘‘ Lincoln,”’ to strike out 
“ Abbott;”’ so as to read: 

Of the Lincoln, Miner, and Stevens buildings, at $800 each. 


amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 477, after the word ‘‘ the,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ Riggs, Abbott;’’ so as to read: 

Of the Riggs, Abbott, John F. Cook, and Randall buildings, at $700 each. 
amendment was agreed to. 

erat amendment was, after the word ‘‘ the,’’ in line 479, to strike 
out “ Ri and;’’ in line 479, after ‘‘ Curtis,’’ to strike out ‘‘ build- 
ings’’ and insert ‘‘building;’”’ and in the same line, after ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘each;’’ so as to read: 

Of the Curtis Building, 9600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 482, after ‘“‘superintendent,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘of the first six divisions, two;’’ so as to 

For one janitor and messenger to the board and superintendent of the first 
six divisions, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 483, to 
insert: 

For one janitor and messenger to the superintendent of the seventh and 
eighth divisions, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 487, to increase the appropriation 
‘ for care of smaller buildings and rented rooms, at a rate not to ex- 
ceed $48 per annum for the care of each school-room,’’ from $2,000 to 
$3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 488, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘for janitors and care of the several school build- 
—— $23,300 to $23,400. 

amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 495, in the clause pro- 
viding “‘ for rent of school buildings.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. On line 495 I move to strike out “‘15”’ and insert 
“18; so as to make the appropriation for fuel $18,000. 

The amendment was . 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 499, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and in- 
sert “‘fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

Repairs and improvements to school buildin; 


, and in order grounds about the High, Henry, Force, Webster, 
Gales, and county school buildings, $15,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 501, to reduce the 
ene ‘* for contingent expenses, including furniture, books, sta- 
$10,008 printing, insurance, and miscellaneous items, from $15,000 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 502, to reduce the total amount of 
the — ‘for rent of school buildings,’’ &c., from $58,000 
to $48,000. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that that be changed to $51,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was ageeed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appropriations 
“for ings and schools,”’ in line 508, after ‘‘division,’’ to strike out 
“seventy-eight”’ and insert: 

And purchase letion of a school 
bui vy ts old Blader ot (ok ghey ts Station ; for addition to 


school on the new msburgh pike ; and for the erection of a school 
building at Benning’s Station, ninety. 


So as to read: 


For peer pod for schools: For the purchase of sites when necessary and the 


erection completion of three buildings for prima: and grammar schools, 
two of said build to be erected in the school division and one in the 


third school division ; and for the purchase of a site and the erection and com- 
pletion of a school building on the old Bladensburgh road, near Brooks's Sta- 


, including grading, graveling, 








tion ; for addition to school building on the new Bladensburgh pike; and for the 
erection of a school building At Benning’s Station, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 520, before the word ‘next,’ to 
strike out ‘‘ May’’ andinsert ‘‘ June;’’ and in line 523, before the word 


**thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘55’’ and insert ‘57; so as to read: 

Provided, That the plans and specifications for each of said buildings shall be 
prepared by the inspector of buildings of the District of Columbia, and shall be 
approved by the Architect of the Capitol and the commissioners of the District, 
and said buildings shall be constructed by the commissioners in conformity 
therewith, and shall be contracted for before the Ist day of June next, and finished 
by the Ist day of January, 1884, the money herein appropriated to be apportioned 
as follows, namely: For the second school division, $57,000; and for the third 
school division, $23,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘“‘dollar,”’ in line 525, to 
insert: 

And for the site and school building near Brooks's Station, $3,000; for addition 
to school building on the new Bladensburgh pike, $2,000; and for the school 
building at Benning’s Station, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 532, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriation ‘‘for buildings for schools’’ from $78,000 to $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 
Kansas to this, apparently without explanation, duplication of appro- 
priations for some of theseschool buildings. At the top of page 22 there 
is a provision for the purchase of a site and the erection and the com- 
pletion of aschool building on the old Bladensburgh road, near Brooks's 
Station; for addition to school building on the new Bladensburgh pike, 
and for the erection of a school building at Benning’sStation, $90,000. 

Then from line 525 to line 529 again: 

And for the site and school building near Brooks's Station, $3,000; for addition 


toschool building on the new Bladensburgh pike, $2,000; and for the school build- 
ing at Benning’s Station, $5,000. 


. 


Those are exactly the words in lines 510, 511, 512, and 513; so that 
there appears to be a duplication of the appropriation, and this would 
make double the amount apparently that was intended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot thinkitdoesso. The upper part is the gener- 
alization—astatement of the purposes to be appropriated for, and below 
it specifies how the money shall be expended, and then the $90,000 oc- 
curring in line 532 issimply a restraint on the expenditure, saying that 
it shall all not exceed the gross amount above appropriated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that is the true construction of it; but I 
thought it right to call attention to it. I am a little afraid that it may 
amount to a double appropriation. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there is no danger of that. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous 
expenses,’’ in line 540, to strike out “ five’’ before ‘‘thousand ”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘four;’’ in line 542, after ‘‘items,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ three thousand ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ two thousand five hundred;’’ and in line 543, after ‘‘all,”’ 
to strike out “‘ twelve thousand one’’ and insert ‘‘ten thousand six;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs and replacement of public hay-scales, $500; for rent of District 
offices, $3,600; for general advertising, $4,000; for books for register of wills, 
printing, checks, damages, and miscellaneous items, $2,500; in all, $10,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘health department,’’ 
in line 549, to increase the appropriation for salary of ‘‘ one inspector 
of marine products’’ from $1,000 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 555, after ‘‘fuel,’’ to strike out 
‘rent,’ 

Mr. PLUMB. 
non-concurred in. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
557, to reduce the appropriation from $3,800 to $3,000 ‘‘ for contingent 
expenses, including books, stationery, fuel, rent, repairs to pound, and 
wagon and horse for poundmaster, forage, meat for dogs, disinfectants, 
horseshoeing, and miscellaneous items.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That also should be restored or not stricken out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
559, to reduce the total amount of the appropriation for the ‘‘ health 
department’’ from $42,580 to $41,980. 

Mr. PLUMB. That amendment should also be non-concurred in. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘interest and sinking fund,’’ after the word ‘‘cents,”’ in 
line 565, to strike out: 

And hereafter the surplus revenues of the District of Columbia, except those 
arising from the water department, shall be paid into the sinking fund and ap- 
plied by the commissioner thereof to the payment of the principal of the bonds 
of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ water department,’’ in 


That should not be stricken out. I ask that it be 
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line 608, after ‘“‘reimburs«d,’’ to strike out ‘‘after’’ and insert ‘‘ from 
the;’’ so as to read: 

And provided further, That hereafter, whenever any horses, carriages, or wag- 
ons, or property of any description may become unfit for service, in the judg- 
ment of the commissioners, the same shall be sold at auction to the highest bid- 
der, after due advertisement, and the proceeds thereof shall be paid into Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of the appropriation out of which the pur- 
chase was made, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘tax,’’ in line 608, tostrike 
out: 

For completing the laying of 12-inch water-mains, wae posuere fire-plugs and 
connections for the proper protection of the Government Printing Oftce, $3,500 
of which the United States shall pay one-half, and $1,750 is hereby appropriated 
for this purpose, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to reduce the total amount of the appro- 
priation for the ‘‘ water department ’’ from $5,853.50 to $4,103.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to have an amendment made, in line 588, to 
strike ont ‘‘ voted’’ and insert ‘‘ provided.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting Secretary read section 2. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to be informed by the Senator 
from Kansas in charge of this bill what all this section means and how 
it changes the present law. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not change the present law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then what is the use of having it in? 

Mr. PLUMB. It came to us from the House, and by way of pre- 
caution we let it stay. Iam notquitesure that it is precisely as it was 
in the last year’s law. The word ‘‘hereafter’’ was in then, I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us look at that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think ‘‘hereafter’’ was not in last year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas to the footing on page 24, line 559. 

Mr. PLUMB. That should be increased $200, to $42,700. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That seems to be right, and that 
change of footing will be made if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state to theSenator from Vermont that the sec- 
ond section is precisely the same as the law of last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then why is it put in again? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is a question which might properly be addressed 
to the House. The House sent the bill to us in that way, and it was 
left in without any special consideration by the committee, it being ob- 
served after examination that it was precisely the same as last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, with great respect, the question ought to 
be addressed to the committee to whom we referred this bill for criti- 
cism and examination. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was why we left it in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did you leave it in? 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply because we found it here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That certainly is a very potent argument. 
ahead; I will see if it is the same thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Vermont moves to strike that 
section out, he can do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator is sure that it is the same thing— 
I see that the third section of last year’s bill is permanent, using the 
word ‘‘ hereafter ’’—it ought to be stricken out, for it is really legisla- 
tion. It seems to be, as the Senator says, an evident re-enactment of 
an existing and permanent law. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is. Last yearthe word “hereafter ’’ was inserted 
in the bill, intending by that insertion to make it unnecessary to re- 
enact it; but the House sent it over and it escaped consideration, being 
in the same language. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill may go on. 
be made afterward. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to insert the following as a new sec- 
tion: 


Src. 3. That the Treasurer of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to redeem certificate numbered 9376, for $200, dated August 1, 
1874, and issued by the late board of audit of the District of Columbia, in favor 
of David Messer, which certificate, it is alleged, was duly transferred to the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for value, and subsequently lost or de- 
stroyed, by thy issue, to the commissioner of the said Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Company, of 3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia, in the manner pro- 
vided for the redemption of board of audit certificates by act of Congress ap- 
proved June 16, 1880, — poses of such transfer and loss, and the execution by 
said commissioner of a bond of indemnity, with a ved security in double the 
amount of said certificate, to save the District of against the 
presentation and payment of said lost certificate. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Imake the point of order that this is a private claim 
attached toan appropriation bill. I think it had better not be put here, 
although I have no doubt it is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a private claim. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 


Go 


A motion to strike it out can 


lumbia ess 








Mr. PLUMB. I will just state that we were in posr-¥‘on of a letter 
very strongly urging this action from the commissioner «* the Freed. 
man’s Savings and Trust Company, Mr. Knox. The matter seemed to 
be proper, and we put itin. If the point of order is sustained it cuts 
it out. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as an additiona} 
section: 

Sec. 4. That the time allowed for filing claims in the Court of Claims under 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding ciaims 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear the same, and for other peapeans. segseres June 16, 1880, be, and 
the same is hereby, extended thirty days from and r the approval of this act: 
and all claims not so presented shall be forever barred. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I make the point of order that that is legislation, 
I do not object to it because it is not right, but I object because it js 
legislation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is legislation. The point of onjer 
is sustained. 
Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Vermont will make an ox- 


ception in regard to thisamendment. The committee were in posses- 
sion of a letter from the Treasurer of the United States, the sinking- 
fund commissioner, reviewing the whole of these claims, and stat'ng 
that there were probably about $10,000 of them outstanding which had 
been caught unawares in the hands of small holders, re-enforced by a 
statement from one of the commissioners of the District to the same 
effect, and on that statement the section was put in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly; and so the Committee on Appro- 
priations might take the whole Calendar of bills reported from com- 
mittees that are supposed to be good bills, useful legislation, and put 
them on. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis ruled out of order. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as an additional sec- 
tion: 

Sec. 5. That the District commissioners shall inquire as to a suitable location, 
the cost of the same, and alsoasto proper plans and the estimated cost of a plain, 
fire-proof brick building, suitable for the accommodation of the District offices, 
and shall make report of the same to Congress on the first day of its next session, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not do that; 
that is a particulary meritorious section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether it is meritorious or not, 
but it is pure legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the bill that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia have reported relative to the routes of steam-railroads is 
adopted, we hope to be able to provide a building for the District com- 
missioners in the premises now occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company for a depot. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one clause in the bill that was passed 
over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order is sustained on the 
last section. Line 156 was reserved. The amendment will be stated. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 156 the Committee on Appropria- 
tions reported to strike out ‘‘3’’ and insert ‘‘2;’’ soas to read ‘‘$250,- 
000;”? and after the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 157, to insert: 

Provided, That out of this sum all the work on avenues and streets and re- 
placement of pavements on streets named in the aforesaid classes situated wast 
of the Capitol shall be completed in full. 

And in line 160to strike out ‘‘535”’ and insert ‘‘ 430;”’ so as to read: 
“in all, $430,000.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope that the amendment of the committee in line 
156 may be di to, soas to leave the amount for the improvement 
and repairs of streets and avenues as it came from the House, $350,000; 
and then, in view of the partiality in the previous distribution of the ex- 
penditures, I would suggest this in lieu of the proviso: 

Provided, That one-third of said sum spall be expended on the avenues and 
streets east of First street west. 

Mr. PLUMB. I doubt if that amendment will accomplish the par- 

my colleague in view. 

Mr. INGALLS. A very large proportion of the appropriations he re- 
tofore made has been expended in the northwestern portion of the city, 
leaving the eastern portion very largely unpaved, and the intention of 
the proviso is to require this proportion of the amount appropriated to be 
expended eastof thestreet that runsdirectly west of the Capitol grounds 
north and south. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The expenditure hitherto has been in that par} ot 
the city which the Supreme Court of the United States held could not 
be investigated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where nearly all of us live. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been appropriated where nearly all the prop- 
erty-holders in the Senate live and-where the commissioners hitherto 
resided. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I remember that very well, as I was one of the 
small property-holders who was taxed three or four thousand dollars— 
I have — how much—for a perfectly useless slaughter of astrect 
in front of the houses along the row where I reside by cutting it down 
to the extent of about twenty feet. That was the kind of improve- 
ment. When you went a little further northwest and the House o! 
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tatives undertook to have an inquiry about the conduct of the 
iture of these moneys, the Supreme Court pulled up and said 
could not get at the evidence that was suitable to inform Congress 
t subject. 
= INGALES. When the House imprisoned a party for the refusal 
to produce his books and papers, the court gave him a very large sum 
as damages for his ill imprisonment and detention. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t, too, ought to be put into this bill probably. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not done by a court; bya jury. 

Mr. ROLLINS. On the 2d of February I submitted an amendment 
to this bill which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

ing to concrete O street between Twentieth and Twenty-second 
Preetsnorthwest. I did this underthe supposition that the policy here- 
tofore pursued would be continued; that is, of appropriating avery large 
rtion of money in that section of the city. But I notice thatthe 
mmittee on Appropriations have rejected the amendment, or have not 
offered it to the bill at any rate. I should like to inquire if that was 
the reason that governed them in their action, thatthe policy was to be 
hereafter? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee did not purpose to perpetuate it at all 
events, but proposed to prevent, if we could, the expenditure of so large 
a portion of money in the northwestern part of the city. The District 
board of commissioners have been treated by Congress as persons not 
entitled to be trusted with any considerable discretion as to the 
expenditure of money. Instead of giving them sums in gross to be 
expended, we give them items the same as we do ‘employés in the 
Treasury Department and other officers directly under our charge. 

We ask them to make report of the streets on which they will make 
improvements, and then appropriate for those particular streets, under- 
standing that their judgment may be changed half a dozen times be- 
fore the expenditure canbe made. We give them clerks by name, and 
so on all the way through this bill. They, in turn, I take it, some- 
what accepting the view that Congress takes of their functions, divide 
up their own responsbility, and the care of the streets falls to one per- 
son, of the police to another, and so all the way around; and the board 
is three distinct atoms in place of being one unit. In that way per- 
haps tosome extent the designation of streets has fallen into the hands 
of a particular person. The board has been recently somewhat reor- 

ized; it is expected that it will be still further reorganized by the 
appointment of a new commissioner or a continuation of the old one 
for a definite term. Out of either or both of these contingencies will 
arise perhaps a better condition of things than we have had heretofore. 

I do not know that any language can be devised (unless the Senate 
were prepared to take up the schedules and go through them for the 
purpose of picking out particular streets to be improved other than those 
named) under which anything effective can be done. The action of 
the committee was a protest against what is proposed for the coming 
year, and a protest based upon the action of the commissioners for the 
preceding year, and upon the understanding had last year that the sys- 
tem of improvements should not hereafter be carried on so extensively 
for the benefit of the northwestern part of the city. 

The Senator from Ohio, who has this matter at heart and who is 
much more interested perhaps than any person on the floor of the 
Senate, thinks the sum named by the House is not too large. The 
commissioners themselves named $374,000 to be used in work on the 
streets. It has been the plan, as I think it still is, to carry on the 
work of placing sidewalks and curbing and guttering in front of un- 
improved property far beyond, or at least some considerable distance 
beyond, the residence portion of the city. At all events, the effect of 
that is, whatever the design may be, to increase largely the value of 


such pro A 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If you could curb the expenditures instead of the 
sidewalk it would be better. 
Mr. PLUMB. That we should be very glad to do in place of curb- 
ing the sidewalks in front of the lots. My own belief is that the law 
of Congress which requires the assessment of one-third of the cost of 
all improvements upon the abutting property ought tobe enforced. In 
my own State it is the rule to assess all the expense of sidewalks, curb- 
ing, guttering, and paving to the abutting property, the general public 
paying nothing whatever except for drainage and intersections. That 
believe to be the rule everywhere except in the city of Washington. 
A large sum of the money that we appropriate is devoted to the work 
of laying sidewalks and curbing and guttering beyond the actual neces- 
sities of the city and at places where the abutting property ought to 
pay at least a portion of the expense. The time will come when this 
will be as I think it certainly ought to be changed now, and 
not subject the tax-payers of the United States and the general tax- 
payers of the District to the payment of money for the improvement of 
oh ae which ought to come out of the property itself. It is as I 
a vicious and unwarranted practice; but the Committee on 
Appropriations, ambitious as they are, according to the theory of the 
Senator from Vermont, never yet have developed any ambition to take 
especially in the management of the affairs of this District in 
detail, and so we have had to take from the commissioners what they 


given us. . 
I would be willing to go part of the figure and say we would take not 





only that but all and give them the money substantially in a lump 
sum and let them expend it under a proper responsibility which ought 
to attach to their office. So far as this amendment is concerned, I care 
nothing about it except as the organ of the committee. If the Senate 
shall think that the amount ought to be what is named in the bill as 
it came from the House, well and good; and if they shall think it should 
be materially expended on the streets, avenues, and alleys named in 
the schedule referred to in the text of the bill, I am willing to agree to 
that also, so far as I am individually concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I sympathize entirely with the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], but I am afraid that on account 
of the words of limitation in the previous part of the clause it will not 
accomplish its purpose. The section now is confined to work on sun- 
dry avenues and streets and the replacements of pavements on streets 
named in classes A, B, C, and D of Appendix B, b, referred to. Look- 
ing at Appendix B, I tind that the streets are all named. Twoof them 
seem to be east of the Capitol, one East Capitol street and the other H 
street. There is about $50,000, as near as I can see, appropriated in this 
schedule for east of the Capitol. 

Mr. PLUMB. That isif you include H street. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Istreet really ought not to be charged to the 
eastern part of the city, because the improvement of H street is really 
for the benefit of the western part of the city. , 

Mr. INGALILS. An outlet for the northwest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to leave the amendment as proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations as it is, requiring that the sums pro 
vided for for replacement of streetseast of the Capitol shall remain, and 
insert as follows: 

And in addition thereto there shall be expended out of said sum upon im 
provement of streets and avenues east of First street west, $50,000, 

That $50,000 with the $50,000 already contained in the bill wil! 
make about $100,000 for streets east of First street west. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam willing to accept that. 

Mr. INGALIS. It will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee is 
to strike out ‘‘3”’ and insert ‘2.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is to be disagreed to, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been voted on yet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This amendment comes in in line 160. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say, while this topie is under consid 
eration, in reply to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB], that Tun 
derstand that the sidewalks and the curbing are not paid for out of the 
public funds but are paid for by the abutting proprietors. As to thi 
other part of his observations about assessing the adjoining proprietor 
for what are called improvements of streets and which our experience has 
shown to be quite the reverse of the improvements of streets, I think that 
Congress did well in abolishingthat thing. A street isathing for general 
public benefit, nothing else, and therefore to compel the people, poor o1 
rich, whatever they may be but generally poor in the outskirts where 
streets are extended, to pay for building a street for the lords of crea 
tion who reside around the Capitol or near the various places wher 
bronze men on horseback sit in all weathers, in order that they can 
drive out into thecountry, I think is an outrage. Congress thought so 
and abolished it. 

Wherever it is necessary to have a public highway, and it is for the 
public interest, the public should pay for it. Congress has thought so 
and has so determined, and I think my iriend is mistaken in saying 
that this is the only instance where adjoining proprietors have not been 
assessed for that. I say this with the more freedom from suspicion that 
might be raised in respect to my attitude as the proprietor of a 20-foot 
lot and a little house in this town, from the fact that I have gone through 
my period of suffering and assessment and I am only speaking for the 
other poor of this District. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that I ought to criticise the Senator 
from Vermont because he owns so much or so little of the property ot 
which he speaks 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take your choice. 

Mr. PLUMB. But I submit to him that the rule which he an 
nounces as having been adopted by Congress is not the general rule; it 
is not the rule that is adopted elsewhere, as I believe; but whether it 
has been or not, I have been advised, and we were told last year by the 
engineer having this matter in charge, that the city and Government 
did pay out of the public funds for curbing and guttering and placing 
sidewalks, and that the only limitation upon that was that in some 
cases, and in some cases only, under the appropriation for permit work, 
the Government furnished the material and required the owner of the 
property to lay it down himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, in line 156, striking out ‘‘three’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ two;’’ so aa to read ‘‘ $250,000.’ [Putting the question. ] 
The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it is because it is not understood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the amendment of the Senator trom 
Ohio had been accepted by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hecould not accept it; it is an amendment of the 
committee. 
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Mr. INGALLS. The question is on reducing the appropriation as it 
came from the House to $250,000 for the improvement and repair of 
streets and avenues, and inasmuch as the amount proposed by the House 
is entirely within the revenues of the District, and as the need is very 
great and there is no protest from any quarter outside, I see no reason 
why the amendment should be agreed to. I hope it will be rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the bill as it came from the House the appro- 
priation stands at $350,000. ‘The Committee on Appropriations pro- 
pose to make it $250,000. I move to amend the amendment so as to 
make it read ‘‘$300,000.’’ 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will recall the condition of many 
of the streets of the city he will see that already a very large reduction 
is made. The estimate submitted by the District commissioners is 
$374,000. The Secretary of the Treasury submitted an estimate to the 
amount of $315,000. The House then placed it at $350,000, about half- 
way between the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury and that of 
the District commissioners. 

This is a matter which vitally affects the people of this District. We 
know that there are milesand miles of the old wooden streets thatought 
to be replaced. It is only a question of time when it must be done. 
Before every house where those streets are so laid it is sickly and un- 
wholesome, and has been condemned by the physicians of the city. 
Those pavements ought certainly to be torn up and replaced in some 
way. This is the money of the people of the District largely; that is, 
one-half of it; the other half is paid by the Government of the United 
States like any other expenditure for the District. It seems to me as 
we have the money and the estimates are based upon the idea of keep- 
ing within the amount collected, it would be better to take the esti- 
mate of the commissioners unless there is some other object of expendi- 
ture that might be necessary. 

This is a matter of public necessity, and to limit the power of the 
commissioners to make these improvements would be an unwise saving 
of these people’s own money. I hope, therefore, that the Senate will 
be as liberal in providing the amount for this purpose as the House 
has been, and leave it at $350,000 and make the provision that’ has 
been agreed upon in regard to the distribution of the fund, so that the 
people in the eastern part of the city may have the benefit of some of 
this expenditure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has not yet been agreed upon, but I hope it 
will be, because I think it fair, if you have got the appropriation up to 
a sufficient amount. The state of the city is that itis a city much 
larger than its population will justify in an economic pointof view. It 
is a capital city, as every Senator I suppose is very glad to believe and 
to know; but running out from this Capitol as the center of everything 
(one of the centers, if there can be more than one center) are avenues 
going east, and north, and west, and south, and southwest. So, from 
the President’s House, which I believe is another center, or somewhere 
near there, are others running in every direction. Then there are all 
the rectangular streets, and after you get out of an area whose radius 
-will not be more than a mile from the Capitol, probably less, or a mile 
from the Executive Mansion, pony less, you are merely in the out- 
skirts of the town, with no inhabitants except here and there scattered 
houses, but with city lots that people who are filled with the laudable 
ambition of improving their condition buy and pay their taxes on and 
wait for a rise. The public money ought to be devoted first to the poor, 
and next to water aa the health office, and so on, to preserve the lives 
and add to the security and comfort of the people, and then you come 
to the street money. By just so much as you take the money of the 
whole stock for streets, by just so much you diminish the money ap- 
propriated to these other objects, and, which is a — point about it, 
the means of paying off the debt of this District, w is perfectly enor- 
mous. 

I wish for one, for the good of the very people who live on those out- 
Cesl mpana thanron oppeapeisho Pour? peer Oe making caphalb pave” 
total amount we app te year by t pave- 
ments, &c., on streets where there is welther inhabitants nor traflic. 
That is my reason for making this middle proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont { Mr. EDMUNDs] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, making the appropriation 


000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to—ayes 20, noes not 
counted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. MORRILL. That leaves the appropriation at $300,000 as we 
understand ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thequestion is now between $300,000and $350,000. 
I hope the Senate will allow it to be $350,000, which is $20,000 less than 
the commissioners have recommended and about half way between the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury and the recommendation of the 
commissioners. 








Mr. BUTLER. I understand the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont has been fixing the amount at $300,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. t that is an amendment to an amendment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question now is on agreeing to the amend. 
ment - amended. mo 

Mr. SHERMAN. question now is between $300,000 and $35 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we disagree to the amendment it mn cA 
bill to pone pe from the -—~“ at $350,000. 

The T pro question is on agreeing to 
—— as amended, fixing the appropriation at $300,000 on 
of $350,200, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Surp- 
MAN] moves another amendment to the clause, which will now be re- 


The ActING SECRETARY. At the end of the proviso it is proposed 
to add: 

And in addition thereto there shall be expended out of the said sum for the 
improvement of streets and avenues east of street west, $50,000. 


Mr. INGALLS. That is in lieu of the one I offered, to which I con- 


sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the proviso. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The total must now be changed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The total will be changed to conform 
to the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be $480,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will foot it up and in- 
sert the correct amount. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the end of line 258 I move to add: 

anna gan of the Church Orphanage of the District of Columbia, the sum 
° . 

The Senator in charge of the bill does not object to this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the Church Orphanage? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is on Twentieth street. It is a charitable insti- 
tution just as much entitled to the aid of the Government as any other 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be true, but I should like to have the 
amendment explained. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis recommended by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia unanimously. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much was appropriated last year? 

Mr. BUTLER. Nota dollar was appropriated. This is the first ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many different orphanages are we now sup- 


porting? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from South Carolina ought to 
give us a little information about this, where it is located, &c. 

Mr. BUTLER. The best explanation I can give is contained in a 
letter from Captain Fox, who is the chairman of the committee on ways 
and means of the trustees. If the Senators desire it I will have the let- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read., 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Wasuincoton, D. C., February 21, 1385. 
Dear Sie: Senator ALLISON told me this morning that the Committee on Ap- 
had struck out the sum that the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia had recommended toward the support of the Orphanage of St. John's 


par eruen cn capt rete Géshame De little children has been sustained by 

private charity. year the number of inmates had increased beyond the 
means of its contributors. Upon an to 

a .. With this sum the present was and repaired, and 

it is now free from with the exception of about $600 of old taxes. It has 

fifty-one children of sexes that have been gathered from the waifs and 

of the city. ea @ woman whose self-sac- 

life began and perfected this She has women assistants, and 

t and of thechildren without wages. 

coe ES Sees of women meeeaes wat trusteesaremen. It is esti- 

will a forone . From this fact any one can 

judge whether thrift is since with -one children the yearly ex- 

food, &c., does not exceed $3,060. 
Church Orphanage is on Twen street, near F northwest, and any 
Senator or Representative is cordially invited to go and see whether the work 


None of those who contribute labor or money wish to shun either. They 
prey for because want and sorrow are increasing and the burden of relic! 


greet private charity b 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, a. vy. Pox 


Chairman of the Committee of the Ways and Means 
and one of the Trustees. 


‘was granted and 


Hon. M. C. Butter, 

United States Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say this is a very worthy charity, sup- 
ported by some one of the numerous churches in this town; but in this 
connection I should like to have my friend in charge of the bill turn to 
page 11 and tell us about each one of the various other institutions for 
which provision is made. I understand the one on lines242to244, but 











1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


31609 








coming to line 245 is the Women's Christian Association of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. What does it do? : o 
Mr. PLUMB. It takes care of some destitute women. Lefore I be- 
iated $25,000 to put up a building for that association. 
ooeeeuted aeety stable basis for subsequent donations from the 
Treasury, Which have been given with a regularity which is equal to 
the regularity of the appropriation acts which have been passed. It 


came to the present committee, or the sub-committee having charge of 


this bill, by an inheritance which it did not feel disposed to dispute. | 


It has received the sum of $5,000 every year for four or five years as I 
—_ other objects named on page 11 are in the same category. I 
think some of them have been on the bills for less than five years. 
Those not on former District of Columbia bills have been provided tor by 
appropriations either in the sundry civil bill orin some other way. The 
National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children, in lines 
247 to 254, is the only one which cares specially and only for the colored 


people. " “ee alg 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Kansas tell me whether the 
Women’s Christian Association has a house where people who are in 
need and distress or sickness are taken in and provided for? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithasjustsucha house. I happento know some of the 
lady managers of that association, and I know in a more or less formal 
way that they are doing just that work and doing it well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This money then is devoted to the care and sup- 
port of those who are in need, and not to propagandism ? 

Mr. PLUMB. 
be in need. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can say to the Senator that they are doing a most 
commendable work, for I have inspected the building. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When you speak of the work being commendable 
you mean the physical care and protection of people who are in distress, 
as distinguished from circulating tracts, &c.? 

Mr. BUTLER. Entirely. I have been there as a member of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the building? 

Mr. BUTLER. They have a building in the northwestern part ot 
the city, at Thirteenth and R, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the location of the National Association 
for Destitute Colored Women and Children? 

Mr. PLUMB. Near Howard University, just on the boundary, at 
the termination of Ninth street. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that also a kind of hospital? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the only one of all of them which I have vis- 
ited. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and myself spent 
an hour or two investigating the building from turret to cellar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the nature of a hospital ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not. 
colored children who have lost one orboth parents, and cares for them 
until they are 10 or 12 years of age, or until suchtimeas they can be 


| amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr 


It is devoted entirely to those who are supposed to 


| of the Indian youth are supposed to wear 
came a member of this body, certainly five or six years ago, Congress | 
That | 


gratitude which they do not get now, bee: 
benefit of those who have that patent of 


iM eu 


ul t work is not for the 
nobility w 


hich the educators 
They are there taking care 
in a proper way of the colored children on an annual appropriation ot 
about $65 per capita, and I believe are doing as good a work as & being 
done for the Indians at $200 per capita, That may not be saying for 
them as much as I should like to sav, but at all events I can sw that 
much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator did not understand me as ex 
pressing any doubt as tothe zeal or fidelity of the people who are carry 
ing on this work in the institutions he names, nor have I any doubt 
of their zeal and fidelity, nor of these others, every one of them. The 
point that I wish to bring to the attention of the Senate is that a vast 
deal more good, as I believe, could be done if this work could be co 
ordinated and the expenses of the houses diminished under some one 
general associated management. That is the point. Iam sure that 
no State that is well governed would keep up such a variety of differ 
ent charities, but would endeavor in some way to bring them together 
for one purpose. Perhaps it can not be done, but certainly every one 
of these people is doing all that can be done, I dare say. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not understand the Senator trom Vermont as 
criticising anything except what he expressed in language as to the 
general policy of scattering the resources of the District in that way 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
BUTLER | 
The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. INGALLS. 1 offer an amendment from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to come in at the close of section 1 

The ACTING SECRETARY At the end of line 629 it is proposed to 
add: 


In all cases where special assessments have been revised as provided for by 
i ) 


law, or where they have been remitted by act of Congress, the commissioners 


of the District are hereby directed to issue drawback certificates to the holder 
of any such assessments for the amount said assessments have been reduced 


| and the interest accrued thereon: Provided, That application is made therefor 


It takes in destitute colored women, and 


apprenticed to suitable people, who will take care of them until they | 


arrive at their majority. The Industrial Home School performs a like 
office for white people. That is over in Georgetown. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ThatI understand. 


Asylum, the Children’s Hospital; and so on. I make these inquiries, 


because I had known something of the beneficent work of the person | 


I understand the Saint Ann’s | 


who inaugurated the Saint John’s Guild, in order to call the attention | 


of the Senate to the general question, not that I propose to do anything 
about it now, but to suggest whether it would not be better for the gen- 
eral good of this District to provide at some time (at some future session 
of course, always) for having money paid by taxation appropriated un- 
der one general law and in one general way, instead of giving out these 
little driblets to keep up so many different establishments and organi- 
zations and managements. If we could only forget our sectarianism 
and all pull together for one general purpose and under one organiza- 
tion and one management, I believe that the money wespend would go 
a great deal further than it does now, and it would be much more freely 
and to larger amounts given. I have only called attention to it now in 
order to say what I have said in the hope that some time all the forces 
of these good people may be co-ordinated to this one general object. 
Mr. PLUMB. What the Senator from Vermont has said has been 


| lines should stand 


often expressed by those who, like him, take an interest in charities in | 


the District. I make that statement for the purpose of what follows it. 
There is just getting into operation here an organization known as the 
Associated Charities of the District, which it is hoped will some day 
perform that office in regard to the co-ordination of the varied charities 
which the Senator from Vermont has spoken of. I will say to him, 
however, that the institution which the Senator from Missouri and my- 
self visited, according to my limited knowledge upon this subject. would 
be very hard to improve upon. I am glad to certify that it is doing an 
ex ingly good work. 

T had occasion to say this morning that if we could get somebody to 
bring up our Indians, who are our wards, no better and no worse, and 
certainly no more entitled to our care than the people here, as cheaply 
as is done here, those persons would be entitled to a great deal of the 
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within sixty days from the passage of this act; which drawback cert 
be receivable for all arrears of general and special taxes, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


ficate shall 


I make the point of order that that is legislation 
Mr. INGALLS. It is very appropriate and necessary legislation 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not so sure about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained 

Mr. PLUMB. 


I ask unanimous consent to insert in line 513, after 
the word ‘‘station,”’ the words ‘‘in all;’’ so as to read 
And for the erection of a school building at Benning's Static S000) 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Willthe Senate concur inthe amend 


ments made in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order on the clause on page 
14, lines 324 to 332, which I understand was agreed to as in Committee 
of the Whole, that that is legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Phe proviso re ferred to will be read 
The Acting Secretary read as tollows 


Provided, That no more than $22 per anuum for each street lamp shall be paid 
for gas, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and cleaning, under any expenditure 
provided for in this act; and in case a contract can not be made at that rate, the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to substitute 
other illuminating material, for the same or less price, and to use so much of 
the sum hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that purpos« 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That embraces legislation, of course 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that will not apply to the first four lines of 
the amendment. [I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator is right. I am willing those 
From line 328 to 332 was the point IT had in my 
mind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From line 328 to 332, beginneng with 
the words ‘‘and in case a contract can not be made at that rate,’ is 
all that the Chair understands the point of order to have been made on 

Mr. EDMUNDs. The proviso as to an upward limit of expenditure 
I do not object to. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not subject to the point ot 
order. The point of orderissustained trom line 328 to line 332, inclusive 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To the word * purpos 
**provided,’’ at the end of line 53°. 

The PRESIDENT prot mpore. Willthe Senate concur in the amend 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, except that portion of tly 
proviso which has just been ruled out on the point of order’? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bil 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 


’ leaving in the word 


1 to ln ul 


VOLUMES OF GLOBE 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Before laying thy 

before the Senate the Chair will submit some f 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before 
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concurrent resolutions of the House of Representatives; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Pringer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to deliver in bound form 
to thé Secretary of the Interior the volumes of the Congressional Globe purchased 
from Messrs. Rives. 

Be it further resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior shall, from the volumes 
thus delivered to him, supply to the library of each of the Executive De 
ments, to the State library mf each State, to the Territorial library of each Terri- 
tory, and to the library of each depository of public documents in the several 
States designated, or to be designated in acco ce with provisions of law, such 
volumes as are required to complete the sets of Congressional Globes in said 
libraries. 

Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute the 
volumes of the Globe remaining after the distribution hereinbefore di 
been made, to such libraries in the several States as in his discretion he may se- 
lect to receive them. 

Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Con- 
gress the name and location of the libraries supplied with documents under the 
provisions of this resolution, and the nt r of vol supplied to each. 

Be it further resolved, That hereafter the Public Printer 1 deliver tothe Sec- 
retary of the Interior a sufficient number of bound copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp to enable that officer to supply one copy to each ey named in sec- 
tion 2 of this resolution; but this shall not authorize the reprinting of any back 
numbers of the Globe or Recorp. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the bill (H. R. 6957) my ty te ee for the consular and diplomatic serv- 
ice ofthe Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 

»ses, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and 
= recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 4, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $110,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: On page 16, in line 3 of the bill, after the word “dollars,” insert 
the following: ‘‘ The same to be immediately available; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out all after the word “dollars” in line 5 of said amend- 
ment; and the Senate agree to the same. 





W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. C. BURROWS, 

GEO. M. ROBESON, 


S. 8S. COX, 
: Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, anc agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. LOGAN, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. RANsoM as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


LEGISLATIVE, &C., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, towhom was referred the bill (H.R. 7482) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other p' to re- 
port it with amendments. I desire to give notice that T shall all u 
the bill in the morning immediately after the morning business, and 
hope the Senate will continue its consideration until it is finished to- 
morrow. 

SUPPRESSION OF BIGAMY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the Utah bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2238) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to 
bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 22, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Committee on the Judiciary re- 
port a substitute for the bill, the seventh section of which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] has moved to strike out. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR] moved an amendment which per- 
fects the part to be stricken out, and will be firstin order. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Rampshire will be reported. 

The ACTING SecRETARY. It is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ per- 
son’’ instead of ‘‘female’’ wherever it occurs in section 7; after the 
word ‘‘ whatever,’’ in the fourth line of section 7, to insert: 


Provided, That such person shall have been tried and convicted of the crime 
of bigamy or of polygamy according to law. 





re, 

And to insert the word “‘such’’ between the words “by” and « g 
males’’ in the seventh line of section 7; so as to read: sa 
after heid in the Territory of Utah for ay publle purpove whateva noe 
vote shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever. /... 
vided, such person ve been and convicted of the crime of big- 
amy or of polyenmy sccording ta law, And any and every ect of the governor 
registration or voting by such persons te handhy cunalied. pier eewing the 

Mr. ROLLINS. My colleague (Mr. BLAtR] is sick and is necessarily 
absent from the Senate. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That amendment would really, in the interest of 
the Mormon and polygamist church, carrry it back to the old law su). 
stantially before we passed the act of last year; that is, that no person 
shall be deprived of the right to vote on the ground of practicing poly g- 
amy until he has been tried and convicted. The Mormons would give 
a large premium on pod g of a law of that kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAtR] to section 7 as reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment repeals the existing law, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; it goes back to the Mormon régime, before 
the law was enacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtr]. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BARROW (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtR]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name wascalled). [I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ROLLINS. My colleague [Mr. BLArR] is necessarily absent on 
account of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
BARROW]. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. SLATER. I havea general pair with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. KELLOGG], and therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam assured that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON ] would vote ‘“‘ nay,’’ and as thatis my vote I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Brown, Coke, Pendleton, Williams. 
Call, Morgan, 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Edmunds, Jackson, Rollins, 
Anthony, Frye, Jonas, Sawyer, 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Sherman, 
ee + a Jones of Nevada, ay es 
mden, le . an Wyck, ; 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, MeMilian, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Maxey, Windom, 
% Hawley, Miller of N. Y., 
Davis of Iil,, Hill, Morrill, 
Davis of W. Va., _ Ingalls, Plumb, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, George, McDill, Saunders, 
Barrow, Gorman, M m, Sewell, 
Beck, Grover, Mahone. Slater, 
Blair, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Mitchell, Vest, 
Dawes, Johnston, Walker. 
Fair, Kellogg, 5 
Farley, Lamar, Ransom, 
Ferry, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to strike out sec- 


tion 7 of the substitute from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the to read section & of the existing law, 
which I hold in my hand. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
That ha 
ao wanna. pub up tonan bg’ with aay of the persane described us 


saevenahd in this aosiien, in an bay y other place over which the United 
States have exclusive j , Shall be entitled to vote at any election held 
to Srbe'entaled ws Wed ay obec ae of titrant oof tae 
in, under, or for any such ry or place, or under the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. It appears, therefore, that the reason given by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in favor of the section, that the women in 
that Terri would vote, as he described it, as their lords and mas- 
ters wished, fails us if that phrase is to be understood as describing Mor- 
mon women, because by the present law those who are married accord- 
ing to the Mormon practices are excluded, and all persons who come 
within the description of pol. or bigamists. Sothe present sec- 
tion becomes not a criminal law leveled at certain gross and most dis- 
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iminal practi roviding for the means of proof and pun- 
re sag the eater tategn forward a bill prohibiting the people 
of Utah from exercising the tive exercised in every other Terri- 
tory, to wit, that of prescribing qualifications for their voters within in- 
gocent and proper limits, and provides that the women now enjoying 
the privilege of voting there shall not vote, on no other ground except 
the belief that they will vote in a particular way, in the belief that they 
will vote under a particular duress or restraint. That might be a proper 
reason for the interference of Congress, but those who are exposed to 
that duress are prohibited now, and it proposes to make that general and 
extend it to all women, of course only including in the effect of the enact- 
ment those who are not under Mormon duress on the avowed and un- 
disguised ground that they will not vote in the mode which is desired 
in this particular by the authors of the bill. ie 

It seems to me that this is a violation of sound constitutional princi- 
ples, and that it is equally unjustifiable whether we approve of suf- 
frage being extended to women or not. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I propose to give very briefly my rea- 
sons for voting for the substitute reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with the seventh section in that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts pro to strike out. I voted for the law that was read at the 
Clerk’s desk, depriving persons who practice polygamy, either men or 
women, in the Territory of Utah of the right to vote or hold office. 1 
did that as a step in the direction at least of trying to reform if possible 
or change in some way the influence of the priesthood upon the people 
of Utah. It does not seem to have had the desired effect. 

I believe that polygamy, as practiced in Utah, or as practiced any- 
where (but we are dealing with Utah, and as applicable to the people 
of this country), is, if I may use such an expression, a cancer upon the 
body-politic. There is but one way to deal with it, and that is to put 
the knife to the roots of it and cut it out and destroy it. There is no 
character of legislation within the purview and meaning of the Consti- 


tution of the United States that would be calculated to suppress polyg- | 


amy in that or any other Territory that I would not vote for. 
This is not a strike, as has been said, at the right to vote. It is not 
a question whether female suffrage is right or whether female suffrage is 


wrong. It is not a question in this bill as to whether the principle of | 


femalesuffrage might be applied in Massachusetts or in New Hampshire, 
or in my own State, and whether it is correct orincorrect. Itisbringing 
the question before Congress as to what we may or can do to influence 
and affect the practice of polygamy. 

I do not understand why it is that Democratic Senators are so sensi- 
tive on this subject; neither can I understand why it is that persons in 
favor of female suffrage will come to the Capitol and defend the right 
of suffrage being given to the Mormon women when it is not given to 
others. JI do not mean that they advocate that Congress should do it, 
but advocate that we should not undo it, inasmuch as they have that 
right there. There is no one, either man or woman, in the Territory of 
Utah or elsewhere who belongs to what is commonly known as the 
Church of the Latter-Day Saints, or, as we commonly understand it, the 
Mormon Church, high or low, rich or poor, young or old, who is not 
directed and who is not made obedient to the dictates and mandates of 
the head of the church. No person has ever been allowed to hold an 
elective office in the Territory of Utah where they had the power who 
did not hold it from the Mormon Church, and no one else can hold office 
there because of the power of that church. There never has been for 
centuries the exercise of the power of any church, in this or any other 
country, that has been so potent where it exists according to its num- 
bers as has been the influence and power of the Mormon theocracy. 

Because of the power that is exercised and the influence brought to 
bear on those people, I shall vote to strike suffrage down in Utah so far 
as it applies to females; but the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] ask why not 


strike suffrage down altogether and let no one vote in Utah if we desire | 


to apply this principle? There is nothing in that proposition in this 
connection. We are striking at the power of that church over the peo- 
ple in sustaining crime, at the power of that church as its influence is 
brought to bear against the laws of this country, against the institutions 
of this country, against the enforcement of the laws of this country. 
Inasmuch as the act that we have passed heretofore does not go far 
enough, I am, as I said, willing to go to any length within the Consti- 
tution of the United States for the suppression of this crime and abomi- 
nation in the eyes and face of civilization. 

Senators may quibble as much as they have a mind to do, when they 
admit the constitutionality of this proposition and oppose it they can 
not escape the logic of their position, which is to indirectly defend Mor- 
monism. If this objection should fail some other objection would be 


found. Theproposition introduced by theSenator from New Hampshire 


(who is absent now from his seat) to repeal the law that was passed at 


the last session of Congress and to make it apply only to those who are | 


convicted is in the direction of supporting Mormonism, with all its 
enormities, as it exists in Utah. 

The proposition that has been voted down and the suggestion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts are in the direction of protecting these 
people in their unlawful and irreligious and immoral practices, as they 
are only sustained by their power with the ballot. I donot mean that 


this is the intention of the Senator, but this is the effect. Their prac- 
tices are crimes against the laws of the United States. ‘They are crimes 
against the moral sense of every civilized people on the face of this 
globe, and these crimes are perpetrated under the claim of religion. I 
do not propose by consent or act in any way to assist in covering the 
worst of crimes by allowing them to be done under the pretense of mis 
named religion. I would rather tear off the mask trom these law- 

breakers, that they might be exposed and punished. 

No man can be jus‘ified in this country in not supporting proposi 
tions that tend to extirpate and cut out by the roots this evil. I sup- 
ported the bill of last session with great earnestness, and I support this 
one with the same desire for its success that I did the last. ' I believe it 
is a step in addition to others taken in the right direction in grappling 
with this infamy, this crime, this scandal, this disgrace upon our coun 
try. And can it be said that Congress and all the powerof the Govern 
ment is not sufficient to suppress and destroy this infamy? Sir, if | 
had the power I would make universal destruction of it at one blow. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, if this bill were an enactment in plainand 
direct terms that the Constitution of the United States was false; that the 
system of popular government was a failure and a delusion; that there 
were no restraints of power contained in it, no protection to individual 
rights, it would be no more clear and palpable a subversion not only of 
the principles of the Constitution and of its plain and direet affirmation 
but also of the personal rights of every man, woman, and child in this 
country. 

But that is not all, sir; itis a plain and flagrant insult to Christianity, 
to the ministers of the Christian religion, to the spirit of the Christian 
faith, and to the example of the great founder of the Christian religion 
What of argument, what of reason, can there be for the proposition that 
whatever each coming Congress shall see fit to declare as to what religion 
is, as to what men shall believe, shall constitute the law of the time and 
for the people? What is there in the Constitution of the United States 
in regard to marriage, polygamy, or monogamy to authorize Congress 
to declare what shall be the domestic relations of the people of the sev 
| eral Territories? I recognize as firmly as any one the principles of our 
| civilization and our social order which establishes monogamy or mat 
riage to one woman and protects it with the force of Jaw and with its 
| prohibitory sanctions. 
| I desire to surround this relation with all the restraints and protee- 
| tion of just and humane laws, and to encourage its proper observance 
and the growth of the higher and better character in both men and wo 
men which grows out of it, but that is not the question presented by 
this bill of pains and penalties. 

No reason can be given even by the distinguished author of this bill 
for a proposition that the Congress of the United States has authority ex 
clusive and absolute without limitation in regard to the subject of mar 
riage or in regard to the personal liberty of citizens of the United States 
in the Territories. Is it simply because the language of the Constitu 
tion affirms that the Congress of the United States shall have exclusive 
power to legislate in the District of Columbia and in the places ceded 
by the several States? What connection is there between that propo 
sition and the exercise of unlimited authority? Can this kind of powe: 
coexist with the prohibition of any power on the part of Congress to 
interfere with the personal liberty, the personal rights of a citizen ex 
cept by judicial trial? Is it not plain and apparent that this is a 
government founded upon the principle of the capacity of a majority 
| of the people in the different political communities that constitute it 
| to control and govern themselves, to make their own laws? Who can 
| deny that this is the foundation and the very essence of the Constitu 
| tion of the United States, of our State governments, and the principle 

of all our political institutions—the capacity of a majority of tlte people 
| not disfranchised by that majority for crime or inability to exercise the 
| suffrage? Who ean deny that the very principle and life of our Con 
stitution, our national and our State governments, is the capacity of 
| a majority of the people in the different localities to prescribe laws for 

themselves on the subject of their domestic relations—laws upon the 
subject of the free exercise of their opinions? Here is a proposition 
to deny to the people the right of self-government, plain and unqu: 
tionable, and to assert that the majority of the people of a particular 
Territory or locality shall be governed by a minority. Why? Because 
the opinions of the majority are said to be contrary to our view 
religion and our views of right. 

Mr. President, I desire tosubmit a few observations upon this subject 
The Senator from Vermont affirmed the other day that the Utah women 
are in a condition of servitude. That was the remark of the honorable 
| Senator. Therefore the Senator from Vermont asks—what? That they 
| be deprived of the power to make themselves free. The majority, a 

large majority ofa particular community, the women of that community, 
it is said, are in a state of servitude, and therefore, in order to make 
| them free, he deprives them of the power to make themselves free; he 
| takes away from them the power to emancipate themselves by the con 
| trol of the laws of that Territory from that condition of servitude. 
what kind of reason is there in a proposition of that kind? The women 
| of Utah are in a state of servitude, and therefore you shall take away 
| from them the right to say whether or not they shall leav« 
' tion of servitude and deprive them of all political power 
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of the people of Utahentertain religious opinions condemned by us and 
our Christian civilization and our social system, and therefore they are 
excepted from the principle of local self-government and must be de- 
prived of personal liberty, of judicial trial, and of political power and 
all rights and immunities. 

The Senator from Vermont makes a new definition of servitude and 
freedom, and says the women of Utah are in a condition of voluntary serv- 
itude (note the words ‘‘ voluntary servitude ’’), and therefore he proposes 
by law to put them into a condition of—what? Of involuntary freedom 
from their own will by subjugating them to his and our opinions, and 
to new and strange and prohibited instrumentalities and agencies of gov- 
ernment. Sir, it is obvious that there is no reason in this, that this is 
a contradiction not only in terms but of reason itself. The Senator from 
Vermont proposes to make a matter of opinion on the subject of the 
right or wrong of having one wife or more than one a condition for the 
exercise of the suffrage. The argument of the Senator from Vermont 
clearly affirms that if Congress chooses they have the power to require 
a man to have adozen wives and to make this a condition of exercising 
the suffrage, or they may prescribe by law absolute celibacy to both 
men and women in a Territory and make this a condition of exercising 
the suffrage. 

Why not, Mr. President? Neither the Senator from Vermont norany 
other Senator can deny with reason that if Congress has the power in 
its will and discretion to say that opinions on the subject of having two 
orthree ormore wives as acondition of suffrage is practicable and within 
its power, that it has also of necessity by the same omnipotent discre- 
tion the right to say that a man shall not vote unless he has a dozen 
wives, and the unlimited and unrestrained discretion of Congress is the 
sole law and guide of its power. There is a method for the exercise of 
reason and certain processes of thought which reach conclusions. 

Mr. President, principles have some relation to facts and we are not 
left to mere arbitrary assertion for the government of our opinions. The 
Jaw which the Senator from Vermont proposes to make rests on the prop- 
osition that Congress has the right to give the people of the Territories 
the right to vote or to withhold it—to preseribe conditions and qualifi- 
cations for the exercise of the right of suffrage in their discretion. If 
this is true then it results that they may impose any conditions they 
please. Let us see if it is true. 

Can Congress say by law that no man or woman shall have the right 
to vote unless they are living in a state of polygamy with a dozen 
wives or husbands? If not, why? The right to impose conditions 
on the suffrage in the Territories is unlimited and subject only to the 
discretion of Congress. If there is no constitutional limitation on the 
power of Congress, then they may do this or anything else they please. 
But is there any foundation in principle for this idea that Congress may 
exercise power in the Territories for purposes or by methods not author- 
ized by the Constitution? Can Congress provide that men or women 
may be deprived of their lives, liberty, or property without a hearing 
and trial before a judicial tribunal ? 

Can Congress provide by law that men and women may be convicted 
on false and suborned testimony, and without a trial by jury, and if 
not, why ? 

The reason is because of the very manifest proposition that all the 
powers granted in the Constitution, wherever exercised and however 
exercised, must be exercised subject to the limitations and for the pur- 
poses prescribed and in the spirit of the purposes of the Constitution. 
Now, what provision of the Constitution is it that gives Congress the 
power to require the men and women of a Territory to live in a polyg- 
amous condition, if they do not choose to do so? The proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont and of this bill is that whenever a majority 
of Congress see fit to do so they may pass a law requiring the people of 
this country, against their consciences, to live in a state of polygamy in 
the different Territories. That is the test of the proposition. Who 
would dare to propose such a law? What provision in the Constitu- 
tion or what part of its letter or its spirit is it which asserts that the 
collective will and intelligence of the people of any State or locality, as 
expressed by a majority not disqualified from ignorance or non-residence 
or legal incapacity or crime, is incapable of directing or controlling its 
affairs? 

What part of the Constitution of the United States is it that affirms 
the incapacity ofa majority of the people of any locality, whether State 
or Territory, to direct and control their own affairs? There is no such 
power and no such principle. The Government of the United States by 
the Constitution isa government of States, with soleand exclusive power 
over the domestic relations of their people, and a national government, 
with power over their fo affairs and the relations of the States with 
each other and their foreign and interstate commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 
him right there? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly I will, with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like merely to make a suggestion in the line 
of the Senator’s argument. He says that if Congress has power to de- 
clare that persons shall not vote in Utah because of bigamy, Congress 
has also the power to declare that those only shall have a t to vote 
who have ten wives. Sup disfranchises a man for murder 
and says he shall not vote use he has committed murder, will the 
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reverse of that be true, and does the Senator hold that 
pass a law providing that no man should vote unless he 
mr CALL Let the Se 
¥. ; tt nator answer m ment; thatis 

If the es ya of the United States has the absolute power “4 Sete 
a man 1 not vote unless he commits murder it has the power to sa 
that he shall not vote unless he commits ten murders. If the Sewer L 
absolute it is not governed by moral or political considerations, nor by 
right nor wrong. The ouapnton of the Senator from Illinois does not 
deny or qualify the prineples which I have stated. This is a matter of 
eeiry principle under our civil polity, and of argument and reason 

thereon, and not of prejudice or opinion, or the moral or religous 
propriety of monogamy or iage under our social system. 

So I say, Mr. President, it is a manifest proposition that if the Con- 
gress of the United States has unsentenined power to prescribe that po- 
lygamous relations, or having two or more wives, and opinions upon that 
subject, shall deprive a man of the right to vote, it has the right to pre- 
scribe that he shall have polygamous relations as a condition of politi- 
cal enfranchisement if it chooses. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. He made some reference to ignorance. 
any greatness myself. 

Mr. CALL. It does not matter what we claim. 

Mr. LOGAN. I shall not question the ability of the Senator, but | 
should like to put this proposition to him—— 

Mr. CALL. Neither of “1s are very great; but we are talking now 
about propositions—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Itisa proposition that I want to talk about. The 
Senator says we have got the same right to pass a law requiring per- 
sons to commit a crime, as we have to pass a law requiring them not 
to commit acrime. I should like him to show me what principle there 
is in the science of government, in law, or the principles upon which 
constitutions are based, or any rule of civil conduct, which will justify 
him in saying that any legislative department has a right to pass a law 
requiring people to commit crime. I should like him to show me upon 
what principle or theory any government or legislative body has that 
power given to it. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Illinois is a very distingnished man 
very able and forcible on many subjects; but I knew when he spoke 
that he had not understood and did not perceive the true relations of 
this question; and now I will endeavor to show him why we all ought 
to learn sometimes, and even the most ignorant of us can teach the 
most learned something. The reason why is this: It is because this is 
not a question of moral, not a question of the Decalogue which says 
‘*thou shalt not murder.”’ It is a question of constitutional power. It 
is a question of whether the Congress of the United States has the 
right to say you shall have two wives or three wives or only one wile, 
because the Constitution does not give the power, and because your sys- 
tem of government is that the Statesshall have theright to say whether 
a man shall have the right to have one or two or three wives, and shal! 
have the right to say whether he shall orshall not commit murder, «as 
the condition or qualification for exercising the suffrage; but the States 
and the Federal Government alike are prohibited from attaching the 
consequences of crime to a man either by punishment or indirectly by 
depriving him of an immunity or privil , without a conviction 
Therefore it is that the difference between the moral and the political 
law constitutes the reason. The moral law deals with the right and 
wrong in human conduct; it prohibits one and commands the other 
The political law deals with powers of Government, and makes these 
powers either absolute or limited, and does not restrain them by the 
moral law but by limitations of the powers themselves. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida a «ues 
tion. . 

Mr. CALL. I yield, certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. Does the Senator say that the Congress of the United 
States, which has exclusive jurisdiction over the District of Columbia, 
has not a right to pass laws against burglary, fornication, bigamy, or 
any other crime recognized as a crime against public decency ? 

itr. CALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. MAXEY. If it has that rightin the District of Columbia where 
is the dividing line between the power of Congress over this District 
and over any Territory that belongs to the United States? ' 
Mr. CALL. This is not a question of the punishment of crime. |! 
this bill proposed to declare that polygamy in the Territory of Uta! 
should be crime, and, upon indictment and trial and conviction, that 
there should be a punishment attached, I should have nothing to s1y 
but this bill proposes to disfranchise a whole people. Why? Pecatve 
it says they entertain opinions different from those which the Senator 
from Vermont and the tor from Texas entertain upon the subject 
of polygamy, without trial, without conviction, without hearing, and 


wiThis bil ~~ disfranchise a whole people and deny them th 
This to di a whole people and deny them the 
right of self vernment on the ground that they are guilt of criminal 
practices, have laws on the subject of their domestic relations which 


we do not approve. 


Congress could 
committed ten 
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If Congress were to declare by law that the people of the District of | 


ve of their religious opinions and practices and regarded them as 
immoral and irreligious and detrimental, it would be a case somewhat 
in point but still distinguished from this by the fact that Congress by 


Mr. MAXEY. I would ask the Senatorif the Congress of the United | 
States has not a perfect right to passa law prescribing the qualifications 
of voters in any Territory under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? ; onl 

Mr. CALL. Provided they do not prescribe such qualifications as 
are disqualifications, because of opinions or immoral acts of which they 
have not been convicted, and fortemporary governntent in the Territo- 
ries—and not in denial of their right of self-government or of the prin- 
ciples of government established by the Constitution. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator does not comprehend what I ask. If 
Con: can a law declaring that all persons over 21 years of age 
are qualified voters, have they not that right, to the exclusion of all 
other persons? 

Mr. CALL. They have. 

Mr. MAXEY. Suppose the law should declare that? 

Mr. CALL. It is perfectly competent for Congress to say that none 
put persons over 80 years should vote, but that would be impossi- 
ble in practice. It would not be legitimate for the Congress of the 
United States to say that boys of 21 years of age who believed that the 
Catholic Church was right should vote, or that the Protestant Church 
was right, or who believed that polygamy was right or that polygamy 
was wrong. Why? Because those are subjects which are committed 
by our form of government in the religious part to nobody but the do- 
mestic relations to the local government; and there is an absence of 
power in the Constitution of the United States and in the Government 
of the United States to prescribe what shall be the domestic relations of 
the people; and therefore as that power is absent you can not supply it 
for the Territories. 

By analogy it belongs to the people, upon the principle that this 
Government is founded on the capacity of the majority of the people 
of every locality,as the competent and controlling power, to govern 
their domestic relations and their property and rights relative to each 
other. ‘That is the principle of our Government. If it be true that 
the capacity of a majority of the people in the different localities is 
the life and principle of our Constitution, then Congress has no right 
to say that the majority of these people shall be disfranchised because 
of their opinions of this or that or the other kind. The Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Texas might say to me, ‘‘ But how ofa 
state of war?’? That upsets all theories. The strong hand of power 
knows no constitutional restraint; but that is nota case in point. The 
question here is whether because Congress in establishing a Territorial 
government may say that none but persons of 21 years of age shall vote, 
therefore they may say that commissioners shall deny to a majority 
of the people the right to vote—because in their opinion the majority are 
guilty of criminal practices—and to place the Government in the hands 
ofa minority. Who will deny that the principle of this Government is 
the capacity of the majority of the people in every locality to determine 
their own domestic relations toward each other, suchas marriage, such 
as the criminality of this, that, or the other act, or the propriety of this, 
that, or the other act? Will my friend from Texas show me the part 
of the Constitution which gives a right to discredit the capacity of a 
majority of the people to govern themselves in their own aflairs ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Florida that every 
State prescribes the qualifications of its voters. It has aright to say 
that a woman may or may not vote; it has a right to say that a man 
convicted of murder shall not vote; it has a right to say that one who 


erty qualifications shal! exist, and some States do so. 


power. To-day there are States in this Union in which those who are 
21 years of age, naturalized citizens of the United States, are not per- 
mitted to vote, and there arein other States men who beeause they can 
not read the Constitution are not permitted to vote. 
ment of the United States sees proper to say as a question of public 
policy that certain parties shall not vote in a Territory, have we not the 
power to do it? 

Mr. CALL. Undoubtedly so. But that is not the question; that 
does not reach the case. Beyond a doubt every State can, and by ama- 
jority of the people in conformity with its State laws has a right to say 
who shall vote and who shall not vote, and at what age they shall vote, 
what qualifications there shall be on the suffrage; but it has not the 
power to say that men shall not vote if they are Catholics or if they 
oO a aces or if they entertain this, that, or the other religious 

ief. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill does not contain any such proposition. 


—" CALL. I beg my friend’s pardon; that is all there is in this 
ill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Point out the clause. 


Mr. CALL. I will endeavor to do so before I get through. That is 


the Constitution is made the exclusive legislative power of this District. | 


Columbia should be denied self-government because Congress did not 





does not pay taxes shall not vote; it hasa right tosay that certain prop- | 


Tam not speak- | 
ing of the question of what they ought to do, but of the question of | 





If the Govern- | 


and the influence of the Christian minister and the efticiency of the 
Christian Gospel—a flagrant assault. Ii it be true that the hand of 
legislation and power is needed to supplement the majesty of argu- 
ment, of truth, of religion, and to crush out error, then our Christianity 
is a failure. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Itdepends on what we call Christianity 
call having ten wives Christianity! 

Mr. CALL. The worship of Almighty God, according to the dik 
tates of every man’s conscience, is religion. Christianity follows di 
vine example, which refused to accept the aid of Iczions of angels with 
the sword, but confronted error with the persuasive arguments of truth 
andthe sublime example of the Saviour upon the cross. That is Chris 
tianity and the Christian religion, and our form of government pro 
hibits the exercise of any power by Congress respecting the establish 
ment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. What does the 
Senator from Illinois understand to be the meaning of religion? 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me tocall the Senator's attention to this: The 
bill does not propose to inquire into anybody's religion; it proposes to 
affect persons who are guilty of crime. It is against what is considered 
acrime. It does not prohibit anybody from enjoying his religion. If 
he believes that Joe Smith was a prophet he has a right to believe it. 
It does not prohibit anybody from believing that, but we consider 
polygamy not religion, and not Christianity, but a crime 

Mr. CALL. Suppose they do not, who is to judge? 

Mr. LOGAN. Weare to judge; we are the lawmakers, and we are 
the judges to-day as to whether polygamy is a 
undertake to legislate. 

Mr. CALL. If you will find anything in th 
United States dire etly or indirectly that s 
be glad to acknowledge my error. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that if the Catholic religion 
or any other religion taught murder, polygamy, arson, bribery, pet 
jury, or any of the crimes that are known as felonies, we certain)y 
should have power to legislate against the crime and against 
tended to the crime, without affecting what persons might 
to a God ora Christ. That does not affect their bel 
their acts; it affects their conduct; t the 
lief, not the belief itself. 

Mr. CALL. Now let us see if the Senator from Mlinoi li 
he is right lam wrong. What is that provision which was read to-day 
which says that a man shall not exercise the right of suffrage if he is 
guilty of—what? Of polygamy. Or thata woman shall be deprived of 
it, a whole people, because of their supposed polygamous opinion Is 
that legislating for the punishment of a crime without trial, without 
hearing, without conviction, without evidence 


; whether we 


crime or not when we 


( 


that stateime 


onstiiution of the 


ustain nt, Twill 


that which 
believe ul 
lef; it onl r 
it strikes a efleet of their] 


} 
elyt 
ll 


isl 


, upon the opinion of the 


Mr. LOGAN. Has the Senator heard any st 


atute read that went 
far as he says? 
Mr. CALL. Yes, the statute of last year, and this bill of to-d 
Mr. LOGAN I think the Senator is very much iistaker Let 
him read it. 
Mr. CALL. There is no use for me to read it If this bill doe 


deprive the men and women of the Territory of Utal 
vote because of their polygamous opinions, what i 
Mr. LOGAN. That isa very different thing. 
Mr. CALL. Without conviction, but on the determ 
tain commissione1 


hha mar cel 
, Without any judicial power, then Iam wrong 

If the former act and this bill do not declare with the force of law 
the rightful power of Congres majority of 
or four-fifths of a great number of peopk 
Territory or State—of political rights bec 
disapproved by Congress, and place the entir 


sto deprive a three-fou 
nouch to be 


ind practic 


humecrou ( 
use Of Opinio) 


vernment of that peo 


ple in a small minority of other opinions and practices, then 1 am mi 
taken. 
Mr. LOGAN. That is a very different pray tia! Phi I 
| Said the statute read at the desk deprived them of the right to vote on 
account of their belief. I say there isnosuch law. It deprives them 
| of the right to vote because they practice polygamy and bigamy, and 
they are deprived of it on that account, but not on account of th 
belief. 
Mr. CALL. It deprives the m of that without any kind of evidence 


that they have done it, without any trial, without any hearing, with 
out any conviction, and leaves them, without the constitut 


cesses which guard and protect them from arbitrary deprival of polit 


poli 
cal or other rights to the opinions of the Senator from: [linois and the 
commissioners, to have or not to have political rights as they may 
choose. That is the reason why it does it, for the mere matter of be 
lief; because it is without evidence and conviction, and in some of its 
provisions makes opinion or belief evidence of the alleged criminal 
| practices; because it makes the political power of the state attack 
what is termed the Mormon Church, and constructs a government, a 
| political power on the basis of one religious belief, and in opposition to 
another because the other is injurious and violative of our social and 
| religious ideas. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator, so as to settle the question 
the city of Washing 


the reason it isa flagrant attack upon our religion and our Chi istianity, | between him and me. that if a Senater Lived 
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ton with five wives, openly and notoriously, I would vote to expel him 
from the Senate without any trial or conviction, on the ground that he 


was immoral and criminal before the civilized world, 
want any judgment of a court. 
Mr. CALL. 


I would not 


others. 


who, with the law of love, with intelligence, with calm gentlen 


but I do not need to vaunt my morality. 


who oppose this bill and those who favor it. 
Mr. LOGAN, 


before that. 


had gone to the penitentiary. 
does not require any law to deprive him of his rights. 
Mr. HOAR. 
tion to the Senator from TIlinois? 
Mr. CALL. With pleasure. 
Mr. HOAR. 
ator, it would be the judgment of a court. 


polygamists or to have contracted this criminal tie? 
Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator ask me that question? 
Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will answer it, or I will try to. 


Mr. HOAR. 


I call the Senator’s attention to this—— 
Mr. LOGAN. 


Let me go on. 


expel a man without conviction before a jury. 
proposition, 


commission. 
Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. LOGAN. 

Plorida and myself. 


I agree with the Senator. 


on that. 


Then the Senator from Massachusetts asks me why this proposition to 
has the right to 
It has the power at least. 
Having the power to do it and believing it is in the interest of good gov- 
ernment, and in that direction in opposition to polygamy and the practice 
of polygamy, I vote for it for the reason as I said that I would vote for any- 
thing that was going in the direction of extirpating or destroying this 


exclude women from voting. 


In the first place, Congress 
do it. 


The Senator will agree to that, I think. 


infamy and slander against the people of this country. 
Mr. HOAR. 

of those persons who think that women ought not to vote anywhere. 
Mr. LOGAN. I have not said that. 


Mr. HOAR. So I understand; but that is the opinion of probably 


a majority of this body and of the American 


of alarge portion; but I donot understand that this is put on that ground. 
Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. 


ple to-da 


Mr. HOAR. Nobody proposes in this way and at this time to exer- 
cise our constitutional privilege of determining that it is not expedient 
that any Territory should permit women to vote, because if we did we 
should extend it to Wyoming and the other Territories. Gentlemen 
by women who not only 
have not been adjudged guilty of any criminal practice, but are not even 


therefore put it on the ground that the voti 


I do not propose to join issue with my friend from Tli- 
nois in regard to his morality or his sanctity or his better morals than 

I am free to say too that, without undertaking to burn every one 
who does not agree with me in my opinions, I am opposed to immo- 
rality everywhere; but I love the patient, the genuine disciple of Christ 
at- 
tacks and extirpates erroreverywhere. I venerate and respect the priest- 
hood and ministry of the Christian Church and good men everywhere; 
I can see the sinner or the 
Mormon live in this world, if the Almighty permits him, without want- 
ing to put him to death, and I should never vote to put him out of the 
Senate of the United States because he was guilty of either a fault or a 
crime, without a calm judicial investigation in this tribunal, by a judg- 
ment made with all the forms and processes of law and in the orderly 
manner of judicial decision, and that is the difference between those 


The difference is just this, if the Senator will allow 
me: I would vote to pnt him out of the Senate because of the fact that 
he, committed a crime and it was a known fact and had been proven 
before a committee of the Senate, without any judgment of a court, 
without any conviction that would imprison him, without any convic- 
tion that would fine him; but on the fact being made evident to the 
Senate of the United States, I would vote to expel him. That is the 
difference between the Senator and myself. The Senator would want 
him to go before a court to be convicted, tried by a jury, and sentenced 
to the penitentiary before he would put him out; I would put him out 

The difference between the Senator and me is that he 
would not punish the man or deprive him of his rights from the known 
commission of a felony, but he would deprive him of his rights after he 
After a man goes to the penitentiary it 


Will the Senator from Florida allow me to put a ques- 


In the case the Senator from Illinois supposes of a Sen- 
In that case the Senator is 
a judge for the purpose of rendering the judgment of expulsion from 
the Senate for good cause. On what ground does he base the exclu- 
sion in this bill of the women who are not found to be bigamists or 


In the first place, 
the Senator from Florida and I were discussing the proposition as to 
whether these people had been convicted of crime, and I made the 
statement that I would, without a conviction of crime before a court—— 


The Senator asked me first whether 
it would not be the judgment of 7 court of the character that he was 
speaking of in reference to punishing these people, where we acted to 
It would be a different 
We expel him upon mere evidence that comes before a 
committee, or before the Senate, the same as the law of prohibition ap- 
plicable to persons practicing polygamy in the Territories, where they 
are deprived of their rights on the same kind of evidence before the 


That was the proposition between the Senator from 
I say that under the power of Congress we have 
the right to do that, and the fact being demonstrated that men are guilty 
of crime, it does not require the judgment of a court. Then we agree 


Of course I understand, and perfectly well, the opinions 


y, at any rate 


supposed to entertain opinions which would lead them to exercise their 
votes in favor of any criminal practice, but by all women alike, is im. 
proper. The Senator from Vermont, like the rain of heaven, falls onthe 
just and the unjust alike with his penal statute. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me I will give my reason 
why I vote for this, although it excludes Gentile women. : 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know if that is not violating the principle 
the Senator avowed in his colloquy with the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Notatall. I vote for this although it does apply to 
Gentile women, because there is no one in the Territory of Utah to-day, 
in my judgment, that has been opposed to polygamy and works against 
it but what would give up the right of suffrage to see that power de- 
stroyed, and the only way you can destroy it is to destroy the political 
power they exercise, either the men or the women. 

Mr. HOAR. Thenitseems to me that the Senator from Ilinois does 
avow the principle which is my objection to the bill, that we have the 
right, not speaking now of the legal power, but speaking of the only 
principles on which we are bound to exercise that power, to deprive 
persons by reason of the opinion which it is supposed will govern their 
vote of a public right without those persons having committed any act 
whatever which is a violation of law. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; nosuch thing is announced in this bill or in 
this section that is proposed to be made into a law. It declares that 
the women shall not have the right of suffrage in the Territory. I may 
have one reason for voting for that and the Senator may have another. 
When you come to destroy a principle you can not destroy it by what 
you or I might say, but it must be in theact itself. We donot destroy 
orattack any principle. So far as that is concerned we follow the right 
that belongs to Congress, and you may exercise it for one reason and | 
for another. It is purely a question of motive. 

Mr. CALL. I must resume the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGAN in the chair). 
ator from Florida is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. When I left the discussion I was endeavoring to point 
out to the Senator from Illinois that the great objection to this bill was 
that it declared that our form of government was an absolute failure, 
not only in saying that men should be proscribed politically for opin- 
ions respecting matters of religion, however wrong; that they should 
be deprived of political power, incapacitated from any part in the Govy- 
ernment, and that it should be done without trial, without conviction; 
that the right of being eligible to the exercise of the suffrage should be 
taken away from them upon the opinion of certain ministerial officers; 
that they were living in a certain condition; that certain legal conse- 
quences which the Constitution requires to be the result of criminal 
acts should attach to them, and that before trial and before conviction 
they should be thus disfranchised and deprived of any partin the power 
of the Government; that a whole community should by this arbitrary 
power be turned over to the government of a minority. 

The Senator from Illinois cited the instance of a Senator who might 
be expelled; but it is not necessary that I should stop to answer that, 
for that is a special power under the Constitution and for a special pur- 
pose, and in its nature a judicial power and to be exercised by those 
charged with it in judicial forms and in the manner of judicial proced- 
ure and under the checks and limitations of judicial procedure. But 
let us goon. I say the Government of the United States by the Con- 
stitution is a Government of States with sole and exclusive power over 
the domestic relations of their people. Who denies that? The princi- 
ple of this Government is sole and exclusive power inthe local govern- 
ments known as States over this question with power in the National 
Government over foreign affairs and the relations of the States with each 
other and their foreign and interstate commerce. 

Admit that fact to be so; admit that the whole superstructure and 
power of these great institutions of ours are contained within these defi- 
nitions, national power for national objects, State or local power for 
local objects, where, then, in the Constitution of the United States will 
be found even the semblance of plausibility for an assertion that this 
National Government because it has exclusive power in the Territories 
has power to prescribe those relations and exercise that authority over 
vast tracts of country with hundreds of thousands of people in denial of 
the wishes of a majority of that people and the laws made by them for 
the government of their own institutions? Is it because of the tech- 
nica) idea that they have not been declared complete political communi- 
ties in the sense of the law? Does that affect the spirit and the purpose 
of the division of power contained in the Constitution? Let us see if 
we are left to mere arbitrary assertion on this subject. There are modes 
of reasoning, and even the honorable and eminent Senator from Ver- 
mont, whose reputation extends throughout this country, is not eman- 
cipated from the laws of reason and the propositions of religion and truth. 
No man is. 

Mr. MAXEY. May I Interrupt the Senator fora moment? That 


is the exact point before the Senate, a motion to strike out the section 
which says: 


The Sen- 


That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election hereafter 
held in the Territory of Utah for any public whatever, and no sxch vote 
shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever; and an 
and every act of the governorand Legislative Assembly of the Territory of U 


oe “se a for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby an- 
nuied, 
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is all there is of it. Now, I state to the Senator from Florida 
anneal vote forthat section with my viewsof public policy without 


the slightest regard to the special surroundings of Utah or any Territo- 
rial bill whatever. 


on the subject of suffrage, for I am only considering how far it is proper 
for this Congress to say, not that polygamy is not an outrage, not that 
it is not a foul blot upon the civilization of any country, not that it is 
not in antagonism to those domestic relations which constitute in their 
full felicity and fruition the glory and the power of the state, not that 
it is not inimical to our religion and Christianity as now developed, but 
whether or not this Congress, under our limitations of power, has the 
right to say that the women of Utah or the men of Utah shall not ex- 
ercise their religion as they may think is right and proper, and that 
they shall be deprived of all political power in this country be 
their entertainment of opinions upon this subject different from our 
own. That is the question; a proposition which I say is fatal to the 
preservation of the liberties of this country, and the principles which 
are the very foundation of them, made so by those eminent New En- 
eland statesmen who with the fathers of our country of old Virginia 
and the original thirteen Colonies created our form of government and 
the Constitution and the principles on which it is based. 


local authority, of State authority, of the capacity of the majority of the 
people within any designated political locality or State according to 
State boundaries or a Territory when sufficient population has gone 
there, the abstract principle of the capacity of the majority of the peo- 
ple in any given locality of sufficient extent to control and direct their 
domestic affairs, and that they alone are capable of regulating them, 
and that to the National Government power is given for different pur- 
poses and different objects. But the argument is that because it is so 
given, and because it is exclusive, it is therefore absolute, and may be 
exercised in conflict and denial of what? Of the essential principle that 
a majority of the people in any locality shall govern there as to objects 
of government not included in the national powers. That is the propo- 
sition, that because it is exclusive it may take away the very life-blood 
and the essential principle of your form of government, the capacity of 
the people, a majority of the people, in any locality to control and gov- 
ern that class of political subjects, those domestic relations which by 
the Constitution are denied to the National Government to control and 
govern, not a case of necessity, but a case of full and implied political 
power. 

It results from this proposition that certain subjects are the subjects 
of national power and State authority; certain others the subjects of 
local authority; that the classification of powers as tosubjects or objects 
for its exercise is its essential feature, the withholding from the Na- 
tional Government power over the local affairs, the domestic relations, 
the religious belief of the people, or of power to punish them for crime 
as to these subjects. 

The fact that the political divisions under this form of government 
were and are States and the National Government and Territories to 
become States, and that in the latter the temporary power of govern- 
ment must of necessity be in the national power, can not destroy or limit 
the principles on which this distribution of power has been made. 
Does it not result that there is no power in the National Government 
as power to prescribe laws over subjects of control which is not given 
to them over the domestic relations of a people éxcept in the District of 
Columbia and the places ceded in the Territories where it is expressly 
given, and even there it must be exercised sub modo? Who will say 
that even in the District of Columbia this Congress can say that no 
Catholic shall be allowed to exercise political power? And yet the ar- 
gument of the Senator from Vermont imperatively demands that this 
Congress to-day, because the authority is absolute and exclusive in the 
District of Columbia, may violate the constitutional inhibition in regard 
to an establishment of religion and the free exercise thereof, and make 
it a disqualification for political power and franchises here in this Dis- 
trict. That is the argument, the proposition affirmed here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is totally mistaken, he will pardon 
me for saying. I would no more vote for anything that would dis- 
qualify a Catholic than I would an Episcopalian, which I happen te be 
myself, or a red-haired man or a black-haired man. The simple prop- 
osition is that for the general good order of the United States and of that 
Territory it is better t 
the slavery of voting and be left alone. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. CALL. I agree entirely with the Senator from Vermont in that 
proposition, but I beg his pardon when he says that is all. In order 
to maintain the proposition of this bill that the ladies of Utah, as he 
terms them, shall get out of the right to vote at the present time, he 


stitutional right. While he, I have no doubt, would not say that a 
Catholic or a Protestant should or should not because of his opinion 
exercise political power in this District, his argument does affirm it, 
beeause the connection between conclusion and cause can not be sepa- 
rated by mortal man. 

_ Unquestionably if there is power here to say that a man who be- 
lieves the Morman Church is right, because of that wrong belief is 





Mr. CALL. My friend from Texas has no argument with me, then, | 


because of | 


I say, then, Mr. President, that no one will deny this principle of | 


t for a little while the ladies should get out of | 


proposes to attack all the essential principles of government and con- | 


guilty of such a state of political wrong that he may not exercise po- | 


litical power when you come to judge of some man who entertains 
the opinion that the Catholic religion is right or the Protestant religion 
is right, so far as power is concerned you stand upon precisely the same 
ground. 

If you can construct a state and mold and direct its political powers 
on the basis and for the object of excluding any religious or irreligious 
belief or practice, the government becomes one jor the maintenance of 
| certain forms of opinion or the proscription of others. It becomes one 
for an ‘‘ establishment respecting religion *’ or for prohibiting the ** free 
exercise thereof.’’ Certainly no one will contend that ‘* the Government 
of the United States is for the maintenance or prohibition of any form of 
opinion or action respecting religious or irreligious belief, or that the Gov 
| 
' 








| ernment may prescribe certain modes of life for each person and impute 
crime and disability to them without hearing, trial, or conviction.’ 

The government in the Territories must be temporary, and its pow- 
| ers must be exercised subject to the principles and theories of the Con- 
| Stitution, and subject to the theory of the capacity of the people to 
| regulate and control their domestic affairs. 

Who will say that this Congress may establish a hereditary govern- 
ment in the Territory of Utah, and why not? Whowill say that they 
| may establish in perpetuity an aristocracy in the Territory of Utah, 
and why not? Where is the constitutional inhibition against putting 
the exercise of political power in the hands of one, two, three, four, or five 
persons? It isnot to be found inthe Constitution. It is to be found in 
the spirit and principles of the Constitution, which says the capacity 
of the majority ofa people rendered eligible to the exercise of political 
suffrage by themselves and the principles of the Constitution shall con- 
| trol and determine all their domestic relations, and that the National 
Government shall operate and exercise power in a totally different 
sphere and for entirely different objects. That is the power that says 
that Congress shall not establish an aristocratic government or any form 
of hierarchal government in a Territory, but that the people alone shall 
determine this question and all questions of that class 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator now, inasmuch as he and I want to 
understand each other, yield to me for a moment ? 
| Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
| Mr. LOGAN. Iunderstand the argument of the Senator to establish 
in his mind the proposition. I do not concede the proposition at all 
that these people have the rights which belong to States and not to Ter- 
ritories. But take it for granted, for the argument, they have the right 
to regulate the domestic relations, as he calls them, does he claim that 
even if they have that right they have a right under the religious idea 
or claim to practice polygamy without subjecting themselves to punish 
ment? 

Mr. CALL. 
subject ? 

Mr. LOGAN. 


Do you want to know my individual opinion on that 


| No, but I want to know your legal opinion. You are 
| diseussing this from a constitutional standpoint. 

| Mr. CALL. I think that whoever constitute a majority of the State 
| of Illinois, whether they are Mormons or Catholics or Protestants or 
polygamous people, have got the right to say whether polygamy or monog 
| amy—lI mean the political right or political power, not the moral, but 
| the political power and right under our form of government, as contra- 
| distinguished from the religious right—to say whether it shall be lawful 
| or unlawful. 

| Mr. LOGAN. We are not talking about Illinois 
go into that discussion. I am talking about Utah. 
| Mr. CALL. Then I say that in Utah, under our Constitution, the 
| National Government has national powers. ‘The people in the different 
States have the right and in spirit in the Territories to control their 
own affairs, and the power given to Congress to legislate in the Terri- 
tories does not authorize them to violate the fundamental principles of 
the Constitution in other respects. 

Mr. LOGAN. That docs not answer the question at all. It 
theory. 

Mr. CALL. What do you want to know? 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you believe under your theory that if the people 
of Utah establish polygamy we have no right to punish it as a crime, 
because they believe under their form of religion that that is a part of 
their religion or Christianity, thatit is no offense, no crime in their ideas, 
and that therefore they are exempt from punishment because that is 
their religious belief? Does the Senator say that? 

Mr. CALL. I have not said anything of that kind. I say as a mat 
| ter of fact, as asserted in the different forms of State government, that 

polygamy is a crime, andalmost all improper relations with more than 
one woman have been asserted by the legislation of this country, by the 
States that had the authority to do it, to be criminal 

Now, Lassert that the Congress of the United States has for temporary 
| and necessary government in the Territories power to say what shall 
constitute crime, and would be justified in saying that whatever public 


I do not want to 


Is mere 


opinion in the different States had prescribed to be crime should be 
crime in the Territories; but as to thequestion of power, there isan ab- 
sence of power on that subject, except as derived from the necessity for 
| temporary government. ‘The Senator is aware of the long, able, and 
| full debate respecting the power of Congress over the Territories whioh 
| has exhausted that subject. I will say to him that the right of Con- 
gress tomake alaw that ifa man lives in polygamy, upon conviction of 
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crime, he shall be punished is a totally different thing from the right 
of Congress to declare by law that he shall be deprived of his right to 
voteand his political power, because he so lives or so thinks, without con- 
viction and trial. The propositions on which our government is based 
and on which our system of society rests are a declaration by law of 
what acts shall constitute crime, hearing, trial and conviction by judicial 
power: Freedom of speech and thought and action, except when — 
ished on conviction as crime; political power adjusted to the ends o 
protection of life and property and personal rights; the extirpation of 
error of opinion by free thought, argument, and discussion by moral 
power; the restraint of immoral or criminal action by penal law applied 
by judicial power under the restraints of the Constitution to such acts 
when committed, and not by a political or religious hierarchy proscribing 
opinion. 

MM r. LOGAN. But the Senator is getting into a constitutional dis- 
quisition now. The Senator has repeatedly insisted that the Catholic 
religion could be destroyed, the Episcopal Church, the Methodist Church, 
or any other church destroyed by legislation if this principle was en- 
acted into alaw. That was the principle that was enunciated—that 
polygamy while a religious belief was at the same time acrime. The 
question I want the Senator to answer is whether or not he believes 
that any religious belief, no matter what it may be, excuses a man for 
committing that offense which is a violation of law? 

Mr. CALL. I answer that the law does not recognize any excuse or 
reason for disobedience. The question of the Senator is whether there 
is any obligation higher than the law, and this is a question as old as 
time and for which many men have suffered martyrdom. In the eye 
of the law there can be no excuse; in the eye of religion and morality 
there may be. ‘‘ Render unto Crsar the things that are Cesar’s, and 
unto God the things that are God’s.”’ 

For myself I do not think polygamy is right, law or nolaw. That 
would be my opinion. As to the degree of wrong, whether it is as bad 
as murder or false witness or the malum in se of the decalogue, that is 
the question for the Old Testament and the New Testament to decide. 
I think that our Christian religion has developed into a much more beau- 
tiful system than existed in the days of David and Solomon in respect 
to marriage; but I do not think they were necessarily great criminals 
or bad men because in their day under their circumstances they had dif- 
ferent relations from ours. The question between the Senator from Ili- 
nois and myself is not that; the question is whether a commissioner in 
Illinois can go to a man or woman and say, ‘‘You are a polygamous 
man’’ or ** You are a polygamous woman;’’ ‘‘ you shall have no polit- 
ical power here;’’ and then he says to him, ‘‘I have never been tried, I 
have never been convicted; there is no evidence of it.’’ You have no 
right under this Government to attach conditions to the exercise of polit- 
ical power for the purpose or having the effect of excluding from the Gov- 
ernment or the body politic orthe social system theoriesof beliefor modes 
of individual lifeoraction. Yourtheory and yourdeclaration of organic 
law is equality of all men before the law, good and bad, religious and 
sacrilegious, Christian and infidel, atheist and theist—manhood suffrage 
is your boast. 

The Senator from Illinois says that in the name of Congress, in the 
name of the Christian religion, speaking for the people of this country 
and this Government, we can say, You are a polygamous man or woman, 
and you shall have no part in the control of this country; your property 
shall be governed and taken by men I appoint; you shall not vote. 
That is the question, whether the Senator trom Illinois is right under 
our form of government in saying to those men or women, without 
trial, without conviction, you shall be deprived of your part and parcel 
in the government of this country because you believe that polygamy is 
right and because you have practiced it? 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Then I should like to ask the Senator if his theory is 
correct What woud he think of a law passed by Congress applicable to 
a Territory which declared that no persons except white men should be 
voters in that Territory ? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell him what I think about it. I think that in 
the days of slavery, for which the Senator and his fathers were quite as 
much responsible as I, in a Territory where a majority of the people held 
that kind of property and maintained that kind of institution, it wasa 
very proper thing to do as the people in the States did. I think now, 
when all men have become free, it would be a very wrong thing to do. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam speakingof it asa constitutional question, not a 
question whether it is right now morally or was wrong then morally, 
but as to the power of Congress. If they had the power then to declare 
that no person should vote in a Territory except a white man, that cer- 
tainly did not include whitewomen. I should like to know where Con- 
gress has lost this power to-day to declare that women shall not vote. 

Mr. CALL. I have not said that Congress has lost the power to do 
it. Congress exercises cr necessitate the power of government in the 
Territories. Upon principle, upon argument, it has no right to do it 
after thcy become sufficiently numerous under the principle of self-gov- 
ernment to direct their own affairs, and whatever power Congress exer- 
cises in the Territories must be exercised in conformity to the principles 
of our Constitution and our forms of civil liberty. Its power is not ab- 
solute, but qualified and restrained by the political principles on which 
our Government is hased and by the constitutional limitations on all 
its grants of power. 
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In regard to the institution of slavery, that was held to be 
therefore as under the protection of the Constitution they had 
a right to demand such laws should be passed. I have never ac- 
quiesced myself in that theory entirely. I have always believed that 
the rightof the people to local self-government should control this ques- 
tion whenever were sufficiently numerous to exercise powers of 
government in the Territories. I admit that for great public consider- 
ations it might be advisable, and in this case would probably control my 
judgment to some extent, to create Territorial. government in denia| 
even of the right of the people to self-government in that locality; but 
I would never extend that so far as to say that the constitutional lin. 
itations intended for their personal protection, their immunity against 
punishment without judicial trial and judicial conviction, without a 
fair and nota suborned and perjured jury, without jurors fairly selected: 
I could never consent that should be deprived of political power 
without those processes applied to them. If you want to do it, let it 
be done in a constitutional way, by declaring by law that it isa crime, 
and by indictment, trial, and conviction before an impartial court and 
jury—not by organizing a political hierarchy for the proscription of 
theseopinions and practices and overcoming the Mormon religious hier- 
archy by a political hierarchy. 

The government in the Territory must be temporary, but its powers 
must be exercised subject to the theory of the Constitution, subject to 
the theory of the capacity of the people to regulate and control their 
domestic affairs. 

Again, the Constitution says: 

nm shall eno law resi in i igion or pro- 
hitiehes the oe —s pecting an establishment of religion or pr 

What is religion in the sense of the Constitution? Long and bloody 
wars have been maintained to prove that one religion was not a true re- 
ligion and that another was. The history of mankind is replete with 
instances of this kind. Whatis religion? The Catholics and the Protest- 
ants have each denied that the beliefs and principles of the other were 
religion; the Trinitarians and Unitarians contest and have always con- 
tested with each other’s claim to the title. 

Is it or is it not one of the “immunities or privileges” of a citizen un- 
der the Constitution to believe what his own mind, judgment, and con- 
science prescribe to him in regard to obligations and to religious belic/, 
and can Congress ‘‘ prohibit the free exercise ’’ of this belief, and say what 
shall be and what shall not be religion to him except when it becomes a 
crime, except when with the power of government it has prescribed a cer- 
tain act (as having two wives) to be criminal, and indicted, tried, and con- 
victed of it? Can Congress say what shall be and what shall not be re- 
ligion or religious belief? 

The assault which the Senator from Vermont and his bill makes 
on the Christian religion, and the disparagement and reflection which 
the measure makes on the Christian ministers and the agencies and 
instrumentalities of the church, the great organized body of the dis- 
ciples and followers of Christ of every form, is quite as serious as that 
which it makes on the Constitution and popular government. Can any 
man deny that the Christian religion claims and gives the right of judy- 
mem and proclaims its power to influence and control the judgments 
and opinions and conscience of men by the weight and power of tlic 
church, of the pulpit, of argument and reason or the ministry of th: 
Christian church in all its different forms by the agency of good men 
where its power is moral suasion, and where it does not seek to attack 
forms of religious belief as such, but to prove their error and convinc 
the judgment and conscience of a better way and a better life? 

They do not ask Congress to make any law respecting the estal- 
lishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof according 
to each man’s judgment and conscience. Theydo not ask the Congress 
of the United States to make this political assault upon the polyga- 
mous conditionof the people of Utah as a matter of Christian faith and 
Christian principle. They know that theinstrumentalitiesof the gospel 
and the Christian religion are ample’and abundant for that purpose. 
They know that if it is to be prescribed as crime it must be treated as 
crime and not by saying that all the principles of our Government as 
to capacity of a people for self-government shall be set aside, not by say- 
ing that three commissioners shall arbitrarily disfranchise or deny po- 
litical power to a majority of a large, populous, and industrious com- 
munity, and say that the minority shall have the power to control it. 
These are questionsseparated from its criminal aspects. If it beacrime, 
prescribe it as such by the proper political power; try it as such; pun- 
ish it as such; but where is the power in this Government to give 
three men or women the power to deny self-government to a large ma- 
jority, three-fourths of an entire people? Where, sir, is the plausible 
pretense of a reason for it? No, sir, it is arbitrary government; it is 
monarchical government; it is unconstitutional government. It is the 
power oi a minority to di ise and control amajority. Three men, 
without trial, without process of law, without evidence, are authorized 
to deprive and to deny to a whole people, a vast majority of a whole 
people, the entire right of self-government. That is the proposition. 

Mr. Presiden y is impossible in our time and under the 
economic conditions which belong to our industrial system. It is cer- 
tainly inconsistent with the activities and the energies and the com- 
pleteness of character of the active, capable, and energetic women ot 
our day, informed on public affairs, learned in the literature of the age, 


property ; 
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ished in the industrial arts and pursuits, an equal factor with 

scoenag al the oclencen, arts, and pursuits of our life. : 
Give her but a chance, give her power, and she will take care of her- 
self, and contribute much toward taking care of the state. Polygamy 
will extinguish itself by the development of a more perfect and com- 
plete civilization, by the industrial arts and their cultivation and dis- 
tribution under the attacks of the Christian religion and the Christian 
minister, under the influences of our civilization and our economic laws, 
under provisions of law for the education and maintenance of the polyg- 
women and children who leave their present condition, 
under laws that will give them i iate protection through a mili- 


whenever they desire to escape from or to leave their present 
poof men make it aor them to leave their condition, and give them 


support and maintenance, and leave it to education, to moral suasion, 
to the power of religious teachers, to the great activities of the pulpit 
and the eminentand philanthropic men that control its wonderful power. 
Let the Government be, if you choose, a military one, and while it 
upholds with a firm hand instant and immediate protection and 
support the absolute freedom of the woman and her children, let the 
pressure and power of law and public policy in all things be directed 
agai and for its extinguishment and its discouragement, 
and I have no fear that as the woman becomes enlightened under the 
powers of the Christian religion and civilization, as the industrial pur- 
suits are opened to her and her children, as the influences of the Chris- 
tian religion and the fuller life and activity of the monogamous woman 
are felt and seen, with full power at any and all times to abandon the 
polygamous life, with protection immediate and certain for herself and 
her children at all times at her command, with maintenance assured, 
that she will prefer polygamy I would regard it asa reproach to the 
Christian religion and the great influences of our civilization to believe 
that it was not adequate to reclaim these unfortunate women brought 
from the destitution of Europe and carried into a community of consid- 
erable industrial development and success. I would consider it a slan- 
der upon the good agencics that have made and are making the civiliza- 
tion of this Government so wonderful to say that we must deny the 
vital principles of our own political institutions, deny fair trial, deny 
evidence, deny fair and impartial juries, deny upright and impartial 
judges, and that we must subject a whole community to a denial of the 
principle of our Constitution of the capacity of the people for seli-gov- 
ernment, that we should require that a majority of the people of any 
Territory for any reason should be denied the right and power to con- 
trol their own political institutions in order to accomplish an object 
which under our form of government is the subject exclusively of penal 
law and of judicial power. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, is the section that is proposed to be 
stricken out now open to amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGan in the chair). 
tion can be perfected before the motion to strike out is put. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out, inline 2, the word ‘‘the’’ and 
insert ‘‘any,’’ and to strike out the word ‘‘ Utah,’’ in the same line, 
and insert ‘*The United States;’’ so as to read: 

That itshall not be lawful for any female to vote atany election hereafter held 
in any Territory of the United States for any public purpose whatever, Kc. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that will not be done, because I do not 
wish, in charge of this bill, nor do the committee wish to open the 
general question of female suffrage, but to apply this provision to the 
necessity of the case in hand, to emancipate these poor females from 
the slavery in which they now exist about voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. INGALLS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am opposed to female suffrage, and 
if the question were submitted to the voters of Georgia, while I havea 
right to vote I should vote against it; but I believe in the doctrine of 
local self-government; and I believe that either State or Territory that 
desires female suffrage hasarighttohave it. While, therefore, I would 


The sec- 


State or Territory of the right to have female sufirage or to prevent its 
exercise in that State or Territory if the laws of the State or Territory 
justify or establsh it there. Therefore I shall vote against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas, as I would not prohibit it by law in 
any Territory. 


reach a vote on this bill to-night, but, after all, the question under this 
bill is what it was at the lastsession. Some of the details of it I do not 
entirely approve of. It raises the great question as to the supreme au- 
thority that has the right to control the Territories of the United States. 
It is not a new question at all; it has been here time and again, and I 
am on record, so far as this question is concerned, in support of the au- 
thority of the Union to control in the exercise of its wisdom the Terri- 
tories of the United States. Ido not say, and I have never said that 
those inchoate communities that are lying out are in the condition of 
States and that they have the same rights and privileges that the peo- 
ple of the States possess, notwithstanding I put myself in a position 
of antagonism to some able legal reasoners on that subject. 

I said when I was on my feet last session that there was no Terri- 








vote against it in my own State, I will not vote to deprive any other | 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I do not know that we can | 


Territory of Florida under one of the wisest administrations that ever 
existed in this country, and I had occasion to refer to one of the early 
acts of Congress making provision for the government of that Territory, 
not for the purpose of showing the wisdom of it but for the purpose of 
vindicating the power which upon all hands was admitted to reside in 
Congress over the Territories. Take for instance the act of Congress 
approved March 30, 1822, making provision for the government of the 
Territory of Florida when Mr. Monroe was President, when in the Sen- 
ate of the United States were found the ablest men who were ever here, 
Calhoun, and all the great minds we are in the habit of following in 
matters of this kind. 

What did that act say? It says this, as I cited it before, to show the 
claim of power put forth at that early day by this Government with 
respect to the Territories: 

That the legislative power shall be vested in the governor and in thirteen of the 
most fit and discreet persons of the Territory, to be called the legislative coun- 
cil; who shall be appointed annually by the President of the United States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, from among the citizens of the 
United States residing there. 

I will read no more. There was not a thoughtful man in this coun- 
try at that time who denied to Congress the power to do that thing. 
Congress gave the entire legislative power over that Territory to thir- 
teen discreet citizens, not elected by the people of Florida, for the Ter- 
ritory had been annexed to the United States but a little while before, 
but to thirteen citizens appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate, and they exercised full and complete legislative authority 
over that Territory for years without question; and who ever said that 
the exercise of that power was an infringement of the right of suffrage 
on the part of Congress ? 

I say that all this reasoning with respect to the Territories and to the 
District of Columbia which undertakes to put the people who are in 
those Territories and this District in the condition of the people of 
States is entirely wrong. There must be a supreme legislative power 
somewhere, and while | might quarrel with my friend from Vermont 
with respect to some of the details of his bill, and there are provisions 
in it that I may not assent to, still I assert here that there can not be 
any question in the mind of any sound constitutional thinker with re 
gard to the power of Congress to legislate for the Territories without 
limitation or restraint beyond what the Constitution of the United 
States imposes. 

Mr. VEST. 


Does the Senator from Florida assert that this power 


exists without limitation or restraint? He asserted that before on the 
floor of the Senate. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. When I speak ot that. of course I peak 


with reasonable restraint. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator now the plain question, Does he b 
lieve the restrictions upon the power of Congress in the Federal Con 
stitution do not apply to the Territories? That is the question 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say in reply to the Senator from Mis 
souri that the Congress of the United States possesses the same power 
of legislation over the Territories that the State governments of the 
Union possess within their limits. 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Senator from Florida if the Congr 
United States could pass a bill of attainder or er post facto a 
people of a Territory ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Lsay that it could not 

Mr. VEST. Then that is a limitation 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, well, the Senator understood what I 
meant when I spoke in general termsas speaking of the Government of 
the Union asexercising the authority of a general legislative power over 
the Teritories in contradistinction to that power which every constitu 
tional lawyer recognizes as belonging to the States; but when any man 
stands on this floor and undertakes tosay that the people of a Territory 
have a right to legislate for themselves with respect to their affairs the 
same as the people of a State, he is saying that for which there is no 
warrant or authority underourorganiclaw. I willnot say that we could 
legislate against the principles of the Constitution respecting the estab 
lishment of a religion or other rights secured by the Constitution in thy 
Territories, or deprivea man of his property without due process of law 
I admit that those limitations upon legislative power prevail there a 
they do in the District of Columbia, but I say that we possess the samy 
power over the Territories as we do over this District, and these ear); 
acts of Congress show it. 

Mr. BECK. 


sof the 
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Allow me to ask can we prohibit female suffrage 


| Utah and-allow it in Wyoming ? 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Thatis adifferent thing; there are two qui 
tionsin that. There is aquestion of powerand a question of expediency. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Florida, with his permission, before he leaves that branch of the sub 
ject. Concurring in everything that he has said, in all its length and 
breadth and depth, I wish to call his attention to the faet that may 
have escaped his mind, that in reference to that carliest legislation in 
regard to the Territory of Florida, the Supreme Court of the United 


| States in the case of the American Insurance Company ct al. vs. Canter 
| (in 1 Peters) held it to be within the constitutional limit of the exer 


cise of Congressional power. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. IT remeinber that case very well. The Su 


tory in the Union that was controlled in a more arbitrary way than the preme Court held that it was clearly within the yx wer of Congress to 
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make such rules and regulations respecting the territory of the United 
States as its wisdom dictated, and it exercised it. Can you imagine a 
greater exercise of power than to give to thirteen citizens appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate legislative authority overa 
whole people? Suppose that was attempted here by the Senator from 
Vermont with respect to Utah; there would be a great hue and cry against 
it. A great deal more could be said against the proposition that this 
billorary attempted exercise of authority brought forth here than against 
the provision that was incorporated into the act making provision for 
the government of the Territory of Florida, and still the Congress of the 
United States without question gave the full legislative power in that 
Territory to thirteen men appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate without regard to the people of that Territory at all. It is 
true Congress modified that afterward, and permitted the people to elect 
their representatives to a regular legislative assembly; but in those acts 
they provided that no law of that Territory should be effectual or oper- 
ative until it received the sanction of Congress, thus affirming in every 
possible way the supreme authority of the Government of the Union as 
a sovereign legislative power over the Territories of the United States. 

Now, I say, when it comes to a question of detail and expediency we 
may differ; but so far as the question of power is concerned, in my 
judgment there cai: be no question. I will not say the Constitution of 
the United States does not operate there to protect the rights of prop- 
erty and of opinion in matters of religion; far from it; I say that it 
does; but all that I assert here is the authority of the Government of 
the Union as a general legislative authority extending over every Ter- 
ritory of the Union beyond the States. 

Why, sir, we abolished in this District representative government, 
and to-day beneath the shadow of this Capitol there exists a form of 
government which does not command my approbation. Who ques- 
tions the power? Three men appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senaterule the destinies of every inhabitant within this District 
and make laws for their government. It is unrepublican in my opin- 
ion, it is undemocratic, and it is unwise, and if I had an opportunity I 
would record my vote against it; but no man questions the power of 
Congress to do it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would call the attention of the Senator from Florida 
on the question of power to the fact that Congress, after having granted 
the people of this District suffrage and authority to elect a legislature, 
as a matter of discretion, subsequently took that away, thus asserting 
the power beyond all possible question, and nobody has ever disputed it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Nobody ever questioned or ever will ques- 
tion the power. I question the expediency, the justice, and the wis- 
dom of it, and if I had my way I would leave the government of Wash- 
ington city and the District of Columbia to the free inhabitants thereof, 
and I would not undertake to administer this government through three 
commissioners appointed by the representatives of the States and the 
President here. But no man questions the power todo this thing. It 
is unrepublican, it is undemocratic; in my opinion it isunwise, unjust 
to these people; but still the Constitution gives the power. 

So with regard to the Territories I have not any question in my mind 
to-day but that we have power to designate five men to rule out and to 
prescribe any code of laws which in their judgment they might deem 
proper for thegood governmentof that Territory. Ifthe commissioners 
here violate rights of property, rights of conscience, they can be made 
amenable under our judicial system and their action can be controlled 
by the supreme judicial power of the Union. Soin the Territories; but 
I say so far as the power is concerned nobody questions it. With re- 
spect to the expediency of it that may be anotherthing. I want it un- 
derstood that so far as I am concerned I have nodoubt in my mind about 
the authority of this Government to do everything that it may Geem 
wise and proper to be done in the Territories for the good government 
of them, as a general legislature, independent of all these claims of the 
people for local rights, of which we have heardsomuch. Every argument 
that may be made here in behalf of the privileges of suffrage and the 
rights of the people is one of expediency and can not be directed against 
our power to control the Territories of the Union. 

I say there are some provisions in this bill which I might be disposed 
to question the wisdom of, which, with due deference to the Senator 
from Vermont, are open to question, because heasks us to alter the com- 
mon law ona very important question of evidence. When he seeks to 
array the husband against the wife and the wife against the husband, 
I might hesitate for a little while before voting for that provision ot 
his bill, but with regard to the power to do it I have not any question 
at all. 

I can not see why in the case of polygamy we ought to deviate from 
the common law any more than in tne case of murder or other hideous 
offenses that pervade society, and it would require a very strong argu- 


ment to convince my mind that we should break up the marital rela- | 


tions of husband and wife in the case of polygamy without doing it in 
respect to other offenses. P 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Florida, with his permission, because we are all trying to get at the 
real gist of this matter, and I should like to see him make up his mind 
upon the proposition contained in the second section of the bill, because 
I think I shall be able to show him before we get through with this 





transaction that this is the only thing left to be done if the power js 
conceded, and the Supreme Court has said so in so many words. I wil] 
take occasion to argue this matter hereafter. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I confess that I have not arrived at any 
settled conclusion about it, but I want to say this much before I take 
my seat, that I can not be led to believe that polygamy in any form 
can be converted into a system of religion any more a combination 
of men to commit crimes against the common consent of society, thé 
world over, could claim to be religion. By the settled opinion of man. 
kind there are some things known as malum in se, which require, ac- 
cording to the old Latin phrase, no legislative prohibition or denuncia 
tion to fix their character. And why is this? It is because the common 
consent of the world has stam them, the Christian world all over 
denounces this crime just as it does piracy, murder, and other forms of 
crime which are known to be in antagonism with established socia] 
order. There are other acts so indifferent in their nature that the 
human mind can not fix their quality without a legislative declaration. 
but there is not a Christian nation on earth to-day that does not brand 
the character of this offense and prescribe it to be in antagonism with 
social order. 

Itis not necessary, therefore, to resort to any lawonthe subject. There 
is not a State in the Union to-day that tolerates it, or whereinit would 
not be a crime if committed. Now, then, where resides the great leg- 
islative power to repress it in the Territories, if it exists to-day? Pre- 
cisely what would be done here in the District of Columbia, or in Ver- 
mont, or in Florida, or in any other State, if any set of people under- 
took to set themselves up there in opposition to the established Christian 
sense of the word? There must be a power somewhere to repress it 
Isay that that power resides so far as the Territories are concerned in 
the Congress of the United States; and however much I might be dis- 
posed to differ with my friend from Vermont in regard to the details of 
the bill having for its purpose this end, I will never quarrel with him 
so far as the power itself is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. BECK’s name was called). I announce 
the pair of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe]. If I were not 
paired, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘ 9? 


Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAT?T]. 

Mr. JACKSON (when Mr. HARRIs’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HArrts] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Jounston]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. RANSOM’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] is paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLoGG]. Were he 
here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. VAN Wyck’s name was called). The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WyYCK] is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. ¥ 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. I announce this for the 
evening. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ [A pause.] Iam 
told that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. If the colleague of the 
Senator from Nebraska can tell me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
vote? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; under the circumstances I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. Ferry] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississi i [Mr LAMAR]. My colleague is sick and unable 
to be here. I e that announcement for the future. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Barrow, Garland, Maxey, Vest 
Bayard, Jonas, Pendleton, Williams. 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 

NAYS—20. 
Allison, Blair, Call, Edmunds, 


Anthony, Brown, Conger, Harrison, 
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ant MeDill, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
yn ee MeMillan, Rollins, Voorhees, 
Logan, Mahone, Sawyer, Windom 
ABSENT—45. 

u ‘erry, I lis, Ransom, 
ae a Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Butler, George, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, lorem. Shounen 

‘ yis., Grover, Son, S er, 
po dial " Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Davis of Il., Hampton, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Davisof W.Va., Harris, Morgan. Walker. 
Dawes, Hawley Morrill, 

Fair, Hill, Platt. 

Farley, Hoar, Plumb, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn. The Senator from Vermont calls for the yeas and 

ays. 
mThe yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine (Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. RANSOM’s name was called). 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] is paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. PLATT’s name was called). The Senator 
from Connecticut (ie PLATT] is paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
vote, being paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 
I voted inadvertently. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the afiirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DAvis] unless it is necessary for me 
to vote to make a quorum. I withdraw my vote if there is a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. BROWN. Then let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 16; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—13. 
Barrow, Cockrell, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Bayard, Hampton, Pendleton, 
Brown, Jonas, Pugh, 
Call, Jonesof Florida, Vest, 

NAYS—16. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Rollins 
Anthony, Garland, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cai., Tabor, 
Conger, Logan, Mitchell, Windom 

ABSENT—47. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Jackson, Plumb, 
“k, Frye, Johnston, tansom, 

Butler, George, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gorman, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Lamar, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Lapham, Sherman, 
Coke, Hale McDill, Slater, 
Davis of IIl., Harris, McPherson, Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Fair, Hoar, Morrill, Williams. 
Farley, Ingalls, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Secretary will call the roll of Senators. 


The Acting Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators re- 
sponded to their names: 


Allison, Coke, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Anthony, Conger, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Barrow, Edmunds, Logan, Pugh, 
Bayard, Garland, MebDill, Rollins, 
Blair, Gorman, MeMillan, Slater, 
Brown, Hampton, Mahone, Tabor, 
Call, Ha n, Maxey, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Mitchell, Windom. 


Mr. GARLAND. _I wish te state that my colleague [Mr. WALKER] 
is confined to his bed by sickness, and has been for the last few days. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. 
FARLEY) is detained from the Senate by very severe illness: he is not 
able to be here. That is his excuse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-six Senators are present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms he directed to 
request the immediate attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator allow me to say, while I am aware 
that by the rules of the Senate no debate is in order, I think I ought 
to be allowed to make this contribution of fact: There are seven Sena- 
tors on the Democratic side answering to their names who tell me that 
they are paired and the persons with whom they ere paired have gone 





The Sena- | 


I withdraw my | 


The Senate refuses toadjourn. The | 


The question is on the motion of the | 


| 
| away. I mention that to the Senator to show that 
here they can not vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Senator from Vermont. 
| Mr. SAWYER. Is it too late for me to answer to the roil-call 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
| Mr.SLATER. I move that the Senate adjourn 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Senator 
| from Vermont, the Senator from Oregon moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn, on which the Senator from Vermont calls for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. Grorar]. 
| Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
| ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], or I would vote ** yea.”’ 
| Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], but I have transferred it to the 
| Senator from West Virginia [Mr. DAvis] who is absent, and I vote 

**yea.”? 
| Mr. JACKSON when Mr. HArRIs’s name was called My col 
| league [Mr. HARRIs] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
| (Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called Tam paired with the 
| Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer], and I make that announcement for 
| the rest of the evening. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called 

Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 
| Mr. TABOR (when his name was called Tam paired with the Sen 
| ator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMs]. ’ 
| The roll-call having been concluded, the result was 
yeas 11, nays 16; as follows: 


even if they remain 


The question is on the motion of the 


l am 


lam paired with the 


3 announced 





} YEAS—ll 
Barrow Call Jonas Pugh 
Bayard, Gorman Maxey, Vest 
Brown, Hampton Pendleton, 
NAYS—16 
Allison Edmunds McMillan Rollins 
| Anthony, Garland, Mahone, Sawyer, 
| Blair, Harrison Miller of Ca Voorhees 
| Conger Logan, Mitchell, Windom 


ABSENT—49. 


Aldrich, Ferry, Jones of Florida Saulsbury, 
Beck, rye, Jones of Nevada Saunders, 
Butler, George Kellogg, Sewell, 
Camden, Groome lamar, Sherman 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Lapham Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, MeDill, \ Tabor, 
Cockrell, Harris McPherson Vance, 
Coke, Hawley Miller of N, ¥ Van Wyck 
Davis of IIl., Hill, Morgan Walker, 
Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Morrill, \ Williams 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, 

Fair, Jackson Plum} 


Farley, Johnston, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont[Mr. EpMuNps], on which the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called 
| from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] 

The roil-call was concluded 

Mr. TABOR. Iannounce that I am paired for the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAmMs]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am paired with my colleague [Mr 
FARLEY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 11; as follows 


Ransom 





[am paired with the Senator 


ning with the 


YEAS—19 

| Allison, Garland MeDill, Rollins 
Anthony, Harrison, McMillan Sawyer, 

| Blair, Ingalls, Mahone Voorhees 

| Conger, Jones of Nevada Mitchell Windom 
Edmunds Logan, Morgan 

| NAYS—l1 

| Barrow, Call, Jones of Florida Pugh 

| Bayard, Gorman Maxey, Vest 

| Brown, Hampten Pendleton 


. ABSENT—4% 
| Aldrich, 


Farley Johnstor Saulsbury 
| Beck, Ferry, Jonas Saunders 
| Butler, Frye, Kellogg Sewell, 

Camden, George, lamar Sherman 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Lapham Slater, 
| Cameron of Wis., Grover, MePherson fabor, 
| Cockrell, Hale, Miller of Cal Vanee } 
Coke, Harris, Miller of N. ¥ Van Wyck, 
| Davis of IIl., Hawley Morrill, Walker, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Platt, Williama. 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb 
Fair, Jackson, Ransom, 


So the motion was agreed to. 











Ft aE Juan Sa 


ee eee ee Se 








3180 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 23, 





Tne PRESIDING OFFICER (at 6 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.).. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Unless some Senator objects, I should like to submit an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

Mr. VEST. I supposed the Senator from Vermont would object. 

Mr. BLAIR (at 6 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.). Can I be permitted 
to offer an amendment to the pending bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. BLAIR. 


No business is in order. 
There is no quorum. 
I should like to have this business proceed. 

Mr. VEST. I object to anything now. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill needs a great deal to be done to it, and I 
should be glad to have something done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nobusinessis inorder. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms is proceeding to execute the order of the Senate. 

After the lapse of one hour, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senate willcometo order. The 
Chair will lay before the Senate the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
which the Secretary wiil read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

To the President of the Senate : 


In the execution of the order of the Senate to request the attendance of absent 
Senators, the Secretary reported the following as absent: 


Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Reck, Frye, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Butler, George, Lamar, Sewell, 
Camden, Groome, a. Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa Grover, McPherson, Vance, 
Davis of Il., Hale, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Harris Morrill, Walker, 
Dawes, Hawley Platt, Williams. 
Fair, Hill, Plumb, 

Farley, Hoar, Ransom, 


Of these, Senators Cameron of Pennsylvania, Fair, Ferry, Lamar, McPherson, 
and Sewell are absent from the city. 


Sick and unable to attend: Senators Farley, George, Lapham, Saunders, and 
Walker. 


A number of Senators are reported to be at a dinner party, where the host re- 
fuses admission to the officers sent to notify them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Who is he? 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the Sergeant-at-Arms report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not let us have any shying about this business. 

The Secretary continued the reading as follows: 

A number of Senators are reported to be at a dinner party at Secretary Chan- 
dler’s, where the host refuses admission to the officers sent to notify them. 

Senators Groome, Kellogg, and Saulsbury could not be found. 

Oflicers are in search of the remainder. 

Very respectfully, 
RK. J. BRIGHT, Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the roll be again called to see whether 
au quorum is now present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to cali the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr], who isabsent 
on account of sickness, 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York (Mr. Lariam]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask if'a quorum has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. <A quorum has not voted: 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam authorized to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Especially as the Senator with whom the gentle- 
man is paired is present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon; I did not see my friend here before. 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote “nay” too. 

The result was annonnced—yeas 9, nays 17; as follows: 


The Secretary will call the roll. 


Tam paired with the Sena- 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—9. 
Barrow, Gorman, Slater, Voorhees. 
Brown, Jonas, Vest, 
Call, Pugh, 

NAYS—17. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Garland, Maxey, Windom. 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cal., 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Mitchell, 
Conger, Logan, Rollins, 

ABSENT—50. 

Aldrich, Cameron of Wis., Farley, Hale, 
Bayard, e, - Hampton, 
Beck, Davis of I1l., Frye, 
Butler, Davis of W.Va., George, Hawley, 
Camden, Dawes, Groome, Hill, 
Cameronof Pa., — Fair, Grover, Hoar, 








Jackson, MeDill, 


Piatt, Tabor, 
Johnston, McPherson, Plumb, Vance. 
Jones of Florida, Mahone Ransom, Van Wyck, 
nee of Nevada, oo of N, We, Saulsbury, Walker, 
ellogg, organ, Saunders, Wi 
‘ Morrill, Sewell, 
Lapham, Pendleton Sherman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll as I have moved. 

The Acting Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators re- 
sponded to their names: 


Allison, Coke, Jones of Florida, i 
Anthony, Conger, i. Rollins, 
Barrow, Edmunds, MeDill, Sawyer, 
Blair, Garland, MeMillan, Slater, 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Tabor, 
Call, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Vi 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Mitchell, Vv 
Cockrell, Jonas, Morgan, Windom. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-two Senators are present; no 


quorum. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer this order: 


Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms bring into the Senate forthwith the fol- 
lowing-named Senators now absent from this sitting of the Senate without its 
leave, namely: 

I will give the names in a moment. 

Mr. COKE (at 8 o'clock and 10 minutes p.m.) If it is in order I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LapHam]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ANTHONY (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON}. 
I voted inadvertently. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 16; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—7. 
Brown, Gorman, Slater, Voorhees. 
Call, Jonas, Vest, 

NAYS—16. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
Barrow Edmunds, I n, Rollins, 
Blair, Garland, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Maxey, Windom. 

ABSENT—53. 

Aldrich, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Bayard, George, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Groome, Lapham, Saunders, 
Butler, Grover ‘ MeDill, Sewell, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Mahone, Tabor, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Coke, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of I1., Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Morrill, Williams. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Fair, Jackson, Platt, 
Farley, Johnston, Plumb, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. JONAS. Task for a call of the Senate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is notin order now. We have just had a 
call, and it has disclosed no quorum. The process now is to get them 
in. The pending question is on the resolution that I was offering. 
Mr. JONAS. I make the point that nothing is in order but a call of 
the Senate, the vote having disclosed no quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is not necessary on a ques- 
tion of adjournment. Therefore no legislative action has been taken. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hadoffered this order before the motion was put. 
Mr. JONAS. Mr. President—— - 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have the floor just now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont has tlic 
floor. 
Mr. JONAS. 
yeas and nays. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can appeal. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair rules thata call of the Sen- 
ate is not now in order, from which ruling the Senator from Louisiana 


a s. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We can not hear the Chair. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules thatthe demand fora 
call of the Senate is not now in order. From that ruling the Senator 
from Louisiana takes an appeal to the Senate. The question is, Shal! 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. JONAS. I call for the yeas and nays. rey 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

ed to call the roll. 5 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwsEs]. ‘ 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when hisname wascalled). I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 


I appeal from the decision, and on that I call for the 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
16, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 

Co r, n, Rollins, 
ey, Edmunds, MeDili, Sawyer. 
Barrow Garland, MeMillan, Vest, 
Blair, - Harrison, Mitchell, Windom 

NAYS—5. 
Brown, Jonas, Maxey, \ osrhees. 
Call, 
ABSENT—S. 

ldrich Ferry , Johnston, Plumb, 
manele Frye, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Beck, George, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Butler, . Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Groome, Lamar, Saunders 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Lapham, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, McPherson, Sherman 
Cockrell, —" Mahone, Slater, 
Coke, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Davis of Il., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, Walker, 
Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, Williams. 
Farley, Jackson, tt, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. NowTask a vote on the order which I have sub- 
mitted and desire to have read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms bring into the Senate forthwith the fol- 
lowing-named Senators now absent from this sitting of the Senate and without 
its leave, namely : Senators Aldrich, Bayard, Beck, Butler, Camden. Davis of 
Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dawes, Frye, Groome, Grover, Hale, Hampton, 
Harris, Hawley, Hill, Hoar, Jackson, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kellogg, Mc- 
Pherson, Mahone, Miller of New York, Morrill, Pendleton, Platt, Plumb, Ran- 
som, Saulsbury, Sewell, Sherman, Vance, Van Wyck, and Williams. 

Mr. VEST (at 8 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
7, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 

Brown, Gorman, Slater, Voorhees 
Call, Jonas, Vest, 

NAYS—19. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Florida, Maxey 
Anthony, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Rollins 
Barrow, Garland, Logan, Sawyer 
Blair, Harrison, MeDill, Windom 
Cockrell, Ingalls, MeMillan, 

ABSENT—50., 

Aldrich, Ferry, Kellogg Pugh 
Bayard, Frye, Lamar, Ransom, 
Beck, George, Lapham, Saulsbury 
Butler, Groome, McPherson, Saunders 
Camden, Grover, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Sherman 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Tabor, 
Coke, Harris, Mitchell, Vance, 
Davis of I1., Hayley, Morgan, Van Wyck 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morrill, Walker, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pendleton, Williams 
Fair, Jackson, Platt, 
Farley, Johnston, Plumb, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. EDMUNDS I modify the order that I offered by leaving out 
the name of Mr. Jones of Nevada, who is here present I see. 


the Senate. 


Mr. JONAS. I rise to a point of order. I call attention to the fact 
that no quorum is present, and I ask the Presiding Officer under the 


I am paired with the Sen- | 


Iam paired with the | 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I have a right to make an inquiry of the Chair 
Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will ask the Senator from Vermont also, if I 
have the right; and if I have not I ask the Chair whether that ruleex 
tends any further than its own language. Its language is that the roll 
shall be called, and there is the terminationof that order. Now, there 
is something else proposed here, and that is an order to arrest Senators 
and bring them here. That is not within that rule, and debate is not 
prohibited by the terms of that rule on the matter that is now before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
that question is presented by the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. JONAS. I raised the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Louisiana state 
his point of order? 

Mr. JONAS. My point of order is that, in my opinion, there is no 
quorum present; the vote just taken discloses the presence of no quorum; 
and I ask the Chair to direct the Secretary to call the roll of the Senate 
in accordance with Rule 2 of the standing rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A vote was taken by the Senate more 
than an hour since which disclosed the absence of a quorum. There 
upon the roll was called in obedience to the rules of the Senate, and a 
quorum of Senators was found not to be present. Thereupon the Senate 
proceeded to execute Rule 3, requiring the attendance of Senators, and 
directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to request theirpresence. The Sergeant 
at-Arms has now made his report. No business is in order under the 
third rule, except a motion to adjourn, pending the exeeution by the 
Senate of its order that Senators shall be invited to attend. Now the 
Senator from Vermont presents a further order requiring their pres 
ence, compelling theirpresence, and the Chair rules that that isin furthe: 
execution of the order of the Senate, under Rule 3, and that nothing 
else is in order except a motion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn has 
just been passed upon. The next business in order is the r 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Chair hold that that is not debatabl 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the resolution lie on the tab! 

Mr. JONAS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 





were 
sotntion of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana appeals 
| from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JONAS. On that I call for the yeas and nays 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I appeal trom the de { the 
| Chair. Is it debatable? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule seems to be express and 


peremptory that there shall be no debate pending the execution of this 


| order. 


| 
| bated less than two years ago. 
| 
| 


Mr. VOORHEES. I know this very question was elaborately a 
I participated in the debate myself and 
so did many Senators on the floor. It is within the recollection of the 
wholeSenate. It was elaborately debated on that side as weli as on this 

Mr. ALLISON. 


It must have been by unanimous consent 
Mr. VOORHEES. 


I never heard of an appeal from a decision of the 


| Chair that was not debatable. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Chair will readthe rule on which 


his decision is founded: 


Whenever it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not present, a majority of 
the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at Arms to request, and, when nec- 
essary, to compel the attendance of the absent Senators, which order shall be 
determined without debate 


The Senator from Louisiana { Mr. JoN As] appeals from the decision of 


| the Chair ruling that debate is not in order upon the resolution of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as modified is befure | 


second standing rule of the Senate to direct the Secretary to call the | 


roll of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That point of order has just been decided adversely | 
to the Senator. ty 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That point of order has been decided 

by the Senate. 


Mr. JONAS. Task to have the rule read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wi!l read the rule for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


ws If either at the commencement of any daily session of the Senate, or at any 


me during its daily sessions, a question shall be raised by any Senator as to | 


presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer shal! forthwith direct the Secre- 
tary to call the roll of Senators, and shall announce the result ane Sinaia . aaa 
these proceedings shall be without debate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has already been done. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. JONAS. Teall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Chair decide that the appeal is not de 
batable also? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so decides 

Mr. VEST. I appeal from that decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can not try more than one appeal at once 

Mr. VOORHEES. If I can get a chance I should like to introduce 
some speeches of the Senator from Vermont about a couple of years ago 
on this very question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tained ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 

The roll-eall was concluded 

My. ANTHONY (after having voted in the affirmative l again 
| voted inadvertently. I withdraw my vote; Fam paired with the Sen 
| ator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] 

Mr. BECK. Iam paired on all questions connected with this bill 

| with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAtr]. So I can not vote 


Is the call for the yeasand nays sus 


Tam paired with the Sena 
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The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 7; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 


Allison Conger, Jones of Nevada, 
Barrow, Edmunds, I n Rafitas, 
Blair, Garland, Me n Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Miller of al., Sherman. 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
NAYS—7. 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Call, Jonas, Vest, 
ABSENT—0. 

Aldrich, Ferry soteaton, poem, 
Anthony Frye, ORE, ulsbury, 
Bayard George Lamar, Saunders, 

a. Groome, Lapham, Sewell, 
Butler, Grover, MeDill, Slater, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton Mahone Vance 
Coke, Harris, Miller of N.¥., Van Wyck, 
Davis of Tll., Hawley Morgan, Walker, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morrill, Williams, 
Dawes, Hoar Pendleton, Windom. 
Fair, Ingalls att, 
Farley, Jackson, Plumb, 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the resolution of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. 

Mr. VEST. Is there not an appeal pending? The Chair ruled that 
debate was not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so ruled, and the Sen- 
ate has sustained the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. VEST. I appealed on another question than that just voted on. 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] proposed to discuss that 
appeal, and the Chair ruled that it was not debatable. From that de- 
cision I appealed. The appeal of the Senator from Louisiana has been 
disposed of, but the other appeal is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vooruees] hal made a point of order. 

Mr. VEST. He made it, and I appealed from the decision that de- 
bate was not in order. The appeal is entitled to be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri states his 
point of order to be that the resolution of the Senator from Vermont is 
debatable, if the Chair understands him. 

Mr. VEST. No, but I appeal from the decision of the Chair that 
the appeal made by the Senavor from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAs] was not 
debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair put the question on that 
appeal and the Senate sustained the Chair. The subject has passed be- 
yond the reach of the Senate, and debate of course is not in order. It 
is not before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Chair will permit me, the Senator from Louisi- 
ana appealed from the decision of the Chair, the Senator from Indiana 
proposed to discuss that appeal, and the Chair ruled that it was not de- 
batable. I appealed from that decision of the Chair, and called for the 
yeas and nays on that appeal of mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not advised that the 
Senator from Missouri had appealed from the decision of the Chair that 
the Senator from Indiana could not be allowed to debate. That ques- 
tion can not now be got back to, because the Senate has already decided 
that the appeal taken by the Senator from Louisiana was not well 
taken and the decision of the Chair has been sustained. 

Mr. VEST. I appealed at the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While one appeal is pending there can net be an- 
other appeal. 

Mr. CALL (at 8 o'clock and 36 minutes p. m.). 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GARLAND. ‘The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] is 
paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 16; as follows: 


Pending the appeal, 
~ 


YEAS 10. 
Gorman, Sherman, Voorhees. 
Brown, ‘Jonas, Slater, 
Call, Pugh, Vest, 
NAYS 16. 
Aiinen, Conger, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
rrow, Edmunds, n Rollins, 
Bair, Garland, Meltilian, kl © 
Cockrell, Harrison, Maxey, Ww > 
ABSENT 0. 
Aldrich, Butler, Cameren of Wis., Davis of W. Va., 
Anthony, Camden, Coke, Dawes, 
Bayard, Cameron of Pa., Davis of Il, Fair, 





—$—$——— 


’ M 
per How, More Seumen 
George, Jackson, Miller of N.Y, Tabou! 
Groome, Johnston, Morgan, Vance. 
Grover, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Van Wyck 
Hale, - Kellogg, ae, ¥ er, 
s ham, Plumb, ane. 

Hawley, i, Ransom, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MAXEY. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. An order 
was issued by the Senate directing Sergeant-at-Arms to request the 


attendance of absent members. That order is in process of execution, 
The Sergeant-at-Arms has made no return. We do not know whether 
or not they will comply with the request. Pending that, and before 


any return by the Sergeant-at-Arms, that is su ed by the moti 
of the Senator from Vermont instructing the Sab Aten Oth : 


with to bring in absent Senators. I make the point that that is in yvio- 
lation of Rule 3, which first requires that a request to the absent Sen- 
ators to attend shall be made, and in case of necessity that direction 
shall be given to bring them in. That necessity can not possibly he 
known until first a disobedience of the request is made known. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GORMAN inthechair). The Chair 
thinks the point of order made by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. MAXEY] 
is not well taken. The Sergeant-at-Arms reported to the Senate, and 
after the report was made the Senator from Vermont offered the reso- 
lution which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Sergeant-at-Arms has made a report I have 
not heard it, and I think he has not made any. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The report says the order is in process of execu- 
tion. The Senator from Texas is right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Indiana, the Chair 
understands, is raising a point of order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The report states that the order is yet in process 
of execution by the officers of the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is the exact wording. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If there is any question about that, let that por- 
tion of the report be read again. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is no return. There issimply a statement that 
the order is in process of execution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understand the Sergeant-at-Arms has 
made a return to the order of the Senate requesting the. presence of 
absent Senators. I ask that his return be read. : 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point that that is in the nature of argu- 
ment and not in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinksa Senator has a right 
to call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then he can call all night. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We have a right to know why they are 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

To the President of the Senate: 

In the execution of the order of the Senate to request the attendance of abseit 
Senators, the Secretary reported the following as absent : 

Aldrich, Beck, Butler, Camden, Cam 


Mess: : eron of Pennsylvania, Davis of 
Ilinois, Davis of West Virgin 


Dawes, Fair, Farley, Ferry, Frye, George, 
Groome, Grover, Hale, Hawley, Hill, Hoar, Johnston, Kellogg, Lamar, Lapham, 
McPherson, Miller of New York, Morrill, Platt, P' nsom, Saulsbury, 


lumb, 
Sewell, Sherman, Vance, Van Wyck, Walker, and Williams. 


Mr. MAXEY. He does not say that he requested those members to 
be present. 

Mr. BECK. Irisetoaparliamentary inquiry. I desire to know what 
the order of the Senate was, whether it was an arrest or a request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky is not in 
order. The Secretary will proceed. 

The Acting Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 


Of these, Senators Cameron of Pennsylvania, Fair, Ferry, Lamar, McPherson 
and Sewell, are absent from the city. 
wae and unable to attend, Senators Farley, George, Lapham, Saunders, and 

er. 

A number of Senators are ed to be at a dinner at Secretary Chandler's, 
where the host refused admission to the officers sent to notify them. 

Senators Groome, Kellogg, and Saulsbury could not be found. 

Officers are in search of the remainder. 


y, respect 1 ~ 
pt: me R. J. BRIGHT, Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That return has been made by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. Taking the matter into consideration, the Chair 
thinks the resolution is in order, and must be determined without de- 
bate. The question is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MAXEY. I make the point that that is not in order, because—— 

Mr. BECK. I rose to a parliamentary ee thought it was a 
parliamentary inquiry—whether I had the right to have this order of 
the Senate read under which we were sent for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at this moment. 

Mr. BECK. If the Chair says it is not in order, very well. 
order now to have it read? 


Is it in 
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R. It is not. 
Lon Ls oTeanhy dudes to know whether I was ordered to be 
arrested or requested to come here. ; ' 
The P ING OFFICER. That is not in order now. 
tion is on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. MAXEY. I make the point of order 


The ques- 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point of 


= MAXEY. I make the point of order that the order of the Sen- 
ate requesting the attendance of absent members has not been complied 
with; that there is no official report that it has been executed, and until 
the return of the Sergeant-at-Arms showing its execution or the reasons 
why it has not been executed, a motion to compel absent Senators to 
attend is not in order. I make that point. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that the point of 





order is not well taken for the reason—— : 

Mr. MAXEY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the reason it could only be made 
at the time of offering the resolution by the Senator from Vermont. 
The Chair understands that an appeal is taken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is it debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to ask the Chair a question of fact. I heard 
my name read as among the list of absentees. I have responded here 
twice since I returned to the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator was absent at the time of 
the roll-ealls referred to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is not in 


order. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator from Texas was permitted to 
make debate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. JONAS and others calied for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SLATER. I beg pardon. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). J am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

The result was announced—-yeas 21, nays 6; as follows: 


Shall the decision of the Chair stand 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—21. 
Allison, Conger, MceDill, Sherman, 
Barrow, Edmunds, MeMillan, Slater, 
Beck, Garland, Mitchell, Windom. 
Blair, Harrison, Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
Cockrell, gan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—6. c 
Brown, Jonas, Vest, Voorhees, 
Call, Maxey, 
ABSENT—49. 

Aldrich, Frye, Johnston, Plumb, 
Anthony, George, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Bayard, Gorman, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, Lamar, Saunders, 
Camden, Grover, Lapham, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, Tabor, 
Coke, Hampton, Mahone, Vance, 
Davis of Ill, Harris, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Davisof W. Va., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 

wes, Hill, Morgan, Williams. 
Fair, Hoar, Morrill, 
Farley, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Ferry, Jackson, Platt, 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is 
Mr. JONAS (at 8 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.). 





I move that the 


Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COKE. I move to amend that motion by adding ‘‘until 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], that the Senate do now adjourn. 
LU isnot amendable. 
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a PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is not amene- 
able. 

Mr. COKE. I move a substitute, if it is in order, that we 
till 11 o’clock to-morrow 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
able. 

Mr. JONAS. Lask for the yes and nays on the motion to adjourn 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE). 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called I am paired with the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 1] 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when Mr. PENDLETON’s name was called) 
paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 17; as follows 


| Mr. COKE. I niove an amendment to the motion. 
| 
| 


adjourn 


A motion to adjourn is not amend- 


am 


am 
fam paired with the 


Iam 


YEAS—9 
Beck, Gorman Sherma: Vest, 
Brown, Pugh, Slater, Voorhees. 
Call, 
NAYS—17 

Allison, Edmunds, Logan, Sawyer, 
Barrow, Garland, MeDill, Windom. 
Blair, Harrison, MeMillar 

Cockrel! Jones of Florida, Maxey, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Rollins. 

ARSENT—50 

Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Platt, 
Anthony, Frye, Jonas, Plumb, 
Bayard, George, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Butler, Groome Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Grover, Lapham, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa Hale, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mahone, Tabor, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Davis of I1l., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Hlill, Mitchell, Walker, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morgan, Williams, 
‘air, Ingalis, Morrill, 

Farley, Jackson, Pendleton 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps]. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the resolution lie on the table, and I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON ]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
9, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
I am paired with the Sen- 
Lam paired 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—9 
Beck, Jonas, Pugh, Vest, 
Brown, Jones of Florida, Sherma Voorhees. 
Call, 

NAYS—17 
Allison, Edmunds, Logan, Sawyer, 
Barrow, Garland, MecDill, Windom. 
Blair, Gorman, MeMillan, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mitchell, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 

ABSENT—50. 

Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Bayard, George, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, Lapham, Saunders, 
Camden, Grover, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Maxey, Tabor, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Davis of IL, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, Williams 
Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Farley, Jackson, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion on the table. 

Mr. COKE (at 9 o’clock and 2 minutes p.m.). 1 move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called 
| Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON ]. 


The Senate refuses to lay the resolu- 





I am paired with the 
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Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I anr paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
10, nays 17; as follows: oe 


Beck, Gorman, Sherman, Voorhees. 
Brown, Jonas, Slater, 
Call, Pugh, Vest, 
NAYS—I7. 

Allison, Edmunds, I . Rollins, 
Barrow, Garland, MeDill, Windom 
Blair, Harrison, MeMillan, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Maxey 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 

ABSENT—49. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Ransom, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, George, Lamar, Saunders, 
Butler, (iroome, a. Sawyer, 
Camden, Grover, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone Tabor, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Miller of Cal. Vance, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of Illinois, Hawley, Morgan, Walker, 
Davis of West Va., Hill, Morrill, Williams. 
Dawes, Iloar, Pendleton, 
Fair, Ingalls, Platt, 
Farley, Jackson, Plumb, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs]. 

Mr. JONAS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under the 
eall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has decided that that mp- 
tion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. JONAS. LI appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana takes an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JONAS. On that appeal I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? The Secretary will 
call the roll on sustaining the decision of the Chair. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when. his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FarLry]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Larmam]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to announce that I am paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HAL], and I shall not vote except to adjourn, when 
I can. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—19., 


Barrow, Conger, I » Rollins, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeDill, Sawyer, 

rown, Garland, MeMillan, s n, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Maxey, Windom. 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 

NAYS—. 
Call, Jones of Florida, Vest, Voorhees. 
Jonas, Pugh, 
ABSENT—51. 

Aldrich, Farley, Ingalls, Platt, 
Allison, Ferry, Jackson, Piumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Johnston, m, 
Rayard, George, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Gorman, Lamar, Saunders, 
Butler, Groome, I ‘ Sewell, 
Camden, Grover, McPherson, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone Tabor, 
Coke, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Davis of Illinois, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of West Va., Hawley, Morgan, Walker, 
Dawes, Hiill, Morrill, Williams. 
Fair, Hoar, Pendleton, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. JONAS (at 9 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JONAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 





The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 11, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Beck, Gorman, Pugh, Vest, 
Brown, Jonas, Sherman, Voorh 
Call, Maxey, Slater, i 
NAYS—16. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
Barrow, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Blair , Garland, Saw yer, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Medfilian, Windom. 
ABSENT—49. ‘ 
Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, m, 
Butler,” Groome Lapa ! Saunders,’ 
r, ie, ’ , 
Camden, Grover, McDill, Sewell, 
Cameron at >. Hale, MePherson, + se 
Cameron o s., Hampton, . ‘ance. 
Coke, age Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Davis of Il., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
DavisofW.Va., Hill, Morgan, Williams. 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 
Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Farley, Jackson, Platt, 





So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In order to give a reasonable time for the 
execution of the order of the Senate to bring in absent Senators, I move 
that we take a recess for half an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is contrary to the Constitution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. To what provision? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair thinks the motion is not in 
order at this time. The question recurs on ing to the resolution 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that no motion either 
to amend the resolution or to postpone it or lay it on the table is in 
order. It is the simple question whether this order shall be made to 
get a quorum here todo business. There is no question for debate under 
the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the point o1 
order is not well taken; that a motion to lay the resolution on the table 
or to postpone it indefinitely is equivalent to a vote against the resolu. 
tion and a final disposition of it. The question is on the motionof the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER], that the resolution be indefiniteiy 
postponed. 

Mr. SLATER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONAS. Is the motion debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisnot. The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. SLATER} 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. perf 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGAn in the chair). That 
motion is not in order. The yeas and nays are being taken. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Brown, Jonas, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Call, Jones of Florida, Vest, 

NAYS—1. 
Allison, Edmunds, McDill, Sawyer, 
Barrow, Garland, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mitchell, Windom. 
Conger, Logan, Rollins, 

ABSENT—H. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jackson, Plumb, 
Anthony, Ferry, Johnston, Pugh, 
Bayard, ee Jonesof Nevada, —. 
Beck, ’ Kellogg, Isbury, 
Blair, Gennan, Lamar, Saunders, 
Butler, Groome, La - Sewell, 
Camden, Grover, Me rson, Slater, 
Oe Mision, Fae 
ron “4 ' 5 

Coke, a MillerofN.¥., | Van Wyck, 
Davis of II1., Hawley, Morgan, Walker, 
Davisof W.Va., Hill, Morrill, Williams. 
Dawes, Hoar, Pendleton, 
Fair, Platt, 


So the motion for indefinite postponement was not agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the resolution 
of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMUNDs]. 

Mr. JONAS (at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). 
Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that no 
motion can be received except a motion simply toadjourn. The motion 
of the Senator from Louisiana is not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The Chair entertained a motion to suspend 

tion—— 
a os ‘EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. A motion to suspend the execution of the 

solution being executed — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. JONAS. I am compelled to appeal from the decision of the 
(ithe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. The Chair de- 
cides that that motion is not in order. Thereupon the Senator from 
Louisiana appeals. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. JONAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY ae: his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON }. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 


I move that the 


I am paired with the 


Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES]. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 8; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Allison, Edmunds, McDill, Sherman, 
Barrow, Garland, MeMillan, Windom. 
Blair, Harrison Mitchell, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Conger, Logan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—8. 
Beck, Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Vest, 
Call, Jonas, axey, Voorhees. 
ABSENT—51. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Jackson, Plumb, 
Anthony, \ Johnston, Pugh, 
Bayard, George, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Brown, Gorman, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, ee Saunders, 
Camden, ver, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Mahone. Slater, 
Coke, Hampton, Miller of Cal. Tabor, 
Davis of inois, Harris, MillerofN.¥., | Vance 
Davisof W. Va., Hawley, Morgan, Van W yck, 
Dawes, Hill, Morrill, Walker, 
Fair, Hoar. Pendleton, Williams. 
Farley, Ingalls, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST (at 9 o’clock and 26 minutes p.m). I move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The last businesstransacted, the Chair 
is informed, was a motion to adjourn, which was negatived. 

Mr. JONAS. The last business transacted was a vote on an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair ruled that that motion was 
out of order. There was therefore nothing done, and a motion for an 
adjournment is not now in order, because no business has intervened 
since the last motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisarepetition of the same appeal on the same 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so rules, but the Chair 
will submit the appeal nevertheless to the Senate. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
Pp ed to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY or his name was called). 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
16, nays 10; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


kK YEAS—16. 
lison, , Jones of Nevada, Rolli 
Brown, Garlat i Lo : of Sawyer, 
n rman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, MeMillan, Windom. 
NAYS—10. 
Barrow, Gorman, Maxey, Voorhees. 
nas, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Florida, Vest, 


XIV-—200 





ABSENT—0. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Bayard, George, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Beck, * Groome, Lapham, Saunders, 
Butler, Grover, McPherson, Sewell, 
Camden, Hale, Mahone Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller o Cal., Tabor, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Davis of I1., Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyek, 
Davis of W. Va. Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, Williams, 
Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Farley, Jackson, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the Senate. 2 

Mr. GORMAN (at 9 o’clock and 32 minutes p.m.) I move thatthe 
Senate adjourn until half past 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been already decided not to be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that the motion is 
not in order. The Chair begs leave to state that when a quorum is not 
present. it is impossible for the Senate to change the rule establishing 
the hour of meeting, which is 10 o’clock to-morrow. So nothing is in 
order on that subject but a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I appeal from the decision of the Chair, and 
ask for the yeas and nays on the appeal. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN] appeals from the decision of the Chair, the Chair ruling thata 
motion to adjourn to half past 10 o’clock to-morrow is not in order. 
The yeas and nays are demanded upon this question. Is the call sec- 
onded ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Aeting Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Ohio {Mr PENDLETON ]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 7; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—17. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., Logan Sherman, 
Barrow, Conger, McDill, Slater, 
Beck, Edmunds, McMillan, 
Blair, Garland, Rollins, 
Brown, Harrison, Sawyer, 

NAYS—7. 
Call, Jonas, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Gorman, Jones of Florida, Vest, 

ABSENT—52. 

Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Platt, 
Anthony, Frye, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, 
Bayard, George, Kellogg, Pugh, 
Butler, Groome, Lamar, Ransom, 
Camden, Grover, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, Saunders, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mahone, Sewell, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of Cal. Tabor, 
Davis of IIL, Hawley, Miller of N. Y¥., Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morgan, Waiker, 
Fair, Ingalls, Morrill, Williama, 
Farley, Jackson, Pendleton, Windom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the Senate. The question recurs on the resolution of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNps). 

Mr. VEST (at 9 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.). 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is that motion in order? Let me call attention 
to the fact that there are no more Senators answering to their names 
now than when the proceedings were commenced under the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those who are in favor of the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to adjourn, will say ‘‘aye;”’ 
contrary, ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. VEST. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York {Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
10, nays 16; as follows: 


I move that the 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—10. 
Beck, Gorman, Sherman, Voorhees. 
Brown, Maxey, Slater, 

1, Pugh, Vest, 

NAYS—16. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Florida, McMillan, 
Barrow, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Blair, Garland, Logan, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Harrison, McDill, Windom. 
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ABSENT—D. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, b 
Anthony, Frye, Jonas, Plumb, 
Bayard, George, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Butler, Groome, Lamar, Sau 
Camden, Grover, Lapham, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Me. herson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mahone Tabor, 
Coke, Harris, Miller of Cal. Vance 
Davis of Ill., Hawley, MillerofN.¥., | Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Mitchell, alker, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morgan, Williams. 
Fair, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Farley, Jackson, Pendleton, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the resolution 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. 

Mr. JONAS. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the motion is 
not in order. The Senate has passed upon it. 

Mr. JONAS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit that an appeal can not be taken. The 
Senate has decided that very question. 

Mr. JONAS. The Senate has not decided the appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
action taken on the previous motion to lay the resolution on the table 
is conclusive, and the subject can not now, except upon a motion to 
reconsider, be dealt with. 

Mr. JONAS. Task the Chair whether I am not entitled to take an 
appeal from the ruling of the Chair, not being satisfied with it? 

Mr. LOGAN. How long would it take the Senator to get satisfied ? 
[ Laughter, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not aware that the ques- 
tion of the right of a Senator to take an appeal, where the record stands 
conlronted with the action which he proposes to take, has ever been de- 
cided. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is about time that it should be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will therefore submit that 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. JONAS. Is it a debatable question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it does not arise out of a question that is open 
to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate is in order upon any prop- 
osition. ‘The question now submitted to the Senate is whether the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] has a right to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The decision made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision just made. 

Mr. JONAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those who are of the opinion that the 
Senator from Louisiana has the right of appeal will make it known by 
saying ‘‘yea,’’ those opposed will say ‘‘ nay,’’ as your names are called. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Ohio thr PENDLETON ]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 9, nays 16; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—9, 

Beck, Cockrell, Jonas, Maxey, 
a Gorman, Jones of Florida, Voorhees. 

‘all, 

NAYS—16. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Barrow, Edmunds, " Sawyer, 
Blair, Garland, MeDill, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, MeMillan, indom. 
ABSENT—51. 

Aldrich, Frye, Kell Pugh 
Anthony, George, Loman” Ransom, 
Bayard, Groome, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Grover, Me mn, Saunders, 
Camden, Hale, — Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Ham Miller ot Ca Slater, 

Joke, Ha Miller of N, x. Tabor, 
Davis of Illinois, Hawley, Mitchell, Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Morrill, ay 
Fair, Ingalis, Pendleton, alker, 
Fariey, Jackson, Williams. 
Ferry, Johnston, Plumb, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate decides that the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAs] has not the right of appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair in this case. 

Mr. MAXEY (at 9 o’clock and 50 minutes p.m.) I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No business has intervened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that having 


submitted the question of order to the Senate for its decision, business | able. 


has intervened. The question is on the motion 
Texas [ Mr. MAXEY] that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


motion of the Senator from 





———, 


The and nays were not ordered: 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the call. 

Mr. MAXEY. I make the demand for the Re pesent 

The yeas and na: poh were ordered, and the pal Legislative Clerk 


. M ANTHONY (wh bet hi called). I 
r. when his name was am paired wi 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. nthe 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

the result was announced— 


TI am 


The roll-call having been conclu 
yeas 10, nays 15; as follows: 





YEAS—10. 
. Gorman, Voorhees, 
Brown, Jonas, Sherman, 
Call, Maxey, Slater, 
NAYS—15. 
Allison, r, Jones of Florida, Mitehell, 
Barro w, Fed, Jones of Nevada, Rollins,” 
, Garlan i wyer. 
Cockrell, Harrison, M illan, 
ABSENT—51. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Johnston, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogs, Ransom, 
Bayard, rge, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, ~ § Saunders, 
den, Grover, MeDill, ~ Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Wis., meen. Mal é 
Coke, Harris, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck 
Davis of TI., Hawley, Miller of N. 7. Vest, 
Davis of W. Va.,___— Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Dawes, Hoar, ; Morrill, we 
Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Farley Jackson, Platt, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on 
the resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask thatthe resolution may be read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms bring into the Senate forthwith the fo!- 
lowing-named Senators now absent from this | of the Senate without its 
leave, namely, Senators Aldrich, Bayard, ye Butler, Camden, Davis, of Ili- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dawes, p Goorer Hale, H: impton, 
Harris, Hawley, Hill, ene Jackson, Jobnaton. Ke Kell McPherson, Mahone, 
Miller of New York, Morrill, Pendleton, Platt. , Plumb, , Saulsbury, Sew- 
ell, Sherman, Vance, Van Wyck, and William 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ene 

Mr. GORMAN. Asthe Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK] is pres- 
ent now, I move to amend the resolution by striking out his name. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No amendment is in order. I make the point of 
order against the Senator from Maryland. If Senators do not like the 
resolution, they can vote it down. 

Mr. BECK. Does the resolution order the arrest of those who are 


here? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
order. 

Mr. BECK. I propose to inquire whether the resolution now offered 
P to arrest those of us who are here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion for the information of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BECK. That is not true upon itsface. Iam in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BECK. But the truth ought to be told. If the Senator from 
Vermont thinks it is in order to have the record state whatis not true, 
I have the right to tell the truth. + 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. I ask whether 
it is in order for the Senate to put upon its record a self-evident false- 
hood? Senators are named in the resolution as absent when as a fact 
they are here present and answering to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not feel called upon 
to decide a question of that description, no point of order having been 
raised ‘ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will modify the resolution by striking out the 
names of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. SLATER. The yeas and nays have been ordered upon the res- 
olution, and it can not be modified without unanimous consent. | 
object. 

ir BECK. I went home, having been paired, and my family being 
sick, and I came back as soon as I was notified. So did the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


ing to 


I make the point of order that debate is not in 


I understand that the resolution is not amend- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No; but I have modified it. 
Mr. BROWN. If it is not amendable what right has the Senator 
from Vermont to modify it without the consent of the Senate? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Because we are not acting—I can not make the 
argument, as debate is not in order. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that this resolution, 
as all other resolutions before the Senate, is amendable, but that it 
must be done without debate. . ; 

Mr. BARROW. Then I move to strike out the names of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 


= PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BARROW] to strike out the names of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck }. ; 

Mr. COKE. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understood that the resolution was moditied 
before the motion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BARROW] was sub- 

itted. 
~~ PRESIDING OFFICER. It was a question whether the reso- 
lution being in the possession of the Senate, the Senator from Vermont 
had the right to modify it without leave. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit that immediately after the resolution was 
read I moved to amend it by striking out the name of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood, betore the 
proposition to modify had been made. The Secretary will call the roll 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAr- 
20W ]. 

: al JONAS. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BARROW] to strike out the names of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHEr- 
MAN]. 

Hy JONAS. Task for a division of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is entitled to a division 
of the question. The Chair is not in possession of the precise form of 
the amendment, whether the name of the Senator from Kentucky or 
of the Senator from Ohio occurs first. 

Mr. BARROW. ‘The name of the Senator from Ohio was stated first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question would be therefore 
taken, first, on striking out the name of the Senator {rom Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a mistake of fact. The names are in al- 
phabetical order. 

Mr. GROOME. Mr. President, I should like to ask what question 
is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is 
upon the motion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BARRow ] to strike 
out the names of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] by way of amendment to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

Mr. CONGER. Does that mean to strike them from the rolls of the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is to strike them from the order 
which is proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. GROOME. I should like to ask what the order is, having been 


out for a short period. [Laughter. } 
Mr. MAXEY. [I submit that the Senator from Maryland is not 
present. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will not entertain any ques- 
tion of order until the Senate is in order. 

Mr. GROOME. Exactly what I am endeavoring toascertain is what 
the business is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It being perfectly obvious under the rulings of the 
Chair and the votes on the other side that it is impossible even to send 
for absent Senators, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not@make that motion 
until we get those Senators from that residence where +he host refused 
admission to the messengers of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 
from Vermont moves that the Senate adjourn. 


_ The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 


The Senator 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 23, 1883. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. Powrr. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
é Mr. BUCK, Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, and others addressed the 


Mr. UPSON. [I call for the regular order. 
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FRANCIS A. BAIRD. 


Mr. URNER. I am directed by the Committee on Accounts to report 
back the resolution which I send to the desk, and to move its reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed to pay to 
Francis A. Baird, out of the contingent fund of the House, a sum equal to the 
@ifference between the compensation received by him as a laborer and that of 
electrician from the 24th day of February, 1882, to the 24th day of February, IS83 


The resolution, with the accompanying report, was referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. ROBESON. I call up for consideration at this time the resolu- 
tion reported by me yesterday from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this session of Congress it shall be in 
order, immediately after the approval of the Journal, to proceed in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole to the consideration, for the period of one hour, of 
bills and resolutions which shall have been previously reported by standing 
committees of the House, and such reports printed, and Senate bills and reso- 
lutions on the Speaker's table, which, or substantially similar measures, shall 
have received favorable action of appropriate House committees, in the follow- 
ing manner, to wit: 

The Speaker shall call the standing committees in their order, whereupon, 


by direction of committees so called, not more than one measure may be called 
up for final consideration; if not more than four members object such eonsid- 
eration shall proceed, provided that debate on each bill or resolution sliall be 
limited toten minutes, exclusive of five minutes which may be occupied in read- 
ing reports of committees, the latter upon request of a member to be allowed 


prior to submitting the call for objections; this hour not to interfere with reve- 
nue or appropriation bills. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I will say that this proposed rule is 
the same as the rule Known as the ‘‘ Pound rule,’? which prevailed for 
a short time before the close of the last session of Congress, there being 
a change in only one particular, that by the ‘* Pound rule”? of last ses 
sion objection by four members prevented the consideration of a meas 
ure, while this requires objection by five. I will state the substance 
of this proposed rule. It is that the standing committees shall be called 
in their order; that one measure recommended by a committee may be 
called up for immediate action; that five minutes may be consumed in 
the reading of the report or in explanation in lieu of it; and if after 
the report is read or the explanation in lieu of it is had tive members 
object to the consideration of the bill, it is not considered. That is the 
whole of it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The expression ‘‘or explanation in 
lieu thereof’’ is not in this proposed rule. It might be an advantage 
to insert it. 

Mr. ROBESON. If that language is not in, I accept the gentleman's 
suggestion and put it in. 

Mr. BEACH. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from New Jersey 
whether the call of committees under this resolution will embrace se 
lect committees appointed under special resolutions of the House, or 
simply the standing committees. If it does not, I desire to have the 
resolution amended in that respect. 

Mr. ROBESON. The words of the resolution 
mittees.”’ 

Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman accept the amendment I suggest? 

Mr. ROBESON. Tam not authorized by the committee to acce ptan 
amendment on so material a point. In reporting this proposed rule | 
am merely the organ of the committee 

Mr. RANDALL. As one member of the committee, { have no objec- 
tion to that modification. 

The SPEAKER. If the word ‘‘standing”’ be struck out, the Chair 
would interpret the rule to include select as well as standing commit- 
tees. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
word ‘‘standing.’’ 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to inquire whether under this rule one hour 
is to be assigned to a committee, or whether a committee is to have just 
one call? 

Mr. ROBESON. One hour each day is assigned to the execution of 
this order, and during that hour as many committees will be called as 
an get through with their business. 

Mr. ATKINS. Calling each committee once? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The debate upon each bill is limited to ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. URNER. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from New Jersey 
whether when a committee is called a member of the committee can, 
by its direction, call from the Calendar any bill, whether reported by 
that committee or not. 

Mr. ROBESON. My recollection is that last session it was ruled that 
a bill called up by the direction of the committee must be one of which 
the committee had charge. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield to the gentleman. 
does he wish? 


Mr. ANDERSON 


are ‘‘ standing com 


Very well; if there is no objection I will omit the 


How much time 


Only a few minutes. 





ek A enh 
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Mr. ROBESON. I yield to my friend from Kansas for five min- 
utes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make two suggestions in 
regard to this resolution. First, during all of next week, being the 
last six days of the session, motions to suspend the rules will be in order 
at any time. This resolution will have no effect except when the 
Hiouse can not suspend therules. But it will enable certain measures, 
if brought before the House without objection from five members, te 
be passed by a majority vote instead of a two-thirds vote. This will 
not expedite business to any very great extent. And but few commit- 
tees will be reached, not more than four in any one hour if each com- 
mittee presents something, 

But the strongest objection in my mind is that this proposed rule sets 
apart an hour each day when the House must go on with this business. 
We may need that hour for many other thin It can be applied to 
other purposes under the present rules of the House, and I am frank to 
say that back of all my opposition to this is a gentle suspicion on my 
part that some bills may be forced through the House that in my judg- 
ment ought not to be passed, and at a time when the four or five gen- 
tlemen who would otherwise object may not happen to be present. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is their duty to be here. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is all very true; but they are sometimes 
necessarily absent, and the rules of the House for the present transac- 
tion of business are ample in my judgment for the remainder of this 
session. There are certain bills that I should certainly object toseeing 
go through under any such modification of the rules, or in any other 
way. Ido not want to see the Pacific railroad bills, the whisky bills, 
and a good many other bills put through. We have all of next week 
in which motions to suspend the rules can be made, and there is no 
necessity now for taking this step. If this had been proposed for adop- 
tion two or three or four weeks ago there might have been some reason 
for it; but there certainly can be none now at this late date in the 
session. 

Mr. ROBESON. For the information of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, let me say this rule expressly provides that in its operation it is 
not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills; so that there is no 
difficulty about the right of way tor such measures. The rule is am- 
ply guarded in this, that the objection of any five members will stop 
the consideration of any bill that may be brought up for consideration 
under its operation, 

I move the previous question upon the adoption of the report of the 
committee, 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me say in addition to what has been said by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, that we must leave something to the 
discretion of the Chair; and I want to remark further that a bill which 
is not objected to by five members of this House is likely to be right, 
and one that will commend itself to the judgment of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman from New 
Jersey whether it is understood that the word “‘standing’’ is to be 
stricken out? 

Mr. ROBESON. I have accepted that amendment, and have also 
agreed to insert after the words “‘reading reports of committees,’’ the 
words “‘ or explanation in lieu thereof.” 

Mr. REAGAN. How will it read then? 

Mr. ROBESON. The effect of the change will be that all commit- 
tees of the House will be called in their order, both select and stand- 
ing committees. 

The SPEAKER. That change will make the rule applicable to all 
of the committees. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to ask whether the rule 
provides that the bill shall be read before objections are called for? 

The SPEAKER. That has always been held to be the right of the 
House. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. So that we will have some knowl- 
edge of the bill itself before being called upon to make objection to its 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. And besides that, this rule goes further and al- 
lows a member to have the report read for a length of time not exceed- 
ing five minutes before objections are asked for. 

Mr. ROBESON. Or five minutes for explanation in lien of the read- 
ing of the report. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a division on the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 11. 

So (no further count being demanded) the previous question was or- 
dered; and under the operation of which the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Rules as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; «nd also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE AND RECORD, 


Mr. VAN HORN. I wish to call up now for present consideration 
the conenrrent resolutions which were laid over on the day before yes- 
terday at the request of gentlemen who wished toexamineit. I under- 








stand that after having looked into it there is no objection to its imme. 
TLL SPEAKER. The resolutions 

concurrent u from th “ 
mittee on Printing will be again read. a soa 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
Salaton ba bad tes la hoechat aaibaaiael aa teaaeaee te Soeed ante 
to the Secretary of the Interior the volumes of the Congressional Globe 
= nn That the Seoretary of the Interior shall, from the volumes 

IEC. 2. ec n or vo. 
ered to him, supply to the library of each of the Executive a aterm oe. 
State library of each State, to the Territorial library of each Territory, and to the 


library of each tory of public documents in the several 
or to be designated in accordance with provisions of law such volumes as are re- 
quired to complete the sets of Co’ onal Globes in said libraries, 


Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute the volumes of the 
Globe remaining after the distribution hereinafter directed has been made to 
such libraries in the several States as in his discretion he may select to receive 


Src, 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress the name 
and location of the libraries supplied with documents under the provisions of this 
resolution and the number of volumes supplied to 

Ssc. 5. That hereafter the Public Printer shall deliver to the Secretary of the 
Interior a sufficient number of bound copies of the CoNGREssIONAL RECORD to 
enable that officer to supply one copy to each library named in section 2 of this 
resolution. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I desire to make a correction in the resolutions 
by substituting ‘‘be it further resolved’ in place of the present ar- 
rangement of sections ‘‘ two,” Oy &e. Saane concurrent reso- 
lution it should not have been divided into sections. That was an 
error in making it up. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the modification suggested by 
the gentleman from Missouri will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri 
whether that last clause of the resolution does not involve the reprint- 
ing of more copies of these documents after the numbers on hand shall 
have been exhausted ? 

Mr. VAN HORN. That was not the intention of the committee. It 
is not designed to reprint them, but only to distribute the numbers of 
copies already on hand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I fear it will be reprinted or taken as authority for 
ordering a reprint unless there is a limitation put upon it. I ask that 
the last clause be again read. 

The last clause of the resolution was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The words, ‘‘ but this shall not authorize the re- 
printing of any back numbers of the Globe or RECORD,”’ should be in- 
serted there. 

Mr. VAN HORN. The object of this is simply to keep up the 
files—— 

Mr. REAGAN. But if you do not put in some such restriction as the 
gentleman from Indiana has suggested they will reprint these docu- 
ments when they are exhausted. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I have no objection to the modification suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move to insert at the end of the last clause 
of the resolution the words: 

But this shall not authorize the reprinting of any back numbers of the Globe 
or Recorp. 

The amendment was oe to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Missouri what is to be done with the copies that are not used or not 
distributed among the State libraries? 

Mr. VAN HORN. The Public Printer can sell them and turn the 

into the age F 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No provision is made for their dis- 
tribution? 

Mr. VAN HORN. No, sir. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concurrent reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and to move 
that they be non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that vote is taken I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will explain briefly the nature of theseamendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly I will, if that be desired. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will run over each amendment, unless 

gentleman desires to call attention to some particular item. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; we have not had time to examine them. 





Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The first item is one increasing the appro- 
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tion for the office of the General of the Army from $1,500 to $2,000. 
or the committee in. 7, 

The next reduces the appropriation for the recruiting service from 
$25,000 to $10,000. The committee fully investigated that originally. 
If recruiting is to go on at all to fill the ranks of the Army that amend- 
ment of the Senate is unwise and approaches, if it be not disrespectful 
to say so, the absurd. ; ; ; 

The next is a new item appropriating $105,000 for the payment ot 
the civil employés of the Army at the several departmental headquar- 
ters. We also non-concurred in that. I will say to my friend from 
Indiana that enlisted men are now employed. The proposition is to 
send them to the ranks and employ civilians. That we have non-con- 

in. 
= Senate strike out the item which the House inserted to reduce 
the number of aids. We non-concurred in that amendment. 

The next amendment is in reference to anitem inserted by the House 
which provided for the deposit by the soldier of a sum not exceeding 
$10, I believe it was, and that he should draw interest at 4 per cent. so 
long as he left it in the handsof the Paymaster-General. ‘This, as my 
friend will remember, tended to prevent desertions and was very valua- 
ble to the Government as well as to the soldier in keeping his heart 
where his treasure was. We non-concurred in that. 

The other four or five amendments simply increase amounts. They 
also strike out the provision of our bill which reduces the number of con- 
tract surgeons, while they do not restore them to the original num- 
ber they nevertheless greatly increase them. We non-concurred in 

hat. 
. They strike out the provision in the bill which requires disbursing 
officers to give bond in such sum as the Secretary of Warshall prescribe. 
They did that because they had previously struck out the provision of 
the House reducing thenumber of paymasters. We also non-concurred 
in that. 

I will say the Senate also struck out the doing away with the pay- 
masters’ corps. Wenon-concurredinthat. The Senatealso struck out 
the clause in regard to compensation to certain Pacific railroads for trans- 
portation of the mails. We non-concurred in that. 

All the other items are inconsiderable, some increasing where we think 
there ought not to be any increase, and others decreasing where our in- 
vestigation satisfied us there ought not to be any decrease. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould be glad to have a vote on the second and 
the thirty-fourth amendments. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, to go more into detail as to the second 
amendment, and so far as the recruiting service is concerned, it is a 
simple matter of mathematical calculation or computation. If it is the 
purpose of the House and Senate to stop recruiting under the law, then 
it can be done by withholding the amount necessary to pay the expense 
of the recruiting service. 

Mr. HOLMAN.» The Senate only reduces it $15,000. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Itreduced it more than one-half and we had 
previously reduced it to the minimum. The number of soldiers to be 
recruited can be exactly ascertained or nearly so. The expense is well 
known and beyond question, the amount required is $21,000 and some- 
thing more. e Senate reduces that to $10,000. Whether it was for 
the purpose of reducing the Army or not I do not know, but it seems 
not to be the proper way to do it. If we wish to reduce the Army we 
had better do it at once by providing that the Army hereafter shall 
consist of ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand men, or as you will. But 
to take down the house by taking away the prop which sustains it is 
not, in my judgment, the proper way to accomplish a result. Hence we 
non-concurred, No one will argue, unless the purpose is to reduce the 
strength of the Army, that this amendment ought to be concurred in. 
If that is the purpose it ought to be accomplished in # plain, direct 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as members of the committee 
of conference on the part of the House Mr. Forney of Alabama, Mr. 
KETCHAM of New York, and Mr. RYAN of Kansas. 

TREATMENT OF JEWS IN RUSSIA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. 1 am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report back with a favorable recommendation the res- 
olution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, communicate to this House all the correspondence in relation to 


the treatment of Jews in Russia which has taken place since the last communt 


cation on that subject to this House between the Government of the United States 
and that of Russia. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Lllinois. 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the call of 
committees for reports. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now move to dispense with private business for 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York propose to in- 
clude in his motion the dispensing with the special order for this even- 
ing for pension claims? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That will depend entirely, so far as I am concerned, 
on whether we conclude this bill before that time 

Mr. BROWNE. Letmemake this suggestion: There are perhaps two 
or three undisposed-of pension cases on the Private Calendar. 1 will be 
willing that if we meet this evening we shall first take up tho 


BUSINESS. 


I desire to submit a resolution for 


¢ COSCS 


(they will certainly not consume more than thirty minutes’ time), and 
then the balance of the evening can be devoted to the current business 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York can except the 
special order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to dispense 
with private business for this day with the exception indicated 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and give notice it 
is for the purpose of the further consideration of the sundry civil appro 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. KAsson in the chair 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole Hous« 
on thestate of the Union and resumes the consideration of the bill (H 
R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 and for other purpose 
The Clerk will report the pending amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1594 insert the following 

* That the moditication of the treaty and the agreement made with the Sioux 
Indians under the act making appropriations for the sundry civil ex} of 


6e4 





way, and not by a species of indirection. 
The amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the | 
amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in; and iso moved that | 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now move, Mr. Speaker, the appointment | 
of a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the Army appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as the managers of said conference on the 


| 


part of the House Mr. BuTrErwortH, Mr. BuRROWS of Michigan, and 
Mr. ELLs. 
FORTIFICATIONS. 
Mr. FORNEY. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations 


to report back the bill (H. R. No. 7191) making appropriations for for- 
tifications and other works of defense and for the armament thereof for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, with amend- 


the Government, approved August 7, 1882, is hereby approved, and the sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
ppropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to enter upon the exeen 


a 

tion of said treaty: Prorided, That the title to lands for railroad pury 4 here 
tofore surveyed and paid for under agreement with said Indians, upproved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, is confirmed in said companies.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that the gen 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] offered an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from North Carolina is not in his 
seat. I suggest that this be passed over for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina is to the next para- 
graph. The only amendment pending is that of the gentleman irom 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL}. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin, who has offered 
this amendment, if he does not think it would be better to increase the 
amount? If we are to makeany appropriation at all, we should appro 


one 





ments by the Senate, and to move that the House non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved. 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





priate at least half the amount necessary to carry out this agreement. 
Mr. CASWELL. I could not hear the gentleman from ‘Tennessee 
Mr. ATKINS. I simply said to the gentleman I thought it would 

| be the practical way to appropriate at least half the amount that is 

necessary to carry out this agreement. Or does the gentleman propose 

| to appropriate only $100,000 a year for four or five or six years? 

' Mr. CASWELL. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
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nessee it will take more than $100,000 to carry out this agreement. It 
will take probably $500,000. But the Secretary could not well pur- 
chase and deliver more than $100,000 worth next year. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman think that only about $100,000 
worth could be delivered every year? 

Mr. CASWELL. Perhaps in another year $200,000 worth might be 
delivered, or the whole of it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Why can not $200,000 worth or $300,000 worth be 
delivered in the coming year as well as in the subsequent year? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They have to get the Indians located first. 

Mr. CASWELL. It will take some time. This matter is still in its 
infancy, and the Indians must be colonized and settled. 

Mr. ATKINS. Perhaps it may be well enough to make no appro- 
priation this year and wait till next year to make it. 

Mr. CASWELL. That would hardly be keeping good faith. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think if weare to make the appropriation it would 
be better in all fairness to appropriate half the amount this year and 
half the amount next, so that the matter may be wound up. 

Mr. HISCOCK. DoJ understand the point of order to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin has been disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no note of any point of order. 

Mf. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] re- 
served a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that a point of order was 
made upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE], but not on this amendment. The Chair will ex- 
amine the Recorp and ascertain. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This subject is not beyond debate, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not beyond debate. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to be heard on it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the question which I asked 
disposed of. 

The CHLIAIRMAN. The Chair is having the REcoRD examined in 
order to see the exact position of the amendment. In the mean time 
the Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] as he 
did the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. By the terms of the treaty with the Sioux Indians 
we are entitled to the possession at once of the lands ceded to us by those 
Indians, and we are to pay them for the cession of this land 25,000 
head of cows and 1,000 head of bulls as a preliminary payment on our 
part. 

I desire now to call the attention of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL] to the fact that yesterday we passed a bill organizing two 
land districts within the limits of the ter::tory so ceded to us by this 
treaty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I hope that order will be preserved, so that we can 
hear what the gentleman is saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please cease conversation, so that 
order may be restored in the committee. The Chair will state that he 
finds by reference to the Recorp that the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN } did mas. a point of order on this amendment, which point 
of order isnot yet di wsed of. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
jection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I was saying, we passed a bill yesterday morn- 
ing organizing two land districts within the limits of the land so ceded 
to the Sioux under this treaty. It is manifest from the treaty that it 
was intended that two things should be concurrent; the cession of the 
land and our taking possession of it cn the one hand, and the payment 
of this preliminary installment, which indeed constitutes the great 
bulk of the payment to be made, 25,000 head of cows and 1,000 head 
of bulls. 

Now, I submit that when my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
proposes to appropriate only a hundred thousand dollars for this pur- 
pose he does not actin that good faith which I think his own judgment 
would dictate toward the weaker party to this treaty. We take from 
them property of great value, take possession of it at once, and agree to 
pay them at once. There is no remote period indicated in the treaty 
when the payment shall be made. On the contrary the two acts are to 
be concurrent acts. 

We have passed legislation to take possession of the land which we 
received from these Indians. I therefore submit that it is not fair and 
just to appropriate only $100,000, when, by the terms of the treaty, we 
should make the full preliminary payment immediately upon taking 
possession of the land. 

Now, I submit that it will cost the Government to furnish these 
25,000 head of cows and 1,000 head of bulls, or, if it were our policy to 
give the money to the Indians to buy the stock and allow them to 
expend it, it would cost them at least $500,000; that is a moderate esti- 
mate. Now, certainly, if the whole amount is not to be appropriated at 
once the larger — of it should naj ol . 

How can we with any propriety and justice say to these fragments o 
that once powerful tribe of Indians that we will take possession of the 


would be glad to conclude what I have to say on 
The gentleman will proceed if there is no ob- 











land under this treaty, organize our land districts to dispose of it to our 
people, take possession of it a and yet pay them for a year or a 
year and a half to come only onc- of the amount required for the 
preliminary payment, when by the terms of the treaty the two things 
were meant to be concurrent? That is not just. 
There might be some argument in favor of a proposition to pay them 
less than the full amount, from the fact that these Indians are not yet 
fully settled on their reservation; and it would perhaps be reasonal)|c 

fair, and just to make an appropriation of, say, one-half of the amount. 
and I think that no less sum than that ought to be named. , 

I suggest, therefore, that if it shall be held that this proposition js 
in order, at least one-half of the amount, say, $250,000, shall be now 
appropriated. Gentlemen must understand that in carrying out this 
treaty to its fullest extent, first giving these Indians 25,000 head of 
cows and 1,000 head of bulls, and a yoke of oxen and a cow to each 
one of the families, independent of educational and other facilities 
which we are to furnish gratuitously, the whole sum involved in the 
payment for this land will be somewhere in the neighborhood of $900,000, 

Mr. HISCOCK. A single suggestion. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like now to say a word on the point of order. 

Pia CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the point of order I desire to saya word. The 
act of the last session of Congress authorized a treaty with the Sioux 
Indians for the acquisition of a portion of their lands. The terms of 
that act are not very definite; it provided nothing more than simply 
the negotiation of a treaty with the Indians for the modification 6f 
treaties heretofore made with them. The terms of the act were ex- 
ceedingly indefinite. Yet I presume that gentlemen in this House and 
in the other branch at the other end of the Capitol understood exactly 
what it meant. ; 

Here is a proposition to appropriate money to carry that treaty into 
effect and to ratify it; and also a proposition to save the rights of a 
railroad corporation which prior to this cession of land by these Indians 
had obtained a right of way through these lands. 

That last -proposition is clearly not within the scope of the rules of 
the House; it is clearly and palpably independent legislation, for it has 
nothing whatever to do with the original treaty. 

My own opinion is that we must sooner or later acquire these lands, 
and I believe the amount proposed to be paid is not extravagant. | 
think the policy of giving patents to the Indians and thus leading them 
on gradually to the higher branches of agriculture is a good one. | do 
not see, therefore. any good reason why this treaty should not be ratified, 
and I scarcely know why it should not be ratified upon an appropriation 
bill, as some of our most valuable Jegislation has been adopted upon 
such bills. But I believe I shall have to insist in any event on the point 
of order with reference tothe proviso. I have not been able to find the 
act of Congress by which the cession made by the Indians has been rat- 
ified; but that isan independent matter which has no relation to the rat- 
ification of the treaty. I will not press the point of order except as to 
the proviso. As to the main proposition I should be very glad to with- 
draw the point with the understanding, however, that a reasonable por- 
tion of this appropriation shall be made. If we were dealing with any 
powerful government under such a treaty we would be expected to take 
possession on the one hand and to pay the money on the other, these 
being concurrent acts. But inasmuch as this Government occupies to- 
ward the Indian tribes a rather anomalous relation, I would acquiesce 
in an appropriation of one-half the amount. I do not think this Con- 
gress should consent to the appropriation of a smaller sum, because this 
amount at least can be expended to advantage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark that he has no trouble 
about the first clause of the amendment, but would like to hear the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] explain under what pro- 
vision of the rule the proposed proviso is in order. 

Mr.CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, this is an important point and one 
which ought tg be carefully considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the gentleman to direct his 
attention to the proviso. 

Mr. CASWELL. Going back to the sundry civil appropriation bil! 
of last August, I find the authority for making this agreement—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear no argument on that 

int. 

Mr. CASWELL. I so understand, but there is coupled with that au- 
thority a clause which necessarily involves the interests that the railroad 
companies have in this land. There are three parties interested: the 
Government of the United States, the Sioux Indians, and two or three 
railroad companies, which in 1880 made contracts for the right of way 
across the reservation, with the concurrence and approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and pursuant to that agreement and the selection 
of the rights of way, companies had paid into the Treasury 
$17,110. If they had waited until the ratification of this treaty and 
until these lands had all become part of the public domain, under the 
act of 1875 the railroad companies would have had the right to build 
their road h this tract of country without paying anything. But 
this being an reservation the companies were obliged to contract 





with the Indians, under the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
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and made such contracts for obtaining the right of way and such parcels 
of land as they desired for the erection of shops, depots, &c. In some 

cases one-half the amount was paid down, and another half, amounting | 
to over $9,000, is still due the Indian fund, provided this treaty be rati- 
fied and the rights of the companies under the contracts preserved. 

At the last session, on motion of the gentleman from Indiana, a clause 
was added tothe sundry civil appropriation bill providing that all lands | 
ceded to the Government of the United States under this treaty shoul | 
be subject to homestead entry only. The railroad companies feel, in 
view of this provision, that unless their rights are preserved at the same 
time this treaty is confirmed, they will not be able to take possession | 
of and use these parcels of land which they have selected for railroad 
purposes (not exceeding altogether two sections); that these lands will | 
be subject to homestead entry and the companies will not be permitted | 
to take ion 6f them and use them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not before him the agreement or | 
treaty which is proposed to be ratified. Is there anything in that treaty 
touching the subject of the proviso? — 

Mr. CASWELL. There is nothing in the treaty touching the railroad 
companies at all; but it is felt to be proper and just that it the Govern- | 
ment should ratify this treaty and accept the cession of lands which the | 
Indians, cwmonere, attempt to make to the United States the rights of 
the companies should be preserved in the acceptance of the grant. 

The agreements of the Indians are on file in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The companies have paid their money and have | 
receipts for it, as certified by the Secretary of the Interior. All that is | 
sought now is that in consenting to # ratification of this treaty we pre-_ 
serve to these railroad companies the rights vested in them by virtue of | 
the contracts they have made with the Indians and for which they have | 
paid very dearly. —: | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the difficulty to his | 
mind is in the fact that this seems to be independent legislation which | 
tends to establish a title which the Chair has no evidence is now in ex- 
istence. If the provision read, *‘ without prejudice to any title to lands 
for railroad purposes heretofore certified and paid for under agreement 
with said Indians, approved by the Secretary of the Interior,’’ there 
would be no new legislation; and the Chair under such circumstances 
would feel bound to rule the provision in order. But he is not satistied 
that there is any existing law which would justify him in ruling in 
order a proviso which actually confirms a title. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let me say to the Chair that I think such a pro- 
vision as he suggests would be ample, were it not for the positive enact- 
ment of last August which forbids the taking up of any of these lands 
except for homestead pu q 

The CHAIRMAN. But that remark of the gentleman assumes that | 
the Chair is right in calling this new legislation. 

Mr. CASWELL. It seems not. I think it is an addendum to the 
confirmation of the treaty in accordance with the appropriation made last 
session of Congress. If it is proper to confirm the treaty in furtherance 
of the appropriation made last year it is equally proper to preserve any 
vested rights which the United States Government may deem necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it were limited to that the Chair would rule 
it to be in order, for that would leave it where it stands. But if the 
effect is to change the legislation of last session the Chair would be 
obliged to rule it out of order. The first part of the amendment is 
undoubtedly in continuation of a public work now in progress. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think something might be done in reference to 
this clause; that is, the insertion of a provision that this should not 
take more land than these railroad companies are entitled to under the 
general statute. That is to say, the homestead clause of last year is 
repealed, and these railroad companies are allowed to take this land as 
provided by the general statute for railroads running across the public 
domain. I think a provision of that kind might be put on the bill and 
be satisfactory to everybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can so modity his amendment. 
The first clause is in order, as it is the continuation of a work now in 

The other part, however, is not in order, and as a part is out 
of order the whole amendment is subject to the point of order and must 
be ruled out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest there be added a provision which will ob- 
viate the point of order, in my judgment, and that is these railroad 
companies shall not receive more land than they are now entitled to | 
receive across the public domain. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from the gentleman from | 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a proposition which I think will 
besatisfactory, providing forthe right of way and depots, not to exceed 
in extent the rights granted to railroad companies through the public | 
lands as established by the general law. 

Mr. CASWELL. If my friend from Indiana [Mr. HotmAn] will 


include bridges and shops I will be satisfied. | 
The CHAIRMAN. That might be added if the point of order is | 

withdrawn. 
Mr. CASWELL. Isuggest this be temporarily passed until an amend- | 
ment can be eee 
AN 


satisfactory to both sides. 
TheChair hears no objection. 


The CHA 
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Mr. VANCE. I believe my amendment now comes up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. VANcE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of line 1400: 

“ That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall cause to be sold all the lan« 
now belonging to the North Carolina Eastern Band of Cherokees outside of th 
boundary known as the ‘Qualla Boundary,’ situate in the State of North Car 
lina. And that the proceeds of such sale shall constitute a fund in the hands of 
said Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be devoted to the use of said Eastern 
Band for educational and such other purposes as their situation, necessities, and 
expenditures may require.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against that amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman trom New 


is 





York on his point of order. 


Mr. HISCOCK. My point of order is that this is new legislation and 
does not come within the rule in the three ways provided for the in- 
troduction of new legislation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. VANCE. 1 wish to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
in 1868 it was provided by law that the affairs of the Eastern Band of 
Cherokees should be transferred to the Department of the Interior and 
the Secretary was charged with the supervision of the affairs of those 
Indians as of other Indians. In the line of that authority the Commis 
sioner of Indian Affairs was directed to sell this land in the interest of 
those North Carolina Cherokees. My amendment Ido not think chan: 
the spirit of the law. It merely directs the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs what todo. By strict construction the Commissioner would now 
have that authority, but he prefers Congress should direet whether these 
lands should or should not be sold. I could give good reasons, Mr 

‘hairman, why the lands should be sold, but I will let the Chair decide 
the point oforderifthe gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] insists 
upon it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, I must insist on the point of order 

Mr. VANCE. I donotsee why the gentleman from New York should 
insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is no appropriation ? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN 
jurisdiction ? 

Mr. VANCE. It was really agreed to by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It has the unanimous sanction of that committee 

The CHAIRMAN. However, as the amendment is not reported by 
that committee it therefore comes under the clause re pecting reduction 
of expenditures in one of two ways, the only one of which would be the 


Cs 


And is not reported by any committee having 


| reduction of the amount covered by this bill 


Mr. VANCE. If the gentleman from New York will allow me to 
makea brief statement, occupying only a moment, before he insist 
the point of order, I think it likely that he will withdraw it 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentl 
man from North Carolina. Is there objection that he be permitted to 
make a brief statement in reference to the proposed amendment ” 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is clearly subject to the point of order 

Mr. VANCE. I only ask to be permitted to make a statement betor 
the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can not waive the point of order; but I have no 
objection to hearing the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Chairman, I will state that these lands to which 
reference is made in this amendment are mountain lands belonging to 
the Cherokee Indians in the State of North Carolina. The Cherokees 
in that part of the State have a boundary of land of about 73,000 acres, 
called the Qualla boundary, and the people are settled within it rhe 
lands sought to be sold under this amendment were received by au 
thority of law, in behalf of the North Carolina Cherokees, by the S« 
tary of the Interior, in payment of a debt or judgment 
fund is all in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. This band is 
now indebt. There are certain judgments pressing the band. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House have agreed that it wa 
sary and essential to sell the lands. The only parties interested are thi 
Cherokee Indians themselves. They desire to sell the lands witha view 
to paying their debts, to discharge the taxes on the lands, and that thu 
remainder shall be turned in for educational purposes, It is therefor 
very essential for the benefit of the tribe that the lands should be put 


5 upon 


Phe Indian 
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| on the market in order that the taxes may be paid and these judgment 


liens of which I speak satisfied, and that the residue of the fund m 
be applied for the education of their children. ‘They ask, therefor 
that the lands may be sold; and, as I stated, the authorities agree to 
their request and recommend the adoption of such a provision as this 
Now, why the point of order should be raised against the amendment, 


| when it does not take a dollar of money out of the Treasury and does 


not affeet anybody but the Indians themselves, and when the amend 
ment is strictly in accordance with the wishes and the best interests of 
the Indians, Iam unable to understand. If, however, the gentleman 
from New York insists upon the point of order 1 presume the Chair 
will adhere to his ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the amendment is undoubtedly 
subject to the point of order. 
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Mr. VANCE. I know the Chair has so ruled, but I am in hope that 
the gentleman from New York will not insist upon making the point 
of order against it in view of the statement I have made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is, perhaps, due to myself that I should make 
some little reply to what been said by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. The Committee on Appropriations have been extremely lib- 
eral in allowing amendments to this bill wherever they have come from 
a committee or have been recommended by a committee and presented 
in time to enable the Committee on Appropriations also to consider the 
question and arrive at a proper conclusion as to whether the pro 
legislation should be acceded to or not. This is the first I have 
of this matter. The Committee on Appropriations have not heard of 
it; and I have no authority to accept an amendment which is entirely 
out of order without the consent of the committee. I must therefore 
insist upon the point of order, : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. Before that Jet me suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that as this is a matter relating to the Indians entirely, with 
regard to the sale of their own property, and since it has been recom- 
mended on the part of the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and the Indian Committee of this House, I think he 
may safely waive the point of order and permit the committee to vote 
upon the proposed amendment. It does not involve a dollar of expense. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I can only say for myself, in response 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, that I have always been accustomed to 
consider the Indians as the wards of the nation. I believe them to be; 
and the fact that they ask to have a certain proposition enacted into a 
law is no reason why it should be adopted. It is for the Government, 
that occupies the position of guardian to them, toconsider whether such 
legislation is for their benefit or not, without reference to the request 
of the Indians. 

Mr. VANCE. That is exactly what we ask in this case. We ask 
the Government, as the guardian of this band of Indians, to do whatseems 
to be for their best interests. They ask to have this land sold, and we 
know that it is necessary for reasons which I have stated to comply 
with that demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. This debate is entirely out of order. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Howard University: 

For maintenance of the Howard University: To be used in payment of part of 
the salaries of the officers, professors, and teachers, and meg veh coed employés 
of the university, a portion of which will be from do ons and r 
sources, $15,000. i a 

Mr. WAIT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1490 insert : 


“For meeting and liquidating the indebtedness already incurred for necessary 
repairs commenced under a former apprepriation, $4,250." 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know that the point of order will lie 
against the amendment, but I will reserve it until I hear an explana- 
tion from the gentleman who offers it. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Chairman, at a former session of Congress an ap- 
propriation was made for carrying out certain repairs at the Howard 
University. When scientific men examined those parts of the building 
which required the repairs they found that there was necessity for 
much greater repairing than they at first supposed. On examination 
of the boilers they found it to be necessary to remove the old ones and 
supply new ones, which required an entire , and also the em- 
ployment of new furnishings for the boiler-room. On examination the 
sanitary condition of the building also required many modifications to 
be made for the health of the students in that institution, which added 
to the expense. There was no alternative. They had to go forward 
with these repairs and incur indebtedness beyond the appropriation, 
for the amount appropriated by Congress did not cover the expenditures 
that were absolutely required by the amount I have named in the 
amendment which I have offered. 

There are now nearly four hundred young men in that institution 
who are being qualified as instructors. And every consideration with 
regard to the carrying on of this institution successfully and educating 
these men, and with regard to the proper conditions for their health, 
and also for their table accommodations, &c., imperatively demanded 
that these improvements should be made. Absolute necessity com- 
pelled the making of these several improvements. And there is now 
this small deficit of a little over $4,000, for which Congress should not 
hesitate to provide. I think as it is a mere contimaance of an improve- 
ment which had been ordered before, and it is shown the app i 
was not sufficient, the gentleman's point of order should not lie. 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman from Connecticut inform 
the Chair that this object has been already appropriated for by Con- 

? 

Mr. WAIT. Yes, sir; at a prior time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The sum carried by the amendment would be ger- 
mane to a deficiency bill, doubtless. amendment pews “e for a 
deficiency; and if it is in order at any point it should be really to a 
deficiency bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut can reserve the 
amendment. for a deficiency bill. 

Mr. WAIT. I think that the amendment can be appended to this 
section of the bill now under consideration, and the gentleman from 
New York I trust will not object to the amendment being now offered 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes;I do. I say, and I mayas well say it now 
as at any time, that so iar as these institutions in the city of Washing- 
ton are concerned, having once appropriated for them I will under no 
circumstances consent to vote a dollar of deficiency to one of them. | 
am in favor of the strictest possible rule that when Congress has said 
you may spend so much money, when that money is expended their 
power is exhausted. When I know how many there are of them and 
the ome: to crowd in demands of this character, with the experi- 
ence I have had for the last four or five years, I believe there is no other 
safe policy for the Government either with reference to itself or wit) 
reference to them. 

Mr. WAIT. When this amount was appropriated to meet these re- 
pairs an examination had taken place which was not a perfect exam- 
ination, and the embarrassments which were subsequently discovered 
on a more thorough examination were not at that time found, and 
the ies making the examination were not at first aware of them. 
When the intelligent mechanics commenced making the repairs they 
found the boilers were in such a condition that they could not be op- 
erated with safety, and that with a view to the safety of the building and 
the safety of its occupants those boilers had to be removed and new ones 
put in their place. The lives of the occupants of the building would 
have been put in peril had the old boilers been continued. The intro- 
duction of new boilers necessitated the changing of the furnaces con- 
nected with them. Then, as to the sanitary condition of the premises 
and to effect proper drainage, there had to be an entirely new arrange- 
ment of the pipes and sewers connected with the building. The neces- 
sity for this could not be discovered till the mechanics commenced 
removing the old material and fixtures and supplying the new. When 
they did that they found they had to go further than the first exami- 
nation led them to suppose they would have to go. 

Now, Isay when we havean institution at the capital of the nation which 
is training men to go down into the Southern States and educate the 
colored population I think the House should do everything in its power for 
the thorough training of the teachers who are to educate the colored 
people in the South. Whena patriotic and large-hearted gentleman in¥® 
my own districts willing to generously bestow a million dollars to edu- 
cate the colored people of the South I must say that Congress should 
not for one moment hesitate to give the pitiful sum of $4,000 to put 
the building in proper repair in which the teachers are instructed who 
are to be sent down South to educate the masses by means of the mag- 
nificent gift given by a citizen of my State. 

Those of us who were instrumental in bestowing the rights of citi- 
zenship upon these people should certainly be desirous to give them 
the advantages of education and so enable them to fully appreciate and 
enjoy and to properly exercise these rights; and our friends who are 
Representatives from States of which the masses of our colored citizens 
are residents ought also to fully realize the great advantage which will 
result to their States from the education and elevation of this class of 
citizens. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair unquestionably regards the object of 
the proposed appropriation as the continuation of a work in progress 
where there is no limitation, and regards the amendment as being in 
order. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let it be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1490 insert the ape H 

“ For meeting and liquidating an indebtednessalready incurred for necessary 
repairs commenced under a former appropriation, $4,250.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark this is an appropriation 
of last year. It is not so specifically ‘named in the amendment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 16, noes 48. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 1512 to 1514, as follows: 

For the Reform School, District of Columbia: For one new barn, of stone base- 
ment and frame superstructure, $7,500. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, and to which I think there will be no obj ection made by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1514, after the word “superstructure,” insert the words “and one oul- 
building for farm purposes, with cellars for root crops." 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GARRISON. I the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1514 insert the following : 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to out the official reeommenda- 
tion of the fire commissionersof the District of Columbia and the chief-engineer 
of the fire department ad the erection of fi on the Providence 
ital, the Children’s Hospital, the Freedman's 
Sisters of the Poor, eahington and Georgetown almshouses, the 
St. Ann's Orphan lum, the Reform ool, and the public schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or 80 much thereof as may be necessary.’ 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that that is new legisla- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Vir- 
inia [Mr. Gansemon) on the goin t of order. 

Mr. GARRISON. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will not insist on the point of order. This measure has been 
recommended by the fire department of the District, by the engineer 
of the District, by the medical officer of the District, and by a com- 
mittee appointed by this House at the last session. This has for years 
been a necessity in the public-school buildings of this city. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The matter has been fully considered in connection 
with the District of Columbia appropriation bill. The Committee on 
Appropriations declined to insert the item in that bill, and I therefore 
feel I am instructed to make the point of order. 

Mr. GARRISON. Well, sir, the point I suppose is well taken if 
insisted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following: 

For the protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park : For 
every purpose and object nm ry for the protection, preservation, and im- 

rovement of the Yellowstone National Park, including compensation of super- 
intendent and employés, $15,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
in his discretion, may grant leases for terms not exceeding ten years of small 
parcels of ground within said park, but no more ground shall be so leased than 
is necessary for the hotels and storel ry to the accommodation of 
visitors, and necessary outhouses, bath and ice houses, and for gardening or 
grazing land in connection with said hotels; but no exclusive privileges or mo- 
nopoly of any kind shall be granted to any person or company or corporation 
for any purpose withinsaid park; norshall any lease or contract be made which 
in any degree or manner interferes with or prevents the free and unrestricted 
access of the public to all portions of the park. 

Mr. McCOOK. I move to strike out the proviso of the paragraph 
just read and to insert that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COBB. _I desire to make a point of order on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that which is proposed to be 
inserted in place of the proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby prohibited from leasing any por- 
tion of the Yellowstone National Park to any person, company, or corporation 
for any purpose whatever; and all leases, agreements, exclusive privileges, or 
monopolies granted or entered into are hereby declared to be of no force and ef- 
fect. And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to make neces- 
sary details of troops to prevent trespassers or intruders entering the park with 
hn a of destroying the game therein or for any other*purpose prohibited 
by law. 

Mr. McCOOK. I hope the gentleman who has charge of the bill will 
aceept that amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill say for myself individually that I am in favor 
of the most stringent legislation in the direction of preserving this park. 
The provision which this bill carries is the Senate bill upon this subject. 

Mr. McCOOK. Only a very small portion of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, it isa portion of the Senate bill. We put it 
upon this billas being in the direction of preserving this park. I amin 
favor of any legislation looking in that direction, and I have that great 
confidence in the judgment of my colleague [Mr. McCook] that I cer- 
tainly would have no objection to his amendment going into this bill. 
The result of that would doubtless be that the matter would be consid- 
ered by the Senate and more stringent legislation than that contained in 
this bill would be adopted if considered desirable. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ithink the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCook] is a very proper one, and it does not make any 
difference if the provision in this bill is a bill which has passed the Sen- 
ute. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am not objecting to the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think the House ought to adopt the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York in preference to the provision now in the 
bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So faras I am concerned I will make no objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE] rise to oppose the amendment? 

Mr. . I have not concluded yet. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I thought the gentleman had yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom New York [Mr. McCook] 
has one minute of his time remaining. °* 








‘ = ROBESON. I will yield my time to the gentleman from New 
or 
Mr. McCOOK. I wish to say that while the provision reported trom 


the Committee on Appropriations is an improvement upon the present 
law, I think the amendment I have offered is an improvement upon 
that provision. Under the law ae it now stands a lease or agreement 
was made with certain parties which included about 4,000 acres of 
land in the heart of the reservation. In the language of a report made 
by Senator Vest, ‘‘ It is evident from this contract and proposed lease 
that a monopoly or exclusive privilege to erect hotels and run stages, &c., 
is created for the term of ten years, the parties having this monopoly to 
anominal rentnot exceeding $2 peracre.’’ [Here the hammer fell. } 
beg the pardon of the Chair; the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
ROBESON } yielded his time to me. Under the circumstances it seems 
to me we ought to prohibit the Secretary of the Interior or any one else 








from leasing any portion of this park for any purpose whatever until 
the very admirable bill prepared by Senator VEst, of Missouri, can be 
acted upon by Congress. 

This amendment which I have offered will protect the park, keep out 
intruders and trespassers who last year went there and killed four or five! 
thousand elk for their skins only, and who if allowed to continue the 
destruction of game will finally drive it out of the park. We should 
protect this park in some way until Congress can pass abill of ageneral 
character, and that can only be done by prohibiting all leases, and giving 
power to the Secretary of War to employ force if necessary to expel 
trespassers. 

I would also call the attention of the committee to a letter written 
by General Sheridan, who has lately returned from there, in which he 
refers to the destruction of game and the injury to the natural features 
of the park, and claims that it is necessary that some avttion should be 
taken by Congress to give the military authorities power to expel tres- 
passers andintruders. The men engaged in this indiscriminate slaugh- 
ter of game as a rule care but little for the civil authorities, but they 
have a profound respect for the power of the General Government as 
represented by the oflicers and men of the Army. Inaddition I would 
call attention to the letters of John Schuyler Crosby, governor of Mon 
tana, and Inspector-General D. B. Sacket, in which decided grounds 
are taken in favor of enlarging the area of the park and taking positive 
steps to protect it. ‘They, with other interesting matters in connection 
with this whole subject, can be found in Senate Report No. 911, Forty- 
seventh Congress, second session, prepared by Senator VEsv, of Missouri. 

Mr. COBB. I rise more for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCook] a question in regard tohisamendment. As 
I understand it, the amendment provides that no lease shall be granted 
to any one. Am L[right? 

Mr. McCOOK. It prohibits absolutely the granting of any lease to 
any person, company, or corporation. 

Mr. COBB. i think that amendment should be adopted. This is 
very valuable public property, on account of its scenery and the char- 
acter of the game which is there, and it should be preserved for the 
benefit of future generations. We should take stepsat once to preserve 
it intact. 

As I understand the present provision in the bill, it gives authority 
to the Secretary of the Interior to lease certain small portions of the 
park for the purpose of erecting hotels and out-houses, and for making 
gardens and for pasturage. I object to that; I think it is entirely 
wrong. It gives the Secretary of the Interior too great a discretionary 
power. 

I understand that there are only four or five of the more important 
points of natural beauty and scenery in the park. If the Secretary ot 
the Interior shall be given the discretion to lease those points, he will 
be able to lease to individuals the very portions of the park which are 
most interesting to the public and which should be preserved for the 
public use, and will deprive the public of the privilege of entering at 
pleasure upon those portions of the park, as they should have the right 
to do. 

Again this bill does not guard the timber and the game as it should. 
I submit that no one ought to be allowed by the Secretary of the In 
terior any exclusive privileges in regard to the occupancy of this park. 
Properly managed it may be made a blessing to the country. It is a 
Place of great resort and will be still more so. 1 undertake tosay that 
if power is granted to the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the 
management of this park, that power, whatever it may be, will be ex 
tended to the utmost limit, for the reason that private parties and 
great corporations are seeking to gobble up this property; and the See- 
retary of the Interior will be pressed by the parties whoare urging him 
to-day and have been for years past to go to the utmost limit of his 
power. 

I think the amendment of the gentleman from New York is right. 
We should not lease any portion of this park to any individual, but 
keep it at all times open for the enjoyment of the public. It is not 
necessary, as has been said, that great hotels should be erected there 
for the accommodation of the public. People can go there and camp 
out; they delight in doing so; it is the very thing that visiters would 
enjoy, in preference to being quartered at expensive hotels, to be charged 
heavily for the privilege of enjoying this great national park. 

Mr. McCOOK. As I did not consume all my time, I would like to 
have read a few words on this subject from the report of Lieutenant- 
General Sheridan to the Adjutant-General of the Army 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On arriving at the railroad I regretted exceedingly to learn that the National 
Park had been rented to private parties. The place is worthy of being a national 
park, the geyser phenomena and the Yellowstone Cafion having no parallel in 
any nation. The improvements in the park should be national, the control of 
it in the hands of an officer of the Government, and small appropriations be 
made and expended each year for the improvement of roads and trails. It has 
been now placed in the hands of private parties for money-making purposes, 
from which claims and conditions will arise that may be hard for the Govern 
ment and the courts to shake off. The game in the park is being killed off rap- 
idly, especially in the winter. I have been credibly informed that since its dis- 
covery as many as 4,000 elk were killed by skin-hunters in one winter, and that 
even last winter, in and around the edges of the park, there were as many as 
2,000 of these d animals killed, to say nothing of the mountain sheep, ante- 
lope, deer, and other game slaughtered in great numbers. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend 
the amendment by striking out the last word. I hope that the propo- 
sition offered by the gentleman from New York will be adopted in liea 
of the language in the bill, because it seems to me altogether more com- 
prehensive and efficient. It is perhaps well known to members of the 
House that certain parties during the last year have attempted to ob- 
tain a monopoly in that park, which should be reserved as a pleasure 
ground for the people. Certain persons have formed a corporation in 
the State of New Jersey, with a capital of $2,000,000, and have obtained 
some sort of an agreement under which they claim rights in that park. 
I think we should avail ourselves of the earliest opportunity to declare 
any such agreement null and void and to remove such parties from the 
park. If the question is understood I believe this House will act unani- 
mously in the direction of this proposed amendment. The corporation 
to which I have referred claims to have secured at a merely nominal 
rental the most valuable and attractive portion of the park. For in- 
stance, the great geyser spring, which every one would wish to visit, 
they claim a monupoly of, and may undertake to fix any charge they 
please to be paid by visitors. 

Mr. PAGE. Does the gentleman say that any contract has been made 
with any company by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. No contract has been made; 
but if the gentleman will examine the report 

Mr. VALENTINE. The lease has not yet been executed; but a 
contract was entered into last summer. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Something called a contract has 
been made, which this Congress may now, I think, with full authority 
declare not binding. We should give an unequivocal expression of 
our opinion as to this matter, so as to end it, and I think the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is in entire harmony with action of this kind. If 
gentlemen will refer to Senate Report No. 911 of the present session— 
a report from the Committee on Territories—they will find full in- 
formation in regard to this matter. The report is very lengthy, giving 
wll particulars. I hope that action in the line of this proposed amend- 
ment will be had. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. Statements already 
made here show that while the Government has reserved that park— 
whether wisely or unwisely the future must determine—private parties 
and corporations are attempting to monopolize and control it for their 
private gain. The amendmént of the gentleman from New York will, 
so far as we have power, put an end tosuch proceedings, for the present 
at least. 

It seems to me when we come to deal with regulations affecting that 
great park, if it is to be preserved as a national park, such regulations 
should be embraced in a separate law which can be carefully discussed. 
The action which the Government shall take with reference to this park 
can not be properly settled in a clause of an appropriation bill. It is 
these legislative clauses in appropriation bills which have often led the 
Government into trouble and great loss. By undertaking to deal in 
this way with great subjects we have sometimes—perhaps without the 
knowledge or intent of those who favored such clauses—brought about 
the worst possible results. 

Unless the amendment be adopted, the provision of the bill is equiva- 
lent to an appropriation of $15,000 for facilitating in the accumulation 
of private gain certain persons to whom leases of choice places in the 
reservation shall be made. This it seems to me ought to be avoided. 
While I have nothing to say now as tothe amount proposed to be appro- 
priated —— 

Mr. ATKINS. 
the appropriation 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that it is for taking care of the park. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. There is asuperintendentof the park; and 
he is required to do certain work—to cut out bridle-paths and make 
other improvements. 

Mr. REAGAN. IT understand what my friend says; vet it does not 
induce me to qualify what T have said. Whenever you lease out these 
places for hotels, for gardens, or for grazing lands and put men there 
with private interests to subserve, the money will be spent in forward- 
ing such interests. I trust the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York will be adopted. 

Mr. FLOWER. There will not be many gardens, as there is frost 
there every night. 





[think the gentleman misinterprets the object of 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and a message from the Senate an- 
nounced the passage without amendment of the bill (H. R. 1078) to 
authorize the Seneca Nation of Indians of the State of New York to 
grant title to lands for cemetery purposes. 

It further announced the adoption of the conference reports on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2018) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
Gallus Kirchner; 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the extension of the Capitol, North 
O Street and South Washington Railway; and 

A bill (H. R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and con- 
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tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treat, 
stipalations with the various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30), 
1884, and for other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of the following bill; in which con- 
currence was requested: 

A bill (S. 2445) to amend section 2603 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, fixing the boundary of the collection district of Sandusky. 


f/f SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. Pro forma amendments, by unanimous consent. 
are withdrawn, and the question recurs on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. McCook}. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to strike out the last word, and before submit- 
ting any remarks on the subject I desire that the amendmen of the 
gentleman from New York may be again read. 

Mr. McCook’s amendment was again read. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, and my reason for so doing is simply this: 
The provision offered by the Committee on Appropriations fully pro- 
tects this Yellowstone Park in the interest of the public. I think there 
should be some accommodation provided for the traveling public. This 
is a great national park and hundreds of people visit it every year, and 
in my judgment some provision should be made by which parties may 
os able to build hotels and provide other accommodations for the pub- 

ic. 

Nor, Mr. Chairman, do I see anything in the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations looking to giving franchises in this Yel- 
lowstone Park to anybody. It simply provides— 

That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may grant leases, for terms 
not exceeding ten years, of small parcels of ground within said park ; but no 
more ground shall beso leased than is necessary for the hotels and storehouses 
necessary to the accommodation of visitors, and necessary outhouses, bath and 
ice houses, and for passeins or grazing land in connection with said hotels; 
but no exclusive privileges or monopoly of any kind shall be granted to any 
person or company or corporation for any purpose within said park, nor shall 
any lease or contract be made which in any degree or manner interferes with 
or ppovente the free and unrestricted access of the public to all portions of the 
park. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, it strikes 
me, is a peculiar one in its character. It prevents the Secretary of the 
Interior from allowing any — or persons going into the Yellow- 
stone Park for the purpose of erecting any hotel with a view to the ac- 
commodation of the traveling public. If I may be permitted to say so, 
itis asortofdog-in-the-manger policy. The Government erects no build- 
ings for the accommodation of the public, and this amendment would 
prevent the Secretary of the Interior from making any arrangement 
with other parties by which such accommodation could be provided. | 
therefore believe the amendment ought not to be agreedto. And when 
I say this, Mr. Chairman, [am not speaking in the interest of any per- 
sons who have made application for leases of portions of this Yellow- 
stone Park for the purpose of erecting hotels. I am speaking, on the 
contrary, in the interest of the traveling public who desire to go there, 
and who perhaps do not wish to camp out, but prefer hotel accommoda- 
tions. With the restrictions thrown around the amendment of the 
committee, it seems to me the Secretary of the Interior should be al- 
lowed to lease small portions of this land for the erection of hotels and 
other buildings as may be necessary for the accommodation of travel- 
ers. 
I can not see why this House should adopt the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York, prohibiting absolutely, until some future 
Congress may come in, any provision for suitable hotel accommodations 
by refusing to lease any portion of this land to any person for that pur- 

The paragraph in the bill absolutely prohibits the granting of 
any exclusive franchise, which is proper, and I do hope the paragraph 
as reported will be retained and the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York voted down. 

Mr. KING. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is pending and the gentleman 
can be heard in opposition. 

Mr. KING. [I rise, sir, to support the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York. This reservation was set apart by the Gov- 
ernment as we understand for the whole people of this country, to estab- 
lish a great national park. Evidence has come in authentic form that 
private parties are already absorbing this domain and destroying evi- 
dently the purposes for which the park was established. It seems to 
me that before undertaking the further leasing of any portion of this 
park, it should be placed under some Government head or proper con- 
trol which by a careful investigation of all the facts could determine 
what should be done in the premises, and would be able to make ade- 
quate recommendations to Congress for the inauguration of such meas- 
ures as may be advisable for its protection and care. If this system of 
private leases is continued it had better be put under the hammer at 
once, for it will be absorbed by monopolists and men having no interest 
in the purposes for which the park was established. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is proper that I should be heard for a moment in 
this connection. There seems to be an idee that the provision as it is 


contained in the pending proposition is a provision put into the bill in 
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the interest of people who want to control this natural scenery, and to 
derive a revenue from what belongs to tiie public and should be free to 
all. Now, I wish this committee to understand that we have moditied 
the existing law to a certain extent and, as we believe, in the interest of 
the preservation of the park. That law was construed to permit the 
leasing of this property not in parcels but only to one concern. But 
we have amended the law in that respect so as to compel it to be leased, 
if at all, in parcels, and thus prevent the very thing of which complaint 
is made here, that is to say, to prevent a monopoly of the property. We 
have changed the existing law in the direction of prohibiting anything 
of that kind. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me also to suggest that as the law at present exists it 
allows the very mischief complained of to be perpetrated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir, undoubtedly; asthe gentleman trom Mas- 
sachusetts has aptly said, the law as it now exists allows this mischief 
to be done; and it is with the view of correcting this mischief that the 
committee has thought proper to bring in this provision. Now, they 
believe that this will have that effect. 

Mr. COBB. But I think the gentleman is mistaken; it will not 
effect that object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, itdoes; if the gentleman will examine the pur- 
port of the amendment in connection with the existing law he will see 
that it does. It does this, Mr. Chairman: if the purpose is to allow 
any part of this property to be leased for the erection of hotels tor the 
use of travelers, this provision is so drawn that an honest execution of 
it, while accomplishing that object, will absolutely preserve the prop- 
erty and prevent impositions and monopolies. 

Mr. COBB. I think not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. This will lock the door a little 
while at least, until the time comes when we want to open it. 
Mr. PAGE. Why do you want to lock it a little while? 

national park; why not have it open to the public? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman certainly does 
not understand me. I do not want to lock the park; but I want to so 
frame our legislation as to protect the people of the United States in 
their rights to it against trespassers and against monopoly. 


This is a 








Mr. PAGE. Then why not do that without preventing visitors from | 


going there? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. We do not prevent them. 

Mr. McCOOK. It is not locked up against the people. 

Mr. PAGE. You do not want visitors who go there to be compelled 
to carry their blankets. 

Mr. McCOOK. Every person who goes there now goes that way. 

Mr. PAGE. They do not want to gothere in that way. You ought 
to give them an opportunity to avoid that necessity. 

Mr. COBB. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from New 
York to this provision ‘‘ for grazing purposes’? which the committee 
seeks to incorporate in this bill. That will cover in each one of these 
leases some three hundred acres of ground or more. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Indiana calls my attention to 
the words ‘* grazing purposes’’ in connection with it—— 

Mr. PAGE. Well, strike that out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The idea was that we would leave a little plot of 
land for the proprietor of the hotel to afford grazing land for a few cows. 
But I have no objection to striking it out. 


when he proposes to declare these leases void, and that the park shall 
be put temporarily wider the control of the War Departirent. I do not 
understand the gentleman from New York to have any purpose of plac 
ing this permanently under the control of the War Department. But 
at this time this monopoly ought to be ousted, these depredations ought 
to be stopped; and the only way to accomnlish that is to put it in th 
hands of the War Department, which has control of the troops and can 
thereby prvtect it. 1 trust the gentleman trom New York [Mr. His- 
COCK] will assent to that proposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make no objection. 
ter. 

The question being taken on Mr 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 1533 to 1537, 


I am indifferent in the mat 


McCook’s amendment, it was 


as follows: 

Botanic Garden: For procuring manure, tools, fuel, purchasing trees and 
shrubs, and for labor and materials in connection with repairs and improve 
ments to Botanic Garden, under the direction of the Joint Library Committe: 
$10,000. ‘ 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 
which has just been read. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the appropriation 
which is made in the legislative appropriation bill for this precise ob 
ject. The legislative appropriation bill appropriates tor the support ot 
this garden—tor the same object—the sum of $11,700, which makes 
altogether $21,700. Now, I can not understand, Mr. Chairman, why 
it is that these appropriations should be made in different bills; why it 
is that the Committee of the Whole are not allowed the opportunity oi 
having all appropriations for the same object brought in such juxtaposi 
tion that they can understand what the amount is that isto be appropri 
ated for any one particular object. L would be obliged to the chair 
man of the Committee on Appropriations if he will explain why it is 
an appropriation for this object is made in this bill and why it is a 
part of the appropriation for the same object is made in 

We know, sir, that so far as this House is concerned legislation is 
virtually transferred to our committees; and we know how ditlicult it 
is, When a recommendation is made by a committee, to defeat the appro 
priation it recommends; for the committee, with that pride of opinien 
which is natural, fight for their recommendations with all the tenacity 


I move to strike out the paragraph 


au ditherent bill 


| and ability which usually distinguishes the members of our Appropria 


tions Committees. 
1 insist, thereiore, that when appropriations are made for a specific 


| object all those appropriations should be put together, so that the Llouse 


| acres, most of which 
| that every year by some 


Now, the difference between this bill and the proposition of my col- | 


league is this: That his is a proposition to turn it over to the War 


Department, and we propose it shall remain under the Interior Depart- | 


ment, with the right to make the leases in thisway. For myself lam 
entirely indifferent to what action the committee takes upon the sub- 
ject; all I desire is that our legislation shall be such as to prevent as 
far as possible all of the abuses which are contemplated, and which 
have been nearly perfected under the general statute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt of the purpose of 
the gentleman from New York in charge of this bill, and that his object 
is to protect this property from improper leases. It is, I think, very 
nearly the same thing as the present law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very nearly the same. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The language of the present law is— 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, grant leases for build- 
ing purposes, for terms not exceeding ten years, of small parcels of ground at 
such places in said park as shall require the erection of buildings for the accom- 
modation of visitors, Kc. 

Now, it would seem that that would guard against all trouble of this 
property getting into the possession of one single person or company. 

And yet the leases have been so made that—I quote from the report 
made by Mr. Vest to the Senate— 

The virtual and real effect of the contract and lease is to put the entire park, 
containing 3,300 square miles, under the control of the lessees fora term of ten 
years at a nominal yearly rent of a few thousand dollars. 

Under the terms of their lease they are not bound to build but one 
hotel. Theretore by the operation of this law, which seems to guard so 
carefully against it, the company has got control of 4,000 acres and the 
exclusive control of all the property about these buildings. 

I submit therefore the gentleman from New York is in the right line 





| of his landlady because she was sick. 


can understand what it is doing. 
In addition to that 1 see, Mr. Chairman, there is an appropriation in 
this same bill of $2,500 for a ** house tor the storage and protection ot 
palms and other tropical and sub-tropical plants.”’ We see this Botani 
Garden, which has been in existence not a half a century, this one gar 
den alone, has cost this Government more than half a million of dollars 
The space that is occupied by the garden does not exceed, | think, seven 
is devoted to lawns and trees. And yet, sir, we se 
means this appropriation is increased; and if 
is placed in the hands of a man who, I may say, is under no supervision 
whatever. These appropriations are under the direction of the Librat 
Committee. What is the Library Committee ? 


Why, sir, it goes out 
of existence and expires in a few d 


and we have no supervision « 
the expenditures of this large amount of money for this bouquet garden 
at the foot of the hill, except it is the will of one man who has it unde 
control. 

I know the diiliculty that we encounter in attempting to control th 
legislation in regard to this subject. We know the force and the 
of flowers. The author of Lothair is content when he brings his hero 
and heroine together to allow the heroine to present the hero with a 
rose; and there the curtain drops, and all is leit to imagination And 
so it is with regard to these boug ue ts which are present d to members 
of the House. Some gentlemen insist, ** Why, the President has a gat 
den, and Congress should have one I can not see it Asop tell 
us the frog, on One Occasion, thought he should be allowed to drink a 
much water as the ox—the sequel is well known. We have 
President, and there may be an exception in his favor Ve have no 
necessity, so far as this body is concerned, for any such expenditures 

Now, sir, in regard to bouquets und their distribution { mem 
ber of this House told me yesterday he was opposed to lessening the 
expenditures, because he had received a bouquet the night betore trom 
Mr. Smith; that he was a very clever man. | asked him what dispo 
sition he had made of it, supposing as a matter of course he had pre 
sented it to his wife. But no; he said he had given it to the daughter 
| Laughter. ] k 
it would contribute to the peace of members’ tiamalic 
where all these bouquets go. [| Laughter. | 

But these esthetic bouquets have one enduring icature: these little 
flowers that ‘‘scent the morn’’ and regule the senses are mounted on 
tooth-picks, and when they wither and fade away their improvised stems 
may be converted to practical purposes. { Laughter. | 

But seriously, Mr. Chairman, it was stated the other night and not 
denied that the appropriations for purposes of this character have 
amounted annually to about $100,000. 
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The gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooruIs] said that a spirit 
of economy should not be exercised in regard to flowers; that when we 
exercised economy we became too gross and too material. I must confess 
that I do not belong to that esthetic school which discovers great beau- 
ties in the sunflower, with its repulsive odor and glaring petals, because 
itisfashionable. There are, however, gentlemen whodo, and they some- 
times come to grief, as the history of their great exemplar will show. 
Rather let us faithfully represent the interests of those who sent us here, 
whether we pursue this way ward goddess of fashion or otherwise. What- 
ever may be the infatuatiou of some members for flowers, no one can 
ignore their influence. The sweet poet, Felicia Hemans, sings, ‘* Bring 
flowers, fresh flowers, to the festive board;’’ but we should bring them 
with due consideration for economy, when demanded by the public 
needs, and at our own expense when required for private festivities. 

Now, as this gentleman has no supervisionover him, I think that the 
appropriation which has heretofore been made of $11,700 is an ample 
sum to be placed in his hands by this Congress. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If there is anything in the world which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriacons is not guilty of it is that which the gentleman 
trom North Carolina [Mr. Cox] has charged against us, that we have 
a pride of opinion about any matter or that we have a desire to secure 
the adoption of provisions which we have placed in appropriation bills. 
We certainly can not be charged with being guilty of that. 

Let me explain in regard to this matter to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and I think he will see that we have cured in this bill just 
the evil which he has been complaining of. The legislative appropri- 
ation bill is a bill which carries the salaries of the officers, clerks, and 
employés of the Government here in Washington; it is intended that it 
shall carry nothing else. That is done with a view of having spread 
before Congress a full statement of the salaries which are paid to the 
oflicers and employés of the Government. 

Appropriations for the support of institutions and gardens and things 
of that kind are not carried on that bill; that is, it has not been the in- 
tention to carry them on the bill. 

Heretofore the legislative appropriation bill has carried an item pre- 
cisely like the one here in this bill; it did so last year; and the sundry 
civil appropriation bill also carried asimilar item; that is an item mak- 
ing an appropriation for the purpose of procuring manure, tools, &c. 
We have combined the two items in this bill, and dropped out of the 
legislative bill all except the provision carrying the salaries. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have combined the two items in this bill, and 
reduced the aggregate from $12,000 to $10,000. Instead of increasing 
the appropriation we have decreased it; and instead of carrying it upon 
different bills we have put it all in this bill. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I see an appropriation in the legisla- 
tive bill for this Botanic Garden, and I find a similar appropriation in 
this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
priation bill? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For what? 

Mr. COX, of NorthCarolina. For precisely thesame objects embraced 
in this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I will read it. This is in the legis- 
lative appropriation bill: ‘‘ For Botanic Garden: For superintendent, 
$1,800.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ah! exactly. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. But wait; that is only one item. 
oa and laborers, under the direction of the Library Committee, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; it carries the salaries for those persons. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to call attention to a fact that shows 
my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] is very much mistaken, and 
I am sure that he will see that he is mistaken as soon as his attention 
is called to it. 

The legislative appropriation bill is passed so far as the House is con- 
cerned, and it carried an appropriation of between eleven and twelve 
thousand dollars for the maintenance of this garden. This bill now 
under consideration proposes an appropriation of $10,000, but not one 

dollar of it for any common purpose of the two bills. 

The legislative appropriation bill carries the appropriation for the 
salaries of the officers and employés. If the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina { Mr. Cox] should prevail, to strike this clause out 
of the bill, you will have all the expense of the machinery of the gar- 
den provided for but not a dollar with which to run it or maintain it. 

1 am sure the gentleman from North Carolina can have and does have 
better ideas as to the character of favors received from this en than 
Ihave. I donot know anything about the distribution of flowers from 
the Botanic Garden to the members of the House. I am certain I speak 
within the mark when I say that for years I have never had one sent to 
me from that . 

But in my judgment it would be as clearly suicidal and unwise to 
strike this appropriation out of this bill, and thereby turn that western 
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frout of the Capitol out to commons, as it would be to plant a crop of 
potatoes on the ground that lies on the east front of the Capitol. I do 
not care whether the superintendent of that garden ever furnished a 
flowerto anybody ornot. It does not matter whether he ever furnished 
a plant ora shrub to any one. You can not dispense with it for the 
purpose of the ornamentation of your Capitol. Now, if you allow this 
motion to strike out to prevail, you will simply turn that west front 
out into commons. 

J am surprised at the gentleman from NorthCarolina. Of all the men 
in this House I should sooner have suspected any other of opening a 
merciless war on flowers and florists, when he of all others should ap- 
preciate them the most, because to-day he has scarcely passed from 
under that floral marriage bell which I hope and believe marks the 
happiest epoch of his life. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The time for men to reform is directly 
after they have married. No occasion is better suited to commence ai! 

per reforms. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I sincerely trust that this amendment will not 
prevail; for in all seriousness I call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that it will leave in existence all the expensive machinery of 
this institution as provided by law, without a dollar with which to buy 
materials for its maintenance. . 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, the practical question before us is 
just this: we have a botanic garden; we have hundreds and thousands 
of dollars’ worth of trees, shrubs, and plants; we have a place where 
the trees are selected; we have machinery through which they are pur- 
chased for the adornment of this city and its parks. We have already 
made appropriations for the salaries of officers. This appropriation is 
for procuring manure, tools, and fuel, for purchasing trees and shrubs 
for that botanic garden; and what else? And for labor and materials 
in connection with repairs and improvements. This has nothing todo 
with salaries. We must either maintain the valuable property which 
we have, or we must make an appropriation to take care of it. For 
myself, I would be perfectly willing to consolidate all the Government 
gardens about the city if they were placed under some practical head; 
but I do not want the adornment of this city, in the way of selection of 
its trees, to go under a bureau which is too large and too magnificent 
to take care of so small a matter, so that it would be left to some ig- 
norant subordinate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw my pro amendment. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cox, of North Caro- 
lina, to strike out the paragraph, it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuation of the work of construction of the new pension building in 
Judiciary Square, $150,000; for heating apparatus for the building, $40,000. 

Mr. SMALLS. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase 
a site fora coaling dock and naval storehouse at Port Royal, South Carolina, 
located by the board of naval officers in ee a of the provisions of an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved August 7, 1883; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Chairman, at the last ossion of Congress the sum 
of $20,000 was appropriated for establishing a naval storehouse and 
coaling dock at Port Royal. A board of naval officers, appointed for the 
purpose of selecting a location, has made the selection and submitted 
its report. But it is found that under a provision of the Revised Stat- 
utes the Department can not purchase the land out of the appropria- 
tion which has been made. This amendment if adopted will simply 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to purchase the site selected by this 
naval board. I believe the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will not objeet to this amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TENTH CENSUS. 

For the work of taking the Tenth Census and 
the salary of the Superintendent and of all clerks and other employés, $100,000. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 145, after the word “employés,” insert: 

“And additional compensation to the supervisors of census, as provided for 
by H. R. 6097,.referred to the Committee on Appropriations May 3, 1882." 

Mr. HISCOCK. I reserve a point of order on that amendment until 
the gentleman offering it has made his explanation. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. On the 3d day of last May a bill was reported in 
this House by the Committee on Census providing for the payment of 
$500 additional to each of the supervisors of the Tenth <n one 
hundred and fifty in number, so the appropriation would amount to 
$75,000. The reading of the paragraph now under consideration— 
‘for work of taking the Tenth Census’’—convinces me that the Com- 
mittee on ee to which the bill I have mentioned was re- 
ferred, intended by the appropriation of $100,000 to cover the amount 
recommended to be appropriated in that bill, But to make the pro- 
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vision clear, in order that there may be no doult about the matter, I Census Committee on May 3, 1882, making an increase of $75,000. For 


think it would be well to adopt this amendment, which will make this 
additional compensation payable, as undoubtedly the Committee on 
Ap riations intended. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Prescott] to the fact that this amendment in its 
terms refers by number to a bill of the House. Does the gentleman 
wish the provision, if adopted, to remain in that form? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I will strikeout that language if the Chair thinks 
it objectionable. 5 ! 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatisa matter for the gentleman to determine. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now insist upon my point of order. I can assure 
the gentleman that the Committee on Appropriations in inserting this 
item for $100,000 had not the least intention in the world of allowing 
any additional compensation to the supervisors of the census. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to understand whether any 
law has been passed providing for this additional compensation. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Oh, no; I do not assert that. 
a bill making this provision was reported to the House and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then this does not rest upon existing law ? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. It does not rest upon existing law. If the refer- 
ence in the amendment to the bill referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations is objectionable I ask that that language be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would make no difference as to the question 
of order. If there is no existing law for this expenditure the amend- 
ment would not be in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My point of order is that the amendment proposes 
an increase of compensation, and is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is of course subject to a point of 
order if there is no existing law on the subject. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is always competent for the House to give direc- 
tion as to the expenditure of any particular money which may be ap- 
propriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not for an object not authorized by law. 

Mr. CALKINS. But the amendment offered by the gentleman is in 
furtherance of the same object as the appropriation of $100,000 proposed 
in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. But sustained by existing law. 

Mr. CALKINS. So is the compensation of supervisors in so fur as 
they are a part of the census establishment. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. The bill we are considering says it is for work in 
taking the Tenth Census, and that was taken either by these supervisors 
for which this provision is made or by the enumerators, the least paid 
of the organizedsystem for taking thatcensus. Ii it is intended to cover 
the enumerators, then the amount of $100,000 would not be enough, as 
there were 32,000 enumerators. It would make the amount too small 
to be divided among them, and therefore it was presumed to cover the 
amount desired to be appropriated in addition to these supervisors. My 
amendment simply directs the way in which this amount is to be paid. 
It does not increase the amount, and it does not change the expendi- 
ture except in the same way with this paragraph, which provides ‘‘ for 
the work of taking the Tenth Census and closing the bureau, including 
the salary of the Superintendent and of all clerks and other employés, 
$100,000.’ Now, these supervisors certainly were employés of that De- 

rtment in connection with the taking of the Tenth Census. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the Chair mistaken in supposing these super- 
visors referred to have completed their work ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; they have already completed their work. 
The CHAIRMAN. Hence there is no authority for going back and 
adding compensation to those who have ceased to be officers of the 
United States. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. If the amendment is ruled out of order I should 
like to offer another proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I offer the following proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ employés,”’ line L545, and add 


And to the supervisors of census such additional compensation asthe Super- 
intendent of Census shall deem just, upon the basis of labor performed by each, 
not in any case to exceed the sum of $500 additional compensation to any 
supe 000.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
ment. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. I ask the gentleman to withhold his point of order 
until I can make a remark. 


I make the same point of order against that amend- 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not wish to be understood as withdrawing my 
point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes it us pending. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
claims in connection with the other amendment the amount proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations is intended to complete the work 
as provided by the Census Bureau, and for that reason he has a right to 
object to it, as the addition of the amendment would to such extent 
lessen that appropriation. But this amendment I now propose pro- 
vides for the amount intended to be covered by the hill reported by the 


| that reason it may be subject to the point of order if the gent] 


1 leman in- 
sists on it, but I trust that he will not doso in the face of the tact that 


this bill has been before the Committee on Appropriations ever since 
the 3d of May last, and the appropriation bill reported since then made 
no provision for carrying out its appropriations in compliance with the 
report of the Census Committee. That bill has never been acted on by 
the Committee on Appropriations, nor has any appropriation been pro 
vided in accordance with it. Certainly the Committee on Appropria 


| tions should treat the action of the Census Committee with sufticient 
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respect to report back that bill in some form or other, so that there 
might be action of the House upon it. ask therefore that the gentle- 
man shall now withdraw his amendment and let the matter be con 
sidered in the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. | insist upon my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order and rules 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. CASWELL. | ask to return to my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman mean the amendment about 
the Sioux treaty? 

Mr. CASWELL 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will not be done for a few minutes 

Mr. CASWELL. Very well; then I will wait. 

Mr. PRESCOTT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print some 
remarks in the RECORD on the census question generally 


I do 


[See Ap- 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fish transportation: For the construction of a car for the distribution of 
carp and other useful food-tishes to distant portions of the United States, $5,500 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word 
is subject to a point of order, but I do not make it. | wish to say a 
word, however, on the proposition. The district I represent, M1 
Chairman, is remote from this capital and the ponds where these carp 
and other food-tishes are propagated. From my own experience in my 
section of the country those who wish to experiment in regard to rais 
ing these fish are willing to incur the expeuse of their transportation 
from Washington to their ponds in Indiana. Indeed, | have not heard 
a single instance of complaint. On the contrary, the farmers of th 
Ohio Valley are perfectly willing and anxious to incur any necessary 
expense in procuring these food-tishes. 

The amount of the cost to each individual is inconsiderable, and the 
benefits conferred are almost exclusively personal benetits. They are 
for the benefit of each individual who tries the experiment, and it is 
a matter of interest and taste also on the part of those who have the 
necessary facilities for cultivating fish in their own private ponds. But 
that is an expense that the Government ought not to be called upon to 
pay. Ido not see any reason why it should be done, and | object toit 
I am opposed to assessing the whole people of this country to contribut. 
to a feature which may rather be called one of private policy—« policy 
like this which can not inure generally to the common good. I wi! 
venture to say that one-half at least of all the fish distributed the 
various tish-ponds throughout the country under the charge of Protessor 
Baird, who has been so successful in this work of cultivating fish, are 
shipped abroad at the expense of persons who desire te try the experi 
ment of raising fish so as to imitate the taste of the famous Isaak Wal 
ton. 

I see no reason why this expense should be met by Congress in indi 
vidual cases. Of course I do not wish to be understood as commenting 
on the policy of distributing these fish where the distribution is mani 
festly for the public good, as in cases where car-loads of these fish are 
taken and distributed in ponds belonging to cities or where they are dis 
tributed in streams which have been deprived of their food-tishes, by 
any means. But I do think that in all other cases where this is a 
merely experimental work on the part of individuals, or merely a 
matter of taste, that they should themselves be required to bear the 
expense; and I would like to know on what principle my triend trom 
New York can justify this appropriation It is nota public matter, on 
the contrary the distribution of these fish is a matter of private taste 
and confers private benefits in, as I have said, the great majority ot 
cases. Here and there, I admit, fish are put into the streams as a mat 
ter of public concern; but that is an unimportant feature in compari 
son to the distribution among private citizens. I repeat, sir, I sce no 
good reason, therefore, why a tax should be laid upon the whole people 
for benetits which are necessarily personal. I believe myself that the 
policy of fish-culture and the interest taken by the Government in if 
is a national concern, broad in its purposes and scope, and should so he 
considered by Congress. But in the distribution of fish here and there 
to individual ponds for experimental purposes it can not claim the title 
of a national measure. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will my colleague draw the distinetion between 
raising fish for private use and distributing them to private individuals 
for their use ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The distinction isveryclear. They are prepared, as 
I understand, at the Government fish ponds for distribution to ponds 
and streams with a view to national objects, not simply to furnish in 
dividual ponds but to supply the streams, and to that extent it gives 
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the work a national character. But what I am objecting to is that the 
expense of the transportation of these fish to private ponds, and mani- 
festly for private purposes, should be met by the Government. For my- 
self I have been always willing to incur every reasonable expense in 
increasing in any possible manner the food-supply of all kinds of the 
people of the United States, and in that respect as long as this fish-cult- 
ure isa national object I am heartily in favor of its encouragement. 
But when it falls below that and becomes individual in its scopes and 
purposes then I think the Government should not be required to pay 
the expense. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Indiana asks me upen what 
principle I justify this item on this bill. I say to him that I do not 
justify it under the Constitution of the United States [laughter], and 
in fact I do not know any governmental principle which has been 
adopted by the Congress of the United States, unless it is in reference 
to the distribution of fish, that does justify it. But I recognize this 
fact, that the people of this country are bound to have these fish, carp 
and all other kinds of fish, and the Representatives here upon the tloor 
are bound to give them the facilities for getting them. I therefore rec- 
ognize it as the law of necessity on the part of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report this item in this bill, and I have yielded to that 
law of necessity, and hence it is here, and I hope will be adopted. 

Mr. MCLEAN, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the most 
important measures in this entire bill. The distribution of these fish 
by the Government gives more food to the people of this country than 
any other governmental work that has ever been undertaken. It can 
not be confined to individuals. It isa national work. The Govern- 
ment supplies ponds, creeks, and streams with the fish, and it has become 
a great necessity to the people. In our western country all the great 
streams have been depleted and the Government is now supplying them 
with fish that will grow and mature in them. No individual could 
hope to do it. It must be done by the Government if done at all, and 
I repeat that I look upon this as one of the best provisions in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk reak as follows: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING, 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Con- 
gress in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, and for lithographing, mapping, and en- 

raving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Librar 
ef Congress, and the Departments, including salaries or compensation of all 
necessary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and 
for all the necessary materials which may be mented ie the prosecution of the 
work, $2,377,650; and from the said sum hereby appropriated printing and bind- 
ing may be done by the Public Printer to the amounts following, respectively, 


namely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to this clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word dollars, in line 1685: 

* Provided, That the contracts for lithographing, mapping, and engraving shall 
be let to the lowest responsible bidder, under the di on and supervision of the 
Joint Committee on Printing, in the same manner that contracts are let for paper 
used atthe Public Printing Office; and said joint committee shall determine 
what lithographing, mapping, and engraving should be done at the expense of 
the Government. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against the amendment 
that it changes existing law and is not such a change as is authorized 
by Rule X XI. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
COCK ] desire te speak further on the point of order? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will make the point of order now and will hear 
what the gentleman from Illinois has to say upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to speak to the point of order. I think 
the amendment is not subject to the point of order, from this fact, that 
it will retrench and does retrench expenditure. The lithographing and 
engraving and mapping ordered by Congress to be done at the Public 
Printing Office amounted, according to the report of the Public Printer 
for the last fiscal year, tothe sum of $274,000. I desire members should 
look at this part of the report of the Public Printer, beginning on page 
50 and ending on page 56, and they will see the enormous amount of this 
work that is done at theexpenseofthis Government. Thesums charged 
up to each item here are enough to startle the House in regard to this 
expenditure, Under the law as it is each one of the Departments 
can order and does order all this engraving, printing, and mapping 
that any head of a bureau may think necessary to bedone by the Govern- 
ment. There is no limit tothe amount of such order. Two hundred 
and seventy-five thousand dollars were expended for the purpose of 
procuring these plates and mapping and lithographing during the last 
fiscal year. 

The object of this amendment is to put the letting of these contracts 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee on Printing. That com- 
mittee is charged with the responsibility of determining what map- 
ping and engraving shall be done at the een Far instead of any- 
body who desires anything of this kind to be done ordering it and having 
it done at the Government ex 

Here are some of the items: cultural report fer 1880, 000, in 
one item. For special report of the Agricultural Department, No. 34, 





which I understand to be the report on the diseases of animals, $13,600. 
For additional engravings for the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, 1880, $6,974. And all through this report are items of every 
kind which one can imagine of work sent to the engravers charged up 
to the Government. 

My object in this amendment is to prevent this loose and extravagant 
expenditure, and require a committee of Congress—a committee created 
by law—to supervise all this and determine what amount of this work 
shall be done. It will, in my judgment, save to the people two-thirds 
of this expenditure and not interfere with one single object to be desired 
by any gentleman who wants to promote the public service. 

I do not think the amendment is subject to the point of order; but 
if it is I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in the in- 
terest of economy will withdraw it and let the amendment be admitted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, while examining the amendment. 
directs the Clerk to conclude the reading of the paragraph. 

The Clerk read lines 1689 to 1715, as follows: 

For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and debatex 
$1,279,650; for the State Department, $15,000; forthe Treasury Department, $250.- 
000; for the War Department, $170,000 (of which sum $12,000 shall be for the cata 
logue of the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office); forthe Navy Department 
$50,000 ; for the Interior Department, $380,000 (of which sum $10,000 is appropri- 
ated for rebinding tract-books for the General Land Office) ; for the Department 
of Justice, $10,000; for the Post-Office Department, $150,000; for the Agricultura! 
Department, $20,000; for the Supreme Court of the United States, $25,000; for the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, $1,000; for the Court of Claims, 38,000. 
and for the Library of Congress, $19,000. And no more than an allotment of one- 
half of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended in the two first quarters 
of the fiscal year, and no more than one-fourth thereof may be expended in either 
of the two last quarters of the eee be except that, in addition thereto, in either 
of said last quarters, the unexpended balances of allotments for preceding quar 
ters may be expended. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] if he wishes to oppose the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards the point of order as :.«|! 
taken, inasmuch as in reference to this work the amendment. requires 
the introduction of a system of letting contracts to the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, which is a change of existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is already done under the direction of th 
Public Printer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment directs the letting of contracts 
to the lowest responsible bidder under a new authority. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law now provides for letting the work out by 
contract under the direction of the Public Printer. My amendment 
provides that it shall be under the direction and supervision of the 
Committee on Printing. 

The CHAIRMAN. That changes the law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment also requires the committee to 
determine what items of work of this class shall be performed at thi 
public expense. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which is also new legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that reduces expenditures, because the amend- 
ment authorizes the cutting down of the expenditures almost to an un- 
limited extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Non constat it might also authorize the increase 
of the expenditure. 


Mr. SPRINGER. There can not be an increase of the expendi- 


ture. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why not, when this is made subject to the dis- 
cretion of the joint committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There would not be any more of this work than 
is now provided for bylaw. But by the amendment the joint commit- 
tee are authorized to reject any of the matters that may be lithographed, 
&c., as the rule now is. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, however, fixes no limit. It pro- 
vides that the committee shall determine what lithographing, mapping, 
and engraving shall be done at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would the amendment be in order if I should 
move at the same time to strike out part of the appropriation? I am 
satisfied we can safely reduce this appropriation $77,650if this amend- 
ment is adopted. I will therefore move to strike out the words ‘and 
seventy-seven thousand six hundred and fifty dollars,’’ and insert what 
has been read, so that it will read ‘‘ $2,300,000’ instead of ‘‘ $2,377,650.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remarks thatthat part of the amend- 
ment as an independent amendment is perfectly in order; but as he has 
frequently decided, the introduction of an amendment of that sort does 
not bring an amendment changing existing law in order. It oat be 
apparent the proposed change of the law itself does not retrench ex- 
penditures. The Chair does not find this is plainly a retrenchment of 


os 

r. SPRINGER. Would it not be if I reduced the amount covered 

by the bill? ; 
The CHAIRMAN. That, as a amendment, would be in 

order; but it does not help the infirmity of this amendment, which 

changes a without itself diminishing expenditures. ; 
Mr. SPRING By cutting off this amount of expenditures, which 
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would be the effect of my amendment, we reduce the amount in the 


result of this amendment is to decrease expenditures; and the Chair 

can not rule that. ne wed 
Mr. SPRINGER. But if we make a less appropriation and provide 

a different system for its expenditure then there can not be so much ex- 


pended. r ait 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again remarks that coupling with an 
amendment changing existing law a clause reducing the amount in the 
pill does not bring the amendment itself within the rule. It must be 





United States Supreme Court bill doubles that, o1 nearly so 


plain on the face of the amendment which changes existing law that | 


it reduces expenditures in one of the thyee modes provided by the rule, 
unlessit is reported by a committee; and then it must be plain the ab- 
solute result is a retrenchment of expenditures. The Chair must sus- 


tain the point of order on the ground that the amendment changes | 


existing law and does not come within the provisions of the three clauses 
of the rule. ; ; ; 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


For fees of clerks, $160,000: Provided, That where the same person holds the 
office of clerk in both the circuit and district courts of any district he shal! be al- 
lowed by the Attorney-General to retain for his personal compensation of the 
fees received 4 him, after the payment of office expenses, the prescribed maxi- 
mum of one office only, to wit, the sum of $3,500 per annum 
shall apply in its full extent to the clerks of courts mentioned in section 540 of 
the Revised Statutes : And provided further, That the clerk of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia shall make to the Attorney-General his semi-annual 


; and this proviso | 


report of fees and emoluments in the same manner and under the same regula- | 


tions as clerks of the other courts of the United States, under and in accord- 
ance with section 833 of the Revised Statutes, the maximum of whose com- 
yensation, after the payment of office expenses and other allowances granted 
on the Attorney-General, shall not exceed the maximum of $3,500, and the bal- 
ance of said fees and emoluments of his office shall be paid into the Treasury 


according to.the provisions of section 844 of the Revised Statutes: And provided 


also, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States shall make his 


semi-annual report of fees and emoluments of his office to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral in the same form and manner as clerks of other courts, to whom the Attor- 
ney-General is authorized to allow, as the maximum of his office, after the pay- 
ment of necessary expenses to be spgreves by him, a sum not exceeding 36,000 
per annum; and the balance of saic ‘ 

Treasury according to the provisions of said section 844; and all laws or parts 
of laws inconsistent with these provisions are hereby repealed 


Mr. WILLITTS. In behalf of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, I move to strike out the last proviso of the 
paragraph just read and insert in lieu thereof that which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States shall not 
hereafter retain of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compen- 
sation, over and above his necessary clerk-hire and the incidental expenses of 
his office, certified to by the court, or by one of its justices appointed by it forthat 


fees and emoluments shall be paid into the | 


records. 


purpose, and to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the | 


rreasury, a sum exceeding —— thousand dollars a year, or exceeding that rate 
for any time less than a year; and the surplus of such fees and emolumentsshall 
be paid into the Treasury as provided by law in cases of clerks of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States: And provided further, That so much of section 
3 of the act of February 28, 1799, as relates to the payment of said clerk for his at- 
tendance in court is hereby repealed: And provided further, That the Supreme 
Court is hereby authorized and empowered to prepare the table of fees to be 
charged by the clerk thereof, and until the same is thus prepared the fees therein 


~ - | rece attenti $ g been calle " v tit , yas 
charged for recording or copying any paper or record shall not exceed L1 cents | recently, attention having been called to it, sought to re¢ ity the wron; 


per folio. 


Mr. WILLITS. The clerk of the Supreme Court, according to his 
own statement, received in 1880 $36,120.17 and paid out $16,170.79, 
leaving him net the sum of $19,949.38. For the year 1881 his total 
receipts were $44,845.80; total expenditures, $15,368.69; balance net 
fees, $29,477.11. 

He is the only clerk of the United States courts without a salary lim- 
ited by law, and the large amount received by him warrants some leg- 
islation. The clerks of the district and circuit courts, with some excep- 


3199 


approval of the court itself, and since the enacting of the Revised Stat 


| utes the Supreme Court has informally held that the omission of the 


ill. ; 
Othe CHAIRMAN. That requires the Chair to rule the inevitable | 


clerk’s fees in the Revised Statutes did not bring them within the terms 
of their general repealing clause. It would seem wise, however, to put 
the right to collect so large a sum of money annually upon some more 
certain basis. 

The Maryland statute which governs the present fee bill is not now 
the same as when the present fee bill was fixed. Then it was somany 
pounds of tobacco at so much a pound for each item of the fee bill. Th 


in some 
instances less: as follows: 


Table of fees of cierks of the court of appeals of Maryland and Supreme Cor 
of the United States. 


. Supr 
Court of appeals _aebee 


Court 
> 
Poundsef Cents 
Recording, &c., per folio S 16 WO 2s 
Entering judgment......... —_ 47 M4 1 4 
Taxing bill of costs 8 16 2s 
Copy of same, per folio ° 8 16 2s 
| Writ of diminution : 22 if 7 
Writ of possession or other execution, 20 ut 7v 
Entering and motion, &e 8 lt 28 
Issue and rule P| is si 
Affixing seal, &&« il 262 4 58 
Entry of appearances 6 12 21 
Rule of trial I 16 28 
Continuance ‘ S 4 
For search 14 Js iv 


Under the present statute of Maryland the 
For instance, the fee for recording or copying any pape: 10 cents a 
folio instead of 16. Moreover, there are many items not included in 
the Maryland tee bill; asa sample, the item of $4 for filing brietS seems 
to have no corresponding item in the Maryland bill 

These instances are given to show the apparent laxity which is found 
in the present system of taxing costs in the supreme judicial tribunal of 
the land. Under it, by a practice that has existed tortifty years, man) 
incongruities have grown up, and some of a most grave and important 
character. One, perhaps the most important, is in the printing of the 

Until recently the clerk was required to furnish copies of 
the record for the printers, for which he charged 28 cents a folio, thie 
regular charge for a manuscript copy. 


fees are very much less 


Is 


But under a practice that has 
existed, as the Chief-Justice recently said, for more than fifty years 
the clerk has taken the original record tothe printers to be set up, in 
stead of making the copy required, and tor which he has charged th 
full price. 

When it is observed that the printed record in some cases is almost 


| if not quite the size of the volume of the Revised Statutes, it will be seen 


that the fees at 28 cents a folio would be enormous and excessive, even 
if the work had been actually done, but as it was only constructively 
performed, the grievance is one that deserves abatement. The court 
by changing the rule, requiring the clerk to charge only half price in such 
cases. The authority to do even this tardy act of justice is not appar 
ent, but doubtless it was in the exercise of the right of the court to con 


| trol the acts of its subordinate officers. 


tions provided by statute, receive $3,500 per year; when both offices are | 
united in one person he receives the salaries of both, under the peculiar | 


phraseology of section 839 of the Revised Statutes, as construed by Jus- 
tice Story in 2 Story, page 389. 
District of Columbia receives $6,000. 

The fees of the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States have 
not been essentially changed since the organization of the court, when 
the business was light, and they now aggregate the large sum above 
stated from the growth of business before it. By the act of May 8, 
1792, re-enacted February 28, 1799, the compensation was fixed ‘‘ for his 
attendance in court $10 per day, and for his other services double the 
fees of the clerk of the supreme court of the State in which the Supreme 
Court of the United States shail be holden.”’ ‘This is the only law now 
warranting any fee atall. It is not to be found in the Revised Statutes, 
and only in volume 1, Statutes at Large, on pages 277 and 625, re- 
spectively. At first the court was held in the State of Pennsylvania, 
and the fees of the supreme court of that State controlled all of the fees 
of the United States Supreme Court but the per diem pay. Subse- 
quently, when removed to the District of Columbia, it was construed to 


be within the State of Maryland, and the fees of that State formed the 


basis of the fee bill. 

Some question has been raised of the authority to tax general fees at 
all since the court has been held in the District of Columbia, but the 
taxation under the Maryland law has had the acquiescence if not the 


The clerk of the supreme court of the | t)¢ Jess than $3,000, leaving the clerk constructive fees about $18,000 


A sample case under this lax construction of the rule, is that of H 
Blennerhasset ef al., appellants, vs. Hoyt Sherman, assignee, Octobe 
term, 1881. The charge made by the clerk for manuscript copy of the 
record for the printer, though no copy was made, was over $2,000. The 
total costs in this case were $6,148. 

Of the total charges entered on the fee-books in cases decided during 
the October term, 1880, the amount charged for manuscript copies of 
the original records for the printer was over $20,000. The amount 
paid clerks for making such manuscript copies as were made was a lit 


The charges and fees for the Octoberterm of 1880 were substantially 
as follows: 


For fees in the cases..... 


sane maelbiw $32, 466 6 
| For admissions to the bar.............. ae 2,270 Oo 
| Forsalary, $10 per day, 105 days..................... ‘ 1,050) 00 
| For recording opinions of the court, October term, 1879 1,610 00 


7. 306 RG 


There were other items and perquisites in small amounts, and some 


| of the above amount has not been paid, but his gross receipts were fo1 


that term, as stated by the clerk, the sum of $36,120.17 


The incidental expenses of his office for the October term, 1S#1, as 
stated before, were $15,368.69, made up as follows: 
Charles B. Beall, deputy clerk. $3,000 00 
H. C. McKenney, assistant clerk......... are 1,800 00 
| James D. Maher, assistant clerk.. pisidecaasamanneds 1,500 00 
Assistant clerk (vacancy).................... 1,020 00 
Assistant clerk (vacancy).......... 1,020 00 
TETAS 120 00 
Printing opinions of the court............... 2,200 00 
For copyists, postage, buckets, brooms, ice, &c 4,408 69 


15, 368 69 
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Of the last item the clerk has not furnished a bill of particulars. He 
says it is largely made up in copying, for which he paid at the rate of 
10 cents per folio. 

The same fees are taxed against the United States as against other 
litigants for like services, and are paid by the Treasurer of the United 
States from the appropriations annually made to pay clerks of courts 
on an aceount rendered by the clerk and certified by the Chief-Justice. 

The amount paid them by the United States for several years past 
will appear by the following letter: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1883. 

Sir: In answer to your inquiry this morning I have to state that the fees 

earned from the United States by the clerks of the Supreme Court of the United 


States during the terms specified below have been allowed on the adjustment of 
their accounts at the Treasury, and the sums named have been paid: 







October term, 1877-’78.... .. $5,833 22 
October term, 1878-’79 . . 7,488 12 
October term, 1879-’80. . 5,839 59 
October term, 1880-81... . 4,875 45 
Cea? CAE, He itacttterses ernetssssecnssesmnnneninaininnnaminninn Ge 


Very respectfully, 
WM. LAWRENCE, Comptroller. 
Hon. Evwin WILLITs, 


House of Representatives. 

It will be seen taat these several amounts have been paid out of the 
Treasury on the certificate of the Chief-Justice. There would seem to 
be no specific authority to do this. Under section 4 of the act of May 
8, 1792— 

The legal fees of the clerk, attorney, and marshal in criminal prosecutions 
shall be included in the fees of the marshal ; andthe same having been examined 
and certified by the court or one of the judges of it * * * all be passed in 
the usual manner and the amounts thereof paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States tothe marshal, &c. 

The clerk states that this is the only statute governing the proceed- 
ings by which he obtains his fees, not only in criminal but civil cases 
in which the United States.is a party; alse his per diem of $10 per day 
for his attendance upon court. He states that the practice of the pay- 
ment to him direct (instead of to the marshal), and covering not only 
the fees in criminal cases but all his other fees, is based upon an un- 
published opinion of Attorney-General Cushing, acopy of which is on 
tile in his office, in which Mr. Cushing in substance argues that from 
analogy in the cases of the circuit and district courts, and from the fact 
that the Supreme Court is a co-ordinate branch of the Government, it 
ought to control the expenses attending the same. It is submitted, 
however, that there ought to be more specific authority in the premises 
if the practice is continued. 

Another alleged evil brought to the notice of the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice deserves some comment and 
explanation. It will be noticed that among the incidental expenses 
reported by the clerk was the item of $2,200 for the printing of the opin- 
ions of the court. The popular apprehension has been that the clerk has 
made a large sum of money for certified copies of the opinions of the court. 
He claims that this is an error. He contracts with a printer at the 
rate of $2.25 per page, to be printed at hisown expense. To reimburse 
him for this expenditure he charges the parties to a cause for a copy of 
the opinion at the rate allowed fora manuscript copy, 28 cents per folio. 
For copies ordered by other parties the charge is $1 per printed page, but 
no copy to exceed $5, exclusive of $2 for his certificate, with the seal of 
the court. He claims that his profits are small. His contract is for a 
tull page $2.25, though the opinion may not exceed ten lines, while in 
such case his fee would not exceed a dollar at 28 cents a folio. Then 
in a large proportion of the cases he is never called upon for more than 
one copy, for which he receives far less than he has to pay the printer. 
He cites an instance in the recent case of the Arlington (Lee) property. 
For the printing of the opinion he paid some $60, and probably the only 
copy that will be ordered is the one he furnished the plaintiff, for which 
he was paid much less. 

The practice of printing the opinions of the court as now conducted 
is of comparatively recent origin. The contract for printing seemed ex- 
eessive at the first glance, but when it was learned what it included 
the price would not appear so. The writing of the opinion is first as- 
signed to one of the justices, who furnishes to the clerk his manuscript, 
to be set up by the printer, who is bound to secrecy; the proofsare fur- 
nished to the justice, who corrects and revises, sometimes reconstruct- 
ing whole paragraphs and even pages, which corrections and revisions 
are set up and recorrected till it is satisfactory to the justice. Then 
printed copies are furnished all the justices for consultation—all before 
the opinion is concurred in by the court. These corrections and re- 
visions are charged as new matter by the printer, and amount annually 
to from $300 to $500. 

There is no question that the practice is a good one and that it or 
something similar should be continued in the future, for which some 
provision should be made under the supervision of the court. The se- 
crecy required in carrying it out would render it advisable that the court 
retain the control of the | mre rather than to permit it to be done 
atthe office of the Public Printer, and that this item still be allowed as 
a part of the incidental of the court, with some reasonable 
—- in the fee bill in part at least to reimburse the expense. 

All the foregoing considerations have led the Committee on Expendi- 








tures in the Department of .‘ustice to think it advisable that the clerk 
be put on a fixed salary; that the per diem of $10 be repealed; that the 
court have specific authority to make a fee bill, and that in the mean 


time we reduce the expense of copying any paper or record at least one- 
half, so that there be some relief to litigants in the matter of one of the 


most expensive items charged to them; therefore it submits the amend- 
ment presented. 

For the purpose of showing how the practice of the constructive 
charge for copies of the records grew up arose, and what considerations 
led the court to act, in the recent change of the rule in that regard, it 
is proper that the opinion of the Chief-Justice accompany this pre- 
sentation of the subject. The opinion is as follows: 


Supreme Court of the United States.—October term, 1882. 
In the matter of amendments to rues 1 and 10, 


Mr. Chief-Justice WAITE: Our attention has been called to the practice which 
prevails in the clerk’s office of sending original recordsto the printer to be printed 
and of taxing in the bills of costs a fee for one manuscript copy of the record 
when no such copy is in fact made. 

On in n we find that the statute regulating the fees of the clerk was 
passed in 1799, and that under this statute a table of fees was prepared, many 
years ago, by or under the direction of the court, which has been followed by 
the clerk in the taxation of costs ever since. No provision was made, by rule 
or otherwise, for printing the records until January term, 1831. Before that time 
the practice was, as we are informed, for the court to use the original record, and 
the clerk made two manuscript copies for the use of the parties. For these 
copies he charged the ies according to the established table of fees. 

t January term, 1 the Attorney: ral, in behalf of the United States. 
— to the court for leave to take the original records in certain cases from 
the clerk’s office to be printed, at the same time remarking that he had been jy. 
formed that in such cases it had been the habit of the clerk to charge half fees. 
Chief-Justice Marshall, speaking for the court, stated “that the clerk of this 
court had certain rights and fees of office (of which a fee for a copy of the record 
was one), which thiscourt was not disposed to violate ; and that the party could 
not withdraw the records without paying for the copies, but that any arrange- 
ment which the clerk saw proper to make would be satisfactory to the court.” 
The original records in these cases were afterward taken to the printer and 
printed, and the clerk charged and was paid full fees for one manuscript copy. 

At the same term the first rule for printing the records was adopted. which 
provided for the taxation of the fees for one manuscript copy of the record in 
the bill of costs. When this rule was promulgated the court consisted of Chief- 

ustice land Associate Justices Johnson, Story, Thompson, McLean, 
and Baldwin. Mr. Justice Baldwin dissented on this provision of the rule, for 
the reason, among others, that it allowed the clerk a fee for a copy whether one 


was or not. 

Under the rule thus adopted the printing of records began, and from the 
first the oripinal records were sent to the printer and a fee for one manuscript 
copy was rged in the costs, when in fact no copies were made. There is 
abundant evidence that at the outset this practice was directly or indirectly ap- 

roved by the court. In 1839 the House of Representatives instructed the Ju 

iciary Committee to “ inquire what Costs are charged against the United States 
for printed copies of records of suits ding in the Supreme Court which have 
been printed at the e se of the United States, * * * and whether any 
legislation is necessary in relation to costs of suitsin said court.” The commit- 
tee reported, submitting a statement of the clerk on the subject, and were dis- 
charged. From this statement of the clerk and from other evidence on file, we 
are satisfied the commitiee or some of its members visited the office during the 
Pp of their inquiries and possessed themselves fully of the mode of doing 
the business and of the compensation therefor. 

In 1859 the rules were re by Chief-Justice Taney under the direction of 
Ge om andthe ey mae for — = scone es et ate the — in 
w t now appears in paragraphs 2, ,and 5, of Rule 10. We are advised 
that prior to the death of Chief-Justice Taney no manuscript copies of the rec- 
ords were ever made, and that the fee for one copy was always charged in the 
costs. Since the death of Chief-Justiee Taney copies have in some cases been 
made, The present clerk has followed the practice of his predecessors. 

We are entirely satisfied that the practice as it now exists is in all materia! re- 
spects what it has been for more than fifty years, and that at the beginning it re- 
ceived the approval of the court. No one now on the bench ever heard of any 
complaint, or of any application for a retaxation of costs, on account of what 
was done until late in last term, when a motion for retaxation was made in 
the case of James vs. 

There is an apparent conflict between the rules and the practice under thei 
which ought not to exist. It is also evident that what was fifty years ago no 
more than a reasonable com for the important services of the clerk is 
now, under the operation of as then construed and the practice then in- 
augurated, larger than it ought to be. To prevent misunderstandings in the 
future, and to reduce the expenses of litigants without doing injustice to the 
clerk, it is ordered— 

I. That the second clause of Rule 1 be amended so that it will read as follows: 

The clerk shall not it any original record or paper to be taken from the 
court-room, or from the office, without an order from the court; but records on 
appeals writs of error, exclusive of nal — sent up therewith, may 
be taken to a printer to be printed, under requirements of Rule 10. ; 
II. That Peeqrerhe 4, 5, and 6 of Rule 10 be rescinded, and the following 
ado in tieu if: 


“3. The Clerk shall take to the printer the o record in the office, except 
in cases hibited by the rules, When the o can not be taken he shall! 
furnish witha ——- y~ 4 He l supervise the printing and 
see that the ited copy is y indexed. He shall take care of and dis- 
tribute the printed copies to udges, the reporter, and the parties from time 
to time as 

“4. In cases where a manuscript copy of the record is not furnished the printer 
the fee of the clerk for his service under the last preceding paragraph sha!! be 
one-half the rates now allowed by law for making a manuseript copy, and that 
shall be charged to the party bringing the cause into court, unless the court shail 





otherwise direct. When a manuscript copy is required to be made full fees for a 
copy may be but. nothing in addition for the other services required. 
all cases shall deliver a copy of the printed record to each 


. In clerk 
party without extra charge. In cases of dismissal 
fee shall be taxed against the party 
against whom the costs are given. In cases of dismissal for want of jurisdic- 
NS er aes into court, un- 
less the court 


” 


, reversal, or affirmance, with 


= Clerk Sup. Court U. 8. 
Mr. WILLITS. The clerk of the Supreme Court ought to receive 
more than the clerks of the circuit and district courts, and the com- 
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| 
mittee authorizing me to report this amendment were in favor of a sal- | 


ary of $5,000 a year. We have reported the amount in blank, leaving 
it to be fixed by the House. The Committee on Appropriations, I per- 
ceive, has fixed the amount at $6,000. pen 

Mr. NEAL. I snggest to the gentleman to put in $5,000. 

Mr. WILLITS. Very well; I will fill the blank by inserting the 
word “‘five’’ before the word ‘‘thousand.”’ 

Mr. NEAL, That is what our committee agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man. I anderstand that the expenses of this office during the last year 
are stated to have been en I would like to know how this ex- 

inary expense was made up. 

= WILLITS. Eight thousand three hundred and forty dollars 
was for assistants, deputies, &c. ; $420 fora messenger; | $2, 20 ) for print- 
ing the opinions of the court, leaving about $4,000 for incidental ex- 
penses, of which the clerk has rendered no bill of particulars, but which 
are made up of postage, brooms, ice, and various other things, besides the 
amount actually paid for copying, which the clerk claims was some 
thousands of dollars. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLITs, it was 


agreed to. } pa 
Mr. HISCOCK. I think the salary of this officer ought to be fixed 
at $6,000. I move to strike out $5,000 and insert $6,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the propo- 
sition? 
“ie HISCOCK. No, sir; but I really think this ought to be done. 
Mr. NEAL. I desire to say one word upon this amendment. Dur- 


ing the last session of the present Congress the members of the Com- | 


mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice were so much en- 
gaged by their duties on other committees that it was impossible for 
them to give any attention to the duties of this committee which has 
heretofore been regarded as an ornamental rather than a useful com- 
mittee. At the commencement of this session, however, we went to 
work and determined to make it as useful as the time would allow. 
We have done so; and the result is this amendment presented by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WILLITs] with reference to the salary 
of the clerk of the Supreme Court. 

This office of clerk of the Supreme Court is practically a life office. 
There is no great pecuniary expenditure connected with it. Under this 
provision the clerk will have ample fands supplied him for securing all 
necessary clerks and assistants. A salary of $5,000 is larger than the 
salaries of the judges of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
larger than the salaries of the judges of the Court of Claims, larger than 
the salaries of judges of the United States district courts in almost every 
part of the country. 

This is an office without much responsibility. It does not require a 
high order of talent, and if we allow this clerk a salary exceeding that 
of the judges of most of the district courts of the United States and as 
large as that received by members of Congress, it seems to me we ought 
not to be asked to do more. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, | wish to say a word in answer to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL]. My understanding is that in 
times past under the method of compensation which has prevailed this 
clerk has received from $12,000 to $30,000 a year. 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. He is the clerk of the highest court known to the 
law of this country. The clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States does occupy a very important position. His relations with the 
court are, to say the least, semi-contidential, requiring strict integrity. 
By reason of his position here in Washington as clerk of this court he 
is obliged to incur greater or less expense. He must live in a manner 
corresponding with the position—must incur that measure of expense 
which is mect and orderly for an official of this kind. When we cut 
the pay of this officer from an amount ranging trom $12,000 to $30,000 
down to $6,000—which I want to do and which I submit is proper—it 
strikes me we make a suflicient reduction. While I am in harmony 
with the gentleman from Ohio that it ought to be reduced, I think that 
amount is about enough. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What duties devolve on this officer making it 
necessary to pay him $1,000 more than is paid to a member of this 
House or the Senate or to more than five-sixths of the governors of the 
different States? 

Mr. CANNON. This officer, the clerk of the Supreme Court of the 
United States as he is, and performing his duty as he does, has respon- 
sibilities resting upon him which in my opinion entitle him to receive 
a salary of $6,000 a year. I do not believe he ought to receive, as he 
has been receiving, a salary from $12,000 to $30,000 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Should not the fact that he has been receiving 
from $12,000 to $30,000 in the past be taken into consideration in fixing 
the salary he is hereafter to receive ? 

Mr. CANNON. I think not, because there may be achange, as there 
has been a change of the clerk, the old clerk having died. I do not 
take that into consideration. I wish to pay him a proper salary, and 
in my opinion $6,000 is an appropriate sum in consideration of the great 
responsibilities imposed on this officer. 

Mr. Hiscock’s amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the expenses of circuit judges in going to and returning from their 
courts, and while in attendance at courts at places where they do not re side, 
$15,000; but not exceeding $10 a day shall be paid toa judge for traveling expenses 
and for attendance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order there is no law authoriz- 
ing that appropriation of money. The law creating the oflice of cirenit 
judge fixes the salary at $6,000 a year, and no law has been passed since 
then providing for the payment of the expenses of circuit judges going 
to and returning from their courts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The provision in the bill is subject to the point of 
order, I concede, but on the other hand_I believe it is eminently just 
and proper these circuit judges should have this provision for the pay- 
ment of these expenses. There are certain circuit judges who are com- 
pelled to travel to that extent—I was about to say as to exhaust almost 
their entire salaries. This provision, therefore, is eminently just and 
proper, and I hope the gentleman from Indiana will v ithdraw his point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not intended to increase the salaries of these 
circuit judges at all, but merely to provide for the payment of the ex- 
penses of these circuit judges in going to and returning from their courts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is an objectionable method of increasing 
salaries. Our cireuit judges, I believe, can not complain of their sala- 
ries, any of them. I think they receive ample compensation. I would 
be glad to withdraw my objection at the request of the gentleman from 
New York, but I can not do it. I believe these salaries are now as large 
as they should be. Even now they create discontent and dissatisfaction 
in our State courts on account of the magnitude of the salary in com- 
parison with what is paid to the judges of the State courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
paragraph is ruled out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I do not think salaries ought to be increased in this 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

To pay the legal representatives of Hon. J. T. Updegraff, deceased, late mem- 
ber of the Forty-seventh Congress and member-elect to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, $6,000. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the last line, and I do so for 
the purpose of calling the attention of the committee fora few moments 
to this matter. There is provided by this bill payment to the repre- 
sentatives of deceased members of Congress in four instances. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair understands that the point of order is 
reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point of order was sustained 
and the paragraph was ruled out. 

Mr. BROWNE. I will raise the point of order to know what rule 
if any is to be established in these cases. 

In the first place there is allowed to the legal representatives of Hon. 
J. T. Updegraff $6,000. Not simply the balance of his salary for the 
unexpired term of the Forty-seventh Congress, but a sum in gross, 
$6,000. When we pass to the next, to pay to the widow of Mr. Shackel- 
ford, deceased, the committee simply allows so much as covers the un- 
expired term of his service as a member of this Congress. That is also 
true in the case of Hon. William M. Lowe. When we pass to the next 
case, that of Hon. J. Q. Smith, they simply allow the salary due up to 
the time of his death. First, we allow se much for the unexpired 
term; in another instance for the period of service up to the time of 
death; and in another case, not only for the unexpired term but for 
the term for which the member was elected and which has not yet 
commenced, we allow at least one year’s salary of that new term. 

It would be ungracious as a matter of course to raise a question on 
the impropriety of appropriations of this character. My own convie- 
tion is the Congress of the United States should in no case appropriate 
beyond the salary due at the time of death. When we have paid the 
funeral expenses and all that it seems to me justice or charity could 
not demand more. 

My purpose is, Mr. Chairman, to know why it is there is this differ- 
ence. My principal purpose was to inquire further in reference to the 
case of Mr. Orth. Godlove 8. Orth died on the 15th of December, if I 
remember correctly, some three months before the expiration of his 
term, and this bill makes no appropriation in that case whatever. It 
makes no provision for what may be due him, and I do not know whether 
anything was due him at the time of his death, and it makes no appro- 
priation for his unexpired term. Now, why are these discriminations 
made in this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had supposed that I rose in time 
when my colleague had addressed the Chair to inquire whether the 
point of order had been made upon this paragraph, wishing if it had not 
been to reserve it. The Chair replied to me that the point of order had 
been already disposed of, referring to a previous pointof order. But I 
hope, inasmuch as I addressed the Chair with that intention, that the 
point of order will be considered as pending now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We all understand, Mr. Chairman, that a practice 
has grown up in this House of giving to the family or representatives 
of a deceased member, that is, a member-elect, one that has not been 
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sworn in but dies before Congress convenes, or if he dies after Congress 
assembles, who has not bcen able to attend and not sworn in, I say that 
the practice has grown up of giving to the heirsor representatives orsome- 
body interested in the deceased thesum of $6,000. Ibelieveitisacustom 
absolutely pernicious, and I indorse every word that has been said by the 
gentleman from Indiana upon the subject. If I could believe that we 
could cure the evil for the future I would not care what was done with 
this provision. But I think in the last session of Congress we made 
provision for the heirs or representatives of two members. We gave 
them the same sum which is allowed here, I remember that some time 
ago. I think in the Forty-fifth or Forty-sixth Congress, a provision of 
this kind was made in favor of an eminent gentleman from the State of 
Texas. It is ungracious to object to a provision of this kind; and the 
Committee on Appropriations have reported it here because such has 
been the usage. And it seems to me that such having been the prac- 
tice we should not in this instance at all events depart from it. If a 
provision could be put here into this bill for the future, serving notice 
on the future as it were, that this compensation will not be allowed 
hereafter, that, I think, would be wise. But I do not think that at this 
point we ought to make a discrimination. If some legislation could be 
ingratted here or elsewhere that would be a declaration of what would 
be the policy of the Congress in future in reference to this matter I be- 
lieve it would be entirely wise and proper. But in the absence of any- 
thing of that kind, and also because of the difficulty of any legislation 
that would bind a future Congress, I hope there will be no change made 
at present. 

Now, in reference to the pay of Godlove S. Orth: The reason that pro- 
vision is not made for that in this bill is because when the bill was re- 
ported I had not procured from the Se: t-at-Arms the amount of 
pay then due to him. Where a member been sworn in he is only 
entitled, by the practice prevailing, to the balance of his pay; and I 
now offer as an amendment, to come in after the close of line 1858, 
what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Mary A. Orth, the widow of the late Hon. Godlove 8, Orth, the amount 
of salary due him as a member of the Forty-seventh Congress, $1,072.03. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a mo- 
ment in regard to this matter. It seems to me, in reply to what has 
been said by the gentleman from New York, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, that we can not say to any future Congress that 
they shall not do this or that upon this particularsubject. Wecan not 
do it for the reason that every case must be and should be governed by 
its own circumstances. And if we put in an amendment of the charac- 
ter he suggests it would be simply a notice toevery member who comes 
here to Congress in the future that if he dies his family must not expect 
any gratuity from the Government, nor look for anything that has here- 
tofore been granted in the shape of extra compensation at the hands of 
Congress. There are cases where this has been done without objection” 
in the past. I ree~*lect that in the Forty-sixth Congress we gave to the 
widow of a member of Congress from Texas, a distinguished member 
from that State, who died in the early part of the session, the amount 
of his salary for the whole period of his term in Congress. I have no 
doubtAinder these circumstances that it was gracious in Congress to do 
so, and not only gracious but right and proper. The same thing was 
done also with reference to the family of a gentlemen from Iowa, who 
died under similar circumstances. It seems to me therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we should leave that matter just as it is, and not undertake 
to say what the next Congress or a future Congress shall do. No mat- 
ter what legislation we may enact upon the subject there will be cir- 
cumstances which must govern in every case and determine what is 
right and proper. I hope the gentleman from New York will not pro- 
pose any such change as he has suggested. 

Mr. BROWNE. If this custom is so eminently proper that Congress 
should continue to do this thing, it seems to me to be a little singular 
that it did not begin somewhat earlier in the history of this Govern- 
ment than the Forty-fifth Congress, for I believe that the first precedent 
in that direction was set in that Congress. 

Now, I do not pretend to be so ous as to move to strike out a 
single one of these provisions of this bill; but I do desire to give notice 
to every one that if 1 should live to be in the next Congress and this 
question is then raised I shall move to give only such amount of pay 
as may be due at the time of the death of the member. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to make a statement in 
reference to the point of order. 

I was watching the progress of this bill as it was read by the Clerk, 
and have a memorandum made in reference to this particular para- 
graph. My colleague [Mr. BRowNE] was on the floor and had already 
addressed the Chair I rose to inquire whether the point of order 
was reserved. The Chair then replied that the point of order had been 
already disposed of, the Chair evidently sa that I had referred 
ad psa amet? comers LL hh instead of this one. 
at can only say sir, I rose ste 2 a eentainens Sie 

is para was pending, was attention to the i 
of thebill. And yet when made that inquiry my colleague was on 

e floor. 





gentleman from Indiana on the point of order if he says he before 
the debate began, althongh the other gentleman may ooo 
r. 
Mr.HOLMAN. Mycolleague had addressed the Chair before I made 
the inquiry. I rose instantly when he addressed the Chair to inquire 
if the point of order had been reserved. I was noticing the readin 
of the bill. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from [y- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] to ask what had become of the point of order 
and therefore supposed he referred to a prior paragraph. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I had reference to this paragraph, and in- 
quired whether the point of order had been reserved or not. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is for the gentleman himself to say whether 
he rose in time before the debate commenced. If he says so the Chair 
is bound to accept his statement. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think I did. I rose to inquire if some other gen- 
tleman had made the point of order. 
Under these circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit the ques- 
tion of order, and I do it for the reason that if the point of order is made 
to this proposition and sustained by the Chair it will furnish the best 
guarantee which is possible that this will be the final disposition of this 
kind of legislation. I doubt the propriety of Congress appropriating 
money forservices which have never been rendered ; appropriating money 
to the widow of a person who has not rendered the public service for 
which the appropriation is proposed to be made. 
I made the same point of order in the last Congress when the very 
first proposition of this kind came up, when I myself was present in the 
Committee of the Whole; but for reasons that it is not necessary to re- 
count now, on account of the complicated condition of some questions 
which came before the House, and which appealed very strongly to a 
sense of the impropriety of pressing the point of order on one of these 
propositions, when another had been passed over unintentionally, that 
point of order was withdrawn. It was withdrawn for reasons which 
will be well remembered. I think it is very desirable that we should 
come to an understanding that the rule of the House which requires 
appropriations to be made in conformity to law is not to be waived by 
members of the House or the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH and Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs gentlemen to wait one moment. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] does not quite distinctly 
state whether he rose for the purpose of making the point of order be- 
fore the debate had begun. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose for the purpose of making the point of order 
if my colleague had not made it; and the reason I did not make it was 
the statement of the Chair to which I have called attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair upon that statementof the gentleman 
from Indiana will entertain the point of order. 

The Chair desires further to say as to the action in the last session of 
Congress, when the present occupant was also in the Chair, he declined 
to take a responsibility which equally belonged to every member on the 
floor of the House, and if the point of order is insisted on in this case he 
will submit it to the determination of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWNE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio o> ances and then the gentleman from Texas [ Mr., 
REAGAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to say to my friend from Indiana 
(Mr. HoLMAN] that clearly the question was being debated when he rose 
and addressed the Chair. That he would have made the point of order 
if he had risen in time to do it, Ihave no doubt. But if I am not mis- 
taken, and if my eye-sight is not in fault, the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Browne] had addressed himself to the discussion of this question 
when my friend arose, probably for the purpose of making the pointof 
order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is true; I Have so stated. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And that being true, it disposes of the ques- 
tion of order. In other words, the point can not be made after the dis- 
cussion of the question has been begun. There is no doubt about that, 
and the gentleman from Indiana concedes that that is the case; and 
that being so, it must dispose of the point of order; or rather the point 
of order has not been made, or if made not made in time to warrant 
the Chair in entertaining¥t. 

Now, I want to say one word touching the proposed appropriations. 
The committee follow in the wake of numerous precedents. An appro- 
priation like to this was made, as has already been said, in the case of a 
gentleman from Texas, worthily and properly made. I believe another 
was made in the case of a gentleman from North Carolina, and in one 
or two other cases, and I heartily approve of the action of the, House in 
those cases. 

I trust this House will not awaken suddenly to a sense of the nece=- 
sity for pinching economy and draw the line just here. It occurs to 
me it is quite enough to do at this time what my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE] suggests; that is, to give notice—and he will be a mem- 
ber of the next House—that hereafter every proposition of this kind 
will be antagonized. That isa fair notice. But to draw the line here 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds it his duty to recognize the 
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cedent and thoroughly worthy, and which have been favorably consid- 
ered by the committee and reported to the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Is that intended to discourage members from dying? — 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It may or may not have that effect; but if 
they die they will die with notice that their estates will not be gener- 
ously dealt with by their fellow-members of Congress. I submit to 
the House, if they vote on the point of order, although I am satisfied, 
as I have stated, that the point of order is not really pending, this is 
not the time and occasion, and these are not the cases—the case of my 
late colleague from Ohio and others—in which this House should draw 
the line and have our economy *‘ prick the sides of our intent’’ in this 
work of unjust discrimination. 

One word more. It has been said there is a difference in these cases. 
A line is drawn between members elected to the next Congress and 
those who are not. , 

Mr. BROWNE. Not exactly; in the case of Mr. Smith we allow so 
much of the salary as had been earned up to the time of his death. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not know that there is any difference 
in the cases submitted; there was no intention to make any distinc- 
tion between the cases. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How about the case of Mr. Herron, of Louisiana? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If there was any omission I am willing to 
correct it. It was not the fault of the committee, for whenever their 
attention was called to the matter they were ready to do in the one 
case just as they would do in another. 

Mr. KING. I have in my hand a proposition in relation to Mr. 
Herron, of Louisiana. 

Mr. BROWNE. That relates to the next Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. In regard to the point of order, the Chair will 
state that he understood the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmMAn] 
to rise after the gentleman from Indiana in front of the Chair [ Mr. 
BROWNE] had commenced to speak. But the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN], who knows better than the Chair, says that he rose 
before the debate had commenced to make the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My recollection of an event occurring so recently 
is that my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] had addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Had he done more than merely address the 
Chair; had he spoken in debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My impression is somewhat fixed from the fact that 
I had the bill before me, following the reading of the Clerk, and had 
intended to make the point of order on this and some other provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. One moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to complete his statement. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. But I desire to state one thing in that connec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me finish my statement. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I want to say that when the amendment was 
proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] I spoke 
on the amendment, and General BROWNE, of Indiana, followed me, 
and the point was not raised until General BROWNE had spoken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. HUMPHREY ] 
preceded General BROWNE—— 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I did. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman must be mistaken in that. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The gentleman from New York [ Mir. Hiscock } 
offered the amendment. I was recognized by the Chair and spoke on 
that amendment. Then General BROWNE followed me, and no point 
of order was raised until General BROWNE spoke. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne] 
spoke twice. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HumpuRey } did 
precede him at one time, but not on the other occasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana in front of the 
Chair [Mr. Browne] was the first gentleman who rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And when my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] rose and 
addressed the Chair I at once rose and inquired whether he reserved 
the point of order on the proposition, and the Chair answered in the 
manner stated, and I took my seat. I rose at the usual time, in the 
usual manner, and with the usual promptness, to make ihe point of 
order if my colleague had not made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. On that statement the Chair will regard the 
point of order as having been made in time. The Chair will now hear 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] on the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. On the point of order I desire to say that the law 
as it now stands provides for the compensation and mileage of members 
of Congress ; that is subsisting law. Whoever is elected to Congress 
is entitled to the compensation and mileage provided by existing law. 

being so, it seems to me that a point of order can not be taken 
against this proposition, unless it be that it proposes to make provision 
for payment of a term of service not expired. It seems to me, how- 
ever, that the fret that the law provides for the compensation and 
mileage of members is sufficient to give us jurisdiction of the subject, 
80 as to entitle Congress legitimately and rightly on an appropriation 
bill like this to make provision for payment to the estates of persons 
who we may believe were entitled to compensation. 





That is all I have to say on the point of order, and it seems to me it 
is sufficient. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion on the point of order? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that Con- 
gress may appropriate for the payment of one who has never been a 
member of Congress, simply one who has been elected but who died 
before his officia! term began ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not answer the question in direct terms. He 
who is elected by the voice of the people, who is entitled to the certificate 
of election, and who received it, or only failed to receive it on account 
of his death, is a member of Congress under the Constitution and the 
laws. It does not become necessary that he shall take the oath of office 
in order to become a member. He is a member by force of his election, 
and draws his pay before he takes the oath of office, draws it up to the 
time when he takes the oath of office, as every member here has done. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman insist in the case of Hon. J. 
T. Updegraff, for instance, that he was ever a member of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, a Congress which has not yet begun and can not com- 
mence until after the 4th of March next? 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman understands me to say just 
this: If Dr. Updegraff was elected a member of the Forty-eighth Con- 
goess he comes under the provision of law providing for his compensa- 
tion and mileage. When the time shall begin for the commencement 
of his service that mileage and compensation would accrue to him; and 
Congress may now, it seems to me, without waiting until the next ses- 
sion—because I take it there could be no doubt about it then—Congress 
may now provide for the pay which had he lived would have been 
awarded to him at the commencement of the session of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the statement of the gentleman from In 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] the Chair thinks he is bound to entertain the 
point of order. As already intimated, the Chair thinks it his duty to 
submit that point of order to the committee and will not take upon 
himself to decide a matter which may concern each member of the 
House and can be decided by the members. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
man here has done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been rather dilatory in having 
the point of order stated, but it is now before the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. From the current of the debate here I suppose that 
the practice of the House in the past will have very much to do with 
the conclusion of certain gentlemen as to whether or not it is proper to 
put such a provision as this on an appropriation bill. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] is incorrect when he 
says that it has been always the usage to provide for the payment of 
salaries which would have become due to members of Congress had they 
been sworn in, had they not died—to provide for the payment of their 
legal representatives in case of their death. In that the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

The first case that ever occurred of that kind was the case of Mr 
Schleicher, of Texas. I think that since then there has only been one 
other case of the kind; if I mistake not it was the case of Mr. Clark, 
from Iowa. In the last Congress an effort was made todo the same thing 
for Mr. Farr, of New Hampshire; but the same feeling which is now 
shown here, that it was wrong to dosuch a thing, manilested itself then. 
There was a concession in the case of Mr. Farr, and we did not vote the 
full amount of his salary for the Congress to which he had been elected. 
We could not refuse to pay something after the precedent we had made 
in other cases; but Congress refused to pay the salary for the full term. 

Notwithstanding that action of the last House we find several propo- 
sitions here to pay the families of gentlemen who were elected to Con- 
gress and who by reason of death were not sworn in. We find several 
such cases in this bill, and we are notified that a number of others are 
to come. My friend from Louisiana [Mr. KING] very properly says 
that he proposes to submit a proposition to pay the family of Mr. Her- 
ron, of Louisiana, just as is done in a number of other cases contained 
in the bill, and rightly so if this is to be the policy of Congress from 
now on. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, we shall insert in this bill a provision that 
hereafter it shall not be lawful to make payments to the legal repre- 
sentatives of deceased members of Congress under such circumstances. 
I know it may be said that such a provision will not bind succecding 
Congresses. The same thing was said with reference td the provision 
limiting the compensation to be allowed the parties in contested-clec 
tion cases. These allowances had grown to such an enormous sum that 
Congress found it necessary to put into an appropriation bill a provision 
that no contestant should thereafter be paid for his expenses a greater 
amount than $2,000. The result has been that from the time of its 
enactment that provision has been respected by succeeding Congresses, 

It has been argued here by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
that an allowance of this kind to the family of a member-elect is per- 
fectly legal. He says that under the circumstances the person is under 
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the Constitution a member of the next Congress; and that this allow- 
ance may legitimately be made on an appropriation bill. If the gen- 
tleman is correct, then a general provision of law in this connection 
will relieve us of difficulty hereafter. We may follow in the present 
case the precedents urged upon us; but a provision of that kind placed 
upon the statute-book will in future restrain any Committeeon Appro- 
priations trom reporting such a provision. I think we ought now to 
adopt such a proposition, without waiting until the next Congress. The 
very same ditliculties will occur again and again forever if we wait until 
appeals in particular cases are made to us. I desire to have read an 
amendment which I would like to propose in this connection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not object to my friend’s discussing the ques- 
tion, but of course no amendment is yet in order, as the question of 
order is still pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not expect the amendment to be acted on now; 
1 know it is not now in order; but I ask that it may be read for infor- 
mation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the proposed amendment 
will be read as a part of the gentleman’s remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter when any member-elect of Congress may die before 
qualification as a member of the Congress to which he was elected, his heirs, 


widow, or —_ representatives shall not be entitled to or allowed the salary or 
-~ of the salary to which he would have been entitled if he had continued 
D ite. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is not that the present law ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] as to the law of this case. I think that a 
member of Congress, under the law, is not entitled to draw his salary 
until after the beginning of the term for which he is elected. The law 
provides that he shall draw his salary monthly; he is not extitled to it 
until the expiration of the month. Under the law he draws his salary 
month by month during the whole term. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. That is the practice, too. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is not only the law, but as suggested to me it is 
the practice. Now, as the member if alive would not be entitled to 
the salary, how are his legal representatives entitled to it when he is 
dead? How can they be entitled after his death to that which he 
would not be entitled to receive if living? It seems to me this ought 
to settle the question. 

I am familiar with the manner in which legislation of this kind has 
been ingrafted upon the statute-books. I confess it is a delicate sub- 
ject to talk about; and I do not wish to utter any words in opposition 
to this appropriation; but that is not the question. The gentleman 
from Indiana has made a point of order, and I think he has made it cor- 
rectly. I do not believe there is any law for this appropriation. 

I know well how the precedent which has been referred to—the case 
of Mr. Schleicher—originated. Mr. Schleicher died just at the close of 
the term. It was understood that he was without means. He was a 
man of great personal popularity in the House. He had a very large 
family, to whom the universal sympathy of members was accorded. 
Thus, when the proposition was made to allow to his family the entire 
salary for the term for which he had been chosen, the House adopted it. 
After the provision had gone to the Senate, the sum was in the confer- 
ence committee cut down to $6,000 upon the suggestion of Senator AL- 
LISON, a member of that committee. That precedent led immediately 
to a similar allowance to the family of Mr. Rush Clark, who died dur- 
ing the Forty-fifth Congress, having been re-elected to the Forty-sixth. 
As « matter of course, he having been a member on the other side, the 
same amount—$6,000—which had been accorded to the — Mr. 
Schleicher, a Representative on this side, was allowed to the ily of 
Mr. Clark. Then Mr. Farr, of New Hampshire, died and these prece- 
dents were urged in favor of a similar allowance to his family. Then 
Mr. Fernando Wood died before the term forwhich he had been chosen 
in the Forty-seventh Congress began, and $6,000 were voted to the fam- 
ily of Mr. Wood. 

A Memper. And Mr. O'Connor. 

Mr. ATKINS. Oh, no; the family of Mr. O’Connor drew only $4,- 
637.13—it is not stated for what. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. They did not get anything on account 
of his salary for the Sorty-seventh Congress. The amount which the 
gentleman has stated was for the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. ATKINS. I believe the fact was as the gentleman from 
suggests, that Mr. O’Connor’s family received only the salary for the 
unexpired term. 

Now, this allowance has been made in the case of two Democratic 
members and two am coer members, $6,000 having been allowed in 
each case. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to vote this amount 
to the family of Mr. Updegraff. But if youagree to his you must make 
a similar allowance in the case of Mr. Herron, who has died since being 
elected a Representative from Louisiana in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
So fur as the whole appropriation is concerned there is not a particle of 
law for any of it. It is simply, of course, the sympathy of the House. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is where we all of our law; from the 
arg is pene Thereisnothing else which gets through 

ouse. 





Mr. REAGAN. I should like to say a word to the committee on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks proper indulgence on 
of order has been granted. r the point 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not been heard on the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the proposition is correct, then the legal Tepre- 
sentatives of J. T. Updegraif are entitled to pay for the entire tern of 
the Forty-eighth Congress. That isclear beyond question. It is clear 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] would notattempt to go that 
far. I submit Congress has no right to make appropriation of money 
except for service to the United States. That implied constitution,|| 
limit must be recognized by every gentleman. While there is no spe- 
cific limit in that instrument it inevitably follows when you come to 
the question of service to the Government and compensation for it you 
can not appropriate money out of the public Treasury except for some 
benefit to be derived by the Government, but here there is no compen- 
sation for it. And here there is no pretense of any. It is proposed to 
pay the legal representatives of Dr. Updegraff for services which he can 
never render and for a Congress of which he can never be a member. 

Permit me to say an additional word. This is a matter of personal 
concern to each member of the House. It is one of those cases which 
go home to our hearts and sympathies. It concerns each one of us as 
a member of Congress. Now, can we afford as a matter of personal 
sympathy, can we afford under the oath we have taken, for that is the 
only basis of our action, to gratify that honorable and humane action 
by taking money out of the public Treasury? Can we afford to do it? 
I do not think we ean. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the House to hear me for a moment only in 
relation to the proposition made by the gentleman from Indiana that 
we can not pay out of the Treasury for services not rendered. As a 
complete answer to his statement let me say that every member of this 
Congress and every one who has been a member of Congress since the 
present law has been in existence has been paid for services he has not 
rendered from the beginning of the term for which he was elected up to 
the day on which he took his seat and was sworn in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the member in contemplation of law re)- 
resent his constituents during the term for which he was elected ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly, in contemplation of law he is a member 
of Congress from the day he was elected, and it is presumed he is al! 
the time engaged in preparing himself for the discharge of his duties 
He goes through the labor and expense of his election and holds him- 
self ready to respond to any call. I have only said this, Mr. Chair- 
man, to show that the statement of the gentleman from Indiana [ M:. 
HOLMAN ] could not be acceptedin its whole extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the case to the committee 
arising on the paragraph to pay the legal representatives of Dr. Upde- 
graff. It is admitted a part of this is in lieu of the compensation he 
would be entitled to if he had entered on the term of the Forty-cighth 
Congress. Provision is made by law for a member-elect before he is 
sworn into office to draw his pay from the beginning of the term tor 
which he is elected. The Chair would have no difficulty so far as he 
entered upon that term. 

The Chair desires simply to say, as a member of the House and as 
the occupant of the chair too, as he does not desire to shirk responsi- 
bility in submitting the question to the committee, that he does dis- 
tinctly believe there is no warrant of law upon which this can be paid 
so far as the uncommenced term of the deceased member is concerned. 
But there is a question upon which there has been precedents, and as 
it is immediately within the province of the House the Chair submits 
it to the committee. Those who believe the paragraph is in order will 
vote ‘‘ay,’’ and those who do not believe it is in order will vote ‘‘no.”’ 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6U, noes 37. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be a division. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, 
noes 48. 

So the paragraph was decided to be in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the Clerk now read my amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter if ww 4 member-elect of Congress may die before the 
beginning of the term for wh he is elected his heirs, widow, or legal repre- 


sentatives shall not be entitled or allowed any salary or part of salary to which 
he would have been entitled if he had continued in life. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order against that proposition. 
I want each individual case that comes before Congress to be governed by 
the circumstances surrounding it; and let each Congress for itself de- 
termine what shall be done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the matter is to be discussed upon its merits | 
am quite willing to meet the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon thot 
point. WhatI want tostop is to break up, if it be possible, this practice 
which we all know has begun to takea permanent hold in this House, 
and which we can not justify, of paying out compensation in such cases 
as this where no service has been rendered. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that I have never in 
any instance given a vote for such an appropriation of money as is con- 
templated in these paragraphs of the pending bill that I dic not feel I 
was given an entirely proper vote, and if the opportunity was given to 


me to-day I would not take back any vote I have ever given in that 


articular. [Applause.] ; 
-—s at . I do not remember how I may have voted in the 
past; but I do know, sir, that there are propositions not authorized by 
wn such payments, unless it is promptly checked. And it seems to 
provision for the families of the deceased members as we have been 
oing. ; — > . 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is new legislation. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


nia that as this is a question which involves one of the perquisites of 


members, perhaps it had better go to the House for a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just as we did previously. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to taking a vote in the House 
on the proposition just passed. ‘ 

Mr. RYAN. This proposition is so clearly out of order that it is 
hardly necessary to go through the formality of a vote upon it. The 
committee has already decided it. 

Mr. WILSON. Let every Congress control its own action in this 
respect. : 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs that gentlemen will preserve 
order. No business can be transacted while gentlemen are occupying 
the floor in this manner. The Chair willask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if he insists upon the point of order ? 

“Mr. RANDALL. I have stated that [ had no objection to a vote in 
the House upon the proposition just passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think we ought to have a vote on this, as it in- 
volves to some extent ourcompensation, or is what might be called one 
of the perquisites of members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide that this being new legis- 
lation, and not coming within the rule 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if he insists upon the point of order? 

“Mr. RANDALL. I have not withdrawn it. I said that I had no ob- 
jection to a vote in the House on the last case; I referred to the Upde- 
graff clause of the bill, and if I did not so express it I should have said 
so. But I didnot withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That remains in the bill. 
that looks to new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is practically the existing law now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then why do you object to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it is out of order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to inquire first of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill if he did not offer an amendment, which is 
pending, in reference to the unpaid portion of the salary of Mr. Orth? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not offer it to this bill; it belongs properly 
to the deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the legal representatives of Hon. Andrew S. Herron, elected to the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the sixth district of Louisiana, the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I make the point of order upon that. 
stand he had not entered upon his duties. 

Mr. WILSON. Was he a member-elect ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes; and died in three weeks after the election. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I insist that under the ruling of the Chair, as he 
had not entered upon the duties of his office, that this amendment is 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





This is a proposition 





The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


I under- 


also to the committee. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. 
was admissible by a vote of the committee. 
Mr. WILSON. That has been settled by the House, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! ask the gentleman from Louisi- | 


ana if this relates toa gentleman who was not a member of the present 
Congress, but simply elected to the Forty-eighth Congress? 
Mr. ROBERTSON. He was elected a member of the Forty-eighth 


Congress, 
The CHAIRMAN. But not of the Forty-seventh ’ 
Mr. ROBERTSON. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


divided the member for whose representatives provision was made had 
been elected to both Congresses and died while in office. The Chair 





which come in on appropriation bills, and will continue to come, | 


no gentleman can fairly consider that we can properly make such | 


The Chair must follow the decision already made | 
in committee; and the point of order being again made, will submit this | 


I thought it had been already decided that it | 


In the previous clause on which the committee | 
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| therefore submits to the Committee of the Whole that this is a new 
| form of the question. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. It is not the same sum 
| which would be his salary for one year. 
Mr. STEELE. Let the Forty-eighth Congress take care of that 
Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, if I read sections 40 and 41 of the 
| Revised Statutes aright, 1 think a man must die in order to get his 
| $5,000 salary legally. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist upon gentlemen confining 
| themselves closely to the point of order at this late date in the session 
Mr. FLOWER. I shall doso. I desire to call attention to these two 
sections, which are as follows: 

Sec, 40. The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, re 
| spectively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member or Dele 
} gate the amount of his salary foreach day that he has been absent from the Sen 
} ate or House, respectively, unless such Member or Delegate assigns asthe reason 
for such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of his family 

Sec. 41. When any Member or Delegate withdraws from his seat and does not 
return before the adjournment of Congress, he shall, in addition to the sum de 
ducted for each day, forfeit a sum equal to the amount which would have been 
allowed by law for his traveling expenses in returning home; and such sum 
shall be deducted from his compensation, unless the withdrawal is with the 
leave of the Senate or House of Representatives, respectively 


I putit here at $5,000, 


You must die, therefore, to get the salary legally, because it will be 
seen that unless you are present here or assign as a reason tor absence 
the sickness of yourself or family the disbursing officers are directed by 
law to deduet your salary for the time you are absent. But who ever 
heard of their doing it? I am opposed to this kind of appropriations 
The money we are called upon to vote away by this amendment is not 
ours, but a trust fund belonging to our constituents, some of whom are 
poorer and needier than those to be benefited by this proposition. 1 
ean not vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit to the committee the point 
made by the gentleman from New York along with the point of order 

Mr. ATHERTON. I understood the Chair to state to the House that 
the only reason the other question was submitted to the House was be 
cause the member having died in office the case raised a question that 
might go to the House; but if it was a case where he had not entered 
upon the duties of his office at all it was clear that kind of a case was 
obnoxious to the rule. Now, if that were so, should not the Chair de 
cide the question and let the House take the responsibility of deter 
mining the question upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair, that 
it is in order to make this appropriation in the case of a man who was 
simply eleeted to an office and who, by reason of death, had been cut 
off from the privilege of rendering any duty tor which he could be paid? 
Why is it that the Chair should submit a question of that kind to the 
House? Is it not so clear that no lawyer ought to risk his reputation 
by voting on such a point of order? 

Mr. KING and Mr. REAGAN rose 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate the question, and deems no 
further debate on the point of order necessary. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to reply to the argument made by the gen 
tleman from Ohio. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. It is im 
possible for the Chair to hear any individual when so many are talking 

The gentleman from Texas will be heard on the point of order 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say only a word on the point of order in 
answer to the argument submitted by the gentleman from Ohio {M1 
ATHERTON |, which I understand sustains in a general way the state 
ment made by the Chair to the House. 

I understand Mr. Herron was not a member of the Forty-seventh Con 
gress while Dr. Updegraff was a member of the Forty-seventh Con 
gress. Now, to ascertain how much virtue and merit there is in that 
distinction I call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the faet 
that though Dr. Updegraff was amemberof the Forty-seventh Congress 
this item must have included a portion of the money that would have 
been due to him for the Forty-eighth Congress. Forat the time of his 
death three-fourths of his two yearsof service in the Forty-seventh Con 
gress had expired and no $6,000 could have been due him. While he 
is described here as a member of the Forty-seventh Congress he in fact 
is paid as a member of the Forty-eighth. That is all that is proposed 
in the case of Mr Herron. If the allowance was right in the one case 
it can not be wrong in the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tee the question——— 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word on the point of order, and will 
only detain the House a moment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I was on my feet before the gentleman 
from Illinois. I have again and again agked the Chair to hear me on 
the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. Kine], it 
is true, claimed the floor when the gentleman from Texas | Mr. REAGAN | 
was endeavoring to get a hearing. The Chair will recognize the gen 
| tleman from Louisiana when the gentleman from Illinois shall have 
concluded. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. I think it fair on so important a question to alter- 
| nate in the matter of recognition between the sides 





The Chair now desires to submit to the commit 











; 
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Mr. ATHERTON. Do I understand that side to be in favor of the 
Herron claim ? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know that death pays much respect to 
sides, so far as that is concerned. 

I did not vote on the point of order a few moments ago; and I do not 
know any reason why the committee should have held the clause to be 
in order except that some years ago, when Mr. Schleicker, of Texas, 
died, a man in poor circumstances and a member of Congress when he 
died, and also a member-elect of the incoming Congress, the precedent 
was set under the impulse of personal sympathy of giving his repre- 
sentatives $6,000 or $7,000. Perhaps that p t has been followed. 
But I do not know of any case where a Congress has gone forward and 
made this allowance for a member of a succeeding Congress. 

Gentlemen say there is no reason why they should not do so. Well, 
after all has been said there is no reason in law why either should have 
been done. And it occurs to me that it is perhaps better to stop and 
let the incoming Congress take the responsibility of appropriating to the 
representatives of its own deceased members. 

Mr. ATKINS. In the very case the gentleman cites Congress did 
that,very thing—in the case of the representatives of Mr. Schleicher. 

Mr. RYAN. He was a member of the preceding Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, gentlemen say, because impelled 
by sympathy, we should go on and establish a dozen other bad prece- 
dents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] is 
recognized on the point of order. 

Mr. KING. I wish to address my remarks to the point of order. 
The Chair ruled a moment ago the proposition was to combine the pay- 
ment of the unpaid balance of salary of the deceased member from Ohio 
for the Forty-seventh Congress with the payment of salary for a year to 
come. This side of the House, so far as I am aware, certainly under- 
stood that to be the situation; and on that understanding I governed 
my action, believing that if the proposition was voted upon, and if the 
point of order was determined in favor of the proposition, it would cover 
both cases. 

Now, the Chair undertakes to divide and separate the questions, and 
say this is a new proposition entirely, instead of treating it as one prop- 
osition, when one-half of it has been settled by the House. I say it is 
not fair so todo. This proposition should be considered as having been 
combined with the other, and as having been settled by the last vote 
of the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Before the question is taken I submit it has 
been already decided by the House; because itis clear that although Dr. 
Updegraif was a member of the Forty-seventh Congress this distinctly 
provides for the payment of his salary as a member-elect to the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

It is true that while both propositions were submitted, it was dis- 
tinetly enunciated by the Chair, I think, that although there could be 
no question whatever raised as to the payment of the unexpired balance 
due Dr. Updegraffas a member of the Forty-seventh Congress, the whole 
question was submitted to the Committee of the Whole, including the 
proposition that he should be paid as a member of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN. There need be no confusion at all on the two 
points. The gentleman confuses what the Chair said in his capacity as 
a member of the House, which was that he did not desire to avoid any 
responsibility upon whatever should be ruled in order by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Chair, of course, could take no notice what- 
everof the amount of the old salary of Mr. Updegraff which had not been 
drawn and the amount which was included for the new term. There 
was a gross sum given to a man who was a member of this Congress, 
with a recital of the fact that he was a member-elect of the next Con- 
gress. The Committee of the Whole decided that such a proposition 
was in order. 

The reason why the Chair does not accept that decision of the com- 
mittee as applying to this case is that the proposition is one relating 
wholly to the compensation of a gentleman who was elected to the next 
Congress and who was not a member of this Congress at all. The 
Chair will ask the Clerk to again read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the legal representatives of Hon. Andrew Herron, member-elect of 
ore Congress from the sixth district of Louisiana, the sum of 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair therefore takes the same course in 
this case as he took in the other, and will submit the question to the 
committee under the right r&served to the Chair in such cases. The 
question is, Will the committee receive the proposed amendment as in 
order on this bill ? 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 36, 
noes 39. 

Mr. KING. I call for tellers. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BROWNE and Mr. ROBERTSON were 
appointed. 





The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 62, noes 61. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was received. 

The question was then taken upon the amendment; and it was 


. HISCOCK. I move asan amendment, to come in after line 1858 
that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. , 
The Clerk read as follows: 
. A widow of t " 
ott ond due = pe Sado of the atte yet S Beia ng meant 
Mr. MILLER. I desire to inquire of the Chair if we are still amend- 
—— paragraph ending with line 1858 ? 
e CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph has not yet been reached. 
The amendment offered by Mr. Hiscock was to. . 
Mr. MILLER. I now move to strike out the paragraph as amended. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I make apointof order against that motion. These 
propositions which have been voted into the bill are all separate para- 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out what has been in- 
serted and also the original paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are entirely distinct propositions. 

Mr. REAGAN. They are distinct and separate paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains the motion as in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Therule is to consider this bill by paragraphs, and 
these are all independent hs. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the amendments which have been adopted 
are amendments to the pending paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to paying the balance of the 
salary due any member from the time of his death until the close of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. But I am opposed to the principle of having 
the Forty-seventh Congress pay the salary of any one for any portion of 
the Congress to commence on the 4th day of March, 1883. 

This House does not know who will be the members of the Forty- 
eighth Congress. This House does not know whether Jonathan T. Up- 
degraff or Andrew Herron of Louisiana were elected members of that 
Congress or not. We might upon the same principle appropriate $5,000 
to any person. 

I want to know who can tell me that the seat of Mr. Herron, of Lou- 
isiana, may not be contested by some person in the next Congress, in the 
same manner as Mr. MACKEY, from South Carolina, contested the seat 
of Mr. O’Connor. : 

Mr. KING. There is no contest in this case. 

Mr. MILLER. And if it should be decided that he was not elected 
to the Forty-eighth Congress why should we pay him any salary? 

It is a matter that this House does not know anything about. The 
very moment we commence to make appropriations to pay persons 
elected to future Congresses we set a precedent that ought not to be 
established. And if this House does it it will have to do it by the 
votes of a majority of a quorum. 

Mr. WILSON. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania— 

Many MEMBERS on both sides of the Hall. Vote! Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has heard onegentleman in favor 
of the proposed motion to strike out, and the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] to speak in opposition 
to it. 

Mr. WILSON. In reply tothe position taken by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] that this Congress has no power over this 
subject—and the legal question is all I desire to say anything about— 
I have heard to-day for the first time that this Congress can not provide 
for the salaries of members of the succeeding Congress. 

This Congress possesses the legal authority and power to say when 
the salaries of members of the next Congress shall be paid, and how 
much they shall be paid. It is an honorable practice, a humane prac 
tice, begun years ago, to appropriate a portion if not the whole of the 
salary of a deceased member for the’ benefit of his family; and I hope 
that the humanity and propriety of members of this House will never 
lead them to depart from that practice. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. MILLER to strike 
out the paragraph and all amendments thereto; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 48, noes 71. 

Mr. MILLER. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MILLER and Mr. WILSON were ap- 
pointed. 

— committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 85. 

So the motion of Mr. MILLER was not agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole rose informally. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had sapeoret and signed the 
bill (H. R. 1052) in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund. 

y SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the widow of the late Hon. James Q. arg Mipauinny asa paneenes of 
BS ye ay Op 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I move to amend by inserting after the 

last read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To convert the rooms adjoining the old Hall of Representatives, excepting the 
rooms occupied as the document and stationery rooms, together with the rooms 

ad connected with them in the gallery story, including the gallery 
iteel ‘and the space over the entablature of the colonnade atthe south end of the 
hall, to the use of the library of the House of a ee ag ge and make the 
same to connect with the Library of Congress through the document-room, 
$10,000, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, by expending of $10,000 
the House library, the little room upstairs back of the clock, can be 
carried to the entablature and through the gallery of the old Hall 
into the adjoining room, thus providing space for nearly 150,000 vol- 
umes, all that we can ever want for the House library. We now have 
for the accommodation of the House library, as members will recol- 
lect, only the little room opening from the east side of this Hall and 
the small room opening upon the same floor as the gallery. The books 
belonging to the House library are for the most part packed away in 
boxes down in dark rooms. With this proposed expenditure we can, 
as I have said, afford space for 150,000 volumes; and we can have ad- 
joining the stationery and document rooms at least two very nice library- 
‘rooms. There is already acommunicating door between the document- 
room and the Congressional Library. Thus we shall have the House 
library in communication, through the document-room, with the Con- 
gressional Library. I believe that the amendment has the concurrence 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move to amend by inserting after the amendment 
last adopted the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to the officers and employés of the 
House of Representatives borne on the annual and session rollson the 3d day of 
March, 1883, one month’s extra pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, 
which sum shall be immediately available. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make a point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether a similar amendment has not been offered at 
the close of almost every Congress ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know. 

Mr. WILSON. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. At- 
KINS] that question. I believe an appropriation of this kind is an hon- 
orable custom which ought to be followed by us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a proposition of this 
kind was presented at the last session, when the present occupant of 
the Chair was presiding; and he then stated that in a matter atlecting 
so directly the officers and usages of the House, he would not take upon 
himself the responsibility of deciding the question of order, but would 
submit it to the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of those who may remem- 
ber the facts whether this is the usual provision. 

Mr. VALENTINE. | Itis. 

Mr. KENNA. It has been adopted on many occasions, I know. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say this, let the provision be omitted from 
this bill, and if it is in accordance with custom I will see that it is 
placed upon the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HOUSE. It is the usual provision. 

Mr. WILSON. Let it go on this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The custom, I believe, has been to giveone month’s 
extra pay to session employés, although last year this additional com- 
pensation was extended also to annual employés. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Whatever is customary we will provide for on the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. KENNA. I will state to the gentleman from New York that 
this is the bill upon which similar provision has been heretofore made. 

Mr. WILSON. This is a very proper place for the proposition, and 
I hope it will be adopted. 


New York stated that he would report a provision of this kind upon the 
deficiency bill. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I say that we will report upon the deficiency bill 
the usual provision, whatever it is. If this is the usual provision, we 
will report this. 


Mr. KENNA. A provision exactly similar to this was adopted upon 
this bill at the last session. 


Mr. HISCOCK. If it is customary, we will report it upon the de- 
ficiency bill. 
Mr. HOUSE. Why not let it go on this bill? 


Mr. HISCOCK. Because I desire to look into the matter. 
Mr. HOUSE. I must insist on my amendment. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that at the last 


of on my motion, a proviso similar to this was put on 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

















| extra percentage allowed. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Precisely like this. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, precisely the same. The difference be- 
tween this and the customary resolution or amendment is that this car- 
ries the annual employés of the House as well as those borne on the 
session rolls. This is precisely the amendment I moved to the sun- 
dry civil bill at the last session of Congress, If you will take what 
the Chairman suggested a moment ago as the customary amendment 
then you will not get what this resolution embraces, for this takes those 
borne on the session rolls and on the annual rolls. That precedent was 
established by the amendment I offered to the sundry civil bill at the 
last session of Congress. Here is where we put it, and here in my judg- 
ment is where it ought to be inserted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will consent to its going on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It does not belong to the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the amendment again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to call the attention of my colleague from 
Tennessee to the suggestion that he include in his amendment the ses- 
sion employés of the Senate. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let each body take care of its own employés. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish simply to read the provision from the 
sundry civil bill of last session as it became law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen must contine themselves to the dis- 
cussion of the point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply ask to read the provision of the sun- 
dry civil bill for the current fiscal year: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to the officers and employés of the 


House of Representatives borne on the annual and sessions rolls on the l5th day 
of June, 1882, one month's extra pay at the compensation then paid them by law, 


which sum shall be immediately available. 

That, I believe, has been copied verbatim by the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUSE. Precisely. 
Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam for the amendment; but it is not germane to 
this bill. Its place is in the deficiency bill. This provides for the serv- 
ice of next year. The deficiency bill is yet to be reported, and this 
properly belongs in that bill. I consider, therefore, the point of order 
to be well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair perhaps may in view of the precedents 
decline tosustain the point of order. On the main question of the point 
of order, however, the Chair again submits it to the committee for its 
decision. The question is, Shall the provision be considered as in order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a word on the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let me remind my friend from In- 
diana of the tact that this same provision was put into the sundry civil 
apppropriation bill in the Forty-sixth Congress at the instance of the 
present Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
more than one precedent for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So far as the history of this proposed legislation is 
concerned, [ wish to say the practice of paying a month’s additional 
compensation is of recent origin. There is no law for it, and my rec- 
ollection is it does not go beyond the Forty-fifth Congress. Further 
more, it has been confined heretofore, according to my memory, to the 
first session of a Congress upon the ground the session employés are 
employed for quite a long period and have a large amount of business 
to do, and therefore such a provision for the long session is not unrea- 
sonable. That is the argument heretofore used for granting such extra 
month’s pay during the long session of Congress. When the annual 
employés of Congress are only employed for a period of three months, 
it is now proposed by this amendment, as I understand it, to give them 
an additional month’s pay, for this applies to the annual employés as 
well as to the session employés. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itapplies to both. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; Iunderstand thatitappliesto both. It applies, 
then, to the best paid employés of the Government as all know, and to 
those who are employed for only a period of three months at this short ses 
sion. That is the proposition to give them an extra month’s pay. Point 


It was also adopted in the Forty-sixth 


There is, therefore, 


| to any instance where this has been done as to the regular employés of 
Mr. HOUSE. I wish to understand whether the gentleman from | 


this House for a short session. It has been done during the long session 
on account of the large amount of work done. It is now proposed to 
adopt a new rule and apply it to the short session. So far as my mem 
ory extends, Mr. Chairman, this is without precedent. 

So, Mr. Chairman, there can be no pretense that there is either law 
or precedent for this, if I am correct. I certainly have not been able to 
find any, and I do not think any has been cited by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana say that there 
is no precedent for the payment of this extra compensation at the close 
of a short session of Congress? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My recollection is that it has been confined entirely 
to the Forty-fifth Congress and since, and even then to the long session 
instead of the short session. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers that there used to be an 


If there las been no precedent the Chair 
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will take the responsibility of ruling upon the question; but declines to 
rule where the House has set a precedent, and prefers to submit the 
matter to the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Chairman, in the short session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, if I am not entirely mistaken, a resolution in all respects simi- 
lar to this was passed, and included also both classes of employés. I 
think that will be found to be the case on examination. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question to the com- 
mittee: Shall the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee be held to be 
in order? 

The question was taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 48. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not make 
that point now; let us get through with the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that we can have a yea- 
and-nay vote on this in the House I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You would be entitled to a vote in the House, this 
being an amendment to the bill, if you have a sufficient number to call 
the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the motion 
is ruled by the committee to be in order and the Chair will submit the 
question to the House. 

The question is now upon agreeing to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I now wish to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “annual” add the word “ semi-annual.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order upon that. That is cer- 
tainly a change of existing law. 

Mr. KLOTZ. Let it be read in connection with the amendment just 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “annual” the word “semi-annual; "’ so that it will read 
if amended: 
** Borne on the annual, semi-annual, and session rolls.” 

Mr. BROWNE. I would like to hear the gentleman from New York 
make the distinction between the point of order upon this and the point 
of order upon the preceding proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the responsibility of ruling 
upon the point of order if there be no precedent. If there is the Chair 
desires to have it stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no precedent so far as I know. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being none the Chair rules it out of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to 
be inserted at the proper place in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

For additional expenses of the folding-room to January 1, 1884, namely : 
“ For rent of building, $500; feed for com, $120; salary of driver, $300; salary 
of night-watchman, 450; repairs, $50; in all, $1,420." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BISBEE. I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Hon, Jonn R. Lyncn $2,800, the balance of his expenses incurred as con- 
testant for a seat in the Forty-seventh Congress. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I must make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida desire to be 
heard upon the point of order ? 

Mr. BISBEE. For a moment. 

Mr. Chairman, the amount named in that amendment is the excess 
of the expenditures incurred by Mr. LYNCH over the amount allowed 
him in conducting his contest for a seat to a successful termination in 
this Congress. Now, sir, this committee have instructed the Chair 
that a proposition to give, if you please, by way of gratuity, a sum to 
the widow or legal representatives of members -elect to the next Con- 
gress isin order. There was no lew for it, but the committee have 
instructed the Chair that such a proposition was in order. We have 
an act of Congress authorizing election contests. We have an act of 
Congress fixing the amount that shall be paid to officers taking testi- 
mony, fixing the sum that shall be paid to witnesses and for their 
mileage and per diem. Mr. LYNCH has incurred these expenses legit- 
imately in eg | oe case to obtain a seat in this House. 

Mr. WILSON. What evidence have you? 

Mr. BISBEE. Iam aware that there was smuggled into the sundry 
civil bill of the Forty-fifth Congress a limitation upon the expenses of 
contestees to $2,000, and I am aware that strictly under that law this 
amendment would be subject to a point of order. But I submit this 
amendment hoping the committee will agree to it, for the reason that 








this committee has already determined that it is in order to pay a given 
sum of money to the widow or to the heirs of a t never 
was a member of Congress at all; and I submit that a gentleman who 
has prosecuted his case to success and obtained his seat col ies expended 
all that he is worth to do it, is as much entitled tothe sympathy of this 
committee as the widow or the heirs of a deceased member elected to 4 
future Congress. I suggest, sir, that the point of order at least shoul 
be submitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sees nothing in the way of a precedent 
here to require him to submit the question of order to the committee. 
It does not involve the same matter as the point of order in the tormer 
cases. The Chair understands the gentleman to concede that the amend- 
ment is subject to the point of order. The Chair rules it out of order. 

The Clerk read the last paragraph of the bill, lines 1875 to 1882. as 
follows : 

To pay Frederick W. Steigelman, being the difference between his salary at 
$1,000, and that of a messenger at $1,200 per annum, from July 1, 1882, to June 2 
1883, $200, the same to be immediately available ; but this appropriation shall not 
be construed as an increase of said salary. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I send up an amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. BROWNE. I want to make a point of order on this before any 
amendment is offered or discussion begins. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is trying to recognize the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wisr] to offeranamendment. The gentleman trom 
Indiana on the right [Mr. HoLMAN] rose to inake a point of order on 
the last clause of the bill. Did the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Indian correctly? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not press the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wisk], whose amendment will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1882, insert the following: 

“And to pay E. D. Fitch, being the difference between his salary as a folder at 
$720 and that of a clerk in the folding-room at $1,200 per annum, from May 4, 
1882, to March 4, 1883, $400, the same to be immediately available.” 

Mr. BROWNE. I make the point of order on that amendment that 
it changes existing law, increases salary, and is not in the direction of 
economy. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. Does the gentleman make the point of or- 
der on the amendment or on the clause? 

Mr. BROWNE. On both. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BROWNE. I might withdraw it but for the fact that there are 
about one hundred and fifty similar amendments to be pressed if that 
is admitted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to knowif that amendment iscon- 
nected with the last clause of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is to make payment to another 
person. The Chair does not understand that the amendment rests on 
existing law, and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1882 add the following : 

“And the members of the Capitol Police, each one month’s extra pay.’’ 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. KLOTZ. This House has agreed to givea month’s extra pay to 
the sessional employés and theannualemployés. If there is any equity 
in giving a month’s extra pay to either of those classes, and if such an 
appropriation is in order simply because there is one precedent {or it 
away back, then this alsois inorder. This class of employés are as cer- 
tainly deserving asthe otherclass. While the othersserve three months. 
geta month’s extra pay and then go home for six months at a time, these 
gentlemen work day and night on Sundaysand week days. Now, if the 
point of order can be made against those men or if equity is against them 
it certainly must be against the others also. I have no objection to the 
appropriation made for the others, but I say it is right and just when 
you do give money away you should give it to these deserving men as 
well as to the other class of employés. There is no more deserving 
class than these men who stand up Sundays and week days, night and 
day, watching the Capitol in storm, rain, and sunshine. If the extra 
compensation is right in the one case it is right in the other also. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The argument of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania is on the merits. The Chair is bound to sustain the point of or- 
der in the absence of precedent. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I t that the Chair submit the point of order to 
the Committee of the Whole, so as to give both an equal chance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would do that if there were prece- 
dents in this case as well as in the other. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I hope the Chair will submit it to the House. It is 
the House which makes the law. The Chair submitted the point o! 
order in the other case of the members’ pay, and if the House could 
make a law in that case it should do so now, for the poor as well as the 
rich. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not differ with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as to the relative merits of his proposition. 

Mr. KLOTZ. To test the sense of the Committee of the Whole I 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the amendment is not in order, 
from which decision the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KLorz] 
appeals. The Chair submits the question: Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 ask consent to recur to a previous part of the bill, 
that I may move an amendment, to come in after line 1036, on page 43. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

After line 1036 insert : . 2 

“ For building the sea-wall on the west side and southeastern portion of Gov- 
ernor’s Toland. New York Harbor, $15,000, the same to be immediately available.” 

Mr. KLOTZ. Point of order! No precedent. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Reserving the point of order, I ask the gentleman 
from New York to state the facts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The facts are these: In the last appropriation act 
we provided a certain sum of money for this work. My associates on 
the committee will remember the earnest appeal made for it by Gen- 
eral Hancock who took the trouble to come to Washington to see us. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will this sum complete it ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will. | ; ' 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the continuation of a work in progress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I also ask to recur to a previous part of the bill and 
to offer an amendment to come in after line 315 on page 14. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Light-House Board to apply the money herein 
appropriated other than for surveys as far ascan be without detriment to the in- 
terests of the Goverment by contract. Where work can not be done or materials 

yurchased by contract without injury to the public interest it may be prosecuted 
os hired labor and materials purchased in open market. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve the question of order until I hear 
the first part of the proposition read again. 

The first portion of the amendment was again read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say that this is the same provision that was 
in the bill for the current year. It was put in as new legislation with 
a view, as far as possible, to enable materials for this work to be pur- 
chased in open market. Since this bill has been prepared and reported 
to the House, I have received a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury asking that a similar provision be put in this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam going now to ask a favor of the committee. 
The motion which I propose tosubmit will be subject toa point of order, 
but I trust no point of order will be made. I ask unanimous consent 
to move an amendment to this bill to give $900 to James C. Courts, 
the assistant clerk of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I now ask to return to page 58 of the bill for the 
purpose of offering an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk in 
lieu of the amendment which I submitted some time since. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the modifieation of the treaty and the agreement made with the Sioux 
Indians under the act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government, approved August 7, 1882, is hereby approved, and the sum of 
$200,000 is hereby appropriated out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated to enable the Secretary ofthe Interior to enter upon the execution 
of said treaty: Provided, That the rights of way, depot grounds, including such 
grounds for bridges, shops, and buildings, as the railroad companies have already 
selected and paid for, under agreement with said Indians, by and with the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding in extentthe rights granted 
to railway companies by the general laws touching the same, are reserved to 
said companies, and the lands actually necessary for the site of the bridgesand 
approaches thereto on the Missouri River, which have been selected, surveyed, 
and paid for under such contracts, are reserved according to those contracts; 
and the money, amounting to $17,110, so paid to the Secretary ofthe Interior for 


the benefit of said Indians for the said rights of way and grounds as above ex- | 


pressed, shall remain the money of said Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish for a moment at any rate to reserve the point 
of order on that amendment until I can have read at the Clerk’s desk, 
with the permission of the Chair, an addition which I desire to have 
made to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But nothing in the foregoing provision shall impair the provisions in the act 
of the last session of this Congress above referred to authorizing the treaty and 
agreement with the said Indians forthe cession of land to the United States, under 
which said land has been ceded to the United States, touching the disposition 
of the said land by the United States to actual settlers only, under the provis- 
ion of the homestead laws, except only as to said rights of way and the land 
named as incident thereto above enumerated. 

Mr. CASWELL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment to the 
amendment will be regarded as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

_ Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ $200,000” and 
inserting ‘‘$250,000.’’ I do that for the reason that the amount named 
in the amendment is not sufficient to pay one-half of what will be re- 
quired under the legislation of Congress. 
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My own judgment is that the law providing for the payment of these 
Indians ought to carry the entire sum. It will require over $500,000 
to carry out the agreement with these Indians. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. It will take $600,000. 

Mr. ATKINS. It will take $520,000 to pay for the 26,000 head of eat 
tle, and then it will require $300,000 in addition to that, making over 
$800,000 in all. 

Mr. RYAN. 


Not under this treaty. 
Mr. ATKINS. 


Not under this treaty ? 

Mr. RYAN. Under a former treaty. 

Mr. ATKINS. My colleague on the Committee on Appropriations 
(Mr. RYAN] informs me that it is under a former treaty. It makes 
no difference whether it is under this treaty or under a former treaty 
this money must be paid to the Indians. Why then piece it out by 
separate appropriations of $100,000 or $200,000? I say that if you are 
going to make an appropriation for this purpose you ought in all fiir 
ness to make such an appropriation as will be worth something. You 
ought to finish it up, and not piecemeal it out for three or four or five 
years, if that is the policy. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The great point in reference to this item, so fir as 
the Government is concerned, is the ratification of this treaty If gen 
tlemen will look at the law they will discover that the ratification of 
the treaty by Congress is a condition precedent to everything else. 
gress must approve the treaty. 

Now, we are in this case doing the unusual thing of not only approy 
ing the treaty but of appropriating a portion of the money necessary to 
carry it out. On consultation with the Secretary of the Interior on 
this subject he said that what he wanted was an approval of the treaty, 
and that he could get along with an appropriation of $100,000. It was 
after this conference and at his suggestion that the sum of $100,000 was 
put in the bill. 

I have no sort of doubt but what, so far as the interest of the Indians 
themselves is concerned, it is better that the appropriation should be 
kept down. It never has been the policy of the Government in treat 
ing with Indian tribes to pay them the consideration for their lands un 
der treaties with them as yon would pay whites. They are the wards 
of the nation, and this money is to be held and expended for their ben 
efit. 

I believe that nothing which we could do would be more unwise 
than to provide for the payment of this whole sum over to them im 
mediately. We want to pay it to them as fast as they are settled and 
become, as it were, homesteaders on their reservation; and this sumof 
$200,000 will be ample for that purpose. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. ATKINS to thi 
amendment offered by Mr. CASWELL, and it was not agreed to upon a 
division—ayes 50, noes 85. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move pro forma to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 1 wish to say that while the point of order 
as to the propriety of confirming an Indian treaty upon an appropria 
tion bill has been waived, yet there are matters in connection with this 
subject of which the House should be made aware. The first we heard 
of this question in the House was on yesterday. This morning I re 
ceived a communication from a gentleman residing in the city of Phil- 
adelphia in whom I have full and absolute contidence. 1 desire that 
the Clerk may read his communication, so that the House may be tully 
apprised of some of the difliculties presented in connection with this 
proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Con 


It is, I suppose, inevitable that the report of the commission appointed to treat 
with the Sioux in the matter, and the agreements entered into by them with 
certain chiefs, be adoptedin the main. Tam toldthat the whites in the vicinity 
are most urgent and anxious for the reduction of the Sioux reserve Railroad 
conununication with Deadwood must be secured sooner or hater I believe 
however, that this report should be adopted only with certain modifications 

First. By it the situation ofthe Santee Sioux is imperiled 

The object of the Sioux commission is to divide the present great Sioux ré 


| serve, which is now occupied by all the Sioux tribes as tenants in Comumon, into 


reservations to be held separately by the several tribes. To effect this each 
tribe has at the solicitation of the commission relinquished its claim to an m 

divided part of the present reserve and obtains in consideration of this a reser 
vation set apart for it asatribe. Each tribe has done this, with one exception 
the Santees. They, while relinquishing their right to an undivided part of the 
great reserve, have had no portion setapart for their use. This is, 1] presume 
due to the fact that they at present occupy, as they have done for soine years 
past, land set apart for them by executive order in the northeast corner of Ne 

braska. .We know from personal observation as well as from the testimony of 
others that the Santees are the most industrious and civilized of all the Sioux 
They are extensively and successfully farming the land they now occupy. They 
have considerable property in houses, barns, &c., and were for years of most 
material service to the whites by standing between them andthe wilder Indians 
on the north. 

As you know, under act 6 of the treaty of 1868, these Santee Indians can take 
claims, obtain patents for land so taken, and they become on the acquisition of 
such patents citizens of the United States. The first patent under this treaty 
has recently been granted by the General Land Office under a decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and other Indiansare ready to avail themselves of their 
opportunity to get title in this way. But this process is necessarily an exceed 
ingly slow one. Some Indians have not yet taken claims; others have not occu- 
pied them a sufficient time or made the prescribed improvements; others, again, 
can not yet afford even the small expense of obtaining a patent 

Meanwhile they only occupy their Nebraska land on the uncertain sufferance 
of a Presidential order, and by relinquishing at the instance of this commission 
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their certain rights in the Sioux reserve are in danger of being absolutely 
homeless. Their danger is increased from the fact that, asI am told, the neigh- 
boring whites are anxious for the land and are convinced of the uncertainty of 
the Indian tenure. It seems, therefore, of the highest importance that the ex- 
ecutive order setting apart this Nebraska land should be confirmed by Con 

I would therefore suggest that a clause giving to the Santee Sioux absolutely 
the land held by them in Nebraska under executive order be incorporated in 
the proposed bill or that a separate bill be prepared to that effect. 

Second. Proper provision should be made for reimbursing individual Indians 
for loss of property sustained by removal. The report of the commission seems 
to contemplate only a general payment for land. The ney yee civilized 
Indian gets no damages for loss of property, receiving like the unsettled Indian 
the regular compensation for the cession of uncaltivated land. 

Third. I also call your attention to the fact that act 12 of the treaty of 1868 pro- 
vides that “no treaty for the cession of any part or portion of the reservation 
therein described shall be of any validity against said Indians unless signed by 
at least three-fourths of all the adult male Indians occupying or int«rested in 
the same.”’ The report of the commission shows that this consent has not been 
obtained. It is of course a matter of opinion whether, if it is desirable or in- 
evitable the proposed division of the reservation be effected, any notice should 
be taken of this violation of the original treaty. 

Fourth, Act 12 of the treaty of 1868 provides that ‘‘no cession by the tribe 
shall be understood or construed in such manner as to deprive without his con- 
sentany individual member of the tribe of his rights to any tract of land selected 
by him, as provided in act 6 of this treaty.” Sufficient provision for the ful- 
dliment of this clause does not seem to have been made in the agreement re- 
ported by the commission, 

Fifth. The agreement also seems to contemplate a loss by all the bandstreated 
with of the privileges and compensation coming to them under the treaty on 
its non-fulfiliment by one band. This is manifestly unjust and impolitic. The 
bill should be so worded as to negative such a construction. 


HENRY 8. PANCOAST. 


During the reading of the foregoing letter, when Mr. RANDALL’S 
time had expired, 

Mr. FLOWER obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that the reading of this 
paper may be finished. 

The reading was then resumed and concluded. 

Mr. VALENTINE. For the purpose of curing a difficulty to which 
the correspondent of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has referred I offer the amendment which I send to the desk to 
come in as a further proviso to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all selections of land in severaity heretofore made by the Santee Sioux 
on their reservation in the State of Nebraska be, and the same are hereby, con- 
firmed; and the Secretary of the Interior shall allot in severalty to said Santee 
Indians not yet having made selections a quantity of land from said reserva- 
tion in accordance with the provisions of the treaty of April 29, 1868, to be se- 
lected by such Indians as are by the provisions of said treaty entitled thereto; 
and the provisions of sections 6 and 7 of an act to provide for the sale of a part 
of the reservation of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, ap- 
proved August 7, 1882, are hereby extended to said Santee Sioux Indians. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
understands this subjectso much better than I do that 1 am quite con- 
tent to accept his suggestion in connection therewith. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ifthe Committee of the Whole desires an expla- 
nation of this amendment, I shall be very glad to give it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. CASWELL. I trust that we may have order, and that the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska will explain this proposition. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Chairman, the Santee Sioux are a small 
hand of Indians who are a party to this treaty. They are more civilized 
than any other of the bands who are parties to it, and have been placed 
by executive order on a small reservation in the northern part of Ne- 
braska. They have no rights there under any law or treaty. They are 
farmers, living upon the land in severalty, and there is no desire on the 
part of citizens of Nebraska to oust them. This provision, if adopted, 
will give them in severalty the lands where they now reside—their 
farms and their homes. 

The amendment of Mr. VALENTINE was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I submit as an additional proviso the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the sum of $39,102.16, or so much thereof as may be found by 
the Secretary of the Interior to be due them, is hereby appropriated to reimburse 
the Miami Indians of Indiana for money improperly paid out of money equitably 
due to said Indians. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make a point of order upon this amendment that 
it is not germane and is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards the proposition as not germane 
to the pending amendment, 

Mr.STEELE. Upon the point of order I wish to say that this amend- 
ment proposes merely to carry outa treaty stipulation. The treaty with 
these Indians was made in 1849. In 1859 some sixty-nine Indians not 
belonging to that tribe were taken on the rolls and money was paid to 
them. In 1867 the Secretary of the Interior discovered that there had 
been a mistake in this respect. Under the treaty stipulation only In- 
dians named in the treaty were entitled to participate in the fund; but 
Indians not named in the treaty had been taken on the rolls, and the 
fact of their not belonging there was not discovered until 1867. Then 
the Secretary of the Interior dropped these Indians from the rolls, but 
did not reimburse the tribe for the money thus improperly paid out. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, provides only to pay them just the 
amount that the Secretary of the Interior finds to be due them by rea- 





son of that wrongful payment out of their funds, that paymen i 
been made undera application of the law. ~ antes 


is to correct that error when the amount shall be ascertained ree 
able the Department to carry out the provisions of the treaty with 
them; or, in other words, to pay them what is due to them properly un- 
der the terms of the treaty and to pay the Indians named in that treaty 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards this as more in the nature of 
a claim under the treaty than for the execution of it. If it arises under 
the regulations or terms of a treaty, a provision making an appropria- 
tion to carry out that stipulation with the Indians, the Chair thinks 
would properly come in on the Indian appropriation bill. ; 
Mr. STEELE. But the Secretary of the Interior decides that he can 
not right the wrong which has been committed upon these Indians in 
the payment of this fund unless he has legislation to warrant it. And 
wv such amount will be paid as is actually found due on investiga- 

ion. 

_Mr. RYAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that he offer 
his amendment as an independent proposition. It is not germane to 
the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of that opinion. 
Mr. STEELE. Then I will withdraw it for the present. 


_Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, upon the pending proposi- 


tion—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon the pending amend- 
ment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of being heard very briefly. This measure upon which the committee 
is now called to vote is one of great importance, and may be not only 
important to the immediate locality affected, but to the country at 
large; and I am exceedingly anxious that the committee shall under- 
stand the effect of these provisions, as they concern the rights here con- 
firmed to these railroad companies, before voting upon it. 

It is very unfortunate that we should have been called upon to legislate 
upon a matter of so much importance as this in the hurried manner in 
which we are compelled to legislate under the five-minute rule upon an 
appropriation bill. It is very unfortunate. There should have beeu 
more time for careful consideration and deliberation. We are not fully 
informed as to the nature of the contracts entered into between the Sioux 
Indians, or the Secretary of the Interioron their behalf, and the railway 
corporations. ‘The provision is as nearly in conformity to the terms of 
the agreement as the gentleman having charge of that particular branch 
of the subject has been able to indicate. And believing myself that 
this right of way to the railway companies was ultimately inevitable 
and that the treaty under all of the circumstances is as fair as could 
probably be drawn in the interest of the Government and of the Indians 
themselves, I see no reason why the proposition should not be adopted. 
Yet I think it extremely improbable that every gentleman here has 
been able to understand the provisions of that amendment from hearing 
it read at the desk, or its effect; and therefore I ask for order while the 
entire proposition is again read as it now stands amended, so that every 
member of the committee may see for himself exactly what itrefers to. 

The amendment as amended was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was ayreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now offer an amendment which I send tothe desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay James C. Courts, assistant clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, 
for tional compensation, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Po CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has now concluded the reading of the 
ill. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it now in order to offer the amendment which I 
offered some time ago, but withdrew at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Kansas? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the amendment, 


which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the ing of line 1395, 58 of the bill, insert : 
provided. That the sate of $001 6, or so much thereof as be found by 


the Secretary of the Interior to be due them, is hereby approp to reimburse 
he Miami Ind i- 
table — ba ry of Indiana, for money Nomen 6 paid out of money equi 
Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order upon that. 
Mr. BAYNE. Withhold the point order and let us have an expla- 
nation of the amendment. 
Mr. STEELE. I have already made an explanation, but will say 


Mr. HISCOCK. It has been once explained already. I hope the 
_— eman from Pennsylvania will not insist upon having another ex- 
p on. 


Mr. STEELE. I am perfectly willing to come to a vote on this 


amendment if the committee what it is. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pee eeeetneds cated Shy hoge 
tleman from New York. Chair will hear the gentleman briefly on 


the point of order. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. The matter has been pending in this House in the 
nature of a claim, and a bill of similar character was considered in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. It has been existing in that way for years, and 
I supposed that Mr. Baker, a former member from Indiana, had settled 
the whole matter up. Iam compelled to make the point of order on it. 

Mr. STEELE. I beg to state in reply to what has been said by the 
gentleman from New York that a final payment was to be made to 
these Indians in 1880, but in making that settlement they did not take 
into account the money which had been improperly paid out of the fund 
which was due to them in that year. This money was paid improp- 
erly out of the funds belonging to the Indians. The object of this 
amendment is simply to reimburse the Indians for that money which, 
as I have said, was improperly paid out, and only in the event that the 
Secretary of the Interior upon examination of the case finds that itis 
properly due them under the treaty stipulation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty with the Chair of course is in the 
uncertainity as to the condition of this matter. If it is a direct obli- 
gation resulting from a treaty, and undisputed, it is in continuance of a 
public work, and the amendment is in order. But if it is a disputed 
claim against the Government the Chair would not be justified in recog- 
nizing it upon this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I state in reply to that that they required receipts 
in full to be signed by those Indians; and they took advantage of the 
ignorance of the Indians and got them to sign. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The amendment is the same as a bill now pending 
before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to see the bill. I have here a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior showing what is due to those Indians. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, with the consent of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock], will submit the question to a vote or 
will rule on the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask for a decision of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair finds nothing in the amendment itself 
which makes it in order if the facts are disputed. 

Mr. STEELE. I have here the letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. That shows there is a dispute about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the amendment is in 
order and sustains the point of order. 

Some time subsequently, when the committee had risen and the 
Speaker had resumed the chair, 

Mr. STEELE said: I ask leave to have printed in the RecorD a let- 
ter trom the Secretary of the Interior corroborating my statement, ex- 
cept so far as regards the amount covering attorneys’ fees and that paid 
to agents. That is covered by a separate letter, which I do not care to 
print. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. It is as follows: 


If that be the fact that is enough to sustain the 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 21, 1883. 

Sir: In reply to the request contained in your indorsement of Ist instant, re- 
ferring to me a communication from Mr. Samuel McClure, of Marion, Indiana, 
dated 27th ultimo, that you be informed if the books in this office bear out the 
statements of Mr. McClure, and also as to what amount was returned to the 
Treasury Department by Special Agent Cowgill of the funds lately placed in his 
hands to be paid to the Miami Indians, I have to say that the records in this 
office show that in compliance with the act of June 12, 1858, sixty-eight persons 
were added to the roll of Miamies of Indiana and allowed to participate in the 
annuity payment for that year, and they also appear to have been paid back 
annuity for the years 1846 to 1857, inclusive, which back annuity amounted to 

These sixty-eight (if none died) and their increase probably shared in all sub- 
sequent annuity payments to the Miamies up to and including that for the year 
1867. But prior to the payment for 1868, in accordance with a decision of the At- 
torney-General, one hundred and nineteen persons were dropped from the roll. 
These one hundred and nineteen, in all probability, comprised all of the original 
sixty-eight then alive and their increase, and no doubt also some additions 
through marriages, births, &c. 

The records in this office of such payments made ten or fifteen yearsago are so 
im: that | am unable at present to trace forward on the rolls the original 
sixty-eight, or to trace backward the one hundred and nineteen finally dropped, 
80 as to inform you of the exact amount drawn by each of these so-called 
= Indians,” or to say with certainty that the total amount as stated by Mr. 
McClure is correct. That information can probably be obtained fromthe Treas- 
—. 

it is your wish tocall the attention of Congress to this matter, with the view 

of having those whose funds you believe have been misapplied reimbursed, I 

would suggest that a reasonable sum might be appropriated for that purpose, 

with a provision attached that before payment is made it will be the duty of a 

y qualified agent to ascertain the exact amount ofthe Miami funds which 

may have been improperly disbursed by the Government, and to submit a re- 
port of the same for the approval of the Department. 

The amount returned by Special Agent Cowgill of the Miami funds lately placed 
in his hands for disbursement was $695.78, due to Wah-zaw-pe-aw, alias James 
Lewis Goodboo, whom nt Cowgill says he could not find. 


Mr. —ws letter and an accompanying paper are herewith returned. 
ery y, 
H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
Hon. GrorGe W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill with the amendments. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Onemoment. The other day I sent up an amend- 











ment to the desk accompanied by certain correspondence. The chair 

man of the Committee on Appropriations tells me he has not had time 
to examine it. I therefore do not desire to press it in connection with 
this bill, and withdraw the amendment. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. KASSoNn reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R 
7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, 
and had directed him to report the same with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on concurring in the amend 
ments recommended by the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. MILLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLER. Is it in order for me now to demand a separate vote 
on one amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s right to demand a separate vote 
will not be precluded by the ordering of the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on concurring in the amend 
ments. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] states that 
he desires a separate vote on an amendment, which he will indicate 

Mr. MILLER. 1 ask for a separate vote on an amendment paying 
one year’s salary to the representatives of a person purporting to have 
been elected from one of the Louisiana districts, Mr. Andrew Herron 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the whole amendment come in as an en 
tirety ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment on which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desires a vote is a separate amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. It was adopted as a separate amendment and is not 
connected with any other paragraph. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will that vote include the payment to the represent 
atives of Dr. Updegraff of his salary in the Forty-eighth Congress? 

The SPEAKER., That is a separate matter. 

Mr. HOUSE. If it does not I demand the yeas and nays upon that. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to inquire whether the gentle 
man from Tennessee refers to an amendment to the bill on which he 
desires a separate vote, or whether he does not refer to a paragraph of 
the original bill? If it be a portion of the original bill, then a sepa- 

rate vote can not be asked upon it. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand that the chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole ruled that this proposition to pay the representatives of 
Herron was an amendment to the Updegraff paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. That is a separate amendment, but the Updegratl 
clause is a part of the original bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for a separate vote on the amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole increasing the cost of the survey of 
the public lands; also on the amendment adopted to the bill paying an 
additional compensation of one month’s pay to the employés of the 
House. 

TheSPEAKER. On those three different amendments separate votes 
will be taken. If there is no objection the Chair will first submit to 
the House the question of agreeing to all the amendments reported by 
the Committee of the Whole except the three indicated—one by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER], and two by the gentle 
man from Indiana{Mr. HOLMAN]. ‘The question ison agreeing to these 
amendments. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
Do I understand that where a proposition is a part of the original bill 
a Separate vote can be had upon it? 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote can not be had upon that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Lunderstand that is the object of my friend 
from Pennsylvania [| Mr. MILLER]. 

TheSPEAKER. No, sir; thegentleman from Pennsylvania demands 
a separate vote on an amendment to the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole, with the exceptions 
indicated, were concurred in. , 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendmenton which 
a separate vote is asked. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before that is done I ask unanimous consent that 
the order that the House shall take a recess at half past 5 until half 
past 7 be rescinded for to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL. You want to finish this bill to-night? - 

Mr. HISCOCK. We want to finish it to-night without a recess, and 
have no evening session. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the gentleman from New York should 
ask unanimous consent to extend the period for taking a recess. 

Mr. HISCOCK. All I want to do is to have this bill passed without 
having an evening session. 

Mr. WHITE. What will be the order of business for this evening? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state. The order of busi- 
ness is the bill now under consideration until it is disposed of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON | if he insists on his objection to my request. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment upon 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “section lines,” in line 1349 of the bill, insert the following: 

“Or where for any cause not provided for by law, in Oregon and Washington 
Territory, he is unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, 
he may allow a sum not exceeding $12 per linear mile for standard lines, $10 for 
township lines, and $% for section lines.” 

The question was taken upon the amendment; and it was agreed to 
upon « division—ayes 83, noes 67. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was to in- 
sert the following paragraph : 


To pay the legal representatives of Hon. Andrew 8. Herron, a member-elect 
to the Forty-eighth Congress from the sixth district of Louisiana, the sum of 


$000, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before the question is put on that amendment I 
desire to ask if it is in order to move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I make the motion. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 105, noes 25. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, called for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers; and there were 20 in 
the affirmative. 

So (the aflirmative not being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were not 
ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomp- 
30N ] if he will now withdraw his objection to vacating the. order for an 
evening session, and let us finish this bill ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I am willing to have this bill fin- 
ished this afternoon if we can have a session this evening. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the announcement of the vote 
on the motion that the House now adjourn. Before announcing the 
result of that vote the Chair willsubmit an Executive communication 
and personal requests of members. 

FRENCH CABLE COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States of America ; 

With reference to my message of the 12th ultimo on the same subject, I trans- 
mit herewith a further report of the Secretary of State, furnishing additional 
papers received since the date of his former report, in response to a 
of the House of Representatives of July 5, 1882, calling for any information in the 
possession of the Department of State in reference to any changes or modifica- 
tions of the stipulations which the French Cable Company made with this Gov- 


savin eee CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive MANsion, Washington, February 23, 1882, 
POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads reported, as asubstitute for House bill No. 7612, 
a bill (HL. R. 7635) to amend section 3829 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was read a first and second time, placed on the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. CASSIDY. lask unanimous consent to present at this time a 
memorial of the Legislature of the State of Nevada with reference to 
the attempted nullification of the Chinese restriction act, and that it be 
referred —— 

Several Members objected, and called for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection being made, the memorial will be referred 
through the petition-box. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CABELL, 

for one week, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked and obtained leave to print in the Recorp 
some remarks prepared by him on the bill (H. R. 7563) for the more 
effectually suppressing and preventing of lotteries by prohibiting the 
transmission through the mails of publications containing lottery ad- 
vertisements. [See Appendix. ] 
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And then the result of the vote on the motion of Mr. Hiscock was 
announced; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. ¢ 

The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. CASSIDY : Memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, with ref- 
erence to the nullification of the Chinese restriction act—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Theresolutions adopted by the Chicago Board 
of Trade, recommending of the joint resolution providing for re- 
peal of article 11 of the amendments to the Constitution and for legal! 
enforcement of State contracts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNNELL : Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, ask- 
ing for adjustment of land grants to the State—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Hon. R. McKilley and 138 others, 
citizens of Wyandot County, Ohio, for allowance of pension to L. A. 
Gromley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Sion S. Bass Post, No. 40, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Indiana, asking that a pension be granted to 
the widow of Major George W. Stough—to the same committee. 

By Mr. H. 8S. HARRIS: The resolutions of the New York Chamber 
of Commerce; the petition of John Potter, and others, ship-owners of 
Bath, Maine, and of James W. Elwell & Co. and others, ship-owners 
and shipping merchants of New York, protesting against section 13 of 
the bill pending relating to American merchant marine—severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of freedmen of the Chickasaw Nation, 
asking that they shall be entitled to all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of native citizens—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANNEY: The petition of Francis Morandi & Son and others, 
protesting against the extension of Fisk & Billings’s patents—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of W. G. Bowman and 31 others, citi- 
zens of North Carolina, asking that Wiley G. Woody be restored to the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following memorials and petitions relating to tariff legislation 
were presented and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of C. F. Hovey & Co. and others, merchants of 
Boston, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. 8. 8S. COX: Of Tiffany & Co. and others, of New York. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Of resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
Homestead, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. URNER: Of L. Richardson and 31 others, of David Hol- 
singer and 46 others, of McMillin Brothers and 67 others, of Joseph 
Womsley and 25 other-, of John Chambers and 16 others, of John Bein- 
law and 7 others, of Charles Murray and 51 others, of R. D. Rees and 
8 Others, and of C. H. Wiltig and 20 others, citizens of Alleghany an: 
Garrett Counties, Maryland. 

~By Mr. WILLITS: Of the lumbermen of Oceana County, Michigan. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 24, 1883. 


The Senate met at 100’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BULLocK, D. D. 

JAMES G. FATR, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings, and after having read for some time, 
Mr. GARLAND. As there is a good deal of Journal to be read, wn- 
less some one desires it, | ask that the further reading be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President; I want to hear the Journal 
read through. 


The Principal Legislative Clerk resumed and concluded the reading 
of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 


COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. HILL. I ask i of the Senate that the Committee on 
"ee rang and Post- may have leave to sit during the sessions of 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT . Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado Mr. Hitt]? The Chair hears none, and 
leave is granted. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. _I present a preamble and resolution ted a few 
days Association of the Iron and Steel Workers 


by 
of the United States assembled in public meeting in the city of Terre 
Haute, Indiana. I ask that it be read. It is not long. 
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| 
Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, if it is to go into the Journal, the record. | 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am not asking that it gointothe Journal. The 
Senator from Vermont is usually accurate in his statements. I should 
like to know what he means by objecting to its going into the Journal ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imadeamistake. I should havesaidthe Recorn. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want the resolution to go into the Recornp. It 
emanates froma very respectable and large national association of labor- 
ing people. They are mechanics and workers in iron and steel. The 
time this morning has been taken up half an hour in reading the trash 
of last night, and I understand it was owing to the request, the imper- 
ative desire of the Senator from Vermont. I want about «minute and 
a half for the iron and steel workers of the country to be heard here if 
I can have that privilege. If not, I want to have the fact known. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed in the 
RecorD if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to its being printed in the Recorn, and 
for the reason that has been stated so many times, that it encumbers 
the RECORD so much as to make the book almost entirely useless, and 
it is very expensive. If the Senator wishes to have it printed as a sep- 
arate document I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no desire to have it go intothe Journal so 
that it goes into the RecorD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution can be printed as a 
separate document, but objection is made to its being printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I observe that a great deal of stuff does go into 
the RECORD that is not as valuable as this paper is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. The rule requires that a brief statement of the con- 
tents shall be made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask to have the resolution returned to me. 
is briefer than any statement that can be made: 

Whereas it is indispensable to the business and commercial prosperity of the | 
people of the United States that their domestic labor and industry should be 
properly protected in every department— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel bound to rise to a question of order. The 
rule requires a Senator to state briefly the general contents of a paper 
that he presents. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will do so, Mr. President. There isa large as- 
sociation of people who seem to have incurred the hostility, the unrea- 
sonable hostility, of the Senator from Vermont. They are known as the | 
Amalgamated Association of the Iron and Steel Workers of the United 
States. How they have fallen into disfavor with the Senator from Ver- 
mont to such an extent as to receive an objection to a few words on their 
part being inserted into the Recorp, I am at a loss to determine. 

The body of laboring people, among some of the most meritorious 
in the United States, engaged in one of the largest and best industries, 
at a national meeting a week or ten days ago, at the beautiful city in 
which I live, after much discussion, in which there were some of the | 
best minds of Indiana engaged, formulated a brief preamble and reso- | 
lution occupying two pages andahalfof very open writing that would | 
take about a minute and a half in the reading. They have done me 
the honor to send that here to me, and have asked me ina note to have 
their views laid before the Senate of the United States, statingat the same 
time that they had forwarded a similar paper to the immediate Repre- | 
sentative of that district, so that they might be heard in both branches 
of Congress. Their object in doing that is to make known that they 
believe that in levying import duties for the purpose of revenue view | 
should be had to the protection of the great industries of the United | 
States. Inasmuch, however, as I am informed that there are no iron 
interests in Vermont, I do not expect their appeal to be heeded in that | 
quarter, but I do expect it to be heeded in almost if not every other 
quarter in the United States. I believe now I have made known brietly 
the purpose of this paper, which would have occupied about one-fifth of 
the time if it had been read, and would have stated itsown purpose better 
than I have been able to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where a point of order is made the 
rule requires a brief statement of it; that is all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I return the paper to the desk, and inasmuch as 
it relates to a subject that has already been acted wpon, I move that it 
lie on the table. 

The moticn was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Corder Grange, No. 2074, of 
Lafayette County, Missouri; a petition of Clear Creek Grange, No. 278, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Benton County, Missouri; and a petition of | 
the Lawrence County Grange, of Missouri, praying for the creation of | 
ag of secretary of agriculture; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- | 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7546) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls for monumental purposes, tosubmit an adverse | 
report thereon, and to recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. | 
The reasons are stated in the report. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator—I do not waut to con- | 





| the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monumental 


sume time—to state in a word what the result of the committee's in- 
vestigation was? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs has hereto 
fore submitted two or three reports upon this same question of con 
demned cannon, showing that all the condemned cast-iron cannon which 
are accessible and available for such purposes have already been appro 
priated and disposed of, and that the only remaining condemned cast 
iron cannon are in forts away from lines of transportation, and are heavy 
guns and unsuitable for such purposes 

Mr. HOAR. I did not mean to object at all to the conclusions an 
nounced by the honorable Senator; I have no doubt they are entirely 
correct; but 1 thought it would be interesting to a great many associa 
tions in the country to know the committee’sconclusion, and they would 
hear it stated in this way more than in the printed report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has been one printed report made betor 
setting forth the facts. I move that the report now submitted be printed 
and agreed to, and that the bill be indetinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7323) to supply condemned cast-iron cannon and cannon-balls 
for monumental purposes, have instructed me to report the same ad 
versely for the same reasons as in the other case 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military 
adversely the following bills and joint resolution 

A bill (H. R. 5302) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to the citi 
zens of Waterville, Maine; 

A bill (HL. R. 5521) to authorize the Secretary of War to donate con 
demned cannon for monumental purposes; 

A bill (HL. R. 5609) donating condemned cannon to the town of Stone 
ham, in Massachusetts: 


(fairs reported 


A bill (IL. R. 5616) to donate four condemned cannon to Charles W 
Sawyer Post, No. 17, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Dover, New 
Hampshire: 

A bill (H. R. 5961) to authorize the Secretary of War to turn over to 
Association ot 
four condemned cannon and four cannon-balls: 

A bill (HL. R. 5963) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate thre« 


Delaware, Ohio 


| condemned cannon to Blake Post of the Grand Army of the Rt public 


at Medina, Ohio, to be used for monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6820) to authorize the Secretary of War to turn over to 
the Ladies’ Monument Association of Mount Vernon, Ohio, four con 
demned cannon and tour cannon-balis: 

A bill (HL. R. 6334) donating condemned cannon to Gregy Post, No 
95, of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Belletonte, Pennsylvania 

A bill (H. R. 6358) donating condemned cannon for monumental 


| purposes; 


A bill (H. R. 
purposes; 

A bill (HL. R. 6368) to authorize the Secretary of War to donate con 
demned cast-iron cannon: 


A bill (H. R. 6371) donating condemned cannon tor monumental pur 
poses ; 


6359) donating condemned cannon for morumenta 


A bill (H. R. 6386) granting condemned cannon for monumental pur 
poses ; 

A bill (H.R 
the erection of 
of Ohio: 

A bill (H. R. 


. 6408) granting eight condemned cannon to be used in 
a statue to the memory of General William H. Lytle 


6431) donating condemned cannon to William Logan 


| Redman Post, No. 1, of the Grand Army of the Republic, for their 
| plaee of burial; 


A bill (H. R. 6432) donating condemned cannon to the post of the 
Grand Army of the Republic at Fall River, Massachusetts, for their 
place of burial: 

A bill (H. R. 6433) donating condemned cannon to Charles Sumner 


| Post, No. 101, of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Groveland, Ma 


sachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) donating condemned cannon and cannon-balls 

A bill (CH. R. 6453) to authorize the Secretary of War to give four 
condemned cast-iron cannon to the Dick Lambert 
Army of the Republic, for monumental purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 6506) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
town of Cornwall, Orange County, New York, four condemned cannon 
and four eannon-balls, for decoration of the soldiers’ monument: 

\ bill (H. R. 6558) donating condemned cannon and cannon-balls to 
Alexander Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Piqua, Ohio 
for ornamental and monumental purposes, and Farragut Post, Ports 


Post of the Grand 


| mouth, Virginia, for memorial purposes; 


A bill (H. R. 6590) granting condemned cannon and cannon-balls for 
monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6779) donating condemned cannon and other munitions 
of war to G. H. Barnes Post, No. 175, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (H. R. 6815) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish con 


| demned cannon for the soldiers’ monument at Utica, New York; 


A bill (H. R. 6817) to donate four condemned cannon to Henry Wi! 
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son Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Republic, of Slaterville New York, 
for monumental purposes in the cemetery at that place; 

A bill (H. R. 6818) donating condemned cannon for monumental 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6821) donating condemned cannon to the Monumental 
Association of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; and 

Joint resoiution (H. Res. 228) to denote condemned cast-iron cannon 
to Goodrich Post, No. 22, of the Grard Army of the Republic, at Dan- 
ville, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
stated in the former report. 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6625) to authorize the Washington 
and Atlantic Railroad Company to extend a railroad into and within 
the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 1998) for the relief of James Hooper, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 


Those bills are reported adversely for the reasons 
I move that they be indefinitely post- 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER, Mr. CALL, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. VEST, and Mr. HAR- 
RIS submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respect- 
ively to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no “‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ the morning hour is closed. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call up for consideration the resolution I sub- 
mitted some time since in regard to the Yellowstone National Park. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Missouri will not call up 
his resolution this morning. We want to dispose of the legislative ap- 
propriation bill to-day. 

Mr. VEST. I cannot hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call up the legislative appropriation bill. 
We wish to finish it to-day, and I think we had better begin it at once. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business for a 
few minutes ? 

Mr. ALLISON. As soon as we get the appropriation bill before the 
Senate, I will yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw his request to have the resolution considered to-day ? 

Mr. VEST. I will state to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that of course I would not obstruct the legislation in regard 
to the appropriation bills, and if there can be any sort of agreement 
that the resolution shall be taken up as soonas we get through with the 
appropriation bill, I shall have no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that of course I will not 
interpose an objection to that being done. It is very important that 
the appropriation bills shall be passed at an early day in order to get 
them into conference. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that provision has been made in a 
bill which has already passed the House for the Yellowstone Park ques- 
tion. It is a matter that will give rise to a good deal of discussion. I 
am ready for it any time the Senator from Missouri is. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to let his reso- 
lution give way to the appropriation bill, and reserve the right to call 
it up as though the morning hour applied again after that bill is dis- 
posed of, if there shall be any such time to-day. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say one word to the Senator from Indiana. 
If I believed that the action of the House of Representatives, to which 
he has just alluded, would not be disturbed by the Senate, I should not 
care anything about it; but the action of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this body shows that under the rule they have adopted such 
legislation will be reported against by the committee here, and I have 
every reason to believe that unless this resolution passes the park will 
be absolutely destroyed. That is the end of it. The Senate may do 
what it pleases with it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri that 
I have conferred with the Department on this subject. I have conferred 
with the Secretary of the Interior who has charge of it, and there is a 
different view entertained by him on the subject from that presented 
by the Senator from Missouri. I should have to be very thoroughly 
convinced of the necessity of such a measure before I would vote for so 
sweeping a reflection as this is upon the administration of that 
ment, especially after I have been informed as I have been on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. VEST. My information is exactly opposite in regard to the 
views of the Secretary of the Interior. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I now ask that the legislative, executiv judi- 
cial appropriation bill be taken up. ™ a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arty. 
SON] moves to postpone the Calendar until to-morrow with a view to 
take up the appropriation bill he hasnamed. Is thereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Calendar is postponed. He now moves to 
take up the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. |; 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it will be announced. 

The ActInG Secretary. A bill (H. R. 7482) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. For the sake of convenience and with a view to 
finishing the bill to-day, I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations be considered as we go along. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order if there be 
no objection. There is none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now yield to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Van WyYCcK] for the purpose of a brief executive session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERsoN, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VANCE. I gave notice yesterday that I would ask leave to call 
up this morning the bill for the relief of cadets at the Naval Academy, 
which I was instructed to report from the Naval Committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The action of the Senate, after the 
morning hour was closed, was to ne everything to take up the 
legislative appropriation bill, which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will oblige 
me, I trust. I do not want to debate the bill, but ask action on it. 
If there is any debate, I will let it go. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is very important that this appropriation bil! 
should pass to-day; it will take some time, but after this bill is out of 
_ hed I have no doubt the Senator will have an easy pathway tor 

Mr. VANCE. If the bill does not reach the House to-day, in order 
i on the table of the House on Monday, it will stand no chance at 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appropriation bill is before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first 

from the Committee on Appropriations was under 
ite,’’ in line 15, to reduce the appropriation for com- 
pensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others receiving an an- 
nual salary in theservice of theSenate, from $297,857.10 to $276,031.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 63, after the words ‘‘ Foreign Rela- 
tions,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in line 64, after the words ‘‘ Public 
Lands,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerk to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For clerk tothe Committee on Claims, clerk to the Committee on Commerce, 
clerk to the Committee on the Judiciary, clerk to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, clerk to the Committee on Pensions, clerk to the Committee on Military 

clerk to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, clerk to the Com- 
the District of Columbia, clerk to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Joint Committee onthe Library, clerk to the Committee on the Cen- 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, clerk to the Committee on 
Lands, clerk to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
of the Senate, at $2,220 each. 


N. The word “and” should be inserted after ‘public 
64 


IDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 
was to. 
reading of the was resumed. The next amendment was, in 


1 


5 
5 


: 
: 


sages 
tas 
ie 





: 


before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out “‘twenty-two”’ and 
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insert ‘‘twenty-one,”’ and in line 126, after the word ‘‘session,’’ tostrike 
out ‘*28,116”’ and insert ‘‘26,838;’’ so as to make the clause read : 
For twenty-one clerks to committees, at $6 per day during the session, $26,838. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 123, before the word ‘* pages,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘seventeen’’ and insert ‘‘fourteen;’’ after the word ‘* Cham- 
ber,”’ in the same line, to strike out ‘including three riding pages;’’ in 
line 125, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out “one riding page’’ and 
insert ‘‘four riding pages;’’ and in line 126, after the word ‘‘rate,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ $9,967.50’ and insert ‘‘$11,105;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For fourteen for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day each 
during the on, and four riding pages annually, at the same rate, $11,105 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 130, before the word ‘‘ folders,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ in line 131, after the word ‘*em- 
ployed,” to strike out ‘' 5,475” and insert ‘‘6,570;"’ and in line 133, 
after the word ‘‘all,” to strike out ‘‘ 6,690” and insert 
as to make the clause read: 

For one foreman in folding-room, $1,200; six folders, at $3 per day while actu- 
ally employed, $6,570; in all, $7,755. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 135, 136, and 137, in the | 
following words: 

For reporting the debates and proceedings of the Senate, $25,000, payable in | 
equal monthly installments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 139, after the word ‘*including,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘5’’ and insert ‘‘6;’’ and in line 143, after ** Sergeant-at- 
Arms,”’ to strike out ‘‘14”’ and insert ‘‘15;°’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For stationery and newspapers, including $6,000 for stationery for committees 


and officers of the Senate, and $150 for postage-stamps for the Secretary of the 
Senate, and $150 for postage-stamps for the Seargeant-at-Arms, $15,800 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 160, to insert: 

For reporting the debates and proceedings of the Senate, $25,000, payable in 
equal monthly installments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ public printing,’’ in | 
line 356, after ‘‘ printer,’’ to strikeout ‘*3,600”’ and insert ‘*4,500;"’ so | 
as to read: 

For compensation of the Public Printer, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As far as the bill has been read it | 


(6 moe.) 
4,450; 8O 


relates exclusively to the House of Representatives and the Senate, I 
believe. This is the first item in which appropriations are made out- 
side of the House and Senate. While I do not intend especially to op- 
pose the pending amendment, I think it a suitable place for me to state 
the amount appropriated by this bill, as I notice the chairman didnot, 
as is usually done, make a statement to the Senate as to whether or not 
it was larger than last year’s bill or whether there were changes from 
last year’s bill. If the Senator wishes now to make any statement, I 
do not desire to do it; but if not i will state myself a few of the lead- 
ing changes in this bill from that of last year. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from West Virginia prefers to make 
the statement, I have no objection. 
T have not sought to consume time. 
make any statement he chooses. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am obliged to the Senator for say- | 
ing he has no objection to my making a statement. From his usual | 
| 


. | 
I havea statement before me, but | 


I am entirely willing he should | 


courtesy toward me, and his good humor generally, I did not suppose 
he would object to a short statement from me. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires, I can make the statement 
now. I have had it prepared. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think it would be very well for the | 
Senator to do that, because he has the statement more full than I have, | 
and I know that he wants the Senate to understand the condition of | 
the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand, the Senator from West Virginia 
desires to know what is contained in this bill as compared with what 
was appropriated last year—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to my colleague on the 
committee that it is not for my information, but for that of the Senate. | 
I think I know pretty well what is in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill as reported by the Senate Committee on | 
Appropriations appropriates for the civil service covered by it $20,- 
598,879.55. The act of last year appropriated $20,349,185.54, so that 
there is a slight increase in this bill over the actof last year for similar 
purposes. The estimates, however, for this year from the Departments 
were $21,430,960.08, so the bill now is nearly a million less than the 
amount estimated by the ents for this service. 

That is about the only statement that I think it is necessary to make 
at thistime. I will say that there are a few increases in the compen- 


| oughly as possible and only made such advances as in thei 
| they believed to be right 


| year. 


| amount of the bills which have already passed, and what T know 





sation of officers of the Government, and the committee believe that 
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these additions to the compensation of the officers named are necessary 
and therefore they have proposed them. 
Mr. BECK. I believe the largestincrease was in the Land Office. I 


| think perhaps the chairman had better state that. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say thai the principal increase in this bill as 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations has been in the Interior 
Department, and for the purpose of bringing up the arrears of business 
in that Department, chietly the Land Office; and when that part of the 
bill is reached I shall be glad to make some further explanation in ret 
erence to the increase of the clerical force there. Of the total increase 
in this billas reported to the Senate, amounting inall to about $200,000 


| $86,000 is in the Interior Department. 


There are some small items of increase in some of the other Depart 
ments, but I believe there are no considerable increases with the excep 
tions I have stated on the bill as passed by the House and in the items 
contained in the act of last year 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Iv has been stated by the chairman 
of the committee that this bill exceeds in the gross amount that of last 
year about a quarter of a million dollars, or a little less, perhaps. 11 
is not my intention to make objection to any particular feature of th: 
bill; I believe the Committee on Appropriations considered it as thor 
r judgment 
My intention is to call attention especially 
to this bill to show how rapidly it is increasing from year to year. Last 
year we added, I believe, 1,300 clerks on the bill over any previous 

This year we have added in the neighborhood of 100 again. We 
supposed last year that the increased number of clerks we then pro 
vided for wonld soon work up the business so that we conld soon reduce 
the expenditures; but we are actually increasing them, for as the chaii 
man has stated, this bill exceeds that of last year as reported to the Sen- 
ate about a quarter of a million dollars, and I believe it provides tor 
about 100 additional employés over last year, though, as the 
has stated, the increase is principally in the Land Office 

Now, to show how this bill is growing as well as others, I have here 
a statement made by the chairman of the House Committee on Appro 
priations last year. He said: 

This bill in 1880 was $16,852,000- 


chairman 


[ will only read round numbers 


in 1881, $17,515,000; in 1882, $18,561,000; in L883, $20,210,000 


The present bill exceeds that of 1883, this being for 1484,.as I have 


| said, about a quarter of a million dollars, showing that there has been 


a steady increase from 1880 to 1883 of two or three million dollars reg 
ularly each year until this year, when the increase is less than it has 
been heretofore. 

The entire appropriations of this year, judging from the bills already 
passed by the Senate, will be perhaps not a great deal, but somewhat 
larger than last year. Judging from what I have before me as to the 
those now pending in the other branch of Congress, I think that thi 
appropriations this year will exceed those of last year except for pen 
sions. The pension appropriation bill was $100,000,000 last vear, and 
this year it is $86,000,000. Of course that is a reduction; we all ki 
why that comes; but for the regular ordinary expenses of the Gover 
ment we are gradually increasing each vear. 

It will be recollected that the chairman of the Committee on Appro 
priations, my friend from Iowa, last year made a very interesting stat 
ment to the Senate and gave a number of figures to show that the large 
expenditure of last year over the previous year was temporary and for 


ws 


temporary purposes, and that it would not probably be necessary to con 


tinue the large expenditure of last year; but we find when the present 
year’s bills come that they are equally as large as those of last year 
This perhaps is all right; the country is growing, the people expect mor 
business to be done, but I want to call the attention of the Senate to 


| the fact that we are not decreasing, as it was supposed last year we would 


do, but increasing. 

There are in this bill—this is the first one reached—perhaps a half 
dozen or more increases in salaries. 

Mr. BECK. Wemade avery large increase in the Pension Office last 
year. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, thatistrue, but the present year 
weappropriate the same amount for the Pension Office employés. Ther 
is no diminution there whatever, and none expected for another yea: 
until 1885, perhaps. The large increase of 1,300 employés made last 
year, according tomy recollection, was principally for the Pension Offic: 
Probably 800 of them were for that office 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from West Virginia of course know 
very well that the large increase in the clerical force last year was toi 
pension business in the Pension Office and in the offices of the Adjutam 
General and Surgeon-General. With perhaps a very few exceptions, 
the entire increase of the clerical force last year was for the purpose of 
facilitating the settlement and adjustment of pension claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes; I recollect that very wet, 
but not to snch an extent as the chairman of the committee states. i 
think probably there were four or five hundred additional clerks ou! 
side of the Pension Office. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I beg to correct my friend, because I know he does 
not want to do injustice to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was a very small increase. A number of 
clerks were carried into specific appropriations that had hitherto been 
paid out of general appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I had forgotten that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That accounts for a apparent increase last year, 
when there was not a real increase, but’ a mere transfer to specific ap- 
propriations of clerical force that had formerly been paid out of general 
appropriations for general purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The chairman is right about that. 
| had forgotten for the moment why the large increase of thirteen hun- 


dred clerks took place, but I recollect now that a large portion of | 


them had been paid out of miscellaneous funds of one kind or an- 
other, and last year for the first time we added them to the legislative 
bill; but the point is that the present legislative bill is still an in- 
crease over last year of nearly one hundred, I believe. The House re- 
duced the number of employés on this bill from last year forty-one; 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations increase it, as appeared to be 
necessary—I do not criticise that—one hundred and thirty-two, mak- 
ing a net increase of ninety-one as | have it. What I want to call at- 
tention to is the gradual increase of this bill that is going on, and let 
us see if there is not some way to stop it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says the House decreased the number 
of employés forty-one. That decrease occurred in this way: Twenty- 


six of the employés of the Patent Office were dro —twenty-five, as | 
ploy P y 


it is said, by mistake. Ido not know how that may have been. It 
may have been intentional on the part of the House. And twenty 
clerks in the office of the Register of the Treasury were dropped. So 
of the forty-one clerks referred to by the Senator from West Virginia 
twenty-five were dropped from the Patent Office and twenty from the 
office of the Register of the Treasury, which we restored by our amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My recollection is the same as that 
of the chairman. Still that does not change the general fact that we 
are gradually increasing all the appropriation bills, and especially this 
one; and my object was to call general attention to that fact, and not 
to any specific point. 

Now, we are on an amendment which increases a salary $900. It is 
said that the Public Printing Office is a very important burean, and 
that the Printer’s salary has not been equal to what it should be for the 
responsibilities of his place; yet this is $900 increase, and we all know 
from experience that if you once increase a salary it does not go back; 
it goes forward all the time or remains as increased. The result, I fear, 
will be that next year a large number of persons who are at the head 
of bureaus who are now getting $3,600 will each say, ‘‘ I am as much 
entitled to $4,500 as the Public Printer; I have heretofore been equal 
to him; my duties are fully equal to his, and I ought to have the same 
salary.’’ [shall make no motion, but I submit to the Senate that this 
increase, 1 fear, will lead to further increases of very considerable 
amount. 

It will be seen further on in the bill that there are half a dozen, prob- 
ably in all, increases of salary. There is one decrease which I thought 
ought not to have been made, as it was the only one in the bill when 
there were a number of officers who had been added to; and I thought it 
was doing injustice to the person who is affected by it from the fact 
thet the law creating the commission of which he is the head gave him 
$6,000 and it has remained so until this time. My principal objection 
to it was that it appeared to be singling him from all others in the bill 
and reducing his salary when some others had an increase of salary. 
However, that is a matter for the Senate to act wpon when we reach it. 

I make this general statement and shall delay the Senate very little 
in the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, after what the Senator from West Virginia 
has stated, that I ought to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that we are not increasing from year to year the expenses that properly 
come within the purview of this bill. I have hereatablerunning over 
a series of years. For instance, in 1876 we appropriated $18,902,000 
for this same service; in 1877, it was redueed to $15,407,000; in 1878, 
$15,450,000; in 1879, $15,271,000; in 1880, $16,286,000; in 1881, 
$16,274,000; and in 1882, $17,678,000. 

Last year for the first time we drew in some six or seven hundred 
clerks that had prior to that time been paid out of other appropriations, 
and appropriated for them in this bill. Wealso, last year, as the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia states, appropriated some $1,700,000 for cler- 
ical force to bring up the pension cases, and last year also, as this year, 
there are some large appropriations inthis bill, as for instance the Utah 
Commission, which is a new item requiring some fifty or sixty thousand 
dollars. Now, in this bill for the first time we appropriate some $25,000 
or more for what is known as the Civil-Service Commission. In the 
nature of things these bills are not the same from year to year; but I 
submit to my friend that there has been no substantial increase in the 
appropriation for clerical service in the anywhere, either 


in this bill or in the bill of last year, if we except the Office. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to say to the Senator from West Virginia 
that the particular increase now under consideration was recommended 


by the Committee on Printing; indeed a increase was recom. 
mended by the Committee on Printing, and a much larger one than they 
did recommend would have been recommended if we had thought jt 
would have been of any use to lay it before the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The salary of this officer, who is the most underpaid officer that I an, 
familiar with in the Government, was formerly $4,500. It was reduced 
on an appropriation bill to $3,600; and this is merely restoring it to 
what it was before. He has charge of 1,600 persons over whom he has 
the power of official life and death, and he disburses between two ani 
_ three million dollars perannum. I do not see why so accomplished anc 
efficient a man as we have at the head of this department should remain 
_ here when he can get double the compensation in private establishments 
| Mr. BECK. I voted for this increase, and desire to ask the Senator 

from Rhode Island a question in regard to this Printing Office. I under- 
stand that the Public Printer has hardly any control over his printers 
| that they are run by some league or printers’ union or something els: 
| outside of the Government, so that he is absolutely at the mercy of some 
outside association both as to the wages of his men and as to the men 
he shall employ, and that he can not do anything unless he has the as 
| sent of some Cutside organization. What is the truth about that ? 
| Mr. ANTHONY. There is too much truthinthat. There is a typo 
graphical association in this District composed of employés who assume. 

without consulting the employers, to fix the rate of compensation; and 
| if any person not a member of that association is employed in any es- 
tablishment all those who belong to it leave. It isa tyranny which 
the craft would not submit to if it was ordained by law, but which 
they impose upon themselves for their own benetit. 

Mr. BECK. If the Committee on Printing or any other body in this 
Government has any power to emancipate the Government of the United 
States from the control of an organization of that sort by placing power 
in the hands of the Public Printer or anybody else, I am willing to 
vote him any amount of money, I do not care what it is, so that this 
Government shall not be dictated to by any association. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am in full sympathy with the Senator from 
Kentucky on that point. The Committee on Printing have once, and 
I think twice, reported a resolution, which has been adopted by the 
Senate, instructing the Public Printer to employ his men for the best 
interest of the Government according to the market price of wages; 
but it has not met the approbation of the other House of Congress; sn 
now there is a law of Congress which requires the Public Printer to 
pay to compositors a larger sum than is paid by the private printers 
down street. This typographical association fixes the price of compo 
sition, and then remits to the private employers a portion of the rate. 

Mr. BECK. I only desired to call attention to it beeause the atten 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations was called to it sharply. While 
I know nothing about this association and do not mean to reflect on it: 
I want to be entirely free from its influence and power, and if the Com- 
mittee on Printing can devise any way to do it, it will get my vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing has devised a way and 
it has been adopted by the Senate, but has not met the approbation 0! 
the ether House of Congress. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
understands this matter fully, how much more the Government is re- 
quired to pay for work in the Government Printing Office by reason ot 
this union than is paid in the private establishments in the city of 
Washington? That is a fair test. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose the difference is about 20 per cent., but 
the Public Printer is compelled to pay it, not by that typographical 
organization but by a higher power, by the power ef Congress whic! 
fixes the rate of compensation. The law fixes the rate of compensation 
at a higher rate than is paid to other employés of the same character 

Now, my sympathies are all with the interests of labor, and I desire 
that every man who works with his hands shall receive the highe-t 
compensation that is consistent with the good of the business in which 
he is employed; but I do not recognize the right of the employ¢s of an 
establishment, without consulting the employer, to fix the rate of labor, 
and to fix that for the Government higher than it is fixed for private 
employés. A majority of this ical association are employed 
in the Government Printing Office, so that the employés of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office fix the rate of wages and then after imposing 
it upon the Government remit a portion of it to private establishments 

r. ROLLINS. Is it not the fact that they practically dictate to 
the Public Printer who shall be employed ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. They do so far as that he shall not employ an) 
man who does not belong to the typographical union. 

Mr. ROLLINS. In other words, if he undertook to employ to-day 
or to-morrow or any other day a practical printer, if he did it even 
from charitable considerations, if he found here in the city of Wash- 
ington ing for bread who did not belong to this 
union, 








a poor printer starving 

ion, could he do it under the present regulations ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The members of the union would all leave the 
Government Printing Office. 

Mr. ROLLINS. is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, these are most remarkable statemen'~ 
It seems to me thatthey must fall with startling effect upon Senator. 
ears, that a great governmental establishment upon which we expend 
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millions of dollars annually is hopelessly and helplessly in the hands 
of a private, and for aught I know secret, association that dominates 
its whole management, that controls the choice of employés, so that 
those who are not favored of the mechanics of the United States that 
belong to vocations that are involved in this office can not have a com- 
petition there with the men that do belong to this private association. 
Is it a fact thatall the printers, the type-setters, or the employés of any 
kind ir the Government Printing Oflice must be taken from one or- 
ganization to the exclusion of the thousands in the United States who 


do not belong to it? Why, sir, if a tyranny of this kind exists to-day 
and pe the Government Printing Office there ought not to be 


one dollar more arpropriated until we call a halt and this tyranny is 
removed and the Government Printing Office is put open to every per- 
son skillful enough to do the work done there, whether he belongs to 
this association or not. I should be glad to know whether the Pub- 
lic Printer is in sympathy with this performance and whether he sub- 
mits to it or whether he protests against it. I should be glad if the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, if he knows about that, would 
vive some information to the Senate. 
~ Mr. ANTHONY. What is the use of his protesting when we have 
imposed upon him by law rates which are even higher than those fixed 
by the typographical union? 

“Mr. HALE. Do we impose on him the necessity of being controlled, 
dominated by this union or association as to the men that he employs? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We do not; but then if he does not obey the be- 
hests of that association the Government Printing Office stops. 

Mr. HALE. Then clearly the Government Printer at the close of 
the present session of Congress ought to begin deliberately and ruth- 
lessly to weed out from that office every man who belongs to this union, 
and summon from the great cities of this country where they will be 
found other men who do not belong to it, so that in an emergency when 
Congress is sitting and the work must be done we shall not be at the 
mercy of this union. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I quite agree with the Senator, and if Congress 
will give the Public Printer power to do that I do not hesitate to say 
that he will exercise it. 

Mr. HALE. What power would he need embodied in this bill todo 
that? 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘That he shall employ his labor at the market 
price of wages for the best interest of the Government. I think that 
the printers in the Government Printing-Office are entitled to a little 
higher pay than those in private establishments, because their employ- 
ment is somewhat uncertain. ,Sometimes there is a very great press of 
work and a large number of men are employed; then the work falls off, 
and they are furloughed; but, expecting to be recalled again, they do 
not leave the city and have to remain here unemployed. J think there 
ought to be some increase of compensation over that in private estab- 
lishments where they have steady work. But it is to be observed that 
the printers in the Government Printing Office work only eight hours 
and that they receive higher compensation than printers down town 
who work ten hours. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not so much troubled about the rates that are paid, 
because I am not intelligent upon that matter; there may be reasons 
why it should be so, but upon the other great question that this office 
should not be controlled and tyrannized over by this association I have 
no doubt. It ought to be open to the whole country and not under this 
control. 

I wish the Senator from Rhode Island, who has had this matter upon 
his mind, would frame some clause that he can add, to which I do not 
helieve a single Senator will object, that shall give the superintendent 


of this great office the opportunity, after this Congress shall have closed | 


and ended its labors, to begin at once and weed out the office so that 
we shall control it hereafter. When I say ‘‘we’’ I mean Congress and 
the e, and not this association. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the suggestion coming from 
the Senator from Maine a very good one, but this bill is not the place 
for it. The sundry civil bill, as we all know, is pending in the other 
House, where it is probable that the appropriation for public printing 
is made, and on that bill some regulation could very properly be added. 

Mr. HALE. That may be so, and that is a bill yet to be considered 
by the Committee on Appropriations. It can clearly be done without 
trenching on the rule ot the Senate already adopted of not putting on 
legislation, because it can be put in the form of a limitation on the ex- 
penditure of the money appropriated. I do not know but that is the 
proper place; probably it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to this matter that there is 
really nothing required now. The Public Printer can do that now if 
he sees fit. 

Mr. DAVIS. Perhaps he wants some encouragement from Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. He may want the encouragement. He came there 
and found that this printers’ union was absolutely running the estab- 
lishment. They have a rule which fixes the number of apprentices the 
Public Printer may employ—twenty, I think it is—and no other per- 
son can be employed under their rule in the Government Printing Office 
unless he belongs to the Columbia Typographical Union, an institution 
of this city. 


Mr. HALE. I am told by a Senator that an order has been really 


XIV——202 





issued from the head of this establishment that no man shall be taken 
on to its rolls unless he belongs to this association 
know whether that be true? 

Mr. PLUMB. I know that that is true, and I know, further than 


Does the Senator 





that 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Allow me to ask the Senator a ques 
tion. DoI understand that the Superintendent of Public Printing 


himself has issued an order to that effect? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; but the typographical union, I understand 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But I understood the Senator to say 
that from the head of this printing bureau there was such an order is 





sued; am I correct in that? 

Mr. PLUMB. I spoke of the association. 

Mr. HALE. I was told that it was the superintendent of the estab 
lishment who issued the order. That may not be so. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, no. 
| Mr. PLUMB. All I knowis this: the Public Printer has stated that 
| he found the typographical union in possession of the Government 
Printing Office when he came in; that he did not believe the estab- 
lishment could be run without the consent of the typographical union; 
that is, he did not believe printers of sufficient skill could be had in 
the United States to meet the needs of that office, unless they came 
from and at the dictation of the typographical union. I know thata 
person was employed in that department as a proof-reader, and that 
immediately after his employment an emissary of the typographical 
union, himself employed in the department, came to him and asked 
him for his card or certificate of membership in the Columbia Typo- 
graphical Union, and I think, perhaps, also, that he added that the 
body issues a special permit to a man to be employed in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. At all events he was called on for his card of 
membership. He said he had none, upon which he was notified that 
he could not work in the Government Printing Office, and he was dis- 
| charged because he did not choose to pay $6 and join the Columbia Ty- 
|} pographical Union. 

Mr. HALE. By whom was he told that he could not be employed 
| if he did not join ? 

Mr. PLUMB. An emissary of the typographical union, who was 
| also an employé of the Government Printing Office, and still in the 
| employment of that establishment. 
| Mr. HALE. I am told that the superintendent sympathizes with 
| this feeling that it ought to be broken up. I hope that is so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not say as to that, but still I have no doubt he 
would make any correction he should be authorized by law to make. 
I believe he ought as a matter of his own responsibility, of his own 
duty and obligation as an officer of the Government, to establish his 
own rules and regulations for the employment of the persons in that 
department, entirely independent of the rules and regulations of any 
society or association whatever. 

I was myself a printer at one time; I sympathize withthat very mer 
itorious class of people; I certainly mean to sympathize, as I think | 
do, with every man who wants to labor and with every man who wants 
the best possible price for his labor; but I do not sympathize with any 
man whose desire to labor is so strong that it requireshim to say, and 
to put extraordinary means into execution to say, that some other man 
shall not labor or shall only labor on the terms that he himself im 
poses. I believe that is a point we ought not to go to. I believe the 
Government itself ought not to commit itself amy more to such specifi 
cations of employment in the Government Printing Office than it would 
| similar ones in regard to employment in the Treasury. If we are to be 
| subjected to the domination in this important department of the Gov 
ernment of an outside organization, which by co-operation at the mo- 
ment might choose to take away all the employs of the Government 
Printing Office, we had better meet that on the threshold before it grows 
stronger than it now is and break it up. 

As the Senator from Rhode Island says, perhaps these men ought to 
have more wages than they have elsewhere. The matter of wages in 
this connection is a matter of no possible consequence. I would rather 
pay twice the wages to a non-union printer, a man not only willing to 
labor himself but willing that other men shall labor with him for the 
support which they need as much as he, than to pay half the wages 
and submit to the irresponsible control which now exists in that insti- 
tution. 

That is a question which we shall be required to meet at some time 
I bélieve the Public Printer, himself a practical man, who has had oc 
asion to employ in the private employment from which he came large 
numbers of printers, with a little encouragement to do this would faith 
fully carry out any hint or permission we give him in the law. I be 
lieve he ought to do it. I believe that every one who goes into that 
employ ought to go in free from any allegiance to outside associations 
which direct what the wages shall be, and the time employed. 

We have raised a good deal of fuss about political assessments. They 
are no more unauthorized, no more pernicious than the assessments that 
are levied on the employés of the Government Printing Office, who re- 
quire everybody to observe them. The hours of labor are not only es- 

tablished, but by insidious processes, which they know best how toem 
ploy, particular persons become favored in the distribution of the work 
of that office in such a way that some men make very considerable 
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wi while other men, equally as needy and equally as deserving, 
ae nothing. The portion of the work that is called ‘‘fat,’’ goes 
to one man, and what is called ‘‘lean’’ goes to another; one man gets 
continuous employment, and another is elbowed and shoved aside and 
is kept waiting and hungry. The work is carried on in that way to 
minister to the power and to aid the purposes of this typographical 
union, and the Government sits here and ary nd lets the functions of 
this important department of the Government be entirely absorbed by 
this organization. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
there would be any difficulty in bringing printers of equal ability from 
the different States to do the work of the Printing Office ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I want to submit a few words on 
behalf of the printers. There are two sides of a question. It seems 
that only one side of this question has been heard on this floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has the 
floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. I merely wished to ask the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas before he took his seat. 

Mr. PLUMB. There would be no trouble in filling the Government 
Printing Office from every State in the Union with printers who de not 
belong to the typographical union. It is a thing of the past almost. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], | have no doubt, him- 
self can bear witness to the fact that it has been largely broken up in 
the last few years, and that it does not exist at all in some States. 

Mr. MORGAN. There were in 1880, according to the census returns, 
72,726 printers in the United States, and I suppose that ought to sup- 
ply a sufficient number for the Government office. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of saying 
a few words in behalf of the printers. It would seem from the debate 
the last half hour here as if they were a very dangerous class of people. 
From the unbroken strain of amazed and indignant talk on this subject 
it would seem that this Government had been outraged and plundered 
by them. That is not my understanding. My understanding is that 
a more painstaking, conscientious, hard-working class of people does not 
live than the printers whoare now in question. If they have committed 
any abuse on any public interest I should like to have it pointed out. 
I should like to know what they have done. Have they received too 
much pay for their work? I should like to see a Senator who will rise 
here and say so. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to direct 
his attention to one point? 

Mr. VOORHEES. If you want to answer that point. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want simply to state the abuse I of. While 
they want to labor for themselves, and do good labor and valuable 
labor, they insist that nobody else shall labor except at their beck. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will come to thatdirectly. Let us take things 
as they are presented; I want to settle some points as I go along. I 
do not understand that anybody pretends that these men get too much 
pay for their work. I want to settle another point: I do not under- 
stand that anybody pretends that they do not do their work well. So 
we have two great propositions in employment and labor; one is that 
the work is done well, and the other is that they do not get too much 
pay for it. Then I should like to know what the trouble is? The 
Senator from Kansas says the trouble is that they are associated to- 
gether so that their wages shall not be reduced by somebody coming in 
and working for less. That is about the plain statement. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; I did not state it that way. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator did not state it that way, but that 
is all that he said. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Indiana is too fair to misstate me 
so grossly as that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not pretend that that was your statement, 
but that was the point of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. You say that is what I said. I did not state it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will correct myself, then. Of course I meant 
that the Senator said so simply in substance. I repeat it, the Senator 
from Kansas said that they would not allow other people to work in so 
many words. That is not true, and he will have to correct his state- 
ment a little as well as I shall have tocorrect mine. The Senator said 
that they were associated so as not to allow men to come in and under- 
work them and thus reduce their 

Mr. PLUMB. No; that is not the statement I made. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I did not say it was the statement. I say that 
is what you meant. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not what I meant. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then what did you mean? 

Mr. PLUMB. My meaning is that they will not let any m work 


unless he first joins their association and subscribes to their rules. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And work at the same wages. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it is mure than a question of wages. It is gen- 
eral direction and control in the relation of labor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. _I do not remember how the Senator from Kansas 
voted on the Chinese question, but I know that the idea of protecting 
American labor from the competition of cheap Chinese labor swayed this 








entire 


both the Senateand House. I believe in fact as I turn 
~ oe 


as it is now occupied that about the only conspicu- 
ous distinguished opponent of that idea is now in the . Ido 
not remember the eloquence of the Senator from Kansas or anybody else’s 
particularly except that of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. OAR] 
now in the Chair against the proposition which we were then putting 
in the form of a law that labor in this country should not be brought in 
contact with cheap labor from China. 

I said I intended to say something for the printer. I want to talk 
on his side for a little while. The way he reasons is this: he has as 
much right to protect himself in the wages that will give him bread 
and shelter and clothing as other people have to protect themselves. 
Is it wrong that they are associated together? To hear the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] and other Senators it would seem as if there 
was a sort of Cataline ——- There is not an association in the 
world, either of talent, or labor, or capital, that does not do exactly 
the same thing. 

A medical association fixes the fees, and if one of their number comes 
and administers quinine for less than the agreed fees, he will be ex- 
pelled-from that association. It is the same principle exactly with the 
typographical union. They saya man must work at particular wages. 
The physicians of the country say the same thing, and if one is em- 
ployed at less than the agreed price, those who are already employed 
will walk away from the bedside of sickness and leave you to die. In 
many places the bar have their associations and agreements also. Going 
still further, take up the great industries of the country. Take the 
Wool-Growers’ Association, the Iron-Mongers’ Association, the Steel- 
Workers’ Association, the Spinners’ Association, Liquor-Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, to say nothing of that master of all associated strength, the 
National Banking Association. No words of reproach for them, no 
outcry, no danger; but the typographical unign, those men who work 
day and night at their printers’ cases, seem to alarm Senators. They 
do not alarm me. I am much more alarmed at the National Banking 
Association which meets every year at Saratoga to have their annual 
congress, when the champagne corks pop and the terrapin is good, and 
they lay down lines of financial policy agreed upon in luxury and splen- 
dor, and come down here and dictate to this Congress from end to end 
of this Capitol, and every Senator knows it. 

These typos are not dictating here. The Senator from Kansas is 
alarmed, other Senators are alarmed, and they say this thing had bet- 
ter be met on the threshold. Let us meet it upon the threshold, but 
let us not have a tempest in a teapot on the threshold. Talk about 

being dictated to! It has been and will continue to be til! 
the end of time dictated to by associated capital, associated talent; but 
less than on any other subject will it be dictated to by Government 
printers. 

Sir, associated talent, associated wealth, associated labor have gov- 
erned the world in all times and they will continue to do so. It is just 
as legitimate and just as innocent and harmless, and more so, for these 
people who toil with their hands and make their associations to pro- 
tect them in their rights as it is to those who are more powerful. 

I presented a paper here this morning from an association known as 
workers in iron and steel in my State, and I want them to have their 
voice heard. It is an association of men who delve in the earth and 
who work in the blast-furnaces and all that. I believe they have as 
much right to be heard here as the national association of banks. Yet 
how different would have been the reception of a memorial of the an- 
nual National Banking Association held at Saratoga from that which was 
given to those workers in iron and steel, and how differently we would 

of something the National Banking Association was doing from 
t which we speak of the poor Government printers down here with 
no voice on this floor! 

Mr. President, I can generally be counted on on that side which is 
not here to speak for itself. It seems, to me that there are plenty to 
speak on the other side. It seems to me there are plenty toget up here 
a sort of fictitious alarm about the Government printers, who do work 
and get none too much pay, and who do not want to be underworked 
by others. We have had the most eloquent appeals here about the 
protection of American labor. That is just wis this typographical 
union are doing; they are protecting American labor in their own pro- 
fession and calling. 

Mr. ALLISON. As this matter is not involved in the ing item 
of appropriation, I trust now we shall be able to go on with the bill, and 
when the appropriation for the public printing comes up, of course any 
amendment Senators may desire to will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ir had announced the adop- 
tion of the amendment before the debate began. The Chair will say 
to the Senator from Iowa that he does not understand there is any ob- 
jection to the amendment as to the compensation to the Public Printer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to say a few words just now, as a member 
of the Printing Committee, so as to let all the remarks appear in one 
place in the REcarD. + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All of these laborers and any other class of laborers 
havea perfect right to form an association for their mutual benefit. I do 
not know that anybody denies that it is not only natural but even praise- 
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The association has a right to agree upon a price. Two men 
or 2,000 men have a right to agree upon the price which they will 
ask for theirlabor. In the next place they have a right to say that they 
will not work when they can not gettheirprice. So far their rights are 


worthy. 


indisputable, but they have no right to say that another man not a 
member of the association shall not work in the place, or that he shall 


not work even for a lower price if he chooses. The other man, nota | 


member, who has not agreed to and does not agree to their terms may 
come in and desire to work, and he may be willing to work for a little 
less rate, and the employer should have a right to hire him and the 
man should be absolutely protected in hislabor. His right against the 
».000 is just as good as theirs against him. There is no sort of doubt 
about those principles thus far. 

It should be said, in order to state the case fairly, that the Govern- 
ment itself has more or less embarrassed some of these questions by es- 
tablishing an eight-hour law, and that brings it about that men in the 
employ of the Government get a little more wages for the same quantity 
of work done. The Government has still further embarrassed the ques- 
tion by establishing the rates to be paid those who do not work by the 
day, the prices per thousand for composition, and the prices, I think, per 
hour. 

If we desire to open this question fully to the absolute control of the 
Public Printer so that he may stand precisely in the position of a pri- 
vate employer, we should repeal those laws. No man outside of Gov- 
ernment work in the country is bound by any law to call eight hours 
a day’s work, nor is he bound to give 60 cents a thousand for night work. 
If you wish to put your Printer in a perfectly free position, I say as free 
a position as the citizen is in, you should repeal those two statutes. I 
would then demand of the Public Printer, if that is to be your policy, 
that he shall employ good men at good rates and defend them in the em- 
ployment. 

I do not object to giving the printers a little more there than they 
have in some other places. Their claim for that, I say as a man who 
has had something to do with the employment of printers, is not un- 
reasonable, and for this reason: the employment is uncertain; some- 
times he requires more printers than at other times. The inevitable 
result is—you may say it is their fault—that there will be a body of 
printers about here sometimes who will have no work, and they feel 
under those circumstances that when they are at work they should be 
entitled to a little greater rate of compensation. Those are general, 
equitable considerations. 

The Public Printer should be in a condition to employ people for 
yood wages (and he is good pay and gives reasonable wages) upon just 
such terms as I in my private business or as the chairman of the com- 
mittee, or anybody else. 

While I sympathize with all the rights of association, to begin with, 
thenatural man rises up in opposition todictation from anybody. I know 
something of a case like that suggested by the Senator from Kansas. 
If a good and honorable and honest man is brought here and employed 
by the Public Printer, as it sometimes has happened, without his know- 
ing whether the man belonged to the association or not, the members 
of the association ought to let him alone. I would have the Public 
Printer compel the observance of that man’s rights as an American cit- 
izen. 

The whole thing needs revision if Senators are going to do what they 
seem to indicate and desire to do here. 

We have now as good a Public Printer as in my opinion we have ever 
had, and I am glad the committee has raised his wages a little, and | 
would add $1,500 more, for it is a place that would kill Samson. It is 
the hardest-worked place in the Government, and the largest printing 
establishment in the world, and I would be glad to give him more wages 
still, that he might be able to insure his life against hard work. 

Mr. CONGER. Idonot understand from anything that has been said 
that this association undertook to dictate at all to the Public Printer 
whom he should employ or whom he should not employ otherwise than 
to say that they will not work there if certain persons are employed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That they have a right tosay. In my judgment 
they have a right to say whether they will work in the Public Printing 
Office; but the man who does not belong tothe association has the right 

just as much as any other man to go and ask for work there. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave heard this question discussed at one time 
and another for the last few years, and I never yet have heard that the 
printers’ association ever undertook to control or dictate any terms te 


the Public Printer or the Government, except so fur as to say that they | 


have for mutual benefit and mutual protection organized all over the 
United States to protect themselves, as every other class of people can 
and may and dodo. They say it the Government will take one class of 
men, if it is better for the Government to employ one set of men who 
do not feel an interest in joining together with them for mutual pro- 
tection, they will goelsewhere. Whois tocondemn them for that prop- 
osition? Can the Government get along just as well without them? 
Ifitcan, let them do so; that is all they say. Theyare bound up in this 
association all over the United States, the printers for their mutual protec- 
tion, for their mutual improvement, to see to it that everybody who be- 

to the craft is educated in the craft, is capable of performing the 
duties of a printer, as I believe for elevating the standard of skill and of 








laborand of education and support, and for all the things that these asso 
ciations are formed for, for mutual benefit, forsupporting their sick, for 
burying their dead. They are scattered all over the United States, in 
every town and village, a mutual benefit society. The object of that is 
good, as I understand it; it is beneficial to the printer, and is good for 
the art, and is good for the community, and is elevating. ; 

All I have ever heard anybody assert that they say is that if those 
who do not belong to this association, if those who are willing to cut 
under wages are employed in the Government Printing Office, they do 
not desire to be employed; they will leave. The Government can not 
afford that. Sir, it would stop the action of both Houses of Congress 
to-morrow if that printing should stop one day, and we all know it. 
It may be that some preliminary steps may be taken to organize print- 
ers into a class of employés like those in other Departments, to give 
them appointments and give them salaries. I know of no other way to 
meet this without doing injustice to the printers belonging to this as 
sociation, as I suppose probably four-fifths and perhaps nine-tenths ot 
all the printers in the United States do belong to it. I do not know 
why Congress should commence witha threat against this class of men. 
Unfortunately or fortunately, as it may be, Congress and the country 
would suffer without their services to-day and every day. If the men 
belonging to the association throughout the United States were to leave 
the different offices where they are employed at any one day, the entire 
circulation of the newspapers, the entire working of the presses, the 
entire business of the setting of type, would stop as if an earthquake 
had stopped their business. 

Those are facts that we must look at. It is the condition of the coun 
try, not only in Washington, but in every city in the Union. Ido not 
know that it is desirable to threaten, as has been done here, that every 
member of a printers’ association, a benevolent relief society, as it vir 
tually is, should be threatened on the floor of the Senate with being 
turned out of position under the Government because he belonged to 
such an association, which has nothing wrong init, but everything that 
tends toelevate that class of American citizens, any more than any other 
class you have legis'ated against or condemned on this floor 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Public Printer would have no right to say, no 
citizen would have a right to say, of any person seeking employment 
that he should not belong to any voluntary association. I do not think 
he would have a right to do that. He would have a perfect right to 
say, however, ‘‘ These are all the wages I have to give, all I ought to 
give, and I will employ nobody except at these wages and on these 
terms.’’ But the employerhas aright to say what he will give, whethe: 
the person belong to an association outside orany association in the trade 
or anything of that sort. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no denial of that by any member of the asso 
ciation. All that they say to the Printer or all that they say to the 
Government or in the hearing of the country is that if the Government 
or the Public Printer does not see fit to aecede to those terms they will 
leave. They havearight todothat inmy judgment. ‘The Government 
can supply their places by wandering printers who belong to no associa 
tion and will belong to no association, for I understand all may join this 
and the fee is very small, the dues are small. All who desire to promote 
the order and the efficiency of the printers of their class and the well 
being of their families may unite together in this; and the only penalty 
for appointing that class of men is that the printers of these relief asso 
ciations say that they will not work under certain conditions and will 
leave the Government free to get its men where it can. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it is proper to have a fair statement of 
this matter, it having been brought under discussion. 1 did not intro 
duce it here, but I had occasion to say something about it, and I do 
not intend to be misrepresented by the Senator from Indiana, or any- 
body else. 

There is no question about the quality of the work, or the character of 
the men who are performing it at the Government Printing Office 
Both are good, the work and the character of the men who are doing 
it. I believe in fixing the wages by law, just as we fix the wages by 
law in the various other departments of the Government. There is no 
reason why that should not beso. I am entirely willing that the wages 
shall be as they are now, if they are satisfactory, as I understand they 
are. Iam not only willing but believe in an organization of printers 
and other people, professional and otherwise, for their own mutual pro 
tection. There can be no question about that right ; and, as the Sen 
ator from Indiana says, perhaps that ought even to be encouraged. 

But the action of the printers’ union does not end there atall. What 
they propose to do is well stated by the Senator from Michigan [Mr 
CONGER]. Hesaysif they takea notion that they will not work for the 
Government the Government must stop; Congress can not carry on any 
business if they see fit to have it otherwise. That states the case as 
strong as I can state.it. We are to-day at the mercy of these men and 
are bidden by their advocate on this floor to speak with bated breath 
about them and about our relations with them for fear on the whole 
that we may be obliged to adjourn xem. con. The trouble is not that 
they say they ought to have certain wages and will not work for less; 
the Government fixes the wages in this case; but they say in substance 
that no one shall work for those wages except he first joins their asso 
ciation and agrees that when they say he shall quit work, quit he 
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shall, and in every way submit himself to their dictation, which prac- 
tically amounts to their saying that no man but a member of or- 
ganization shall work in the Government Prin Office. 

In addition to that, what is further striking in the effort to maintain 
their monopoly of employment, they prescribe the number of 
who alone shall serve as apprentices in any printing office where they 
are employed. The very second ph of the article on that sub- 
ject in the constitution of this local Columbia Typographical Union 
says that the number of apprentices in the Government Printing Office 
shall not exceed twenty, and that has the force of law. What is this 
country if it is not to be a free country, for men to labor in, at least? 
Where is the freedom in labor? Where is the natural aspiration of 
your boy, Mr. President, or my boy, or the boys of any of us to learn 
the printer’s trade if that is to be canonized into law and their dispo- 
sition to learn the trade and pursue it as an honorable and profitable 
calling is thus ruthlessly cut off? The law substantially makes that 
thing permanent and gives it effect. There is the trouble. No one 
complains about these people having any organization. We are doi 
everything we can by law to give free course to labor, to give good 
wages, to give encouragement to labor; but I tell you, Mr. President, 
that an organization of this kind does not conduce to either of those 
things. It conduces to the monopoly of those functions in the hands 
of a tew. It does not even conduce to the highest quality of labor. 

The Senator from Michigan says the Government can not be run with- 
out printing. I admit that for thirty days it would have to stop, but 
I would undertake, and no doubt many other men would undertake, 
and give large bonds, to put the Government Printing Office in the pos- 
session of qualified men to run it in every department as well and fully 
as it is run now in thirty days without a single printer in it belonging 
to any union in the United States. The statement is not correct that 
a majority of the printers belong to it; but whether they do or not is 
entirely immaterial. There are about 2,000 members of the local union 
here, perhaps not so many, perhaps not more than a thousand, but the 
other 72,000 members of the printer’s craft in the United States are pre- 
vented from coming here and having employment in the Government 
Printing Office unless when they come here they will join the union in 
this place and submit themselves absolutely and unqualifiedly to its 
direction. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, I shall prolong this 
discussion but a very few moments. I hope that the Committee on 


Printing will have an amendment of some kind prepared to offer to the 
sundry civil bill which will meet the case we have discussing this 
morning. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, however, 


just previous to this discussion on printing, stated, as I understood him, 
that I was mistaken in saying there had a gradual increase in the 
expenditures of the Government for the last few years. I beg to call 
his attention to the finance estimate of 1882, to show the net ordinary 
expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said nothing about the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. I made no allusion to the expenditures of the Government. 
I simply alluded to the amount appropriated this year in the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial bill as compared with former years. Ido 
not care to go into the increase or decrease of the expenditures of the 
Government. That is a matter I did not touch upon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator very sharply says that 
he did not go into the expenditures of the Government. I understood 
him to do so; but accepting what he says, that he did not, I intend to 
do so for a few moments. I sup I have that right. 

The Senator says that he only referred to the pending bill. Let us 
see what the legislative appropriation bills have been for the last sev- 
eral years; and I should be glad to have the attention of the chairman 
of the committee. According to the statement made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the House, which I referred to 
previously, the appropriations have gradually increased each year since 
1880. In 1880 the bill including deficiencies, because they ought to be 
added, was $16,000,000 in round numbers. In 1881 it was $17,000,000. 
There is an increase of $1,000,000. The rapes | it was $18,000, - 
000, an increase of $1,000,000 for the next year. the current year, 
1883, it is $20,000,009 without deficiencies. 

Of course it ually increases along, and the chairman is mistaken 
when he says there has not been a gradual increase in this cular 
bill. The bill under discussion is a quarter of a million in ad- 
vance of the bill of last year. That indicates a gradual and 
increase. At the same time I said it was possible and even probable 
that the increase was necessary; but still it isa fact. I understood the 
chairman to say that I was mistaken in that fact, or I should not have 
troubled the Senate a second time. 

In 1874 the net ordinary ex tures of the Government w ere $194, - 
000,000. It is unfair y to take one year alone, because a Con- 
gress ought to be taken. Sometimes certain things dates and others 

taking those two years of a 1873 and 1874, itis 
$365,000,000. There was a change of political parties in this country, 
as is well known, in both Houses, in Senate for two years and 
the House for six years, and during the existence of that 
was a reduction gradually for four or five years until 1881, which I be- 
lieve was the last year that a Democratic Congress appropriated the 








there | disbursing officere which do not come to the 





money, when it was $177,000,000, as $194,000,000 in 1874. 
Taking the last two years, there were $45,00,00, aga 855, 
000 in the former two years; notwithstanding the growth of the 

try, notwi ing the additional expense on account of p- and 
other things, it shows in the two last years previous to change of 
political parties that there were $365, 000,000 expended, and that dur- 
ing the last two years in which the Senate was in control of the oppo- 


site party to what it is now it was $346,000 showing that there 
a decrease of twenty-odd million dollars, notwithstanding the great in 


crease in the country. But as the chairman has said he did not go into 
this matter I will not go into it further. 

I did not rise to object to the increase in this salary of the Public 
Printer, but simply to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
there were several salaries increased in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment i ing the compensation of the Public Printer, in lines 354 
and 357, to have been to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on A tions was, in line 358, to increase the appro- 

iation ‘‘for chief clerk of the Government Printing Office’’ from 
$2,000 to $2,400, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 359, to increase the total appropri- 
ation ‘‘for compensation of Public Printer and clerks in his office” 
from $14,000 to $15,300. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Departmentof State,”’ 
in line 441, before the word ‘ ” tostrike out ‘“‘ eight”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ twelve laborers.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 443, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for com of the Secretary of State, the as- 
sistant secretaries, and clerks and employés in his office from $111,030 
to $113,670. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out line 554 to line 565, both in- 
clusive, in the following words: 

t of the Treasury shal! 


That the first comptroller in the Departmen: 
be, and is, a = in the name of the First Com lier, to countersign al! 
warrants, =< accountable warrants, and to sign other oo in like man- 
ner under the direction of the First Comptroller; and in case of the death, resiz- 

absence, or sickness of the deputy first comptroller, the Secretary of 
Treasury fey Oy A an intment under his hand and official seal, delegate 
to any officer in office pal nese pepe ny my to form the 
duties of the deputy first comptroller until a successor is appo' or such ab 
sence or sickness shall cease. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will allow that provision to 
stand, unless it was stricken out for some general reason as being legis- 
lative in its character, because I happen to know that it is important to 
the public service. In order to enable the First Comptroller to discharge 
important duties in his office he should be relieved from the drudgery 
of Signing warrants not accountable, the little warrants, day by day, 
usually passed upon by the deputy comptroller. I also learn that re- 
cently it has become very difficult indeed for the First Comptroller to 
have time to pass upon the important questions of accountable war- 
rants, as he is required to devote two hours in the day to signing the 
smaller warrants pon by the accounting officers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is clearly legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is stricken out on that ground, I am stopped 
from saying anything against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that that was the principal ground. 


The committee the sentiment of the Senate as against inserting 
rovisions of ehab om me es bills. This is a matter that properly 
the Finance. 


to on 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is struck out on that Iam estopped 
from objecting to the action of the committee, because I have objected 
to other legislative provisions being inserted; still it is important that 
it should be in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say one word. It would seemto bea genera! 
omnium-gatherum clause in regard to these warrants. It would seem 
to indicate that the entire functions of the First Comptroller are to be 
d comptroller and to relieve the First Comp- 
in regard to the office, with liberty to dis- 
or make law-books, or else he 


anything 
cally frponaite persons business of the office to be run by practi- 
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persons. 

I will tell ee 
in regard to the Comptroller has been in force for years as to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. He does not sign any but accountable warrants. 
He does not sign any warrants except drafts drawn on the Treasury in 


officers. 
Department by the accounting officers that do not come 
of the atall. There are passed in the regular 
e of claims in settlement of accounts ot 
Secretary, and there is no 
to the First Comptcoller, because all 
y through the office of the First Comp- 


in the Treasury 
to the Secretary 
course of accounts a multi’ 


1 necessity for their 
isnisvandt aeopanes 
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troller, and there is no necessity of having him go through the manual 
labor two hours every day of signing the smaller warrants. But the 
accountable warrants, on which large sums of money are drawn to be 
disbursed by the disbursing officers, must pass through the hands and 
under the eye of the Com . What he says is true, that he can 
not do both duties, for it is not physically possible sometimes for him 
to do it. When you bring to his attention the accountable warrants, 
requiring him to pass upon those and the other duties of his office, it 
is all that hecando. I believe that is so, but upon the general ground 
that it is legislation I can not say a word. Upon the other ground, as 
to its being right, I think the provision is clearly defensible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to be very careful about changing the 


ibility of the First Comptroller, particularly after the Secretary 
has been relieved from personal responsibility about a very large share 


of these warrants. erefore I think it is well to insist upon the 
amendment recommended by the committee to leave this legislation 
out and let the Finance Committee at the beginning of the next session 
arrange a carefully framed law, if any is necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out the 
words indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

SUPPRESSION OF BIGAMY. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order, the morning hour hav- 


ing expired 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the regular order. The Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished 


business. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2238) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 
22, 1882. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the bill be laid aside informally in order 
that we may finish the legislative appropriation bill. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the pending measure be laid aside informally. 

Mr. BECK. [ object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not object. 

Mr. BECK. I was brought in under arrest last night, and the farce 


was kept up fora good while. I want this bill to go through, so that 
we shall not be troubled about it any more. I can not agree that it 
shall be laid aside informally. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky objects. 
The motion requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kentucky I think is mistaken 
in saying that he was brought in under arrest last night. I agree with 
him that he ought to have been, but he was not, unfortunately, because 
the stubborn and factious and unparliamentary opposition of a minority 
in this body of a minority prevented, under the rulings of the Chair 
(which were contrary to law, in my opinion), our getting in the absent 
Senators. Now, Mr. President, I do not object to my friend from Iowa 
moving to postpone this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to postpone this and all prior orders. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to postpone this and all prior orders and go 
on with the appropriation bill. I move to postpone the bill until to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves to post- 
pone the special order until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the motion is put I give notice that if I 
¢an get the eye of the Chair, and I hope I can, the moment this bill is 
finished, I shall move to take up the Utah bill again. 

Mr. BAYARD. That question of notification of intention has, I be- 
iieve, no effect on the power of the Senate to take up or not take up as 
it pleases at the time. 

r. EDMUNDS. Not the slightest. 
that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa to postpone the pending bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4437) to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to interest on judgments rendered by the 
Court of Claims; 

A bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and spu- 
rious teas; 

A bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 

; and 


It is a notice for fair play; 


A Rk 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 
State of 0, during the year 1883. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 6957) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government tor the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 23d instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 137) to 
print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Benjamin H. 
Hill. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 4437) to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to interest on judgments rendered by the 
Court of Claims, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

The bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and 
spurious teas was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to proceed with the consideration of 
the legislative appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7482) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 


The reading of the bill was resumed at line 581. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘Second Auditor,’’ in line 601, after the word ‘‘ four,”’ 
strike out ‘“‘thirty-seven’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ in line 603, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty-two’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-five;’’ in 
line 604, after the word ‘‘two,’’ to strike out ‘thirty-four’? and insert 
**thirty-five;’’ and in line 607, before the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ to strike 
out *‘twenty thousand six’’ and insert ‘‘thirty thousand eight ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read : 

Second Auditor: For Second Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; six chiefs 
of division, at $2,000 each; eight clerks of class 4, forty clerks of class 3, addi 
tional to one clerk of class 3 as disbursing clerk, $200; fifty-five clerks of class 
2, thirty-five clerks of class 1, eight clerks, at $1,000 each; three assistant mes- 
sengers, and eight laborers; in all, $230,890. 


to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Fourth Auditor,’’ in 
line 629, after the word ‘‘each,’’ tostrike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;”’ 
in line 630, after the word ‘‘two,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert 
‘*ten;’’ and in line 633, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty- 
nine’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Fourth Auditor: For the Fourth Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; three 
chiefs of divisions, at $2,000 each; three clerks of class 4; fourteen clerks of 
class 3; eight clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class 1; three clerks at $1,000 
each; five clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger, and two laborers; in 
all, $72,390. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department,’’ in line 648, after the word “‘ each,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ in line 650, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty-three’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-six;’’ 
in line 651, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-four’’ 
and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ in line 651, afterthe word ‘‘ two,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-eight;’’ in line 652, after the word 
**one,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-two’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-four;’’ in line 
653, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert “ five clerks at $900 each; in 
line 655, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert 
‘*five;’’? and after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 657, tostrike ont ‘* 392,510” 
and insert ‘‘ 410,850;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department: For the Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; chief 
clerk, $2,000; eight chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; sixteen clerks ofclass4,and 
additional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200; sixty-six clerks of class 3; 
seventy-five clerks of class 2; fifty-eight clerks of class 1; thirty-four clerks, at 
$1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 each; twenty-three female assorters of money- 
orders, at $900 each ; five assistant messengers ; twenty laborers; and ten char- 
women, at $180 each; in all, $410,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 704, to increase the allowance of 
“‘copyists at $900 each’’ from ‘‘forty’’ to ‘‘sixty’’ in the office of the 
Register of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 707, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for the office of the Register of the Treasury from 
$170,110 to $188,110. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Life-Saving Service,”’ 
in line 780, to increase the allowance of clerks of class 2 from ‘‘one’’ 
to **two.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 780, to increase the allowance of 
clerks of class 1 from ‘‘three’’ to ‘‘four.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 783, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriation for the ‘‘ Office of Life-Saving Service ’’ from $32,880 
to $35, 480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue,’’ after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 849, to strike out: 

That from and after the 30th day of June next, 1883, there shall be no more 
than eighty-two collection districts, and it shall be the duty of the President, 
and he is hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the internal-revenue districts 
to not exceeding the number aforesaid in the manner heretofore provided by 
law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 857, after the word ‘‘expenses,”’ 
to insert: 

Including traveling expenses of such officers and clerks as shall be detailed for 
special service by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the fees earned by the gauger duringany one 
month may be averaged so as to include every day in which is actually em- 


ployed in gauging, or in the duties connected therewith, or in traveling in the 
performance of duty. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For salaries and ex of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses of 
gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous exp , including 
traveling expenses of such officersand clerks as shall be detailed for special serv- 
ice by the Comraissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and the fees earned by a gauger during any one month 
may be averaged so as to include every day in which he is actually employed 
in gauging, or in duties connected therewith, or in traveling in the performance 
of duty, $2,300,000. 

Mr. VANCE. I offer the following amendment to the amendment 
of the committee. After the word ‘‘duty,’’ in line 864, insert: 

And the pay of storekeepers at all distilleries of thirty gallons capacity or 
less production per day shall be §2 per day; and general storekcepers shall be 
paid only for the time they are actually engaged in the performance of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Jowa raises the 
point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is legislation. 

Mr. VANCE. In what respect is it out of order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
and is legislation. 

Mr. VANCE. 
ing law ? 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. VANCE. 








My point of order is that it changes existing law 
Does not the committee’s amendment change exist- 


No, sir. 


der of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury?’’ Does it authorize ‘* the fees earned by a 
gauger during any one month”’ to be so averaged ‘‘as to include every 
day’’ that he is in the service ‘‘or in duties connected therewith ?’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Chair understands that the ruling repeatedly made in the Senate 
is that if a committee amendment changes the law it does not warrant 
a new substantive change of the law by way of amendment to that 
amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I make the point of order that the committee's 
amendment, which is not germane to the text at all, changes the law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I guess that is true, from lines 860 to 864. The 
tirst half of the amendment is good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order 
on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. On all of it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is one substantive amendment. If 
the Senator confines his point of order—— 

Mr. VANCE. ‘To the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be sustained asa whole; but the first four 
lines can be moved separately and would be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee is 
one substantive amendment, which includes a in the existing 
law. That amendment as a whole is out of order. Senator from 
lowa can hereafter, when the committee’s amendments are concluded, 
move another amendment, avoiding the objection, if he see fit. The 
reading of the bill will = 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 888, in the appropriations for 
t, to increase the item 


contingent expenses of the Treasury 
‘‘for purchase of ice ’’ from $3,000 to $4,000. 
The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ office of assistant 
weasurer at Chicago,’’ in line 952, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike 








Does the existing law authorize the payment of trav- | 
eling expenses of *‘ officers and clerks detailed for special service by or- | 





out ‘‘ one coin and currency clerk ’’ and insert ‘ two coin, coupon, and 
currency clerks;’” in line 953, after the word “dollars,” to insert 
“each; ”’ inline 956, before the word ‘‘ watchmen,” to strike out ‘‘ two” 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line 957, after the word “ all,’ to strike 
out “* 19,180" and insert *‘ 21,400; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 
For assistant treasurer, $4,500; for cashier, $2,500; for paying-teller, $1,800 ; for 


book-keeper and receiving-teller, at $1,500each ; two coin, coupon, and currency 
clerks, at $1,500 each; one assistant book-keeper and two clerks, at $1,200 each 
for one messenger, $840; and three watchmen, $720each; in all, 400. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 1062. 

Mr. BECK. We are now substantially through the provisions re]a- 
tive to the Treasury Department, and we have shown a great deal of 
care and some particularity in going into detail in appropriating ever) 
dollar of this money. I desire now, not wishing to delay the bill, that 
the chairman of the committee—— 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Iowa is necessarily out of the 
Chamber for a few minutes. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; but I may as well state what I rose to 
state. We have inserted a whole paragraph here, occupying eight or 
ten lines, going into all sorts of detail, providing for washing and hem- 
ming towels, for the purchase of awnings, bowls, brooms, brushes, and 
God knows what all, for the Second Auditor's Office, and we were com- 
pelled to make an increase of clerical force in that office, when the 
proof was laid before us that the Secretary or somebody in charge takes 
men out of that office, puts them elsewhere, does as he pleases with 
them; and all this apparent particularity on the part of the committe: 
goes for naught when it comes to administration. 

I desire to have the letters read showing how the Second Auditor is 
treated and how his best men are taken away from him and put some- 
where else against his will, and how with all our effort at being very 
particular no attention is paid to what we do. The country is made 
to helieve and the Senate is made to believe and we are made to belie 
that this detail is absolutely necessary to enforce accuracy; and yet in 
the great office of the Second Auditor his force is taken from him and 
put to other duty or no duty, or whatever may be deemed fit, utter!) 
regardless of our appropriations. If there is any way to stop that | 
want it done. 

The chairman is now here. Is the letter relative to how the force 
in the Second Auditor’s Office has been used here? I should lik: 
to have it read for the information of the Senate. It is more im 
portant to stop that sort of thing than it is to provide for towels and 
brushes and the ten thousand little things we seem to be providing fo: 
with so much particularity that a person reading this bill would think 
that a spittoon or a trap or a thermometer or wire and zinc could not b«- 
had unless it was appropriated for with wonderful accuracy. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have the letter here. 

Mr. BECK. I want it read; not that I am complaining of the bill, 
but I want the Senate to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I send the letter to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The comparatively slight ee that has been made toward clearing off a«- 
cumulated work is chiefly attributable to the repeated demands upon this office 
for clerks to assist in other bureaus of the De t. Emergencies wii! con 
tinue to rise when the power given to the head of a Department by section 166 
of the Revised Statutes to alter the distribution of the aubaaliowes by law and 
detail clerks credited to one bureau for service in another must be exercised. At 
one time, in consequence of an unusual amount of labor suddenly imposed upo.: 
the loan division and Register’s Office, no less than sixteen clerks on the pay- 
rollsof this office were detailed for work elsewhere. At the present time five 
are so absent, and the average for the last fiscal year was at least five. All these 


were experienced and efficient clerks, for such are always asked for, and none 
others taken or received. 

ba the weer —e was nominally the same, 5,349 — accountsand claims 
were disposed o' m during year, an number unsettled 
diminished by 1,789. The additi work of five efficient and experienced clerks 
would have largely increased figures. No bureauof the De; ment need~ 
more than this the entire force accorded to it by law. Of the 38,440 unsettled 
accounts and claims, a very = has been pending more than five 
years. It is not surprising, then, t claimants become importunate and not 
unfrequently abusive in their correspondence. They are entitled to a settlc 
ment, and it is extremely difficult to give a sat ry reason for the dela) 
At the present time, so faras Iam aware, there isno extraordinary demand upo: 
any of the bureaus of the Treasury t, if more clerical force i- 
needed it should be supplied by " of office is press- 
ing. It has never to my knowledge had any assistance from other bureaus 
certainly not without according an equivalent by an exchange; and it is fair! 


entitled to its 1 complement of clerks. 
The facts herein set forth as to the work formed d the year are suffi- 
gently indicative of the faithfulness and efficiency of the clerical force of the 


reau,. 
Very respectfully, 
Hion, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BECK. That is all I desired to callattentionto. We have ha 
to increase the force in that office, to make an allowance of $24,000 to 
employ twenty additional clerks in the Second Auditor's Office rendered 
necessary by increased work relating to pensions, and yet his force is 
taken from him and used elsewhere against his will; it seems, too, to the 
detriment of the service. It looks very much like a burlesque to have 
things of that sort done when we give these clerks to that Auditor spe- 
cially to keep up that work, and suppose they areemployed there every 
day, because the work on ms and other matters seems to be very 
pressing; and yet in spite of all that they are taken away from him and 


O. FERRISS, Auditor. 








1883. 
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pat elsewhere and used wherever the Department sees fit. And then 
in the face of all that look at this paragraph in the bill: 


For washing and hemming towels, for the purchase ofawnings and fixtures, al- 
cohol, baskets, bel , bellows, bowls, brooms, buckets, brushes, canvas, crash, 
ce chamois-skins, rand window fasteners, dusters, flour, garden and street 
hose, lace-leather, lye, nails, oil, plants, picks, pitchers, powders, stencil-plates, 
spittoons, soap, sponge, tacks, traps, thermometers, tools, towels, tumblers, wire, 
and zine; and for blacksmithing, repairs of machinery, removal of rubbish, 

tools, and other absolutely necessary articles, $10,000. 

That we should be going into all that detail, and putting that solemnly 
into the legislative bill, and hundreds of other things ofa like sort, when 
the men we employ and assign to special work by the dozen are taken 
out and diverted from the purpose for which we gave them, requires 
that I should say that it seems to me we ought to be very particular to 
see that the work to which the men are assigned is carried on by them. 
They should not be diverted toother work, while we are made to believe 
that every little item we put down is applied to that particular purpose. 
I was about to say it looked like a farce. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not desire to take time. Of course the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, during the year 1881, after ouradjournment, was 
compelled to detail a large number of clerks from different bureaus in 
his Department to take care of the refunding of the bonds into 3 per- 
cents, and it seems that he drew pretty heavily on the Second Auditor's 
Office, and I am not surprised that the Second Auditor should com- 
plain about it, because his business is very far behind. That is all there 
is init. Of course we could by law take away from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury the power he has now to say toa clerk employed in one bureau, 
“You 1 be employed in another,’’ but it is not deemed wise, I be- 
lieve, to do that. Therefore the matter rests as it is. We have now 
supplied an additional force to the Second Auditor, hoping that we have 
given him a sufficient force to enable him to bring up the arrearages of 
work in his office. 

Mr. BECK. If they are not taken away from him. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 1063. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations tor 
the *‘ assay office at Helena, Montana,’’ in line 1193, toincrease the appro- 
priation for “‘ wages of workmen’’ from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Territory 
of New Mexico,”’ in line 1270, after the word ‘‘namely,’’ to strikeout: 

For per diem of members and officers of the Legislative Assembly, mileage of 


members, printing, and incidental expenses, including secretary's office, and $800 | 


for translating bills, laws, and journals of the Legislative Assembly, $21,965 
And insert: 


For rent, light, fuel, stationery, incidentals, and pay of messenger, $1,500. 


Mr. CONGER. I should like to inquire why that is stricken out in 
this clause and left in in the provision for other Territories? 

Mr. ALLISON. Simply because the law of this Territory does not 
authorize the Legislature to sit until January, 1885, so that it properly 
will be appropriated for next year. We appropriate for Legislatures 
in Territories where the session will be next winter. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that different from the other Territories in the 
matter of annual legislative sessions? Isee that for Utah the per diem 
of members and officers of the Legislature is provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Their Legislature sits next winter. 

Mr. CONGER. For the Territory of Washington I find the same 
appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it will be observed that there is no Legislature 
appropriated for in Montana and in several other of our Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for expenses of 
the Utah Commission, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 1301, to insert: 


Provided, That out of this sum the commission is hereby authorized to pay the 
secretary of the Territory, who is its secretary and disbursing agent, a reasona- 


ble sum for such service, not exceeding $600, and a like sum for the fiscal year | 


ending June 30, 1883. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ War Department,”’ to | 


strike out the following proviso from lines 1352 to 1359, inclusive: 
Provided, That the provisions of the act entitled an act making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1883, approved August 5, 1882, which authorized the 
appointment of an Assistant Secretary of War and an Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to hear from the chairman of the com- 
mittee some explanation of the reason why this provision should be 
stricken out. I understand no appointment of an Assistant Secretary 
of War or Assistant Secretary of the Navy has ever been made under 
the act of 1882, because those officers are not necessary. The House 
have inserted a provision to repeal theact creating the offices. I should 
like to hear why that provision is stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. We struck it out in the first place because it is 
legislation; in the second place, we found a letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy dated as late as the 8th of January in which he stated that 
he desired the office of Assistant Secretary for that Department retained. 
We thought we would allow the law to stand, at least till we could in- 
quire into it further. I am aware that neither an assistant to the Sec- 





retary of War nor to the Secretary of the Navy has been appointed; but 
there is no special reason why we should repeal the law, having passed 
it less than a year ago. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether it is not a fact that one year ago the offices were created and 
an appropriation made for them, and both the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy have never filled the offices because they were 
not necessary. No appointment has been made, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not at hand the letter of the Secretary of the 
Navy, but I remember very well the fact of there having been a letter 
before the Committee on Appropriations in which he desired the con- 
tinuance of the appropriation and stated that such an officer was de- 
sirable by the Department. I have heard nothing from the Secretary 
of War on the subject. Idonot know why the office has not been filled. 
I know of no request that it shall be abandoned orabolished. I think 
no great harm will result from striking out this provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there any appropriation for either of these offi- 
cers? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is for the current year; there is not for the 
next year. 

Mr. MORGAN. My inquiry is as to next year; is there any appro- 
priation for them in this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not thus far. 
be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. This would be the appropriate bill’ 

Mr. ALLISON. This would be the appropriate bill. We do not 
appropriate for these offices in this bill, but I will say to the Senator 
from Alabama we did not choose to abolish them by a repeal of the 
statute passed only eight or nine months ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the first time I ever heard of an office being 
created by Congress and provision made for filling it and an appropria- 
tion made that the Government was not willing to have the office tilled 
We were making overtures entirely unnecessary, it seems, for the ac 
commodation of the Departments. It is so singular a taet that it at- 
tracted my attention. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is rather a remarkable fact, but these offices were 
created last year, at the request of the Secretary of War and the Secre 
tary of the Navy, by a clause inserted in one of the appropriation bills; 
and they have not yet been filled, so fur as I have heard. I donot know 
why, but we thought it was rather early to repeal the statute, at least 
without a little further information than we are possessed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam afraid that the House will not appreciate our 
ruling on the question of order striking out this proviso because it is 
out of order according to our rules. The House seems to have put it in 
there, of course we must assume, in accordance with its own rules, and 
it comes to us as part of the text of the bill, which I think does not 
necessarily fall under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House may have some information on this sub 
ject that we could not gather, and they may have some different infor 
mation from the information we have. Of course this matter is not 
finished even if we strike it out. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the object of the committee was to draw 
the matter into conference between the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, that will be the result. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course the bill must go anyhow to a conference 
committee. I do not know that it can be fixed in any other way. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand, these two offices were created by 
a provision on the appropriation bill of last year. ‘The fact is, as we 
learn from the public prints, that the Secretary of the Navy and the Sec- 
retary of War found that the two offices thus created were utterly use- 
less. Now the bill comes from the House abolishing those two offices, 
neither Secretary having madean appointment, and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate move to strike out the proviso repealing 
| the act of 1882. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland asks for 

| the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I want to do just what we should 

| in this matter. I notice that there is no appropriation in the bill as 

| it is now to provide a salary for either of these officers for the coming 

| year, 1884. There is an appropriation for the current year, which has 

| not been used, I take it for granted. If there is good reason for not 
striking out the proviso, I wish to act with the committee. If there 

is not, I should vote to strike it out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only information we gathered on this subject 
was the letter to which I have alluded, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy, in which he urged the importance of the continuance of the 
office of Assistant Secretary of the Navy. We have had no communi- 
cation, so far as I know, from the Secretary of Warsince last year. The 
Senator from West Virginia knows very well that the Secretary of War 
was quite urgent then to have an assistant secretary. Now, just why 
the office has not been filled, I do not understand; and of course if we 
make no appropriation for it, it will be in abeyance next year; it can 
not be filled after the Ist of July at least until an appropriation is 
made. I do not see that it is vastly important to repeal it even on the 
assumption suggested by the Senator from Maryland that these places 


Of course an appropriation can still 
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have not been filled and are not likely to be. It may be that in the 
course of a year or two, or by 1885 at any rate, it may be found neces- 
sary to call into exercise this latent power, and the remarkable situa- 
tion suggested by the Senator from Alabama may not exist after that 
time. There may be those then in control who would be willing to fill 
all the offices whether they were necessary or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the salary attached to the office at pres- 
ent? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My recollection of last year’s ap- 
propriation bill agrees with that of the chairman of the committee that 
there was an urgent request for the appointment of assistant secretaries 
in these two Departments. The committee knowing that all the other 
Departments had assistant secretaries agreed to allow them, and my 
recollection is that the committee reduced some officers in each of these 
Departments or at least cut off one clerk from the force on account of 
an assistant secretary being given. I do not know the reason why the 
place has not been filled but I heard a rumor that there had been some 
difficulty or some question arising as to who should be appointed, that 
the parties interested could not agree. Probably that is the reason it 
has not been filled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not press 
his opposition to the amendment. If this office is not filled according 
to the law as it stands, no harm will be done. However, I do not wish 
to waste time. Have the yeas and nays been ordered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have beenordered. The ques- 
tion is on striking out the clause which has been read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 
not paired, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). 
Senator; I can not say whom. I shall not vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Nevada is paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). The Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the present occupant of the chair. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON], 
who is temporarily absent. 

Mr. GARLAND (after having voted in the negative). 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] is not in. 
I would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. CAMERON]. As Ido not know how he would vote, I withhold 


Iam 
If I were 


I am paired with some 


I see the Sen- 
I withdraw my vote. 


my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 20; as follows: 

YEA—20. 
Allison, Hale, Kell . Morrill, 
Anthony, Harrison, MeDill, Platt, 
Beck, Hawley, MeMillan, Plumb, 
Blair, Ingalls, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck. 
NAYS—20. 
Barrow, Davisof W.Va., Jonesof Florida, Sherman, 
Bayard, Gorman, Maxey, Slater, 
Brown, Ciroome, M n, Vance, 
Call, Hampton, leton, Vest, 
Coke, Jonas, ™, Voorhees. 
ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Fair, Hoar, h, 
Butler, Farley, Jackson, Rollins, 
Camden, Ferry, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Frye, Lamar, Saunders, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, ‘ i, 
Cockrell, George, I . . 
Davis of I., Grover, McPherson, Walker, 
Dawes, Harris, Mahone, Williams, 
Edmunds, Hill, Mitchell, Windom. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Office 
of Publication of Records of the Rebellion,’’ in line 1487, after the word 
“‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ at $1,000 each’’ and insert ‘‘ of class 1;"’ and 
in line 1496, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty-seven thousand 
eight’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-eight thousand two;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 


Office of Publication of Records of the Rebellion: For one agent, $2,000; two 
en oe of class 4; my re tpn one Ne oe ey pens of class 1 
‘ourteen ists at $900 each; one foreman prin’ ,600; one 

$1,200; ave compeatiate, at $1,000 each; two ‘at $000 each: two as 


; 
, 


; two as- 
sistant messengers; two watchmen; and one laborer at $600; in all, $38,280. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ expenses, 


” in line 1514, to 
insert ‘‘including one clerk of class 2, and one assistant messenger ;’’ and 
in line 1516, after the word ‘‘m ,”? to strike out ‘‘65,000"’ and 
insert ‘‘60,120;’’ so as to make the c read: 


For contingent expenses of the office of the Secretary of War and the bureaus, 
and offices of the War Department: of 





Deane, 2 books, 
law-books, blank-books, pamphlets, newspapers, maps, furniture, carpets, mat- 


ting, oil-cloth, file-cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, sponges, fuel, gas, and heating 
apparatus; tel phing, a and express charges; repairs to buildings an< 
furniture ; and for other absolutely . including one clerk of 

2, and one assistant messenger, $60,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ State, War, and Navy 
Department Building,’’ in line 1604, after the word “‘each,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘one assistant conductor’’ and insert ‘‘ two assistant conductors; ’’ 
in line 1606, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘each;’’ and in line 
1608, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘eighty-one thousand eight” 
and insert ‘‘eighty-two thousand three;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 





7 SSP 


Office of the superintendent: One clerk class 1; one chief engineer at $1,200 - 
six asssistant engineers at $1,000 each; one captain of the watch, $1,200; two 
lieutenants of the watch at $840 each; forty-five watchmen; one machinist a: 
$900; one skilled laborer at $720; seventeen firemen ; four conductors of the ele- 
vator at $720 each; two assistant conductors of the elevator at $500 each; six- 
teen laborers; one laborer at $600; and fifty-four charwomen at $180 each ; jn, 
all, $82,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘*Navy Department,” 
in line 1622, before the word ‘‘ assistant,’ to strike out ‘* two’? and insert 
‘*three;’’ in line 1625, before the word “‘laborers,”’ to strike out “two” 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 1626, after the word “‘ board,’’ to strike out 
‘fone clerk of class 2, and one laborer (for examining and retiring 
board);’’ in line 1629, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘53,490" 
and insert ‘*52,810;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, $8,000; for compensation of 
chief clerk of the Navy Department, $2,500; one disbursing clerk, $2,250; four 
clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; one stenographer at $1,600; two clerk. 
of class 2; six clerks of class 1; four clerks at $1,000 each; telegraph operato: 
at $1,000; one carpenter, $1,000; two messengers; three assistant messengers 
one messenger boy at $420; one messenger boy at $240; three laborers; one 
clerk. of class 2, on one laborer (for inspection board) ; one clerk of class 1, and 
one assistant messenger (in care of library); in all, $52,810. 

The amendment was to. tou 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Nautical 
Almanac Office,’’ in line 1653, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert ‘two 
at $1,000 each;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Nautical Almanac Office : For the following assistants, namely : Three at $1 600 
each ; two at $1,400 each; three at $1,200 each ; two at $1,000 each ; one assistant 
messenger ; and one copyist at $480; in all, $14,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1668, after the word ‘* hundred,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For draughtsmen, engravers, copyists, copper-plate printers, printers’ appren- 
tices, and laborers in the Hydrographic Ofttce, $22,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, in line 1698, after the word ‘‘two,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ one clerk of class 1;”’ and in line 1699, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘seven thousand nine’’ and insert ‘‘nine thousand one;”’ 
so as to make the clause read : 

Bureau of Ordnance : For chief clerk, $1,800; draughtsman, $1,800; one clerk of 
class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one assistant messenger ; and 
one laborer ; in all, $9,180. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ hes 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘ Department of the Interior,’’ in line 1742, to increase the 
appropriation for compensation of ‘‘Assistant Secretary ’’ from $3,500 to 

000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1746, after ‘‘building,’’ to insert 
‘‘one superintendent of documents, $2,000.” 

Mr. GORMAN. [I raise the point of order on that amendment. I: 
creates a new office. One yearago, when we were considering the ap- 
propriations for the Department of the Interior, the distinct understand 
ing was that there would be no increase for offices in that Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that itis to conform tothe 
law that we have made thisamendment. The law provides for this su- 
perintendent of documents, and provides a salary of $2,500 a year, hut 
the committee, instead of allowing the salary which the law fixes for 
him, simply allows him $2,000. This is in exact conformity with ex- 
isting law except as to the amount. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I withdraw the point of order. : 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the designation of the officer in charge 0! 
the public documents in the Interior Department by law. 

Mr. GORMAN. I was not aware of that. I did notsee it in the law 


of last year. = 

Mr. ALLISON. It isin the Revised Statutes. I can find it if the 
Senator desires to see it. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is not in the Statutes I will allow the Senator 
to make the point hereafter. 

Mr. GO: . Very well 

The amendment was to 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Maryland will turn to page 507 
of the Revised Statutes he will find the provision for the office of which 
we spoke just now. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1747, before ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike 
out ‘“‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 
Six clerk, chiefs of division, at $2,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1750, after ‘‘ four,’’ to strike out 
‘five’? and insert ‘‘six;’’ soas to read: 

Six clerks of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1753, after ‘‘determine,’’ to insert 
‘‘one bookkeeper for custodian, $1,200.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 1762, after ‘‘ each,’’ to insert ‘‘ three 
copyists and three laborers for distributing the reports of the Tenth Cen- 
sus.’ 

Mr. BECK. I am opposed to that. Idonot know that any one will 
yote with me. We passed some order at the last session, I believe, di- 
recting the Department of the Interior to distribute the Tenth Census 
reports. They could not trust members of the Senate and House with 
the documents that belong to them, but they desire to do it themselves, 
and this is the first installment: 

Three laborers and three copyists for distributing the reports of the Tenth 
Census. 

If we were allowed todo it we could do it ourselves without any sort 
of expense to the Government and without any sort of annoyance to 
ourselves. This is the beginning of a system under which all docu- 
ments are to go to the Interior Department, and half of them will 
find their way into theold second-hand book-stores of Washington. | 
tried on Thursday morning if any of the abstracts of the census were 
there that I could send off in answer to applications. I sent a messen- 
ger requesting an answer Thursday morning. Itis now Saturday after- 


noon and I can not ascertain to-day whether I can get a single copy of 


the abstract of the census. If it was in our own document-room the 
moment a letter came to me for it I could send a page at once and get 
the document. These persons now are to be employed, and no matter 
what may be said about it the result is going to be that half of our books 
will be lost in the Department. I do not know whether they will tell 
what is done with them. The books will go to second-hand book-stores 
in this town. This is just the beginning of a system to make the In- 


' 
‘ 





terior Department take charge of all documents that come to members | 


of Congress and the people. I move to strike out the clause. 


| 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the | 


chair). The question is on the amendment inserting the clause. 


Mr. ALLISON. This provision is absolutely necessary, unless the | 
law on the statute-book is not to be enforced. By a law we passed last | 
year we required the Secretary of the Interior to distribute these census 


documents. He has no means to distribute these documents; he has | 


no clerks at his disposal for that purpose. If we require him to per- 
form this duty we must give him the necessary clerical force in order 
that he may do it. That is all there is about it. If Senators are not 
willing to appropriate this money they had better repeal the law they 
passed last year. 

Mr. BECK. I confess that I propose to vote against this as the be- 
ginning of a system that I think will be a very bad system. I do not 
desire to vote, as far as my individual vote will go, to sendall the books 
and documents there; and if that is an indirect way of repealing the 
law, so much the better. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that is no way of repealing the law, because 
these books will be piled up in the office of the Secretary of the Iute- 
rior under the law and he will have no means of distributing them as 
the law requires. 

Mr. BECK. I would rather allow them to remain piled up for an- 


other year than to have them wasted, as they will be, in my judgment. | 


They are better there than in the second-hand book-stores of Washing- 
ton. 


Mr. ALLISON. This is the law: 


That the Compendium of the Tenth Census be printed, and that 100,000 addi- 
tional copies be printed, of which 30,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
60,000 copies for the use of the House, and 10,000 copies for the use of the Depart- 
mentof the Interior. And in ordertoavoid duplication in the distribution of these 
documents, and to secure complete sets to libraries and other public institutions, 
the additional copies herein ordered, excepting those ordered for the Treasury De- 


| sus in the Interior Department belonging to me. I have no means of 


partment and for the Fish Commission, be delivered to the document-rooms of | 


the Department of the Interior; and the Secretary of the Interior shall distrib- | and requested an answer, ‘‘ yes’? or ‘‘no,’’ I could not get that answer, 


| and have not got it now, and I suppose I shall have to go to the Inte 


ute those ordered for the use of Congress, as follows. 


Mr. BECK. Toshow how much trouble we are having under this 
already let me state that when the matter was under discussion on 
last Thursday morning in the committee-room I had then, as I have 
now, dozens of applications from libraries and the auditor of my own 
State and others for a copy of the Compendium of the Census. I sent 
a messenger from the committee-room, ariding page, to the Secretary of 
the Interior, asking him to tell me whether I had any of these docu- 
ments there or not, and if I had to please advise me by that page. 
That letter was delivered. It is now Saturday, and I am yet unad- 
vised, and I te will remain unadvised until I have time to go with 
 heagg in hand and beg some clerk to tell me if I have any books 
t 


Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, 
that this law shall be repealed if the Senator thinks it ought to be. 





Mr. SHERMAN. We can not do that in this bill 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course not, unless we all agree to it by unani 
mous consent; but if this lawis to stand, certainly some means should 
be provided whereby it*can be executed. 

Mr. GORMAN. The fact is that in the Interior Department there 
is a clerk detailed as superintendent of the document-room, a mere clerk 
in the Depurtment. At the last session of Congress, when the present 
occupant of the chair [Mr. HoAr] offered an amendment to an appro 
priation bill for the distribution of the census, it was the distinct un 
derstanding on this side of the Chamber, on my part at least, that that 
was the extent to which it should go, and that the clerk now performing 
duty should do it without additional expense; but this appropriation 
bill makes specific appropriation for a superintendent, then for a book 
keeper, and now for copyists and laborers. You have already a full 
organization at both ends of the Capitol for the distribution of the dox 
uments ordered by Congress. Here is an increase of officers and an in 
crease of salaries, and I make the point of order that this amendment 
is certainly new legislation. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This law was enacted, at the suggestion of the 
Senator now in the chair [|Mr. Hoar], to prevent the duplicate dis 
tribution of this document. It was apprehended that the same docu- 
ment might be sent by many Senators and Representatives to the same 
individual, and in order to prevent that all copies were ordered to be 
sent to the Interior Department, where if a Senator or Representative 
ordered one to be sent to a constituent and one of his colleagues had given 
a similar order, the member giving the second order would be notified 
that a previous order had been given to be sent to that constituent 
Then if he chooses to duplicate he can do so; but it is assumed that 
gentlemen will not desire to duplicate. Either the law should be re 
pealed or the Interior Department should have authority to carry it into 
effect. This can not be done without some additional clerical force 
I think the experiment is worth trying, although I am not certain of 
its success; but it isordered to be tried upon the Compendium of the Cen 
sus in the Interior and upon the Records of the Rebellion in the War 
Department. I think we should either repeal the law (which I trust 
we are not prepared to do) or should give the means of carrying it into 
effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoAR in the chair). The Chai: 
is of opinion that the amendment is not liable to the point of order as 
being new legislation, it being merely a carrying out of existing law 
It is not liable to the point of order under the twenty-ninth rule, com 
ing from the Committee on Appropriations itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did notsuppose anybody would make the point ot 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland made the 
point of order, which the Chair overrules. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think a point of order lies against it. | 
want to call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to the fact that 
this law requires the Secretary of the Interior substantially to keep an 
account with every Senator and member of Congress, and it necessarily 
will require a considerable correspondence backward and forward about 
what I am doing with my documents or what some of my colleagues in 
the House are doing with similar documents. All this can not be done 
without clerical force; and it ought to be done promptly by somebody 
We have authorized a very large publication of the census report, on the 
theory that it is of some value to the people; and shall we refuse the 
small sum necessary to distribute the document among the people? | 
hope my friend from Kentucky will resort to some more direct method 
of changing the law than the one he suggests now of detéating this 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I confess that because of my opposition to the law I do 
not propose to vote to give six more employés, ‘‘ three copyists and 
three laborers, for distributing the reports of the Tenth Census."’ | 
think one person could do it without any trouble, but I donot want it 
done there at all. I deo not know that I can better illustrate the diffi 
culty we have about it than by the fact I have already stated, that | 
do not know to-day whether there are any of the abstracts of the cen 


knowing; I have no time to go; and when I sent, as I did Thursday 
morning, 2 messenger with a polite request to know if I had any, so 
that I could send them to the governor of my State and the auditor, 


rior Department some day next week, whenever I can find time, just 
to ascertain that fact. 

If the books were here in this building, as they have always been 
heretofore, I could ascertain in a minute; Amzi Smith could tell me at 
once. I could put my frank on it and mail it, and if I did not like to 
trust the mails I could pay for it, as I do with every valuable docu- 
nent,and have it registered. I am satisfied that this thing will not 
oly prove to be a failure but will be a system of annoyance to every 
Senator and every Representative, and the books will not reach their 


destination half as well as they do now. This is only the beginning of 


the transfer of all these books to the Interior Department and a doubling 
up of officers. 


[ desire to say once for all that I do not object to many things on this 
bill that under any decent administration never ought to be here. 


canpeeremanecnagernacins 
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Take all these lines from 1559 to 1567, and what do we find? Here is 
one watchman for Iowa Circle, a circle perhaps twice the size of this 
Chamber; one watchman for Fourteenth-street Circle. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can notallow the Senator from Kentucky to speak 
thus of Iowa circle. That is one of the largest circles in the city, and 
one of the most beautiful in the city. 

Mr. BECK. No deubt about that; it may be twice as large as this 
Chamber, and I reckon it is. One watchman is provided for the Four- 
teenth Street Circle. I know the Fourteenth Street Circle is not larger 
than this Chamber, and a watchman is there. There is one for Raw- 
lins Square, one for the Washington Circle, one for McPhersonand Far- 
ragut Squares, one for Stanton Place, one for Armory Square. Here 
are seven of them. A single line requiring some of the one hundred or 
one hundred and twenty policemen we have to guard these circles is 
all that would be done in any other city in the world. That is only a 
specimen. 

I do not propose to try to improve or reform all these things; but I 
do hope and trust that at the next session of Congress, with a different 
administration at the other end of the Capitol, there will be many 
things not in this bill that are in it now, and I do trust this multipli- 
cation of officers—six more people to distribute the Tenth Census for 
us when we can distribute it ourselves and do it twice as well without 
costing the Government a dollar—will not be continued, for it is a use- 
less expenditure of money; and this is only the beginning of a good 
deal more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1769, to increase the total ap- 
propriation ‘‘for compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
clerks and employés in his office from $133,130 to $141,110. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1773, before ‘‘law,’’ to strike out 
‘*two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘clerks,’’ to insert 
‘one at $2,750;”’ in line 1776, before “ clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ 
and insert ‘‘four;’’ in line 1777, after ‘‘each,’’ to insert ‘‘one clerk, 
$1,600;”’ and in line 1779, after ‘‘all,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ 12,300" and in- 
sert ‘*18,700;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of Assistant Attorney-General : 

For three law clerks, one at $2,750, one at $2,500, and one at $2,250; four clerks 
at $2,000 each; one clerk, $1,600; one clerk, who shall act as stenographer, at 
$1,600; in all, $18,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed to the word *‘dollars,’’ in line 
1783, as follows: 

General Land Office : 
For the Commissioner of the General Land OMice, 4,000; chief clerk, $2,000, 


Mr. MORGAN. After the word ‘‘ thousand,’ in line 1783, where it 
lirst occurs, I move to insert ‘‘250;’’ soas to read $2,250 for the chief 
clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would iniorm the Senator 
from Alabama that that amendment would regularly come in after the 
committee amendments are disposed of unless the Senate prefer to deal 
with it now. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ceeding. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1788, to strike out ‘‘thirty- 
two’’ and insert **thirty-four;’’ so as to read: 


I was not aware we had adopted that order of pro- 


General Lund Office : 

For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; 
law clerk, $2,000; recorder, $2,000; three inspectors of surveyors-general and dis- 
trict land offices, to be appointed | the Secretary of the Interior, at 22,000 each ; 
three principal clerks, at $1,800 each; thirty-four clerks of class 4. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think for the purpose of making the amendment 
which the Senator from Alabama has already counenal at a later period, 
as it should be, he will want to modify this amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but the whole subject will be open in the Sen- 
ate, as I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. But, as I understand, if we adopt this amendment of 
the committee it can not be amenaed afterward. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not in committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator from Alabama propose ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make three amendments here. The first 
one I have ted is to raise the salary of the chief clerk $250. I 
then wish, on lines 1786, 1787, and 1788, to amend by increasing the num- 
ber of principal clerks to twelve, being an addition cf nine. The ob- 
ject I have is to Bet one principal clerk at the head of each of the divi- 
sions of the Land Office. Then I propose to strike out ‘ thirty-four’’ 
and substitute ‘‘ twenty-five’’ in the next class, class 4. The effect 
will be to take nine clerks from class 4and raise them to principal clerks, 
so that we may have a head for each of the divisions in the bureau of 
the General Land Office. Ifthe Senate is willing to have these amend- 
ments considered now, I shall be very glad. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the consideration 


of the amendments proposed by the Senator from at the pres- 
ent time? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think theSenator from Alabama had better wait 


until we finish the amendments suggested by the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difficulty is that if you on and adopt the 
amendments suggested by the committee, then Views to wait until we 
get into the Senate before I can move these amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am willing to pass over the amendments between 
lines 1781 and 1788. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would be glad if the Senator would. That wil! 
give us an opportunity to prepare the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That part of the bill will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was stated 
to be in line 1788, tostrike out ‘‘ forty-three” and insert “‘forty-nine;”’ 
so as to read: 

Forty-nine clerks of class 3. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to makea to the Senator 
from Iowa. Thereis a very large increase in peneah, an increase 
which I believe to be wholly necessary, absolutely required by the con- 
dition of the public business, which can not wait; but I would suggest 
to him whether or not for the purpose which the committee had in view 
in recommending this large increase of clerical and in view of 
what was said on the subject from somewhat authoritative sources, it 
would not be better to add to the lower grades of clerks and not so 
much to the higher es. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Alabama that while all the 
other Departments of this Government have had their divisions and 
chiefs of divisions and chief clerks and increases of salaries, the General 
Land Office has remained at a stand-still for now more than forty years. 
While under the plea of greater business and greater expenses of living 
and so on from time to time we have put up the salaries of chief clerks 
and made new divisions and the salaries of the officers at the 
head of old divisions in the Treasury Department, the War Depart- 
ment, and all the other Departments of the Government, the Land 
Office has received no consideration of this kind. I believe that as « 
matter of dignity, as a matter of justice in to quality of service 
performed, the motion of the Senator from as indicated ought 
to be carried; but I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that there would 
be greater money compensation in the way of efficiency, in the accom- 
plishment of the work we all know ought to be accomplished, by put- 
ting more of these clerks in the lower grades. I am re-enforced in my 
belief on tLat point by a statement made to me by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office this morning of the fact that the gross sum 
which the committee proposes to give at the close of this paragraph to 
the Secretary for the purpose of bringing up the work of this oflice wil! 
accomplish 25 per cent. more result than would the distribution of that 
sum in the shape of the payment of clerks of different classifications 
already existing. That results from the fact that there is always a 
large number of persons well qualified seeking employment here at 
Washington who work more zealously as their employment is more in- 
definite and liable to be terminated at any moment, who are more de- 
sirous a great deal of exhibiting their qualities of efficiency and com- 
mending themselves to their chief, than those are who are provided fo1 
in that kind of way which they come to regard as putting them beyond 
the control both of their superiors and of Congress, because it so hap- 
pens by reason of the civil-service-reform principle prevailing in this 
Government now, combined with the backing, so to speak, which ever) 
clerk has on the part of some person who solicits his appointment or 
is interested in having him retained in his position, except for some 
flagrant disobedience of orders, something more than ordinarily flagrant 
inefficiency or insubordination, that no clerk can be discharged. And 
so the pertunctory round of duties is from time to time performed 
with, instead of increasing efficiency gréwing out of long service, a 
diminished efficiency. 

The Land Office, in common with all the other offices of this Govern- 
ment, needs not men who are going there with a permanent tenure, but 
men who go in under the spur of necessity, pecuniary necessity, and the 
necessity to perform accurately and sensibly the duties of that calling 
as an inducement to further employment; and the temporary clerks 
whom we shall employ under this provision will do more work, and 
more satisfactory work, in bringing up the delinquent business of this 
office, 25 per cent. at least more than an equal number of the men who 
are already in. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa whether we can not 
adjust that force in such a way as to give the at the head of 
divisions, and who are necessarily invested with considerable responsi- 
bility, that which is fairly their due by comparison with what is given 
to others, and at the same time not make that an increase of absolute 
expense in the administration of the duties of this office by making the 
increase of stated clerks less in the higher grades and greater in the 


The Committee on Appropriations considered this 
question with some care. There has been a pressure for two or three 
years constantly upon the committee to make an increase in the force 
of the General Land Office, and in making the distribution of the force 

















1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. ’ 3) 





that we have made in this bill we have followed the recommendation 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior. The Secretary of the Interior, in his interview with the 
committee on this subject, requested higher grades of clerks rather than 
lower, upon the idea that this adjustment in the Land Office required 
very largely a force familiar with the statutes and with the current de- 
cisions of the Land-Office itself for a series of years. In other words, 
they must have discriminating intellects, and not mere copyists. So 
in making up the bill we followed precisely the suggestions of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, as indicated in his report and in 
the Book of Estimates. We did provide, as the Senator from Kansas 
suggests, a fund of $50,000, to be used by the Secretary of the Interior 
in his discretion. The object of that was not to create a force here 
which would be permanent, but a force that would only last for the 
present year; a temporary force, in other words, to bring up this work; 
but the force we provide for in the body of the bill will, in all proba- 
bility, be a continuous and permanent force, and I think it ought to 
be a force of sufficient intelligence and knowledge of the subjects in- 
vestigated in the Land Office to require better compensation than a 
thousand or twelve hundred dollars a year. 

The same rule suggested by the Senator from Kansas as applied toall 
the Departments would merely require us to bring in, instead of this 
bill in detail, a bill providing that the Secretary of the Treasury should 
have $2,000,000 to carry on the work of that Department, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior so much, and so on. It is for the purpose of con- 
fining and narrowing the limits of the discretion of these departmental 
officers that we report for clerical force as we do, so much in detail. 
The rule is to report in detail, and we have only reported a gross sum 
in exceptional instances in a few cases. 

While it may be true that the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is of the opinion that he can more economically use $50,000 in 
the way provided for here than if we specified the grade and compen- 
sation of employés, we tail to appropriate specifically because he be- 
lieves he can handle this fund better than Congress can for him. I do 
not know but it may be so; but that is not the theory upon which we 
are appropriating money. 

Mr. PLUMB. With my usual lack of facility when I make extended 
remarks, I had the misfortune of being entirely misunderstood. The 
Senator from Iowa understood me as suggesting that we should put 
more into this gross sum. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not so understand the Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, I simply suggested that we should make less 
of the higher class of clerks and more of the lower class; as, for instance, 
that we should make less of class 4 and more of class 3, and less of class 
3 and more of class 2, proportionately, and more of class 1, and so on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have we not appropriated in this bill as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Offlce 
recommended us to do? 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. They ought to know their necessities. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course, if that is to be the guide, if that is to be 
regarded as heyond appeal, then of course we ought to appropriate « 
very much larger sum than we have appropriated in every Department : 
we ought to add clerks in every single division of the Government, be- 
cause there is not one, I believe, in which an increase has not been 
asked for. 

I want to say in regard to this matter now while it is under consid- 
eration, without the purpose of affecting in any way the amendment 
pending, that my own belief is that we have got too many clerks in high 

es. We have got too many subordinates upon whom responsibility 
is devolved, leaving too little responsibility upon the heads of bureaus 
and divisions, because by the adjustment of salaries and the conseqnent 
adjustment of responsibility, which comes internally, that responsibil- 
ity which ought to be focused upon a single head at a single point and 
place is scattered throughout an entire division. We ought to have 
more clerks and fewer heads of divisions. We could get along, in my 
judgment, with a very much less sum of money than we clo if we were 
to adjust these salaries upon a wholly different basis, while, at the same 
time transacting the public business with full as much efliciency. 

I do not believe in depositing unnecessary discretion with the heads 
of Departments or of divisions. Some little will be necessary, inevita- 
bly; but I do believe that in this constant increase of salaries, increase 
of heads of divisions, withdrawing in place of concentrating responsi- 
bility, we are not only expending a larger sum of money than we need 
to expend every year, but that it does not tend to the proper adminis- 
tration of the business of this Government. There is no place in the 
Treasury or elsewhere where you can fix the responsibility for any par- 
ticular act or for a series of acts on any particular person. It is scat- 
tered and divided here and there and everywhere in such a way that 
the responsibility of the head of the bureau is actually lost; and this 
does not tend, as I think, to the dispatch of business. 

Every year, of course, we are beset by propositions to increase salaries; 
but we never cut anybody’s salary down, we never dispense with the 
service of anybody. Ifa person is once billeted upon the Government 
he continues or after the office is once created it always con- 
tinues. By designating these clerks, by constantly increasing their 











salaries, we increase in that ratio the things which {rom time to time 
we are compelled todo to keep them up. 1 believe myself that we are 
paying 25 per cent. more salaries in this bill than we ought to pay. | 
believe we are paying that per cent. by reason of the facet that we are 
paying more for services than we ought to pay, and we are paying 
more people than we ought topay. Then if we could run aplow-share 
through some of these incrusted divisions, put in some new people, stop 
this round of perfunctury duties that has gone on from time to time 
until it has become so well and thoroughly understood that the duty of 
to-day is the duty of yesterday, and the duty of to-day is also the duty 
of to-morrow, with nothing to disturb its uniformity and to some ex 

tent its uselessness, we should have a better administration of the 
affairs of this Government at Washington in the various Departments, 
accompanied by very large economy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1789, before ‘‘clerks,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘fifty-four’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Sixty clerks of class 2. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask if the amendment in line 1788 was 
adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the lines 
down tothe words *‘classthree,’’ inline 1789, have been passed over, and 
the amendment just adopted was a substitution of *sixty’’ for ‘* fifty 
four.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Class 4, in line 1788, was to be passed over. That 
was the understanding. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1790, before ‘‘clerks,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘tifty-five’’ and insert *‘sixty-one;’’ so as to read: 

Sixty-one clerks of class 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 1789, before ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike 
out * fitty-four’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Sixty clerks of class 2. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to be informed by the committee 
how it is that while one member of the committee is stating to us with 
out reply that we have too many clerks already, the committee propose 
to increase the whole body of clerks in one bureau, the Land Office, by 
more than twenty—lI have not counted up the actual figures—and then 
give $50,000 as a general fund for discretionary purposes for clerk-hire 
besides? What does it mean, if the Senator from Kansas is right in 
his idea that there is too much force now ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That illustrates what I said a moment ago, as to my 
lack of facility in either being understood or expressing myself in the 
ordinary way. I did not say in this bureau. I prefaced what I had 
to say by saying that in this bureau the work was greatly behind. | 
believe in this burean—and I am authorized by the head of it to say 
so—that more business ought to be done with the force now in hand 
I talked with him on the subject this morning. He authorized me to 


| say that more business ought to be done by the force in hand. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why does he not do it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Theanswer is simply this: Hesays that as the busi 
ness in hand now being done by the force in the office has been increased 
at least 25 per cent. during the past twelve months, it is not a thing 
that can be done at once. It is done in various ways. In the first 
place, during the session of Congress there is a large amount of corre 
spondence to be attended to. There has been a habit when a letter 
Was written to the Department, to refer it as it necessarily must be re 
ferred to some clerk to answer it, and in writing the answer a lette1 
is got up, containing an exposition of the general land laws, or some- 


| thing of the kind, making one, two, three, four, five, or sometimes ten 


pages, each page having to be thoroughly revised and then copied be 
tore it goes to the Commissioner. That has been largely stopped as a 
thing entirely unnecessary. In addition to that various other habits 
of practice dealing with the transaction of public business have been 
practically overcome, but all of them can not be overcome at once. 

In addition to that, during this time while the force has not been in- 
creased in that Department the business has been enormously increased 
The Senator from Iowa has, I think, as chairman of the committee, in 
his possession a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
showing tlie belated condition of business in that particular bureau. 

What I did say, and what I repeat, and what I have the authority 
of one Cabinet minister at least for saying, is that as a general rule and 
as arule applicable to all Departments, regarding them in gross, the 
business of the Government could be conducted with a good deal less 
force if it were organized, unified, and vivified as the force of a private 
establishment is and ought to be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be so, why then do we not stop increasing 
this force that at present does not do its whole duty, and devote ourselves 
to unifying, vivifying, and organizing these Departments? How does it 
happen that we are silent upon the subject for the whole length of a 
long session and the whole length of a short session uatil we get to an 
appropriation bill on which we are going, as we go in general, appar- 
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ently in exactly the opposite direction to that which we should take? 
It seems to me that is rather extraordinary legislation. For one I do 
not wish to be responsible for it on this explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Secretary to read what I send to the 
desk from page 5 of Executive Document No. 39, Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, second session, being a letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in response to a resolution of the Senate, in which the 
Commissioner states briefly the difficulties in his office. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

There are about 2,000 contested homestead ‘cases now ding besides those 
in conflict with Congressional grants. There are also 20,000 final homestead 
cases in which the proof is yet to be examined, and 31,000 private cash and other 
final entries awaiting adjudication. In addition there are 75,000 timber-culture 
entries and over 200,000 original homestead cases on file in the public lands di- 
vision. 

In the railroad division there are about 6,000 pending settlement claims, all of 
which are to be decided in connection with the adjustment of railroad grants. 

In the pre-emption division there are 12,000 cases awaiting final action, and 
there are in addition a large number, probably between 200,000 and 300,000, sub- 


sisting pre-emption claims of record upon which final proof is liable to be at any 
time offered. 

In the mineral, swamp land, private land claim, and other divisions of the 
office there are large accumulations of cases awaiting disposal. It is my judg- 
ment that if the entire force of the office should be devoted to bringing up the 
work in arrears in cases now ready for final action it would require a year and 
a half to accomplish this result. 

New work is also coming into the office more rapid'y than the old can be dis- 
patched. This is all work that must be done some time, and it is economy, as 
well as a great advantage to parties interested, that it should be done speedily. 

The needs of this office are tor additional clerical force, especially of the higher 
grades, and for additional office-room, These needs are pressing and impera- 
tive if the public business is to be transacted with amy reasonable degree of 

romptitude, accuracy, or intelligence. It is simply impossible for men not 
earned in the law nor trained in the application of legal principles to the multi- 
form questions relative to land titles that arise in this office to decide cases re- 
quiring for their consideration profound research and exhaustive knowledge of 
laws, rulings, and decisions, however competent they may be to pass a satis- 
factory examination in the rudiments of a common or classical education. 

It is equally impossible for decisions to be unnaturally forced under the pres- 
sure of work in arrears without endangering private rights and imperiling the 
interests of the Government. 


Mr. ALLISON. Thesubstance of the statement of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is that if ‘the entire force at his disposition 
were to be engaged in bringing up the arrears of work it would take 
one year and a half to do it; and another statement is that the present 
force in his office is not sufficient to keep up with the current work of 
the office. Now, it is perfectly manifest that unless we intend to aban- 
don all the great interests that arise out of our public lands, we must, 
in the face of this statement of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, furnish them additional force 
for the purpose of carrying ontheir work. Thatis all there is of it, and 
the Committee on Appropriations have endeavored to meet this demand 
and have reported this increase of the clerical force of the Land Office 
for that purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Appropriations has undoubt- 
edly devoted all the time it was capable of devoting to the investiga- 
tion of this question, but as it has similar questions in all Departments 
of the Government, and every other question, of course it has not been 
able to have these gentlemen before it and cross-examine them and 
scan and criticise the establishment, and call up the heads of the bu- 
reaus to know what they are about, how long they have been about it, 
how many hours they work a day, whether capable people are employed 
and are compelled to attend to their duties,and soon. Weonlyget the 
printed and ex parte, and undoubtedly intended to be candid statement of 
this gentleman about what he thinks the state of his office is, but if it 
were a matter of private business which was in charge of the members 
of the Committee on Appropriations or any other committee, before there 
was this very considerable increase and this large sum of money left to 
the discretion of these agents, there would be an exhaustive examina- 
tion and investigation, with the men before them, so that every aspect 
of the affair could be perfectly understood. What that involves, of 
course is what it is quite impossible for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, at the time that these bills come here, todo. Whatthis office needs, 
and a good many other offices, I take it, in this Government, is a careful 
scrutiny when there is time enough to scrutinize, by the committee 
e with that particular branch of the public service or some other 
committee, so that the errors and inefliciencies that the Senator from 
Kansas speaks of in the present force that does not do what it ought to 
do may be corrected and the thing established upon a basis where the 
public service will get the benefit of the money that it pays and public 
business will go on. 

I hope my friend will not understand me as blaming the Committee 
on Appropriations at all. I donot; but I only speak of the misfortune 
of Pony wom left at the end of a Congress to give alarge increase of force 
without any inspection and examination and scrutiny, such as ought to 
be made, when at the same time some gentlemen who know about it 
say that the force we already have does not do anywhere up to what it 
ought to do. 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, one word only in response to what 
the Senator from Vermont suggests. Asa matter of course the Com- 
mittee on Aran can not make that detailed and absolute in- 
vestigation of q bureau and every Department of the Government 
which would enable it on its own responsibility to say exactly what 





particular clerk performs, but so far from our not 
making diligent inquiry about the matter in hand we had the — 
tary ot the Interior, the responsible officer of the Department, before 
the Committee on oa pm aa for three successive mornings, and 
we went over the bill with reference to his force indetail. We inquired 
of him, perhaps not with as much particularity as the Senator from 
Vermont would have done, but we inquired of him with reference to 
the force in the Land Office, the character of the force, the sufficiency 
the number of hours they work, and so on, and he stated to us that 
probably about 3 or 4 per cent. of the force was an inefficient force, and 
he gave us the reason why. I shall not go into that, but we went into 
that detail. 

In addition to that, a committee of the Senate last year made a thor- 
ough investigation of the General Land Office. I think my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] was a member of that committee. They went 
over the Land Office with great particularity with reference to its cleri- 
cal force and its needs. When the appropriation bill was up last year 
I remember having quite a prolonged struggle with my friend trom 
Alabama in reference to what we ought to do for the Land Office. It 
has been a subject of inquiry in the Committee on Appropriations for 
three or four years, and has been pressed upon us from year to year, 
and finally this year the accumulations are so rapid and so great that 
it seemed necessary that something should be doneatonce. Last year 
the business of the General Land Office was nearly double what it was 
eight years ago, or six years ago. It has increased beyond any other 
department of the Government with reference to mineral lands, with 
reierence to agricultural lands, timber lands, swamp lands, and every 
division of the public-land service. We believe that this force is neces- 
sary, and I leave it for the Senate now to decide the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is it intended that this $50,000 to be expended in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior shall authorize him to 
appoint people without examination and inspection by the Civil-Service 
Commission that we established with such a large flourish of trumpet 
a little while ago? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose not. Isuppose these appointees will come 
clearly under the wise and salutary provisions of the civil-service act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish I could see that as plainly as my friend does. 
It looks to me, as an humble observer, and not knowing much about 
law, as if here were $50,000, which will pay for forty clerks’ salaries for 
one yearat the salary of first-class clerks of $1,200, in round numbers— 
I may not state the number exactly right—— 

Mr. ALLISON. About that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Iowa and I should appear be- 
fore the Civil Service Commission on the 2d day of July, when the act 
goes into force, and should find that my friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorRGAN] should outfoot us on an examination with reference to our 
capacity to work in that particular office (for that is what the law we 
have passed requires, not mere scholasticism, but capacity to do the 
thing that the Government wants), my friend from Alabama beats us 
on that, as he naturally would. Thereupon we turn around through 
what is called ‘‘influence,’’ and our friends get the Secretary 
of the Interior to appoint us to a clerkship, notwithstanding, 
under this discretionary authority of the use and application of which 
he is to be the sole judge. If that is not meant then I think we had 
better make it pretty clear. Ifit is meant we had better understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will suggest an appropriate phrase to 
make that perfectly clear I shall cheerfully act with him. This clerical 
force is to be employed in Washington, it is to be under the control of 
one of the heads of the Departments here. It stands with reference to 
the law just as any other force in the Departments stands, except that 
the Secretary of the Interior can useall this money for fourth-class clerks, 
all of it for third-class clerks, or all of it for second-class or first-class 
clerks. We do not confine him to the particular class of clerks that he 
shall employ, but he must take one of the classes known to our law, 
either first, second, third, or fourth class, or $1,000 clerks, and they all 
come within the range and purview of the civil-service law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont there is no 
more necessity of attaching that condition to the expenditure of this 
money than there is to every other paragraph. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChair recognized the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. Does he yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to add to what the chairman of the 
committee has said. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me complete my statement. There is no more 
necessity for applying a condition to correspond with this paragraph 
than any other paragraph in the bill appropriating money for cle:k- 


hire. 

— MORGAN. ——— to add Oy eee has said about 
investigation at Land Office, investigation was very 

carefully and made. The chiefs of division and the chief 

clerk of the office were all put under oath, so that the examination might 

be verified in the best way that the committee could possibly do it. We 

also made a personal examination of the officers of the different divisions. 
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We found the Land Office in what I call a very deplorable condition, 
for the want of room, for the want of ventilation, for the want of sufli- 
cient clerical force. The organization of the Land Office appeared to be 


very I was very much surprised and agreeably so to tind that the | 
chiefs of divisions, the principal clerks who had charge of every variety | 


of land question that could come up in that great department, seemed 
to be very well informed in respect of their duties, though some of them 


werenon-professional men. Some ofthem were physicians. They were | 


very well informed; and I must do them the justice to say that our ex- 
amination convinced the committee that there was more work performed 
in that office out of hours, more extraordinary work performed in the 
Land Office than in any other office in the Government of the United 
States. It is not an infrequent thing for the men to go there at night 
and on Sunday to work upduring the sessions of Congress to the require- 
ments that are made on the Land Office for information. 

Another thing must be remembered. The agricultural classes, after 
they have entered their homesteads, send their papers forward, and 
where there is some intervention or controversy become impatient to 
get their titles. They generally attach a great deal of importance to 
having a patent. The delay which has been necessary for the want 
of clerical force to clean out the 250,000 cases, for instance, that are 
undisposed of in the public lands division leads to an accumulation 
of correspondence. A man, instead of writing one letter about his 
case, will write three, four, or five; they have to be answered; and that 
is one of the reasons why the current business has accumulated so 
rapidly. 

The disposal of the public lands is going on with a rapidity that is 
not only astonishing but alarming tome. Weare getting rid of our 

ublic domain at a rate that will soon leave us without any resources 
of that kind, and without anything for our own posterity in the way of 
donations of public land to them. However, that is a subject I need 
not refer to now, except to show the necessity that has come upon the 
Department for having an increase of force. There can not be any doubt 
about it; there is great embarrassment for the want of room. At the 
same time the public business can not be detained waiting for the build- 
ing of houses. We must goon and do the best we can, and the best 
thing we can do now is to increase the clerical force. 

I think it will be found that this appropriation of $50,000 lett to the 
discreti use of the Secretary of the Interior will be about the most 
useful part of this appropriation bill, so far as improvements are con- 
cerned. He can put it precisely where it is needed to relieve the pressure, 
to relieve the clog that is now upon the Bureau, and can put us in an 
attitude whereby, with some re-arrangement of the organization per- 
haps of the bureau and a small additional force, we can get this busi- 
ness ahead. 

Mr. Commissioner McFarland, I think, is a pretty severe man at the 
head of the burean. I think he isanexacting man. He requires per- 
haps as much of the employ¢s and officers under him as any other man 
in the service of the Government of the United States. I know person- 
ally that he is extremely exacting in respect of the full and diligent use 


of the time of the different clerks and employés of that bureau; and | 


when he says that perhaps some additional labor might be performed 
by those persons that must be received as a statement of a man who is 
very exacting. I do not blame him forit, but at the saine time he has 
less cause for being so than perhaps any other bureau officer of the Gov- 
ernment, for I believe he has as faithful a force under him as ean be 
found in any of the Departments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] says that 
he does not see why this force is not just as much subject to the civil- 
service law as the clerks named above it are. I think I do, with great 
respect to him. The clerks named above it are named as clerks of cer- 
tain classes and in the regular classifications of the law, to which the 
civil-service law clearly applies. Then comes this additional provision 
for increasing the lar force, and this $50,000 is employed for cler- 
ical force, without describing it by clerks and classes, for the purpose 
of disposing of this accumulated work and to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose. I am very 
much afraid that the legal effect and intendment of that is that this 
sum of money is put entirely at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, a very man undoubtedly, to be employed in such a 
way as he pleases, in employing you or me or anybody else that he may 
choose to select of his own free will and pleasure according to his esti- 
mate of the best way of employing it, without any competition and 
without any reference to the provision that we have made in regard to 
carrying on the clerical work of the Government in this city. 

To guard against that, as the committee say they do not mean it, I 
I move to amend the amendment of the committee by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ force,’’ in line 1798, the words ‘‘ to be employed only in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act of Congress passed January 16, 
1883, entitled ‘an act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States.’ ’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to my friend a modification of the amend- 
ment. I do it with deference, of course. I suggest that he sim- 
ply say, after the ‘* force,’’ ‘‘of the classes now authorized by law.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot think that would help it when you come 
to the discretionary power of the Secretary of the Interior. What I 





want todo isto have the Senate decide flatly one way or the other, so that 
there can not be any mistake about it hereafter, whether the Secretarv 
of the Interior is authorized to appoint these people without reference 
to the civil-service act, or whether he is not. If he is, I want to use 
language so that there can be no mistake about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing to adopt the language sug 
gested by the Senator from Vermont. 1 will say to him that it never 
occurred to me that anything else was possible. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say in regard to that matter, there is one 
thing the Senator from Vermont ought to see. Of course he is a civil 
service reformer, as I understand, and has made up his mind that this 
increased force shall be goverened by the rules laid down in the civil 
service act. Of course that is the end of it. But this is in its very 
essence to be a temporary force. Itis designed so to be. It is not de 
signed to billet anybody on the Government. It therefore does not 
come within the fair purview and intent of the civil-serviceact, although 
as I believe, if the Secretary of the Interior has occasion to employ a 
person for a year of the classes named in the bill at $1,000 he would 
| undoubtedly have to employ him according to the terms imposed by 

the civil-service act. 

Mr. MORGAN. He always does that. 

Mr. PLUMB. He always does that, as the Senator from Alabama 
says. Notwithstanding that, he would employ in this case undoubt 
edly men for three months, men for six months; and the idea of requir 
ing the expense of an examination and the time and paraphernalia and 
performance that would be gone through with in order to get men into 
the service for three months would, it seems to me, be saving at the 
spigot and losing at the bung, if I may use that expression 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has not yet reached the 
clanse which the Senator from Vermont proposes toamend. There are 
two or three amendments preceding it not yet disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. Since the discussion has proceeded on this proposition 
I wish to say a word in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Senator from 
Florida that the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is not yet 
pending. There are two or three prior amendments. 

Mr. CALL. I thought it had been discussed for half an hour here 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been discussed, and the Sen 
ator may proceed if he desires. 

Mr. CALL. I shail not oecupy the time of the Senate at any length 
When I came to the Senate I received a number of applications from 
people living in Florida tor their patents, which they requested me to 
urge upon the Department the immediate issue of for agricultural and 
other lands entered by them. Many of these cases had been pending 
for five and ten years, and some of them for a longer period of time 
Within the last two months I have had occasion to call the attention 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the very cases which 
when I first came here, nearly four years ago, I brought to the attention 
of the Department. The reply to me was, and in a great many cases 
| which have occurred the reply has been the same, that the Department 

has not had the clerical force; they are overworked. In the land office 
in Florida the same objection has been made. The entries are not 
completed, the certificates of the land can not be obtained; persons who 
have complied with the law are not able to dispose of their lands. 
Others who wish to make valuable improvements upon their land are 
deterred trom doing so, and there is a general complaint throughout 
the whole of that portion of the country on account of the delay in the 
Land Office. 

The amendment of the Senator from Vermont preventing the Secre 
tary of the Interior from immediately employing this force in remedy- 
ing these defects will effectually destroy it. If they are to wait one, 
two, or four months for the machinery of the civil-service act to be per 
fected and examinations to be completed, certainly at least that much 
delay will occur. I hope, therefore, that the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the prior 
amendments. 

The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations in order was 
stated to be, in line 1788, before ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-two”’ 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-four;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘four,’’ tostrike out 
‘*forty-three’’ and insert ‘‘forty-nine;’’ in line 1789, before ‘‘clerks,”’ 
to strike out ‘fifty-four’? and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ in line 1790, before 
*‘clerks,’’ to strike out “* fifty-five’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-one;’’ in line 
1791, before ‘‘clerks,’’? to strike out ‘‘twenty-seven’’ and to insert 
“thirty ;’’ inline 1792, before ‘‘ copyists,’’ tostrike ‘‘ fifty-four’? and in 
sert ‘* fifty-nine;’’ and after ‘‘all,”’ in line 1794, tostrike out ‘6 333,000" 
and insert ‘‘419,300;’’ so as to read: 

Forty-nine clerks of class 3; sixty clerks of class 2; sixty-one clerks of clas« 
1; thirty clerks at $1,000 each; and fifty-nine copyists at $000 each ; cight assist- 
ant messengers; twelve laborers; and six packers at $720 each; in all, $419,300 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after ** dollars,’’ in line 1796, to insert: 

And the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for clerical force for the sole 


purpose of disposing of the accumulated work in the General Land Office, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of th« 











Interior for that purpose 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move the amendment I indicated. 
the word ‘‘force,’’ in line 1798, I move to insert: 
To be employed only in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 


After 


passed January 16, 1883, entitled “An act to regulate and improve the civilserv- | Vermont that under the civil-service law 


iwe of the United States.” 


Mr. PLUMB. IL hope that will not be adopted. 
ward. He may employ them at $1,000. It will cost the Government 
at least 10 per cent. of the entire sum simply to carry out the notion of 
having it made in accordance with the civil-service act. 

Mr. CALL. I raise the point of order on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the 
point of order is not well taken. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendment of the Sefator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish to reply to the Senator from Kansas, 
who says this will embarrass the thing because the civil-service provis- 
ion requires classification by salaries. I think the Senator is mistaken. 
The civil-service act says nothing about salaries, but it says the clerical 
force employed in the Departments at Washington shall be selected 
through the test of their fitness for their places which the act prescribes, 
wnd according to the population of the various States. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think there is one objection to bringing 
« temporary force of the character here proposed under the civil-service 
law. There are provisions made in that act to have all the appoint- 
ments equalized among the States as nearly as may be, and there isa great 
deal of machinery of that sort which can not very well be applied to a 
temporary force. 

The idea we have in our minds (at least the idea I had in commit- 
tee) is that the work is so far behind that patents and other thingscan 
not be issued, and the Secretary of the Interior should have in the 
promptest possible way the right to pick up the most available people 
in the shor'test time that he could, to use in bringing the work up, and 
this money is given for the purpose of having it done. If he could get 
lifty young men for three months to do it well, or if he could get more 
it is proposed to give him the power to employ them; but not to be- 
come part of the permanent machinery of the Government. If they 
are to go through all the details of an examination they would claim 
that they came into the service through the civil-service act, by which 
they had acquired a status and standing, and we should have trouble 
with them all the time. One reason why we did not give a regular 
force for this purpose was because if they came in under the civil-serv- 
ice rules we could not get clear of them after the exigency passed away. 
All know that if men passed a competitive examination and by that 
means got into the Land Office they would become a part of the ma- 
chinery, and we could not get clear of them easily. 

I think when the Senator from Vermont looks at it a little closer he 
will come to the same conclusion we did, that we would not want them 
to go into the Land Office as an increase of the regular force, but we 
want to bring up the work which is behind, because of litigation of 
railroad companies and on account of actual settlers who are having 
great trouble about their titles, and the sooner the force is employed the 
better and the more efficiently the work will be done without any pre- 
liminary machinery. That is the thought I had, if the Senator will 
allow me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That hasgreat force. That was the forcible, and the 
only forcible, argument against a civil-service commission and the civil- 
service scheme altogether. All of these Departments are made up of 
bureaus and divisions, and the principle that will apply to one will ap- 
ply to all the rest. If we are to make an exception, as to the applica- 
tion of this method of selection of clerks in the public service as to the 
Land Office, we can make it as to every other with equal propriety. 1 
do not believe in that propriety; I believe that itis perfectly competent 
to have a competitive examination in accordance with the provisions of 
the law without the favorof Senators or the influence of Representatives 
of respectable young men and women, who, according to their capacity 
for the business about which they are to be employed are to have a 
fair chance according to their character and capacity without reference 
to our influence and persuasion. To accomplish that we have passed 
the civil-service law. 

The first step, as now represented by the Senators from Kansas and 
from Kentucky, not agreed to by the Senator from Iowa in charge of 
the bill, is to get money enough in the sole discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior to employ forty clerks of class 1 for one year according 
to the old plan, entirely according to his discretion. Ido not think 
that is right. If we were really and honestly in earnest about trying 
the civil-service ¢xperiment, then let us stick to it long enough to have 
it begin and see how we come out; and then if we find that there are 
difficulties in the way inseparable, we can correct the law; but de not 
let. us begin to repeal it piecemeal the very moment it is passed, and 
before it gets into operation. 

Mr. President, I shall be glad to ask for the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not ask for 
the yeas and nays. 





| 





Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ment. 
Mr. BECK. 


I will not ask tor the yeas and nays at this mo- 


Mr. President, I rise to say in reply to the Senator from 


th (about which I have nothing 
to say now, because it is the law of the land) the persons to be employed 


That would require | in the Departments at Washington are to be distributed among the 
the Secretary of the Interior to classify the clerks at $1,200 and up- | various States. Suppose my State or Californ 


ia or any distant State 
may have a smaller number than the State of Maryland or the State of 
Pennsylvania or some State near by, you apply the civil-service rule 
and delay the examinations until people can come from California, or 
from Kentucky or somewhere else to go through all this preliminary 
work, and they are to be dismissed at the end of a year. They are not 
going into the service of the United States really but they are simply 
employed to bring up the work. I submit it would be a great hard- 
a upon those people and a great mistake to encourage that sort of 
thing. : 

We ought to confine the law to the actual employment inside of the 
Departments in such a way as by length of service and by good service 
promotion can be had; but it should not be applied to mere temporary 
clerks. You can find fifty or sixty young men in the city of Washington 
now ready to go to work as soon as the bill passes making the appro- 
priation immediately available, so as to bring up the work that is be- 
hind. That is the proper way to do. That is what a business man 
would do. He would not advise that California was hehind or Min- 
nesota was behind in her quota, or that Kentucky was behind and bring 
people here for a temporary purpose and put them through all the ma- 
chinery of examination and dismiss them at the end of six months and 
leave them on their own resources, perhaps worse off than if they had not 
come here. I never saw any public place open when somebody did not 
want it, somehow or other, whether it was good for him or not. That 
will be the result if the amendment is agreed to. That is another rea- 
son that ought to be considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. This appropriation of $50,000 is expressly to be ap- 
plied to the sole purpose of disposing of the accumulated work in the 
General Land Office. It has no connection with the permanent service 
of that bureau. The civil-service act, as I understand it, was intended 
to control or influence the permanent service in the Departments. | 
suppose that the civil-service act would not shut Congress off from em- 
ploying persons to bring up the work when the regular corps of em- 
ployés in any Department or bureau was not adequate to the discharge 
of all the public duties, 

In Washington city there are a number of persons who can be em- 
ployed during the vacation of Congress, during the summer time, who 
have a special knowledge cf the condition of affairs in the General Land 
Office, and who have experience there, men who have acquired this 
specialty by being clerks in the different divisions of the Land Ofiice, 
and who have resigned and gone into other business. It is very im- 
portant that you should have men in the General Land Office to deal 
with matters of this kind who have had such experience. You can not 
take a man into one of those divisions and educate him in a few days 
so that he will be of any valuable assistance in the disposal of these 
questions. 

I think it is eminently proper for the purpose of overcoming the pre:- 
ent embarrassment and removing the existing obstruction to the per- 
formance of this public business that the $50,000 should be left in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. I have no idea that it would 
be abused. More than that, the Secretary of the Interior is in the habit 
of having an investigation made of every person appointed to office. 
That has been the custom there, whether it has been the custom of any 
other heads of Departments of the Governmentor not. I hope that the 
Senate will agree to the amendment of the committee allowing the 
Secretary of the Interior to have the use of this money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. EpMunps] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do I. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, a single word. There is nothing in the 
civil-service bill which prohibits the Government, or establishes a pol- 
icy looking to that end, from the employment of persons temporarily 
when the exigencies of the public business require it. In this case the 
Secretary of the Interior has recommended the appropriation. I my- 
self introduced a resolution in the Senate asking what additional fore: 
is necessary to enable these patents to be promptly issued. There is 2 
large emigration to my State of people from the North and from the 
West, and in Florida for years they have been unable to obtain pat- 
ents, and it has caused very great trouble and also great distress there. 

Persons who have completed the homestead entries are unable to 
obtain their evidences of title or to transfer them or to dispose of them 
in any way, although authorized by the law to do so. 

Again, it is perfectly manifest that it will be impossible to hasten 
this work and expedite it in any material point of view by subjecting 
this temporary employment to the operation of the civil-service act. 
Why should persons be called from Florida and elsewhere and be sub 
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jected to the examination and machinery and the details of the civil- 
service 


that the amendment of the committee will be adopted. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Before the vote is taken I should like to make one 
inquiry of the mover of the amendment proposed. Does the provision 
take effect until after the Ist of July next? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The provision takes effect, as the bill now stands, 
exactly when the civil-service act takes effect, on the Ist of July. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Isu not until then. Therefore there can be 


civil-service law, prior to the Ist of July next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Both will go into force at the same time. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I should like to know whether it is the interpreta- 
tion given to this clause in the bill by Senators that the clerical force 
to be employed under this clause of the bill is not to be employed in 
pursuance of the provisions of that law? I do not remember any excep- 
tion in the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from New York that ac- 
cording to my notion of the proper construction of the proviso it comes 
under the rules and principles of the civil-service act; but the Senator 
from Vermont is afraid that it does not. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Thencertainly his amendment will do no harm in 
the opinion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Mr. LAPHAM. For that reason I shall vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNps] to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 


I was 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Pension Office,’’ in 


act, all of which are not perfected, when there is a pressing | line 1837, before ‘‘ principal,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’? and insert 


necessity for immediate action upon this subject? I hope, therefore, | forty-two;’ 


, 


so as to read: 
Forty-two principal examiners for review board at $2,000 each 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in line 1851, after ‘‘and,’’ to increase the 
total appropriation for the Pension Office from $1,941,550 to $1,955,550. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of the ‘‘ United States 


: | Patent Office,’’ in line 1889, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ to insert ‘‘one mes 
no appointments under the language of the clause, as I construe the | senger and property clerk, $1,000." 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1893, after the word ‘‘ each,"’ te 


| insert ** twenty-six examiners’ clerks at $1,000 each.”’ 


| weekly issues of patents,” 


paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE], but I have | 


transferred the pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS], 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FAIR (when hisname was called). 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
JOHNSTON ]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to announce the pair of the 


I am paired with the Sena- 
I am paired with the Sen- 


Tam paired with the 


| Within the rule, or that it is legislation. 


Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. | 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). Iam informed that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAuNDERs ] 
is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMs]. I there- 
fore withdraw my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Davis of I1l., Hoar, Miller of N. Y.., 
Allison, wes, Kellogg, Platt, 
Anthony, Edmunds, Lapham, Rollins, 
Bayard, e, Logan, Sherman, 
Blair, Groome, McDill, Tabor, 
Cockrell, Harrison, MeMillan, Windom. 
Conger, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
NAYS—23. 
Barrow, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Bet Gorman, ae Lent 
wn, Hampton, Morgan, an Wyck, 
Call, og Plumb, est, " 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Davis of W. Va., Jonas, Ransom, 
ABSENT—26. 
Butler, George, Lamar, Saunders, 
Camden, Grover, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Walker, 
Fair, Ingalls, Morrill, Williams. 
ey, °. n, Pendleton, 
° Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
So the 


amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

_ The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1815, before “‘clerks,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘three”’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘ four,”’ 
to strike out “‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 1818, after ‘‘ one,’’ to 
strike out “seven”? and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 1821, after ‘‘all,’’ to 
strike out “‘ eighty-five thousand six’ and insert ‘‘ ninety-three thou- 
sand eight;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Indian Office: For com tion of the Commissi f Indian A ffairs, $4,000; 
chief clerk, $2,000; one chief of divisio a $2,000; om Snencial clerk at Pon: 
maaan Seckheeyer $1,800; fiveclerks of class 4; tenclerks of class 3; one 
stenographer at $1,600; n clerks of class 2, one of whom shall be a draughts- 
man; eight clerks of class 1; ten clerks at $1,000 each ; fourteen copyists at $900 
each; one messenger ; one assistant messenger; and one laborer; e a}l, $93,820. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1901, to increase the total amount ot 
appropriation for compensation of the Commissioner of the Patent Office, 
assistant commissioners, and the clerks and employés in his office, from 
$536,230 to $563,230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations “‘ for 
photolithographing or otherwise producing copies of drawings of the 
after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ in line 1918, to 
insert : 

Provided, That the Sceretary of the Interior shall invite and receive bids and 
proposals for the performance of such work for not less than one nor more than 
tive years, at the option of the Government, and shall report the same to Con- 
gress at the beginning of its next session for its information, and shall also report 
the rates at which the work is being done under this clause, and the rates paid 
for the work during the last five vears 

Mr. GORMAN. I raise the point of order on the amendment of the 
conunittee that it is new legislation. The law now provides that con 
tracts shall only be let for one year. This extends it to five years, and 
it is legislation under the twenty-ninth rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not changing this question. It issimply 
a provision, which I think isa very just one, and it is for information 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall invite and receive bids and 
proposals for the performance of such work for not less than one nor more than 
tive years, at the option of the Government, and shall report the same to Con 
gress at the beginning of its next session for its information, and shall also re 
port the rates at which the work is being done under this clause, and the rates 
paid for the work during the last tive years 

That is simply to get information to Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think it comes 
If it was an absolute author- 
ity to contract for not less than one year nor more than five years, it 
would be legislation in the sense of the rule, butthis is to get informa 
tion. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair overrule the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is overruled as to 
the proviso being legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is legislation, whether it authorizes a contract or 
does not authorize a contract. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is directing an officerof the Government to get 
information for Congress, 

Mr. HARRIS. 


[ will not myself raise any question about it. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


I raise the point of order as to the proviso down to line 


| 1921, including the word ‘‘Government.”’ 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would be subject to the point 
of order if it could be divided from the rest of the proviso. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order as to that part of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that part of it is legislation, ] donot see why the 
whole of it is not amenable to the objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think so too. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all legislation, if any part of it is. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It clearly authorizes the making of a contract fora 
period of five years, and the employment of persons in pursuance of it, 
because it says he shall report the rates at which heshallemploy people 
under this provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last part depends upon the first. 
It seems that there is nothing in the proviso that requires the Secre- 
tary to make a contract. It is simply for bids and proposals, and that 
he shall report for the information of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Chair hold that it does not require him to 
make a contract ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
this proviso. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the line mean, ‘‘and shall also report 
the rates at which the work is being done under this clause ?”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. It means under this paragraph. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not under the clause? So faras requiring the co] 
lection of information and not requiring legislation, I suggest that in 
that view of the case the bill creating the Tariff Commission was not 
legislation. All they were required to do was to collect information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not consider the clause 


He can not make any contract under 


‘ 


‘*and shall also report the rates at which the work is being done under 
this clause.’’ 
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cision that, as I understand, the whole paragraph preceding line 1918 
only applies to contracts for the year, which is the present law, the 
present method of doing it. Then the Secretary of the Interior has to 
invite and receive proposals and bids for the future not less than one 
nor more than five years. That is a mere receipt of proposals, and he 
reports what those rates are and what he is doing under the existing 
law for the year for which it is at present being done. That does not 
mean that the rates at which the work is being done under this clause, 
under these bids, but that is the previous part of the clause. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the clause needs any interpretation I will say to 
the Senate that some statements were made to the committee that per- 


haps exorbitant prices were being paid for this work. The committee | 


were impressed that it is important that this work should be done in 
the city of Washington, but with a view of ascertaining whether or not 
the price now being paid was too high, it was thought wise to introduce 
here a proviso that would enable the Secretary of the Interior for the 
purposes of the future to ascertain what this work could be done for else- 
where or by competitive bids. Then also it was thought wise to have 
him report the prices that will be paid for the work under this appro- 
priation, and report to Congress so that we may legislate hereafter. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa will permit me to say that 
there is nothing in this clause in the character of an amendment which 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow me to say before he gives his de- | 


| 


} 





the Senate could not do by a single order in the morning. There is | 


not any legislation at all, but it is something which we might order the 
Secretary of the Interior to do. 
idea whether it is general legislation. Suppose the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations should bring in a resolution directing the 


Secretary of the Interior to do that thing in the morning, one branch of | should be done in this cit 


Congress could require it to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last clause is a little blind, but 
the Chair construes it to mean that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
report the rates at which the work is being done, as it has been done 
heretofore, and the rates paid during the last five years. In the opinion 
of the Chair this is simply a proviso for information, which, as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts says, could be done by either House of Con- 
yress, by the Senatealone. New legislation is something which requires 
the joint action of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. Tomake that plain I move to strike out, in lines 1923 
and 1924, the words ‘‘and shall also report the rates at which the work 
is being done under this clause,’’ so that there may be no misunder- 
standing about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
insert ‘‘ paragraph.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he would 


I move to strike out the word *‘clause’’ and to 


I wish to make a suggestion to test the | 








| sold at 10 cents a piece, I think. 





after. I see no reason why it can not be done there, and I think that 
the Secretary of the Interior should ascertain that, and if it can be done 
there make a contract for it. , 


Mr. HOAR. I do not want to go into a discussion of the matter a; 


_thistime. There is nothing now pending before the Senate which make. 
| it proper to make any criticisms on anybody, and therefore it is not 


worth while. But the Senator perhaps will remember that certain per- 
sons in my State of very high standing and character as workmen claim, 
that they have repeatedly been the lowest bidders for this contract, an«| 
that in some mode, which is not according to ordinary proceeding, iw 
have failed to receive the award which they are entitled to. That mai. 
ter has been discussed before the Senate heretofore, and they had to 
struggle and struggle to get some protection for fair play into the bil), 
Here is a protection as I understand it; and now the suggestion come< 
to place this work in the Government Printing Office. Although that 
is probably to prevent their getting it, yet still if it is a fair suggestion 
I do not see why it should not be considered if the Secretary of the In- 
terior finds it can be done cheaper there. My impression is that it wil! 
be impossible to do it in the Government Printing Office, or in any 
place where there is any possibility of delay from any cause, as it is 
thing which must be done by contract with private parties. But I shal! 
make no point of order or objection to the Senator’s substitute for th: 
TOViso. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is very plain that this work should be done in 
the city of Washington, either at a private establishment or at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. I suppose that the Government Printing (+. 
fice could not as at present equipped do it, but it might equip itself s. 
as to doit. In Mr. Fisher’s time the advertisement required that it 

y. Afterward it was taken from this city and 
carried to Boston, and the work was three months behind. Then it 
was carried to New York, and there it was behind. To have it done 
out of this city requires the transmission by mail of the original draw- 
ings in the Patent Office at great risk of los ond greaidelay to the pat- 
entees. 

The Patent Office is supported by patentees, and they are entitled to 
have the prompt delivery of the photolithographs of their drawings 
These drawings cost the Government about a cent apiece, and they are 

I believe the Government Printing 
Office might be put in a condition to do this work, but it is not at pres 
ent, I suppose, capable of doing it. I think the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota should be adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a great deal of truth in what the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] has said. The copies of drawings o! 


| the weekly issues of patents ought to be done in this city, very likely: 


but there is a great deal of the work of reproduction of exhausted copic- 
which there is not the slightest reason for having done in the city 01 


accomplish what he desires if he should insert after the word ‘‘Govern- | Washington; and so in producing copies of designs and trade-marks 
ment,’’ in line 1921, *‘ that no contract shall be made for a longer period | and other things referred to in the preceding portion of the paragraph. 


than one year.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. 
made at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is overruled. 
Does the Senator from Kansas accept the s 
lowa to substitute the word “ paragraph”’ for the word ‘‘ clause ?’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. IL accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the 
committee, to strike out the word ‘‘clause,’’ in line 1924, and to insert 
the word ‘‘ paragraph.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was ¢ to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘that,’’ 
line 1918, and to insert: 


That is the present law. 
This is all done with the idea that no contract can be 


in 


If the work herein provided for can be done at the Government Printing Office 
for satisfactory prices, not greater than is paid for similar work in Washington 
or elsewhere, the Secretary of the Interior shall contract with the Public Printer 
for doing the same. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. WINDOM. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HOAR. That it is new legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. tis new legislation. It is an abso- 
lute thing that is to be done. The committee’s proviso is 
simply for the purpose of getting information for Congress. 

Mr. WINDOM. Under the rule prohibiting legislation you have the 
right to direct what shall be done with any appropriation. I think it 
has always been held to be the ru!e that when you Ne aap quae 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the point of order if nobody else makes it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it clearly is not subject to the point of or- 
der. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state my purpose in offering the amendment. 
Almost since I can remember the discussions on such bills there has been 
a controversy over the matter of photolithographi I think the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office is the where it d be done, and this 
proviso is that if it can be done as satisfactorily and at as low prices there 
as elsewhere it shall be done at the Government Printing Office. I 
should like to see it taken out of the category of contested questions here- 


stion of the Senator from | 


| 


They are done very much better and very much cheaper, as I am in- 
structed (of course, I repeat now merely what I am instructed by per- 
sons in whom I have confidence), elsewhere, and have to be done else- 
where for economy and for nicety and accuracy of work. The work 
which is done by persons who have at some time had this work awarded 
to them under the claim that it ought to be done in this city has been 


| inferior in quality té that, as is shown in their specimens in their bids. 








But I will not go into that question at this time, because I will not ob- 
ject to the Senator’s proposition. Therefore I will not introduce asub- 
ject which would lead to a long and earnest debate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator’s information does not correspond 
with mine. My information is that the work has been done better and 
cheaper in this city. £ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption o! 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] as « 
substitute to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. Is not that legislation ?° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order was waived. 


Mr. CONGER. Is that subject to the objection of the point of 
order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro Yes, the Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CONGER. I make point of order. 


Mr. WINDOM. The rule ever since I can remember its adminis- 
tration in the Senate has been that you had the right to dictate by pro- 
vision of law what should be done with an priaton. This does 
not extend beyond the $80,000 appropriated. It is an application, as | 
understand it, of that fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule says that there shall be no 
legislation on an appropriation bill, and the amendment is srbject to 
the point of order. ’ 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Chair hold that in appropriating a speciiic 
sum for a specific purpose you can not give a direction as to its use’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is new legis!a- 
tion if it requires the action of both Houses. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not the proviso now offered by the commi!tce 

uire the action of both Houses also? 
PRESIDENT pro a Not necessarily, because a mere <i 
rection of the Senate would be sufficient to procure the informatian. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I should like to be heard on that point after the 
Senator from Minnesota is through. 

Mr. WINDOM. The provisonow in can not be made operative until 
both Houses have agreed to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the legislation is incomplete. 
It does not require anything to be done, while the amendment requires 
a contract to be made. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam compelled to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, because I think it is a rule that would utterly prevent the Sen- 
ate from ever directing what shall be done with any sum of money if it 
can be said that we can not direct it by a specific provision which does 
not apply to anything but to the sum appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota appeals 
from the decisioa of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I dislike exceedingly, always, to vote against the 
decision of the Chair, and if there is the slightest doubt about it I shall 
yote to sustain the decision of the Chair. But it does seem to me that 
it is the right of the Senate in appropriating any sum of money what- 
ever to state for what purpose it shall be used. It is clearly the right 
of the Senate. The House have exercised that right in saying this shall 
be done upon contracts made by the Secretary of the Interior, contracts 
made in the ordinary way. It seems to me itis clearly our right in 
making this appropriation of $80,000 to say that the work shall be done 
in the Government Printing Office. That is not new legislation. It is 
only a direction as to the application of the money. 

It seems to me that if the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations is not legislative this clearly is not, because the proviso 
as reported requires the Secretary of the Interior to invite and receive 
bids and proposals. Ido not agree that the Senate has not power to 
do that. The Senate has power to ask for information from the Depart- 
ments, but this is an affirmative act requiring something to be done 
outside of the ordinary business of the Department. Waiving that, 
the amendment now proposed is a simple limitation made, that upon 
the Secretary of the Interior being advised, being informed after an 
examination, that it is cheaper and better to do this work in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, the money shall be expended in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair may be wrong in ruling 
that the proviso is not subject to the point of order, but he can not pos- 
sibly be wrong in ruling that this amendment is subject to the point 
of order, because it says positively that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall contract for this work at the Public Printing Office. Surely that 
is new legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. The proviso says he ‘‘ shall invite and receive bids 
and proposals,’’ and that requires the expenditure of money out of the 
Treasury which can not be taken from the Treasury except in pursu- 
ance of law. Therefore the Senate can not direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to do what is required in the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point now is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LIunderstand, and if the question were res nova, as 
judges would say, I should agree with the Chair entirely, but I under- 
stand the Chair, with the assent of the Senate, that is without any 
appeal, but with acquiescence, to have decided that the proviso reported 
from the committee is in order. That proviso does require the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in my opinion—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair may have been wrong 
about that, but he is not about the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But we must be consistent, and if we have ruled 
that way, until that decision is reversed we must stand by it. Now 
the Chair speaking for the Senate, and so the Senate, has held that the 
proviso reported from the committee is in order. That proviso com- 
mands the Secretary of the Interior todo things that neither House alone 
in my humble opinion has any right to command him to do; and that 
is that he shall invite and receive bids and proposals for the performance 
of work. I think it very clear myself, with great respect—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it requires the action of both 
Houses to invite proposals, of course it is legislation. The Chair went 
upon the theory that the Senate could do it, but the Senate can not 
alone do what thisamendment of the Senator from Minnesota proposes, 
because there is an absolute contract to be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I do not think there would be any disagree- 
ment in this body if I were to have offered a resolution this morning 
when resolutions were called for, commanding the Secretary of the In- 
terior to invite and receive bids and proposals for the performance of the 
Patent-Office drawings, that everybody would have said it was totally 
beyond our constitutional power to command him to do anything of the 

ind. We have said a thousand times here when resolutions of inquiry 
were offered which went beyond the mere point of inquiry toget at papers 
in the office or information in the possession of a head of department 
and required him affirmatively to do something, that we could not do 
. it; and I think that is a cleardistinction between the power of one branch 

of the legislative department and the power of the executive depart- 
ment. Therefore it appears to me pretty clear that if the proviso that 
the Senate has decided to be in order is in order, ther the proposal to 
amend it in exactly the same legal line must be in order too. 


XTIV——203 




















The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair at first blush thought 
this was in order; but in his opinion on reflection it is not in order at 
all. The whole proviso is not in order, nor the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. There can be no question, however, about the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota being out of order. The 
Chair will now rule that both are out of order. But the yeas and nays 
were ordered on the appeal. c 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the appeal be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
withdrawal of the call for the yeas and nays. The proviso goes out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1980, in the appropriations 
for the ‘* Office of the Director of the Geological Survey,’’ to reduce 
the appropriation for the compensation of the Director trom $6,000 to 
$5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1983, to reduce the total amount 
of the appropriation for the compensation of the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey, and the clerks, employés, &c., in his office from $34,940 
to $33,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down to and including line 
2008. The paragraph from 2009 to line 2017, inclusive, was read, as 
follows: 


It can be withdrawn by unanimous 


For the rent of a suitable building or buildings for the use of the Pension Office, 
to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, $20,000; and the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized to contract with the owner of said building or 
other buildings for the rent thereof to the Government, at a rate not exceeding 
$20,000, from June 30, 1883, to June 30, 1884. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations whether there ought not to be a limita- 
tion in respect to the renting at $20,000 of the building now oceupied for 
a Pension Office? We have a standing provision of law somewhere 
against long leases of private buildings in this city. 

Mr. ALLISON. One year is the limitation now by law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But here comes a later provision, and I suggest 
that my friend say ‘“‘subject to existing law’? so as to make it per- 
fectly clear. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will agree to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After ‘‘ authorized,’’ 
“subject to existing provisions of law.”’ 

Mr. BECK. He is already limited to a contract from the Oth of 
June, 1883, to the 30th of June, 1884, in lines 2015 and 2016. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I saw that, but as the courts have held that 
commas do not make any difference in laws, I was afraid that might be 
construed to be a rate of $20,000 a year. If the Senator is clear that 
it makes a perfectly secure limitation, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. BECK. The committee thought so, but I am willing to make 
that clearer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
propose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the Chair will 
receive the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUN»bs]. 
The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2021, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘ for rent of a building for use of the United States Geological 
Survey ’’ from $1,500 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2026, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to comply with the requirements of see- 
tion 4 of the act approved January 16, 1883, entitled ‘* An act to regulate and im- 
prove the civil service of the United States,’ $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down to and including line 2078. 
The paragraph from line 2078 to line 2081, inclusive, was read, as fol- 
lows: 


in line 2012, 1 move to insert 


Then there can be no harm in the amendment I 


For surveyor-general of the Territory of Washington, two thousand, and for 
the clerks in his office, $5,500; in all, $8,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
line 2079. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sand.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to that 
amendment. It will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to call attention to lines 2061 to 2070. 
May there not be employed under that provision of law so large a num 
ber of clerks that the civil-service bill will apply to their appointment ? 
I believe the number is limited to fifty. By the appropriation there 
made for the surveyor-general’s office in Colorado, may not fifty per- 
sons be employed, so as to require a provision making the civil-service 
rules applicable to them ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink not. Ido not think the civil-service rules 
apply to this paragraph if there are not fifty persons employed. 


The Chair would call attention to 


The word ‘‘ dollars” should be inserted after ‘‘ thou- 
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Mr. LAPHAM. 
ployed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will continue. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Commiitee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office De- 
partment,’’ in line 2107, to increase the appropriation for compensation 
of “law clerk’’ from $2,250 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2112, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for compensation of the Postmaster-General and the 
clerks and the employés in his office from $29,510 to $29,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for office of First As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, in line 2117, after the word ‘‘additional,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ chief of salary and allowance division, 
$2,000." 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that explained. 
remember any such oflice. Does that create a new office? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the designation of one of the divisions in the 
Post-Office Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But has it a chief now by a previous act? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not by any absolute law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then this creates a new head of division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lobject. But I shall not bother about it—let it go. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2118, to insert ‘‘two’’ before 
*‘clerks;’’ in line2121, after the word ‘‘two,’’ tostrikeout ‘‘fourteen”’ 
and insert ‘‘nineteen;’’ in line 212%, after the word ‘“‘supplies,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one thousand eight hundred,’’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand ;’’ 
and after the word “‘all,’’ in line 2131, to strike out “‘ ninety-seven 
thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and three thousand four hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
class 2; nineteen clerks of class 1; four clerks at $1,000 each ; three assistant mes- 

For First Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000, and while the 
office is held by the present incumbent, $00 aaditional ; chief of salary and allow- 
ance division, $2,000; two clerks of class 4; twenty clerks of class 3; one clerk of 
class 3, te act as stenographer and department telegraph operator; six clerks of 
sengers ; superintendent division post-office supplies, $2,000; one clerk of class 3; 
four clerks of class 1; two clerks at $900 each ; one clerk at’$1,000; one assistant 
pry sem three laborers (for division of post-office supplies) ; superintendent 
of free delivery, $2,100; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 2; and one clerk 
of class 1 (office of superintendent of free delivery); in all, $103,460. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriation for the office of ‘‘ Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ in line 2154, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert ‘‘ one chief of finance division, who 
shall give bond for the faithful discharge of his duties, $2,000; six;”’ 
so as to read: 

‘or Third Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000 ; chief clerk, $2,000; chief of 
division of dead letters, $2,250; chief of division of poctoge-staraps, $2,250; one 
chief of finance division, who shall give bond for the faithful discharge of his 
daties, $2,000; six clerks of class 4. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. is that a new office? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is like most of these others, a division in the 
Post-Oflice Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been established by any previous law ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ bond”’ the 
words ‘‘in such amount as the Postmaster-General may determine.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much money does he have in charge? 

Mr. ALLISON. It varies from year to year; sometimes fifty, sixty, 
or eighty thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be better to say not less than a cer- 
tain sum? Itgives a pretty broad discretion to the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is the usual form in this class of laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthatis the usual form, I will not try to change it 
here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
same clause, in line 2157, after the word “‘ four,’’ to strike out ‘‘ nine- 
teen’? and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ in line 2158, after the word “ two,’’ to 
strike out ‘ forty-one’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-two; ’’ in line 2159, before 
“‘clerk,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine”’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 2165, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out “‘twenty-seven’’ and insert 
“‘thirty-one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For Third Assistant Postmaster General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; chief of 
division of dead letters, $2,250; chief of division of ; one 
chief of finance division, who shall give bond for ithfal of his 
duties, $2,000; six clerks of class 4; twenty clerks of class 3; thirty clerks of class 
2; forty-two clerks of class1; ten clerks So each; ten female clerks at 


Is the Senator certain there will not be fifty em- 


I do not 


$1,200 each ; fifty-four female at ; six female clerks at $720 each ; 
—— a messengers; eight laborers; four female laborers at $480 each; 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, in line 2170, after the word “two,” to in- 
sert “‘one clerk of class 1;’’ and in line 2171, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand seven ”’’ and insert ‘‘sixteen thousand nine:’’ 
soas to make the clause read: . 

For superintendent of foreign mails, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; one clerk of 
class 4; three clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1: two 
clerks at $1,000 each; one assistant messenger ; in all, $16,920. y 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2175, after the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to 
insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ in line 2181, before ‘‘ charwomen,’’ to strike out 
**six’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ and in line 2184, after the word “‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘three hundred and twenty’’ and insert ‘“‘ two hundred 
and eighty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For Superintendent of the Money-Order System, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,000: six 
clerks of class 4; eight clerks of class3; five clerks of class 2; ten clerks of Class 
1; two clerks at $1,000 each ; five clerks at $900 each; one assistant messenger - 
one engineer, §1,000; two firemen; four watchmen; three charwomen at S185 
each; one female laborer, $480; and seven laborers; in all, $66,280, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of dis- 
bursing clerk and superintendent of Post-Office Department building, 
in line 2218, to reduce the number of charwomen from “fifteen” to 
**ten,’’ and in line 2219 to decrease the total appropriation for that 
office from $44,920 to $44,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘for 
contingent expenses of the Post-Office Department,’’ in line 2224, to 
reduce the appropriation for ‘‘fuel, and for repairs to engines, boilers, 
and heating apparatus”? from $7,200 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2225, to reduce the appropriation 
**for gas’’ from $5,600 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2226, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ plumbing and gas-fixtures’’ from $3,700 to $3,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2227, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ telegraphing ’’ from $5,900 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2228, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ painting ’’ from $4,700 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2229, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ carpets ’’ from $5,900 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to reduce the appropriation for ‘‘ furni- 
ture,’’ in line 2229, from $6,200 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

The next amendment was, in line 2232, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ hardware ’’ from $1,700 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2233, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘* miscellaneous items ”’ from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2234, to reduce the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘ for contingent expenses of the Post-Office De- 
partment’”’ from $63,400 to $61,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Office of the 
Attorney-General,’ in line 2273, to strike out ‘‘ two firemen’? and in- 
sert ‘‘one fireman.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the chairman if the engineers of the other 
Departments are not put at $1,200 each. This is $1,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know several of them are. 

Mr. LOGAN. And in most cases they have an assistant engineer. 
In this Department there is one engineer but no assistant. It seems 
to me his salary should be put at $1,200, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the Senator pass that for a moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The building is a small one. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should rather have the amendment as to the number 
of firemen passed by. I think there ought to be two firemen there. 
The engineer’s salary ought to be raised; and one fireman can not per- 
form the duty of fireman and engineer. I ask that the amendment be 
non-concurred in. There ought to be two firemen anyhow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendmat 
striking out ‘‘two firemen’’ and inserting ‘‘ one fireman.”’ 
The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment was, in line 2273, to reduce the total amount 
of the appropriation for compensation of the Attorney-General, Solicitor- 
a and the clerks and employés in the office from $110,310 to 

109,590. 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing should now be left as it is and the 
amendment non-concurred in. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 2291, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to 
strike out “one night watchman” and insert ‘‘two watchmen at;’’ in 
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ine 2292, after the word “‘dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘each;’’ in the same line | 
- ‘“each,’’ to strike out ‘‘one fireman’’ and insert “two firemen | I think ends it. 


at:’’ in lirie 2293, after ‘‘dollars,’’ insert ‘‘each;’’ in line 2294, before 
“yi; ” to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ before ‘‘ assist- 
ant,” in line 2295, to strike out ‘“‘six’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and in 
line 2296, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight thousand four 
hundred’? and insert ‘‘ eleven thousand and forty;’’ so as to read: 

For the following force 
house in the Solu ] ‘ 1 
States marshal of the District of Columbia: One engineer, $1,200; two watch- 


men at $720 each; two firemen at $720 each; four laborers at M80 each; seven 
assistant messengers at $720 each ; in all, $11,040. 


The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, after the | 


word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 2297, to insert: 


And for the like force for the same purpose, for the balance of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, $3,680. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after ‘‘ section 2,’’ to insert: 


That the Secretaries respectively of the Departments of State, of the Treasury, 
War, Navy, and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are authorized to 
make requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary amount of of- 
ficial tamps for the use of their Departments, not exceeding the amount 
stated in the estimates submitted to Congress; and upon presentation of proper 
vouchers therefor at the Treasury the amount thereof shail be credited to the 
appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the same fiscal 
year. And, 


Soas to make the section read: 


‘ 


Sec. 2. That the Secretaries respectively of the Departments of State of the | 


Treasury, War, Navy and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are author- 
* ized to make requisiti 


ons upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary amount 
of official postage-stamps for the use of their Departments, not exceeding the 
amount stated in the estimates submitted to Congress; and upon presentation 
of proper vouchers therefor at the Treasury, the amount thereof shall be cred- 
ited to the appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
same fiseal year. And it shall be the duty of the respective Departments to 
inclose to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, in all official 
communications requiring answers, or to be forwarded to others, penalty en- 
velopes add as far as practicable, for forwarding or answering such offi- 
cial correspondence. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is legislation, I submit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the point of order made ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is sustained. 

Mr. MORGAN. A part of that may be legislation, but a part of it 
certainly is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole taken together is. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no point of order on this. This is not 
legislation in-any sense. It simply provides for a method of official 
correspondence instead of appropriating money, and it has been in every 
appropriation bill for the last five years. The House left out what we 
have inserted in italics, but inserted another provision which is en- 
tirely new. We merely inserted what has been in every appropriation 
bill since we have been in the habit of using official stamps. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does it save the appropriation of money ? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Departments are not permitted to use official 
stamps, of course we must appropriate money to enable them to buy 
stam 


ps. 

Mr. INGALLS. We provide penalty-envelopes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The penalty-envelope provision is imperfect and in- 
complete. Of course if the Senator wishes to make a new departure 
and supply the penalty-envelopes and do away entirely with official 
postage-stamps, that is another thing. That is new legislation which 
I do not object to at the proper time and place, but until we have 
changed the law in reference to this matter we must of course either 
provide that these Departments may have official stamps or appropriate 
money in order that they may buy stamps. 

Mr. INGALLS. I receive communicationsin penalty envelopes every 


iy. 
Mr. ALLISON. So do I. 
Mr. INGALLS. From the Pension Office and every Department. 


Mr. ALLISON. They use them every day. 

Mr. INGALLS. What, then, is the necessity of having official post- 
age-stamps? 

Mr. ALLISON. There area great many reasons why you must have 


official postage-stamps for the transaction of business in many of the 
Departments. We went all over that last year. Take courts-martial; 
it is impossible to transmit court-martial records from a far-distant post 
to the War Department in any envelope you can supply. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not as well do that as to put a little piece of 
colored paper on one corner? Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notto be interrogated in that way in reference 
to it. I know it is not as convenient. We had that up here and de- 
bated it two or three hours and perhaps two or three days at the last 
session. I had then a letter from the Secretary of War and a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior and other Cabinet officers saying 
that stamps were more convenient and that there was no more 
danger of fraud under them than under the penalty envelopes. Of 
course if the Senate wants to raise that question and go into a debate 
oe relative merits of this plan and abolishing official stamps, so 


necessary for the care and protection of the court- 
District of Columbia, who shall be underthe direction of the United | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not. I merely raise the point of order, which 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator wants to leave all these Departments 


| without any appropriation for the purpose of carrying on their ordinary 


operations, so be it. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. 


So be it; I raise the point of order. 
| Mr. DAWES. 


What is the point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That it is legislation. 
| Mr. DAWES. Why is it legislation to appropriate for these stamps ? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not appropriate; it commands certain things 
tobe done as a specific fact. 

' . mn . > . . . 
| Mr. HALE. That is only the form of doing it. 
|} Mr. EDMUNDS. Only the form of a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Another method of appropriating money—and it 
has been done in every appropriation bill for five years. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the last legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act the second section read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That the Secretaries, respectively, of the Departments of State, of the 
Treasury, War, Navy, and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are au- 
thorized to make requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary 
amount of oflicial postage-stamps for the use of their De 
the amountstated in the estimates submitted to Cong and upon presenta- 
tion of proper vouchers therefor at the Treasury the amount thereof shall be 
credited to the appropriation for the service of the Post-Oftice Department for 
the same fiscal year. 






artments, notexceeding 


ss: 





That is precisely the act which the committee have incorporated in 
this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


That does not make this any the less law. 
But it is necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Therefore it is not new legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis a continuing law, that is read from the 
statute-book; it would last, and need not be repeated every year. There 
is not a word confining it to the particular year. If that is the law on 
the statute-book now, what is the use of repeating it? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is necessary, I suppose, to renew the authority 
| annually for the getting of these stamps. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see why. 
Mr. MORGAN. The committee have added that statute as it exists 
to the text as sent by the House, which read as follows: 


It shall be the duty of the respective Departments to inclose to Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegatesin Congress, in all official communications requiring 
answers, or to be forwarded to others, penalty envelopes addressed as far as 
practicable, for forwarding or answering such official correspondence. 

That portion of it in one sense is new; but I understand that that 
part of the bill which is sent to us from the House was really taken 
from existing statutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the part that is sent to us from the House is 
entirely new. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
gates? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
Delegates. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, let me ask, if that beso, how itis, asstated by 
the Senator from Kansas, that the Departments have been inclosing to 
Senators and to others envelopes for the purpose of sending off official 
correspondence to their friends ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because they violate the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. They do it underaruling of the Attorney-General, 
I believe, that they were authorized to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the interpretation of the Department that 
that is according to law? 

Mr. CONGER. No, these envelopes are addressed to the parties in 
pension cases, where they inquire through members in regard to their 
cases. An answer is prepared directed to the applicant, and it ismerely 
sent to members that they may see the reports which are sent, to inform 
the member. Each is sent unsealed, to inform the member of what the 
office communicate to the pensioner or claimant. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the only change made here is that the envel- 
| Opes may be sent to members of Congress without the address of that 
party. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire what is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Has anybody taken an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? . 

Mr. ALLISON. Has there been a ruling? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The opinion of the Chair is that if 
| there is any necessity of inserting this provision at all it is new legis- 
| 


In itsapplication to Members of Congress and Dele- 


Yes; 


in itsapplication to Members of Congress and 








lation. 
Mr. CONGER. But the last clause of it makes the usual appropri- 

| ation which has been made every year. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Here is the new legislation. 
| That the Secretaries, respectively, of the Departments of State, of the Treas- 

ury, War, Navy, and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are authorized 
to make requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary amount of 
official postage-stamps for the use of their Departments, not exceeding the 
amount stated in the estimates submitted to Congress. 
| That is new legislation, unless it is the law now, and if it is the law 
' now there is no necessity of repeating it. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Chair will not rule upon that too has- 
tily. lIagree with the Senator from Ohio that this is not absolutely 
necessary; but we were somewhat misled, if I may use that expression, 
from the fact that it has been repeated year after year, and we thorght 
for safety it was better to continue it. Now, Mr. President, I move to 
strike out the rest of the clause, that going out. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that it is neces- 
sary because it provides that whatever the expenses shall be it shall be 
paid out of the appropriations for the Post-Office Department. That 
makes an appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. It says “ for the same fiscal year,’’ and that being 
the old law, it would be continuing I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butthatis nota permanent appropriation. It isan 
appropriation from year to year. This is not among the permanent 
appropriations, and if this clause is stricken out there will be no appro- 
priation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entirely mistaken, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is impossible I can be mistaken , because the bill 
itself is a bill for an annual appropriation and not for a permanent ap- 
propriation. We have two classes of appropriations, one of which is 
made by law permanent and the other annual. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These stamps are all printed at the Government 
oflice. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; they are not printed at the Government office, 
but they cost very little. The whole supply does not exceed $70 per 
annem. 

Mr. MORGAN. It makes no difference what the cost may be, there 
must be some appropriation to cover it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are covered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theve is no appropriation here for the stamps. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is merely a question of bookkeeping. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is merely a question of requisition. I do not 
think it is necessary myself atter looking at it carefully, and we are 
very particular now about our appropriation bills. I think probably 
it had better go out; and I move to strike out the rest of the clause. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The other ought to go out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Down to and including line 16. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa moves to 
strike out the section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, to strike out section 4in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec, 4, That hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Execu- 
tive Departments, in the interest of the public service, to require of all clerks and 
other employés, of whatever grade or class, in their respective Departments, such 
hours of labor as may be deemed necessary for the proper dispatch of the public 
business, the same, however, not to be less than from the hours of 9 a, m, to 4 
p. m. each day, except Sundays and days declared public holidays by law or ex- 
ecutive order, from the Ist day of October to the Ist day of April, and from the 
hours of 9 a. m. to 5 p.m. from the Ist day of April to the Ist day of October in 
each year; and all absence from the Departments on the part of said clerks or 
other employés in excess of such leave of absence as may be granted by the 
heads thereof, which shall not exceed thirty days in any one year, except in case 
of sickness, shall be without pay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 5 in the following 
words: 

Src. 5. Tliat all acts or parts ofacts inconsistent or in conflict with the provis- 
ions of this act are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have one or two amendments I desire to offer. 
On page 54, line 1300-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to remind the Senator from Iowa that there 
was an amendment passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 74. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will cometothatin a moment. On page 54, line 
1300, after the word ‘‘commission’’ a comma should be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

Mr, ALLISON. IL also ask on page 81 a transposition. I desire to 
strike out on page 81, from line 1975 to 1977, these words: 

‘or the pay of six watchmen employed on the Capitol grounds, at $720 each. 


I desire to transfer that provision to the relating to the Capitol 
police, so that these watchmen may be under the Capitol police force. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With the distinct understanding that there is to 
be no increase of salary at this or any subsequent session by reason of 
that change. 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; absolutely on that condition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. <= hope if that change is made that we shall not 
have any application to increase these salaries. Ifitisa d to get 
them where the salaries can be leveled up, I hope it will never be done. 


Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Missouri in reference 
to that. The object is to place these watchmen under the control of the 
Capitol police; they are now under the control of the Architect of the 
Capitol. He thinks it would be much better for the service to have 
them under one control. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is there objection to the transposi- 
tion? 








Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to ask a question. Does 
that change in any way the direction or appointment of the police > 
Does it take it from one party and transfer it to another? 

Mr. ALLISON. From one person to another, does the Senator mean? 
I think these six watchmen are now appointed by the Architect of the 
Capitol. Of courseif they are transferred to the clause under the Capi- 
tol police they will then be appointed by the police board, so called, 
which consists of the Architect of the Capitol, the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate, and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senator to say it is 
agreeable to the Architect of the Capitol? ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is agreeable to the Architect of the Capitol. He 
made the request of me, as also did our Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The transposition will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, The footings should be changed accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will make these 
changes in the two items. 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing should be increased in one clause and 
decreased in the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
may make the footings correspond. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word about that. Iam not going to 
object to it, but I wish to state what will b>the effect of this. A num- 
ber of communications have been sent to us making application for the 
increase of watchmeneverywhere. I called attention to the little squares 
and patches for which watchmen were provided. We are asked by every 
Department for more watchmen to stand at their doors. They stand 
there eight hours and do not do a thing that I know of, and it seems to 
be considered very hard on them. We have to give them what they 
want and replace them every cight hours. It seems a watchman can not 
stand ten or twelve hours. They do not do athing. The car-drivers 
work twelve or fifteen hours a day for far less pay than these watchmen 
get. It is simply an immense hardship for these watchmen to stand 
and do nothing eight hours out of the twenty-four. The number of 
watchmen we have all about these buildings is something amazing. I 
do not believe we can help it now, but I hope something will be done 
hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment does not increase the salary or pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The clause is to come in on line 173, page 8, after 
‘‘each,’’ I understand. Now, I wish to point out to the Senate what 
an inconsistency there will exist in the pay of fourteen watchmen. You 
have got fourteen watchmen of equal grade and rank, and equal power 
of duty and service of every kind; eight of them you give $900 each to, 
six of them you give $720 each to. How can you stand on that con- 
sistently, the same sort of men, the same duties? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Next year they will all be at $900. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what,I am afraid of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dissent from what my colleagues of the com- 
mittee say. An increase of compensation will not be made them by my 
consent, and I have put it on record that this is with the distinct un- 
derstanding that they shall not be increased. If the compensation is 
to be increased I shall object to the transposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. The watchmen now provided for on page 8 are 
watchmen about the Capitol; the six watchmen provided for in the 
clause I have asked to have transposed are watchmen on the Capitol 
grounds, and they now are under the supervision of the Architect of 
the Capitol. When this matter was suggested to the committee we ob- 
jected on the ground that it would have a tendency to increase the pay, 
and it was stated that that would not be done or proposed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who stated that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Architect of the Capitol and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms; but I can not see how it will change the situation to transfer 
these six men from one part of this bill ‘to another. That inequality 
exists now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will theSecretary read the clause put in on page8? 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After “each,’’ at the end of line 173, 
insert: 

And six watchmen employed on the Capitol grounds, at $720 each. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isthat agreed to? 

The ACTING SECRETARY. And in line 174 strike out the footing 
**$36,600"? and insert ‘‘ $40,920.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think in view of all that has been said I shall 
raise the question of order that it is legislation to transfer the provision 
for these parties from one place to the other. Ifit is a dodge to get an 
increase of salary I object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then it all goes out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go back where it was. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let both paragraphs stand as they were before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move, on 91, line 2222, to strike out 
‘*nine’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen.’’ This to the stationery and blank- 
books for the contingent expenses of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that moved by the committee? - 

Mr. ALLISON. That is moved not formally from the committee. I 


Consent is given that the Secretary 
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have sammoned some members who examined the question with me 
and they agreed that I should move it. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. 
in order; but if not, itis not. I do not ask a formal meeting of the 
committee, only if the committee wishes it to be done. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. As far as I have been able to consult with the com- 
mittee I understand the committee agree to it. It is done on the re- 
quest of the Postmaster-General, whose letter I have here; and it is 
done under a decision of that Department in relation to penalty en- 


yee PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator indicate the amend- 
nt? 

wir. ALLISON. On page 91, line strike out ‘9’ and in- 
sert ‘'15;’’ so as to read ‘'$15,000;’’ ‘‘it having been decided,’’ says 
the First Assistant Postmaster General, ‘‘ that penalty envelopes here- 
tofore furnished out of the appropriation for stamped envelopes by the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General shall with the beginning of the 
next fiseal year be supplied out of the appropriation for stationery.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you diminished the stamped-envelope ap- 
propriation accordingly ? a 

Mr. ALLISON. The stamped-envelope appropriation is in the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the trouble we are going to get into is that 
we increase this sum by $6,000 for stationery and blank-books, and for 
aught we know we are to leave the appropriation for stamped envelopes 
as before. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but the stamped envelopes are a very 
different thing. Stamped envelopes are furnished and paid for by the 
people who use them, and of course if the appropriation is $100,000 too 
much or $160,000 too little it does not make any difference to the Post- 
Office Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; but here is an appropriation for stationery and 
blank-books. Now, if Lunderstand the communication from the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General correctly, he says they have decided to 
charge the stamped envelopes, the penalty envelopes, I suppose, or 
whatever they are, to the stationery account, and therefore it is neces- 
sary to increase the appropriation for stationery. Now, suppose they 
change their minds and conclude not to devote all the money to sta- 
tionery? I do not make any point. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is so late that I hope no point will be made 
about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to be changed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let $6,000 be added. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 2234 it is moved to strike out 
“$61,100? and insert ‘‘$67,100.”’ + 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I understand that the former 
amendment increased the appropriation $6,000? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It did, for stationery and blank-books. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Was that the intention of the chair- 
man? 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation in this bill is $9,000 for station- 
ery. The First Assistant Postmaster-General sent me a letter stating 
that it has been decided, I do not know by whom—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Determined by the Department, I suppose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Determined that these stamps shall not be paid out 
of another appropriation from which it has been paid hitherto, but must 
be paid out of this appropriation; and hence it is essential to increase 
the amount to the extent of $6,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I understand we appropriate 
$6,000 additional for either one or the other branch. It must be that 
too much that was formerly paid, and if you add $6,000 here it ought to 
be taken off elsewhere. I submit this to the chairman for his own con- 
sideration. I do not make any motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that 
I had not the opportunity of consulting with him. I received this mat- 
ter so late that it could not be considered in full committee. I have 
given the Senate all the information I can. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. You have given the information and 
will be goveraed according to the circumstances. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


9999 


wry 


The sum total of the clause will have 


The question is on the amendment 


changing the footing. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed there was an 


amendment on page 73 reserved as to the General Land Office. 
Mr. MORGAN. On that partof the bill which was reserved I move 
to insert, in line 1783, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” ‘‘ two hundred and 
;’ so as to read: 
Chief clerk, $2,250. 
The Secretary of the Interior estimated for $2,500. 
sioner of the General Land Office says in his report: 


The salary of the chief clerk is estimated at $2,500, an increase of $500. The 
chief clerk must be fully competent to take charge and contro! of the bureau at 


The Commis- 








If the Senator moves it from the committee it is | 
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all times, and his other and proper duties being intricate!complex, and arduous, 


fully deserve the salary estimated for. 


I have taken, however, $250 instead of $500, which the Secretary 
recommends, and move to increase it by that amount. That does net 
still bring it up to the pay of the chief clerks in some of the other De- 
partments. 

Mr. HOAR. TI inquire if that is the estimate of the Department? 

Mr. MORGAN. The estimate was $2,500, but I move to make it 
$2,250. I wish only to say that the chief clerk acts as assistant commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office; and is compelled in the absence of 
that officer to discharge all his duties really. More than that, his own 
duties are of a very intricate character requiring him to be master of 
the decisions and of the statutes in reference to publiclands. He is not 
only one of the most important officers of that bureau, but his labors 
are very heavy. I hope that the Senate will agree to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I move, in line 1786, to strike out ‘‘ three ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ eleven,’ and also in line 1788 to strike out ‘‘ thirty-four ”’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty-six.’’ The effect of that will be merely to move eight 
of the clerks of class 4 into the class preceding it; that is of principal 
clerks; they are all of them chiets of division. On that subject the Com- 
missioner says as follows: 


I would call attention to the unnecessary distinction maintained in the classi 


fication of the principal clerks of this office. Originally there were but three, 


namely, of public lands, of surveys, and of private land claims. The early 
statutes provided for the appointment by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, of these “three principal clerks” for the above re 
spective subdivisions of the General Land Office At this period there was but 
one method provided for the disposal of the public lands—that of cash sale 
Since then additional methods have been adopted, and the general business of 


the office has also increased with the growth of the country Phere are now 
ten divisions besides that of the recorder, each of which is charged with the 
work of an important branch of the business of the Land Department 

There is no difference in the character of the duties and responsibilities of the 
chiefs of these divisions. The services of all are of equal dignity and impor 
tance; the degree of ability and experience required is the same in each case 
and the compensation is uniform. 

My examination of that department, in connection with the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr] and other Senators here, including 
the Senator from Colorado { Mr. H1Lv], satisfied me that this chang 
was not only a just one to make, but that it was essential for the proper 
regulation of that bureau, and the committee were entirely of that 
opinion, and so are the Committee on Public Lands, 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a question that I feel a delicacy about dis- 
cussing. The effect of the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
is to increase the compensation of eleven of these clerks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very slightly. 

Mr. ALLISON. From $1,800 to $2,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Only $200 apiece. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theeffect is further to revise the present legal status 
of the organization of the Land Office. It is a pretty great increase, 
and I want to know from the Senator from Alabama if he proposes to 
make any further amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notat all. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say that we increased the salary of the chief 
clerk of the Government Printing Office from $2,000 to $2,400. Every- 
where there have been increases, in all departments of the Government 
except here. If this had not been done I would not be here to ask for 
it to be done here; but justice should be done these men who are doing 
the work the Senator from Alabama has so fully described. It ought 
to have its right measure of recognition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to correct the Senator from Kansas in one 
respect. We have made but very few changes in this bill, but we have 
made just enough to make it rather awkward for me to make points of 
order on the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. [insist on it on account of the merits of the prop- 
osition. Here are three of these chiefs of division who get $2,000, as 
they have fora great many years. ‘There are eight others who perform 
exactly the same duties and have exactly the same responsibilities who 
get $1,800. Itis a matterof justice and equality to the kind of labors 
and the responsibilities of the heads of the divisions. 

I wish to say one more word to the Senate about it. We have been 
losing men from the Land Office year after year who have gone there 
and become accomplished in the business of the Land Office, who have 
retired into lucrative practice from the Departments, and we are con- 
tinually having to educate new men because the compensation that 
they get there is not sufficient to attract men of the ability and charac- 
ter that is necessary in this Department, and it is very bad policy for 
us to keep the salary down to $1,800 a year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The thirty-four clerks of class 4 ought to be re- 
duced now to twenty-six, in line 1788. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was part of the amendment I offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The footings should be made to correspond with 
these changes. 


I therefore hope 
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Mr. HOAR. The Secretary will arrange the footings. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That will be done, noobjection being 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library 
to offer two amendments to this bill, on page 17, after line 386. They 
are the same amendments that were reported and adopted unanimously 
at the las* session, and I am directed again to offerthem. The first is: 

To enabl» the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase from the Marquis 
de Rocharabeau the military papers, maps, and letter-books of the Count de 
Rochambeau, general in the French army in America, $20,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the question of order on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that there can be no question of order, 
because this is reported from the Committee on the Library; it has been 
sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and all the forms required 
by the rules have been observed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not properly belong to this bill; it ought 
to go on the sundry civil bill, if any. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator that I consulted the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on the 
Library have no amendments to offer but these two, and this is the 
clause where appropriations for the Library are properly made. They 
more properly come here than they would on the sundry civil bill. I 
prefer, therefore, to offer them here. All the other purchases of books 
tor the Library, and all the other provisions about the Library are con- 
tained in this bill, and this is the proper place for the provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did say to the Senator from Ohio that I was in 
favor of these two amendments. We put them on the sundry civil bill 
last year, but they were stricken off in the House. I think still the 
sundry civil bill isthe proper place for them, but I shall make no point 
on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By putting them here we give the House and its 
committees more time to consider them. If there is anything objec- 
tionable about them, I do not want them adopted. I prefer to have 
them in such form that the House can fairly consider them. I do not 
want them brought in in the hurry-seurry at the end of the session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been listening to see if the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas would not have a few words to say about this. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think inasmuchas we have got to buy these pa- 
pers we had better have them now. They will get more valuable as 
they get older. We may have to pay $100,000 for them in a few years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In view of that fact and the pertinacity with 
which it is pressed, I will withdraw the point of order if we can save 
something by it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now I offer an amendment for the purchase of 
the papers of the late Matthew H. Carpenter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Supreme Court records ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Supreme Court records. 
strongly commended by the Supreme Court. It is— 

To enable the Librarian of Congress, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library, to purchase the set of records and briefs in cases in the 
Supreme Court of the United States belonging to the estate of the late Matthew 
H. Carpenter, the sum of $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movetoinsert,after the word ‘‘ commerce,’’ page 11, 
line 234: 

Clerk to the Committee on Indian Affairs and clerk to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. And the word ‘‘and’’ after “ Agriculture,’’ in line 
234, should be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the follow'ng amendment on page 77, at the end of line 1862: 

Any i who falsely represents himself to be an officer, agent, or employé 
of the Pension Bureau of the Interior Department, or in such assumed charac- 
ter pretends or assumes to act and perform or does perform in such assumed 


character any duty or act belonging to suca officer, agent, or employé so falsel 
personated, shall be deemed guilty of a or, and See cenvianee 


thereof shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $1,000, or be imprisoned for a 
period not more than two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment. If the Senator objects I shall with- 
draw it. 

The Commissioner of Pensions states to the committee that a great 
many persons are representing themselves as the agents and employés 
of the Pension Office who are not such agents or employés, thus impos- 
ing on a great many innocent people. It is important to the protection 
of the proper employés of the office that this provision should become 
alaw. He does not see any other way than to put it on this appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some law of this kind undoubtedly ought to be 
passed; but it is the very trouble that exists on all appropriation bills 
that almost all of our 1 special; it does not 


It has been very 


egislation is empirical; it is 
cover the whole class of subjects of the same kind that it ought to cover. 





Now, there ought to be a law punishing every person who falsely per- 
sonates any officer or employé of the United States for the Pp of 
committing any wrong or fraud upon anybody; that is plain enough; 
and if the Committee on Pensions will report such a bill on Monday or 
any other day, they can pass any such bill that is general, or i* any 
other committee will do it, applying to everybody, all alike, every- 
where, in every Department—because people do it in the Internal-Rev- 
enue and in the Department of Justice, I have heard sometimes— it 
can pass by unanimous consent in two minutes, I have no doubt. But 
this just illustrates the narrowness of our legislation on appropriation 
bills. ‘Therefore I make the point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And illustrates the position of the Senator from 
Vermont. When we wanted to make the provision of his bill, the Utah 
bill, the polygamy bill, applicable to all the Territories and make a 

eral law, he wanted it specific. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not illustrate that, Mr. President, but | 
will not waste the time of the Senate in reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The t of order is sustained. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator in charge of this bill not to raise the 
point of order while I move anamendment. In line 115, I move, after 
the word “‘at,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen 
hundred;’’ so as to read : 

For eight skilled laborers at $1,400 each. 


I will state the reason why that amendment should be made. [ un- 
derstand these eight skilled laborers are performing all the duties of 
messengers to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis it? Let it be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The proposed amendment is in line 115, 
page 6, to strike out ‘‘one thousand’? and insert ‘‘ fourteen hundred; ’’ 
so as to read: 

For eight skilled laborers at $1,400 each. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was an amendment proposed on page 56 to 
strike out the clause repealing the statute relating to an Assistant Secre- 
tary of War and an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. As the amend- 
ment did not prevail before, I renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out a proviso which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. On page 56, commencing at line 1352, it 
is moved to strike out: 

Provided, That the provisions of the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1883,” approved August 5, 1882, which authorized the 
intment of an Assistant Secre 


tary of War andan t Secretary of the 
Navy, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
Mr. CONGER. Is that subject to a point of order? It repeals a 
law 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is a House provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro It is in the House bill sent nere. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire a vote on striking it out. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to inquire if the existing law provides 
for an Assistant Secretary of the Navy and an Assistant Secretary of 
War, and this is a provision repealing that law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that isit. No appointment has been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to strike it eut, if we follow what we 
have been doing. 

Mr. BECK. Last year the Secretary of War and Secretary of the 
Navy by arguments very strong and, very persuasive showed us the 
necessity of their having the right to have an Assistant Secretary of 
War and an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Why do they not have them? 

Mr. BECK. They claim that they have not been able to ascertain 
yet the persons they are willing to appoint in these places, as I under- 
stand; and why we should repeal a law that we passed last year for 
good reasons is, I confess, the trouble I have. The Secretary of War 
is a civilian; the Secretary of the Navy is a civilian. They have an 
organized body of men under them standing up to their own class. The 
soldiers are banded together; the sailors are banded together; they re- 
gard the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy as outside 
men and enemies of their class. There are many things done that a 
Secretary has to trust to some one in his absence that ought not to be 
done, and that he ought to have some supervision of. Heshould have 
a confidential adviser to see that his Department is worked properly. 
That was the main idea. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator from Kentucky if there 
is anything in the law that prevents them having the assistance of their 
own class? : 

Mr. BECK. There is now, but this is torepealit. We want togive 
them a chance. 


Mr. VOORHEES. But does the law as it stands now, recently put 
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in, provide that an Assistant Secretary of the Navy or Assistant Secre- 
of War shall be appointed from any given class of persons ? 

Mr. BECK. I think not, nor is the appointment of the Secretary of 
War or the Secretary of the Navy from any particular class; but they 
are civilians. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then why havenotthe appointments been filled 
if they are necessary? If there is no limitation, why should not the 
offices have been filled ? 

Mr. BECK. I know of no other reason except that they have not 
been able, as they say, to find a person that they are willing to ap- 
point. No money is spent, but a case might arise where it might be- 
come important in consequence of sickness or long continued absence 
of either Secretary that some one should be there who was a friend of 
the Secretary who should see that his work went on. If nobody is ap- 
pointed, no money will be spent and no harm done. I think as we 
only passed the law last year, we might as well let it stand without 
repealing it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I voted in Committee of the Whole in favor, I 
think, of striking out the clause repealing the law, but I wanted to 
hear what reason there was for a law of that kind, if it had not been 
found necessary to act under it and make the appointment. I am not 
clear in my mind now whether I voted right or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out the 
clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1582, page 65, I move to strike out ‘‘ will” 
and insert ‘‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

Said officer shall have charge of said building, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imove on page 74, after line 1800, to add ** to be im- 
mediately available;’’ so as to read: 

And the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for clerical force for the sole 
purpose of disposing of the accumulated work in the General Land Office, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose, 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to that, but there is no need of do- 
ing it, because it can not go into operation until the 1st of July. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the Ist of July no appointment can be made 
except under the civil-service law, but I do not understand that the 
civil-service law is to wait until the 1st of July to take effect. 

Mr. HOAR. This would require these men to get up their scheme 
of examination instantly; it would require them to be ready at once. 

Mr. PLUMB. To get so much of it as is necessary to start the ma- 
chine in the Interior Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not insist on 


that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw tlie amendment. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held in 
the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; and 

A bill (H. R. 3552) to remove the legal and political disabilities of 
Anderson Merchant, now of New York, formerly of Virginia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 1078) to authorize the Seneca Nation of Indians of the 
State of New York to grant title to lands for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
Gallus Kirchner; 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the extension of the Capitol, North 
-O Street and South Washington Railway; and 

A bill (H. R. 5387) providing for the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. 
Stembel. 

UTAH COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT. 

Mr. BROWN. [I offer a resolution to which I suppose there will be 

no objection: 
Resolved, That the Public Prin i int i diately 
SN tia Canin ar taeen. So ostcoctn’,to print Immediately for the 


— a including the oaths prescribed for voters and oflice-holders 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to that committee. 
Mr. BROWN. I ask that it be not referred, because I want to get 
the prin done so that I can have the document before we finally 
act on the Utah bill. I have asked the chairman of the committee, and 
he has told me if I could find them I should have the papers. I have 
told they are in the office of the Secretary of the Interior. I tele- 














graphed him yesterday and got no reply. 1 telegraphed him again to- 
day, and he informs me that he has had his clerks copying the papers. 
It is not exactly certain when we can get them. I suppose each Sen- 
ator would like to see them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly right. There is no objection to 
the printing, but I am a little afraid that it will turn out that this has 
not been regularly submitted to Congress in such a way as to authorize 
its being printed as a public document in the possession of the Senate. 
It may be that it is; but to guard against the possibility of tangling up 
the accounts and making delay I made that suggestion; but I shall not 
insist on it. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam very anxious to have the document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adopt ion of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 2506) to prevent false personations of oflicers, agents, 
and employés of the Pension Bureau; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO A BIL! 

Mr. GARLAND, Mr. MAHONE, and Mr. McDILLsubmitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (IL. R. 
7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REPERRED 

The bill (H. R. 3552) to remove the legal and political disabilities of 
Anderson Merchant, now of New York, tormerly of Virginia, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ALLOWANCE OF SUPPLY CLAIMS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
ury Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot oppose the motion of my friend from Wis- 
consin because he moves to take up an appropriation bill, otherwise I 
should ask the Senate to proceed to finish the Utah bill. As soon as 
the appropriation bill is through with, I shall endeavor to get the floor 
to make that motion. Iwas also about to move an executive session for 
a moment, but I give away. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
up. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDs (at 
6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.), the Senate adjourned to meet on Mon- 
day at 11 o’clock a. m. 


I have moved that the bill be taken 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 24, 1883. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUCK. Iask unanimous consent to call up from the House 
Calendar House bill No. 7115. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the regular order 

TheSPEAKER. The regular orderis the call of committees underthe 
special rule adopted yesterday. The Chair will commence the call at 
the head of the list of committees. 

Mr. PAGE. I suggest that as this rule was only adopted yesterday 
agreat many of the committees have not since had a meeting, and there- 
fore may not be prepared this morning to present any measure under 
this rule. Thus they may lose their place. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the first call of the committees is com- 
pleted they will be called again. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to inquire whether the regular order is not 
the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, upon which at 
the adjournment yesterday the previous question was operating, and 
which I presume would come over as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation of that bill. 
At the time of the adjournment last evening the previous question was 
operating—not upon the passage of the bill, but upon the engrossment 
and third reading, so that on reaching that stage the previous question 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. 
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will be exhausted. A strict ruling, in the opinion of the Chair, would 
require the House to proceed now with the consideration of the bill up 


to the third reading, when it would have to be laid aside and the regu- | 


lar order proceeded with. 

Mr. ATKINS. No doubt the Chair is correct; but that is a very 
strict ruling. 

The SPEAKER. That has been the ruling heretofore. The Chair 
thought that the whole subject had bettercome up together. The Chair, 
under the new rule, will call first the Committee on Elections, [A 
pause.] The next committee is the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. KELLEY. I havehere a bill from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, House bill No. 7597, to admit free of duty articles intended for 
the national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, 
in the State of Colorado. I will state that this bill is identical in form 
with one passed last year. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the ‘‘ Pound rule”’ 
no bill can be called up for consideration except such as have been re- 
ported and the reports printed, or Senate bills identical with such House 
bills. 

ADULTERATION OF TEA. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call up a bill (H. R. No. 7486) to pre- 
vent the importation of adulterated and spuriousteas. I was instructed 
by the Committee on Ways and Means to move to suspend the rules 
for the passage of this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman been instructed to call the bill 
up under this rule? That is the only inquiry the Chair can make. 

Mr. RANDALL. This rule was only adopted yesterday. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means instructed me some time since to move a 
suspension of the rules for the passage of this bill, but by a subsequent 
vote gave a preference to the bill to reduce internal revenue, which was 
presented by the committee last Monday. The committee has had no 
meeting since the adoption yesterday of the new rule; but in my per- 
sonal intercourse with members of the committee I have found no one 
to object to this. 

The SPEAKER. 
ized by the committee to call the bill up—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not been authorized at any formal meeting 
to bring the bill up under this particular rule. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The committee has not been in session since the 
adoption of the rule. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman has been authorized to report the 
bill and bring it before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The only question which the Chair regards him- 
self as bound to put is whether the gentleman is authorized to call the 
bill up under this rule? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The committee has had no mecting since the 
**Pound rule’’ was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not enter into any controversy. If 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania states that he is authorized to call 

this bill up— 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say that the committee had authorized 
this bill to be called up under this particular rule. I said the com- 
mittee had had no meeting since the adoption of the rule; but I was 
authorized to use every parliamentary advantage to secure the passage 
of this bill. 


Mr. KELLEY. That is certainly the case. 


The SPEAKER. If that be the instruction of the committee, the 
Chair will admit the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. That was unquestionably the case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will send up 
the bill. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
It is important we should understand the operation of this rule. Is it 
understood that if a majority of the committee without a formal meet- 
ing authorize a bill to be called up under this rule it will be received ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be governed by the statement of 
the gentleman making the proposition. If he states that he is author- 
ized by the committee to call up the bill under this rule, the Chair will 
recognize him without entering into any controversy. The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state that he has been in- 
structed by the Committee on Ways and Means to call up this bill under 
any parliamentary proceeding of the House and have itconsidered. That 
instruction is broad enough in the opinion of the Chair to authorize the 
presentation of the bill at this time. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman also states that there 
has ‘been no meeting of the committee since the adoption of the rule. 
I have no disposition to resist the presentation of the bill, I merely want 
to understand what is to be the practice. 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been no meeting since the adoption of 
the rule, but the statement of the Chair as to the position of the case 
is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Before the adoption of the rule, as the Chair un- 

the committee instructed the gentleman from lvania 
to call this bill up under any rule of the House which might enable 
him to bring it up for consideration. The gentleman from va- 
aia calls up for present consideration the bill which the Clerk will read. 





If the gentleman states that he has been author- | 








MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A oy from Sot the bil (a a. a, one of its clerks, an- 
noun e of the S 4 roviding for 
Rear-Admi N. Stembel. eee ore ee a 

It further announced the passage of the following bills, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year onistt June 30, 1584, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

It further announced the adoption of the conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 6957) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other p’ 

It further announced the Senate insisted on its amendments to and 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the bill (H. R. 7077 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and had appointed as 

ers of said conference on its part Mr. LoGaN, Mr. PLump, and 
Mr. RANsoM. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments to 
and agreed to the conference asked by the House on the bill (H. R. 
7191) making appropriation for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes, and had appointed as managers of said 
conference on its part Mr. DAWeEs, Mr. LoGAN, and Mr. CocKReELL. 

ADULTERATED AND SPURIOUS TEAS. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, calls up under the 
rule for action at this time the bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the impor- 
tation of adulterated and spurious teas. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and afterthe passage of thisactit shall be unlaw- 
ful for any person or persons or corporation to import or bring into the United 
States any merchandise for sale as tea, adulterated with spurious leaf or with 
exhausted leaves, or which contains so great an admixture of chemicals or other 
deleterious substances as to make it unfit for use; and the importation of all 
such merchandise is hereby prohibited. 

Sec, 2. That on making entry at the custom-house of all tea or merchandise 
described as tea imported into the United States, the importer or consignee 
shall give a bond to the collector of = that such maeehendies shall not be 

by the custom-house authorities, who 


reenoved from warehouse until rele 
shall examine it with reference to its purity and fitness for consumption; and 
that for the purpose of such examination samples of each line in every invoice 
shall be submitted by the importer or consignee to the examiner, with his writ- 
ten statement that such samples represent the true quality of each and every 
part of the invoice, and accord with the specification therein contained; and in 
case the examiner has reason to believe that such sampl«s do not represent the 
true quality of the invoice he shall make such further examination of the tea 
represented by the invoice, or any part thereof, as shall be necessary. 

Sec. 3. That if, after an examination as provided in section 2, the tea is found 
by the examiner not to come within the prohibition of this act, a permit shall at 
once be granted to the importer or consignee declaring the tea free from control 
of the customs authorities; but if on examination such tea, or merchandise de- 
scribed as tea, is found, in the opinion of the examiner, to come within the pro- 
hibitions of thisact, the importer or consignee shall be immediately notified, and 
the tea, or merchandise described as tea, so returned shall not be released by 
the custom-house, unless on a re-examination called for by the importer or con- 
signee the return of the examiner shall be found erroneous: Provided, That 
should a portion of the invoice be passed by the examiner a permit shall be 
granted for that portion, and the remainder held for further examination, as 
provided in section 4. 

Sec. 4. That in case of any dispute between the importer or consignee and the 
examiner the matter in dispute shall be referred for arbitration to a committee 
of three experts, one to be appointed by the collector, one by the importer, and 
the two to choose a third, and their decision shall be final; and if upon such final 
re-examination the teashall be found to come within the prohibitions of this act 
the importer or consignee shall give a bond, with securities satisfactory to the 
collector, to export said tea, or merchandise described as tea, out of the limits 
of the United States, within a period of six months after such final re-examina- 
tion; but if the same shall not have been exported within the time specified the 
collector at the expiration of that time shall cause the same to be destroyed. 

Sec. 5. That the examination and appraisement herein provided for shall be 
made bya duly qualified appraiser of the port at which said tea is entered, and 


when entered at ports where there are no —— such examination and ap- 
ee aes shall be made by the revenue officers to whom is committed the col- 
ection of duties, unless the Secretary of the Treasury shall otherwise direct. 


Sec. 6. That leaves to which the term “ exhausted” is applied in this act shall 
mean and include any tea which has been deprived of its proper quality, strength, 
or virtue or aucoiee. infusion, decoction, or other means. 


Sec. 7. T teas a shi for shipment to the United States at 
the time of the passage of act 1 not be subject to the prohibition thereof. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the rule provide that the report shall be 
read before or after objection has been called for? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires the report can be readat 
this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish the report read in connection with the bill 
as well as the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the reading can not occupy longer 
than five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will not take that long. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ba ge pc np mee magne ere pe pending, mete tr me: 


See oe SS SROs etipmane Snemanes, On} 62 eee ’ 
epeete, Sea te ee one prevent the importation o: us or 
adulterated teas. The necessity of such legislation as will fully protect the con- 
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sumers of teas in this country inst teas which have been deprived of their 
“ eet he , or whites by steeping, infusion, decoction, or other 

” can not be questioned; but your committee was desirous of so framing 
the as to prevent any serious inconvenience by sudden changes in manner 
of trading to those en; in the sale of tea in the United States. 

To make sure on this point, the bill originally introduced by Mr. Harpen- 
pera, of New Jersey, was submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, whose 
letter accompanies this report, wherein that officer gives his approval of the 

n view. 

e bil as reported has been examined by the executive committee of tea 
trade of New York city and the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, and likewise 
by others engaged in the tea trade in other sections, and meets with a unani- 
mous indorsement as far as your committee is informed. 

The Parliament of Great Britain enacted a law, which took effect oa January 
1, 1876, acopy of which law isannexed. Yourcommittee therefore unanimously 
recommend the y enastment of the accompanying substitute for the bill 
Hl. R. 7085, herewith reported. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 15, 1885. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 8th 
instant, inclosing bill (H. R. 7085), to prevent the importation of adulterated 
teas, and requesting my opinion as tothe “advisability of passing the bill.” 

The act provides for the re-exportation of tea found to be adulterated, or so 
far a’ by chemicals as to be unfit and dangerous for use ; or for its destruc- 
tion if the tea shall not be re-exported within a specified time. 

The provisions are similar in principle to the legislation already in existence 
relating toimported drugs, medicines, medicinal preparations, &c., found to be 
adulterated, or in any manner deteriorated, and inferior in strength and purity 
to the standard established by fhe United States, Ediflburgh, London, French, 
and German pharmacopceias and dispensatories, and which therefore are ** im- 
proper, unsafe, or dangerous to be used for medicinal purposes.”’ Such articles 
may be re-e rted, or, after the expiration of a certain time from the date of 
their importation, may be destroyed by the collector of customs. 

Theact upon the subject is to be found in the act of June 26, 1848 (9Statutes at 

, page . reproduced as section 2935 and 2936, Revised Statutes; see also 
sections 2544, 2558, 2569, 2612, and 2611 of said Statutes. 

The provisions of the bill are also analogous to those contained in the inclosed 
copy of a British act of Parliament (General Statutes, 38 Victoria, page 533) relat- 
ing to adulterated and exhausted teas imported into Great Britain. 

It is for the interest of the public to prevent the importation of adulterated or 
worthless articles to be consumed as food inthe United States; and as itappears 
to be practicable to enforce the provisions of the bill, the Department, as at pres- 
ent advised, perceives no special objection to the passage of some such provis- 
ions as are ———s the bill. 

Very respectfully, 
“en eenagind CHAS. J. FOLGER, Sceretary 

Hon. WiLtusam D. KELLEY, 

Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 


{From General Statutes of Great Britain, 38 Victoria, 583. } 

From and after the Ist day of January, 1876, all tea imported as merchandise 
into and landed at any port in Great Britain or Ireland shall be subject toexam- 
ination by persons to be appointed by the commissioners of customs, subject to 
the approval of the treasury, for the inspection and analysis thereof, for which 
purpose samples may, when deemed necessary by such inspectors, be taken 
and with all convenient speed be examined by the analysts to »e so appointed; 
and if upon such analysis the same shall be found to be mixed with other sub- 
stances or exhausted tea, the same shall not be delivered unless with the sanc- 
tion of the said commissioners, and on such terms and conditions as they shall 
see fit to direct, either for home consumption or for use as ship stores or for ex- 
portation ; but if on such inspection and analysis it shall appear that such tea is 
in the opinion of the analyst unfit for human food, the same shall be forfeited 


and destroyed or otherwise disposed of in such manner as the said commis- 
sioners may direct. 


Tea to which the term “exhausted” is applied in this act shall mean and in- 
elude any tea which has been deprived of its proper quality, strength, or virtue 
oy steeping, infusion, decoction, or other means. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A suflicient number has not objected, and there- 
fore the bill under the rule is before the House at this time for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BEACH. I desire to be heard in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is first entitled 
to be heard for five minutes in support of the proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, I have one or two 
amendments which since the bill was reported have met the approval 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, and when those amendments are 
presented they will at once, I believe, obviate all possible objection on 
the part of one or two firms engaged in the tea trade in New York city 
to the bill. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, the other day when unanimous consent 
was asked on this bill I felt it my duty to object. 


the nature of special and hasty legislation. 


I believed then and I believe now that there are features connected | 


with this proposition which should undergo thorough discussion. 


When this subject of adulterations was first agitated in England about | 


thirty years ago it gave rise to a commission created by Parliament. 
This commission prosecuted its work vigorously for two sessions before 
it was able to bring in a bill. Here the Ways and Means Committee 
hatch out a bill in a few hours, ask unanimous consent for its passage, 
even before the report is printed; and that failing, they now seek to pass 
it in this summary way. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am not opposed to the principle of this bill. 


Lam 
y in favor of it. I believe that Congress has the right, and it is 


its duty, to stop the importation of all adulterated articles. Such ar- | 


are mala in se, and like spurious coin should be suppressed by law. 
The amount of damage done to the health and pocket of the consumer 
by the sale of adulterated goods is difficult to estimate. 





I objected, not be- | 
cause I was opposed to the end sought by the bill, but because it was in | 


The evil is | 


growing greater and greater every day. Congress has not been asleep 
to the necessity of checking it. In the Forty-tifth, in the Forty-sixth, 
ana in the present Congress bills have been introduced to stop the man- 
ufacture and sale of adulterated foodand drink. These bills have made 
but little progress on account of the doubt that exists as to the constitu- 
tional right of Congress to interfere with State matters. A bill was in- 
troduced at the last session by my honored colleague [Mr. FLowrr} 
of New York, which went to the Committee on Commerce. That com- 
mittee made a report and presented a substituted bill, which in my opin- 
ion is far better than the pending one. This report calls attention to 
numerous instances of adulterations and in passing says (see page 3 

It is useless to increase the number of these samples. It is believed by persons 


of the substances shipped from the Old World to the New, and which enter so 
largely into the manufacturing of the foods of this country, are adulterated and 
impure. It is easy for any one to see that this state of things must affect the 
general health of our communities. 

We have already legislated against the importation of foreign adul- 
terated drugs. The provisions are to be found in the Revised Statutes, 
sections 293 et seq. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I can not attemptto discuss this matterin the lim- 
ited time at my disposal. I rose simply to urge my objections to the 
bill in its present shape. It is of special application, relating solely to 
teas. I would, if the opportunity to amend was accorded, make it of 
universal application, so as to cover spices, pepper, mustard, coffees, 
| and sugars; in fact, food and drink of every kind and description whatso- 

ever? Whyshould we contine the bill to adulterated teas? Why not 
| cover all the adulterated articles which come from abroad? Why not 
| shut them all out by one and the samelaw? Why lumber up the stat- 
| ute-books with special laws? Why legislate for one class and not an- 
other ? 

It may be said that ageneral law would be dificult to enforce, on ac- 
count of the difliculty of detecting adulterations. But this is not tru 
Chemistry and the microscope make detection so simple that the most 
uneducated person can easily discover adulterations. The points at 
which foreign articles enter the country are comparatively few in num 
| ber, and the custom-house officials can cope with the subject without 
much additional trouble or expense. 

I think it safer and better to let this bill lie over until the whole sub 
ject can be thoroughly discussed and a proper enactment be made to em 
brace all adulterated articles. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the suggestion of the get 
tleman from New York, this bill has not had full consideration or deliber- 
tion I wish to say that it was originally introduced by the gentleman trom 
New Jersey {Mr. HARDENBERGH] on the 19th of December, 1882, and 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. fn that committee it 
was assigned to me, and I have given it every possible research and 
study. It was reported to this House by the unanimous direction ot 
the Committee on Waysand Means on the 3d of February, three weeks 
ago. The next day or the day aiter the bill and report were printed. 
The gentleman therefore is mistaken when he says the report has not 
yet been printed. 

The objection of the gentleman irom New York is not to the bill as 
it is presented here, because he says it is right in principle and he ap 
proves it. His objection is that it does not go far enough, and he de 
sires to include drugs and other articles of importation, in reference to 
which the committee have not made examination. Therefore 1 am not 
authorized on their behalf to accept any amendment going beyond the 
importation of adulterated and spurious teas, which was the subject 
they have examined and in reference to which they have submitted a 
| unanimous report to this House. 
| Iyield now, Mr. Speaker, the remaining por 
| gentleman from New Jersey. 
| Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I have but a word to say in 
| reference to this bill. It grew out of a conversation which occurred 
| with some merchants about the importation of adulterated and spurious 








tion of my time to the 


teas into this country. In that conversation it was remarked that so 
far had this great crime against the American people been perpetrated 
| by foreign nations engaged in the importation of teas into this country 
| that the very excrements of worms were sent over here and sold and 
| went into consumption among the people as tea. Now, sir, I know 
| well that the question of the adulteration of drugs is also a matter of 
| very seriousimportance. But in these closing hours of this Congress it 
| is, as gentlemen will understand, utterly impossible to expect to get the 
attention of the committee or the House for a sufficient time to correct 
these general abuses. We are therefore forced of necessity to limit our- 
selves to such special cases as may come before us from the committees 
of the House. If we can correct this wrong in regard to the importa- 
tion of teas we will have made at least one important step forward and 
have performed a great duty as wellasan act of justice that is demanded 
by the American people at the hands of an American Congress. It is 
at least a step forward and we can look to the next Congress for still 
further security. Let the vote be taken 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I shail vote for this bill. While it is 
| not general enough in its provision, it is a move in the right direction. 
Mr. RANDALL. I nowsend to the desk an amendment by author- 


who have examined this subiect for the past five years that a large proportion | 
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ity of the Committee on Ways and Means, to beadded at the end of the 
second section. This is prepared in order to meet the objections of one 
or two large importers of teas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, at the end of section 2: 

* Provided, That such further examination of such tea shall be made within 
three days after entry thereof has been made at the custom-house: And i 
JSurther, That the bonds above required shall also be continued for the payment 
of all custom-house charges which may attach to such merchandise prior to its 
being released or destroyed, as the case may be, under the provisions of this 
act,”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 offer a further amendment as a new section to 
be added to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the power to énforce the 
provisions of this act by appropriate regulation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INTEREST ON JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. By authority of the Committee on 
the Judiciary I cali up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 4437) 
to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to interest on judgments rendered by the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 1090 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1090. In cases where the judgment appealed from is in favor of the 
claimant, or the same is affirmed by the Supreme Court, interest thereon at the 
rate of 5 per cent. shall be allowed from the date of its presentation to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for payment as aforesaid, but no interest shall be allowed 
subsequent to the aflirmance unless presented for payment to the Secretary of 
the Treasury as aforesaid.” 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection under the rule to the present con- 
sideration of the bill called up by the gentleman from Georgia ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I submit that I amentitled to five min- 
utes by way of explanation of the bill before objections can be called 
for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled, if he desires it, before 
objection is asked for, to have the report read for five minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The language of the ruleas modified 
on yesterday is that the report.may be read for five minutes oran expla- 
nation in lieu thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is correct, and will 
be recognized before the objection is asked for under the rule. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I could have the report read accom- 
panying this bill, but I can make an explanation perhaps in briefer 
terms which will be equally satisfactory to the House. 

The act of March 3, 1863, chapter 92, section 7, 12 United States Stat- 
utes, page 766, provides as follows: 

In all cases of final judgments by said court— 

Which is the Court of Claims— 
oron ages by the said Supreme Court where the same shall be affirmed in 
favor of the claimant, the sum due thereby shall be paid out of any general ap- 
propriation made by law for the payment and satisfaction of private claims on 
presentation to the of the Treasury of a copy of said judgment, cer- 
tifled by the clerk of said Court of Claims, &c. 

In the codification of the laws in the Revised Statutes at section 
1090 that statute is printed exactly as it was in 1863, except that the 
word ‘‘or’’ was changed to ‘‘and.’’ Whether this was done by a mis- 
take or by design we of course do not know. But the committee think 
— it does not really change the law, and that it would read prop- 
erly: 

In all cases of final judgments by said court, or in all cases of appeal by the 
said Supreme Court, where the same shall be aflirmed or not reversed. 

Now, in some of the States a judgment is superseded when the case 
is taken to the supreme court, and consequently there is no subsisting 
judgment, and that may explain why the revisers used the . 
The habit has been here in the Supreme Court when a judgment is af- 
firmed to send it back to the Court of Claims for final judgment. Un- 
der strict, literal construction of this statute as now printed by Mr. 
Lawrence it has been held that no final judgment bears interest unless 
that judgment was also carried to the Supreme Court and there affirmed 
by the opinion of the court, on the ground that there is no concurrence of 
final judgment below and aflirmance by the Supreme Court, as there is 
no judgment of the Supreme Court affirming the judgment below. The 
whole of the change, as will be seen, was made by making this word 
‘or’? read ‘‘and.’’ ‘‘Or’’ is the word originally used in the statute 
and is the right word, and the Judiciary Committee report unanimously 
that it is the proper word. Therefore I am instructed to ask the House 
to pass this bill so that this change may be properly made. 





The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was almost impossible to understand i 
bill is from the hurried reading of it from the desk. I OMe ade 
unanimous consent that it be again read for the information of the 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think under this rule, unless 
by unanimous consent, the bill could again be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for its reading. 

There being no objection, the bill was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and : 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Committee on Banking and Currency was called. No measure 
was called up on behalf of that committee. 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was called. 

ASSAY OFFICE AT DEADWOOD, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I am instructed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures to call up from the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bill (H. R. 1887) to 
establish an assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to establish an assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory 
of Dak the said assay office to be conducted under the provisions of title 37 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be constructed a suitable building at Deadwood, in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, for the purpose of said assay office, and provide the same with 
the necessary fixtures and apparatus, at a cost not exeasliings $50,000, which sum 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether the rule under which 
this report is made supersedes the rule which requires all bills appro- 

ao money to have their first consideration in Committee of the 

ole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does, because it leaves it in 
the power of five members to object to consideration at all. This isa 
special rule which allows any bill to be called up; and such a bill when 
called up is not subject to any point of order, but is only subject to the 
objection of five members. And it is stated in the rule that it is to be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. There is a Senate bill of the same tenor which 
I would like to substitute for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill which the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia desires to substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (5. 1604) to establish an a office at Deadwood, in the Territory of 
ota. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to establish an assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory 
of Dakota, the said assay office to be conducted under the provisions of title 37 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be constructed a suitable building at wood, in the 
Territory of Dakota, for the purpose of said assay office, and provide the same 
with the necessary fixtures and apparatus, at a cost not ex ng $50,000, which 
sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotm An] asks 
that the report be read. ‘That will be done ander the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is a parliamentary in- 
quiry which I desire to make. I suppose the gentleman from Califor- 
nia is not entitled to bring the Senate bill before the House unless he 
is instructed by his committee so to act. 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Iam instrncted by the committee so to act. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Weights, and Measures, to whom was referred 
the bill (HL, R. 1887) to establich aw Seay office In the sity of Deadwood, in the 
Territory of Dakota, respectfully report the same back to the House with the 
recommendation that the same do pass. 

It was shown that the city of Deadwood, in the Black Hills, Dakota, is the 

cipal voy that region, and in the midst of the gold mines. Although 
hese mines have been discovered but for a short time and are now in the in- 
fancy of their development, the product of gold for the year ending June 30, 
1881, was $1,500,000, and the amount will be much larger for the year ending June 

1882. The uct of these mines in the mints and assay of- 
— at the United tes is shown to have been $10,644,000 in gold, up to June 


There are a great number of undeveloped mines of gold and silver and very 
rich placer diggings, and it is the opinion of your committee that the product 
of the - io polet. will be greatly stimulated by the establishment of an as- 
say t. 
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Mr. HASELTINE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question. 
jection? 

More than four members objected. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The Committee on Commerce was called. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, was recognized. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. In this call will not the reports of committees take 

ence in the order in which they have been authorized by the 
committees ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not exactly understand the gen- 
tleman’s point. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it in the discretion of the Chair to recognize one 
member of a committee in preference to another ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair i one member on behalf of 
the Committee on Commerce, who states that he is authorized to call 
up a bill. 

MM. WHITE. I was authorized by the Committee on Commerce at 
the last session to call up a bill which is now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That would not bring it under the rule. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I call up from the Calendar of the 
‘Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bill (H. 
R. 657) to increase the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have the ruling of the Chair on the ques- 
tion of privilege or of order which I raise. I make the point that I am 
entitled to report the bill which I was instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce last session under this rule to callup. It is a prior order of 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. But that was under another rule; not the same 
yule we are acting under now at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I was instructed to bring it up whenever I could. 

The SPEAKER. But thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLANE] 
is recognized, and the Chair understands is authorized by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to call up the bill which he has indicated. The Chair 
-can recognize but one member on behalf of 2 committee. 

Mr. WHITE. But I raise a question of order on ~vhich I desire the 
ruling of the Chair. The Speaker decided this morning a similar ques- 
tion for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I will suggest to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. WHITE], that if he wants 
an explanation he should address himself to me. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill. 
was concluded, 

Mr. WHITE said: I object to the reading of more of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is not in order. 
The Clerk will finish the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, whicb. is 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the corps of medical officers of the Marine-Hospital 
Service shall hereafter consist of the Supervising Surgeon-General, who shall 
hereafter be designated as director-general, thirteen surgeons, one medical 
purveyor, and not to exceed twenty-five passed assistant and assistant surgeons. 

Sec. 2. That all original appointments into the Marine-Hospital Service shall 
be made to the grade of assistant surgeon, and shall be made by the President, 
upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, by and with the 

vice and consent of the Senate; and no person shall be so appointed until he 


shall have passed a satisfactory professional examination before a board of 
medical convened for that purpose. 
Sec, 3. That no assistant surgeon shall be promoted to the grade of passed as- 
it surgeon until he shall have served for a period of three years, and shall 

have passed a sa professional examination. 
Sec. 4. That vacancies occurring in the grades of director-general and medical 
peewee shall be filled by selection from the surgeons, and vacancies occurring 
n the grades of mand assistant surgeon shall be filled by promo- 
tion from the assistant and assistant surgeons, respectively; and all such 
selections and promotions shall be made by the President, by and with the ad- 
pe consent of the Senate, and upon the recommendation of the Secretary 
Sec. 5. That the compensation of the medical purveyor and of surgeons shall 
per annum ; for passed assistant surgeons, $1,800 per annum; and for 
assistant surgeons $1,600 per annum; and this shall be in lieu of al! other com- 
or emoluments whatsoever, 4 and provided that when serving 
at a hospital, a. and lights shall be furnished where there are quar- 
ters bel. ing to the United States; and all salaries shall be paid from the ma- 


Is there ob- 


Before the reading 


Sxc.6. That the President is authorized to appoint, by and withthe advice and 
consent of the Senate, upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the medical purveyor, surgeons, pessed assistant surgeons, and assistant 
surgeons in the service at the date of the passage of this act. 

Sec, 7. w serving on boardsor other duty with officers of the revenue- 
cutter service surgeons shall have the same assimilated rank as captains, passed 
assistant su the same as first lieutenants, and assistant surgeons the same 
as second lieutenants. 

Sec. 8. That at ports where the number of sick and disabled seamen applying 
for relief is not large enough to warrant the assignment of a regular medical 
officer the director-general may, withthe approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 

into contract with a private physician to act inthe stead of a medical 


enter 
’ 
theres weak ports. The compensation of physicians serving under contract | 


shall in no case e Secretary 
the xceed $1,000 per annum, and shall be fixed by the Secretary of 


according to the extent of the services required. 
Src. 9. That stewards shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
“ary not to exceed one foreach marine hospital or reliefstation of the first class ; 
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Provided, That whenin any hospital the number of patients exceeds sixty an ad- 
ditional steward may be appointed. No person shall hereafter be appointed 
steward unless he shall produce evidence that he is skilled in pharmacy and 
qualified to actasapothecary. The Secretary ofthe Treasury is further authorized 
to employ such engineers, attendants, and laborers as may be necessary for the 
proper management of the hospitals, and he is authorized to fix the rates of 
compensation for persons so employed; and stewards, engineers, attendants, and 
laborers shall be paid from the marine-hospital fund. 

Src. 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to appoint such clerks 
and copyists in the office of the director-general as may be necessary, not to 
exceed ten of the former and two of the latter, and he is also authorized to ap 
point one messenger and three laborers; and persons so appointed and em- 
ployed shall receive the same compensation as other employés of the same classes 
in the Treasury Department, and their compensation shall be paid from the ma 
rine-hospital fund. 

Sec. 11. That the director-general, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is authorized to detail a passed assistant or assistant surgeon to act as 
chief clerk, and to detail a steward to act under the direction of the medical pur 
veyor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

TheSPEAKER. Thereport willbe read. [Mr. WHITE rose. ] 
what purpose does the gentleman from Kentucky rise ? 

Mr. WHITE. I desire tomake a statement as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WHITE. As to the consideration of this bill at this time 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will not try a question of that kind. 
must stand on the statement of the member calling up the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to make an explanation 
in a matter personal to himself it will come in better after this call. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say the committee has had no meeting —— 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I state that I was authorized to call 
up this bill; and I do not choose the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 
WHITE; shall interpose himself between the House and any statement 
of mine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN ] asks 
that under the rule the report be read, and the Clerk will now read it 
The Clerk began the reading of the report, but before concluding, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said: The five minutes allowed under 
the rule will not be sufficient for the reading of thu report. I can make 
an explanation in less time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Maryland will be entitled to tive 
| minutes under the rule. 
| Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I know that very well. The report 
| can not be read in the five minutes allowed by the rule, and I think I 
| can perform my duty most intelligibly by making an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. MCLANE] can occupy the remainder of the time allowed for 
reading the report in an explanation. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. How much time? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to make an explanation 
in lieu of the reading of the report. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. The House will observe that the three 
sections of this bill simply put in form of law the Treasury regulations 
now in force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand this time is being occupied instead 
of reading the report, but it does not do away with the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. This hospital service, as members know 
very well, is maintained by a tax on the sailor; and excepting a law 
which authorizes the appointment of a surgeon-general, the entire ser- 
vice is under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. From time 
to time Treasury circulars have been issued regulating the number of 
assistant surgeons and the mode of their assignment to duty. 

This bill provides that the existing officers and the whole hospital 
service as now regulated by Treasury circulars shall be regulated by 
law, and the various sections of this bill are merely to give the force of 
law to the Treasury circulars now in existence. ‘There is no increase 
of expense, no increase of officers; none authorized now or hereafter. 

The bill merely makes this service a legal organization, and requires 
the President and the Senate to make the appointments which are now 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury. The bill merely puts in the 
shape of law the Treasury circulars now in force. 

This bill has been framed upon the recommendation of the Treasury 
Department, and in consequence of an inspection of the whole hospital 
service by two competent civil inspectors. It provides for no increase 
of force and no increase of expense. 

Mr. KING. Does this bill continue the present officers in service ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. No longer than they would now be 
continued in office. The bill provides for a proper examination of the 
surgeons before they are appointed, and also provides that they shall 
be appointed by the President and Senate instead of by the Secretary 
of the Treasury as now. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are opposed to the present considera- 
| tion of the bill which has been read will rise and stand until counted. 

[Counting.] There are six gentlemen rising, and the bill is not before 
the House tor consideration. 


For 


As to what? 


It 
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Mr. CANNON. How much time of the hour is left? 

The SPEAKER. About six minutes. 

Mr. TUCKER. The Speaker just now announced that six members 
objected to the consideration of the bill called up by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McLANE.] I was standing here but did not in- 
tend to object. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman was notcounted. There were three 
on one side of the House and three on the o-her objecting. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I would ask the Chair to submit the 
question again. 

TheSPEAKER. If there is any doubt about it, the Chair will again 
submit the question. As many as are opposed to the consideration of 
the bill called up by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLANE] 
will rise and stand until counted. [Counting.] Evidently more than 
a sufficient number, and the bill is not before the House. 


AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER. he next committee in order is the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
[Mr. VALENTINE] has a bill to present to the House; he was in his 
seat a moment since. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I am instructed by the Committee on Agricult- 
ure to call up House bill No. 6920, to create an agricultural commission, 
reported from the Committee on Agriculture with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read as proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill, but, before concluding, 

Mr. VALENTINE said: I understand that the hour is about out, 
and if the bill can be printed in the Recorp I will not ask for its read- 
ing now. It will have to be read again in the morning before being 
acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not like to have another 
committee called this morning. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No, sir, I would not. 
read the bill. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: 


Let the Clerk go on and 


Be it enacted, &c., That a commission is hereby created, to be called “the ag- 
ricultural commission,’ which shall consist of nine members, neither of whom 
shall have any interest whatsoever, directly or indirectly, in any company or 
corporation performing any part of the work of a common carrier. 

Sec, 2. That the President of the United States shall, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners, one of whom, the first 
named, shall be the president of the commission, and one of whom, to be chosen 
by the commission, shall be its secretary. The commission may employ a ste- 
nographer and a messenger, and in the event that its investigations are made by 
committees, each to consist of not less than three commissioners, it may employ 
two additional stenographers and two additional messengers. The commission- 
ers shall receive as compensation for their services, each at the rate of $10 per 
day, when engaged in active duty as such, and actual traveling and other nec- 
essary expenses; and said compensation and expenses, together with the nec- 
essary expenses of the commission, shall be audited and paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, out of af moneys in the Treasury not otherwise seqccoutes: A 

Sec. 3, That it shall be the duty of said commission to thoroughly investigate 
the movement of the agricultural products of the United States from the points 
where produced to their final market, the actual cost of such movement to the 
common carrier thereof, the charge to the shipper by the carrier, and all matters 
which practically affect the difference between the price received by the pro- 
ducer of a given article and the price paid therefor by its consumer. And the 
words “agricultural products,’ as herein used, are to be understood in their 
broadest scope, and as including all crops, animals, or articles sold from Ameri- 
can farms, 

Sec. 4. That in the execution of this duty said commission, either as a whole 
ov by a committee of three, may visit such places in the United States as it shall 
deem expedient. And it is hereby empowered to investigate the books and 

ers of any company or corporation performing in the United States the serv- 
ice of a common carrier of agricultural products ; and in order that full and ade- 
quate justice shall be had between said company or corporation and the people 
said commission shall investigate and report upon all questions relating to the 
establishment and maintenance of reasonable and just interstate transportation 
tariffs ; and said commission is empowered to issue subpcenas for the attend- 
ance of witnesses, toudminister the oath thereto, and to take the testimony, un- 
der oath or otherwise, of any owner, officer, agent, or employé of any company 
or corporation performing said service of a common carrier, and the testimony 
of other persons touching any point of the general inquiry herein assigned to 
the commission. Such witnesses shall receive the compensation and mileage of 
witnesses before a district court of the United States. And in case any person, 
when duly summoned, shall willfully fail or refuse to appearand testify before 
said commission or one of its committees, it shall be the duty of the judge of the 
district or circuit court of the United States for the district or circuit in which said 
commission or committee is then sitting, and upon its application, to issue an 
attachment for such witness and compel him to attend before the commissioners 
and give his testimony upon such matters as shall be aartpern | uired by them; 
and said court shall have power to punish for contamnes ee n other cases of re- 
fusal to obey its process and order. The commission 1 hold its first meeting 
within forty days from the passage of this act, and shall have power to make 
rey = rules and regulations as it may find necessary for the best performance of 
its duty. . 

Src, 5. That the commission shall make final report to Congress of the results 
of its investigations, and the testimony taken in the: course of the same, not 
later than the first Monday in December, 1883; and it shall cause the y 
as taken to be printed from time to time and distributed to members of 
by the Publie Printer; and shall also cause to be nted, for the use of Con- 
gress, 2,000 copies of its final re rt, together with the testimony, and such 
recommendations for protecting the Itural interests of the United States 
by cheapening and regulating the cost of the transportation of agricultural prod- 
ucts as It may deem most ve, 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill to create a commission to investigate 
and report upon the transportation of agricultural products, and for other pu>- 
poses,’ 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I make the point that the hour 
has expired. 
The SPEAKER. The hour has expired, 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEIRCE, trom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

_A bill (H. R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30 
1884, and for other purposes. * : 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a report of the contiagent expenses of the 
Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 

SANDWICH ISLANDS SUGAR. 

Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: . 

Resoived, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
House all correspendence between officers of the Treasury Department or be- 
tween those officers and any other person or persons, and all orders or decisions 
by the Department respecting the execution of so much of the Hawaiian treaty 
of 1875, and the law of 1876 to enforce tho same, as relates to Sandwich Islands 
sugar. 4 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to give notice that the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads will on Tuesday next report the final post- 
route bill. Gentlemen who wish post-routes included in the bill will 
be kind enough to send memoranda thereof to the committee-room. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. MILLER. At the request of the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections [Mr. CALKINS], I submit the report of that committee on 
the contested-election case of Lee vs. Richardson, from the first Con- 
gressional district of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution accompanying this report will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Samuel Lee have leave to withdraw his papers; and this cxse 
is dismissed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. This report will be printed and will lie over. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I submit the views of a minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the case just reported upon. I ask that these 
views be printed with the majority report. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the views of the minority 
of the committee will be printed in connection with the report. 

There was no objection. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with amendments, the bill (S. 1821) 
prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to be placed on the House Calendar and the accompanying report 
printed. 

COINAGE. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask unanimous consent that the testimony of the 
Director of the Mint taken by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures be published for the use of members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. . 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask unanimous consent that the naval appropri- 
ation bill be taken from the Speaker’s table, and, with the amendments 
of the Senate, referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, now on the Speaker’s table with amend- 
ments of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and the amendments ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. BURROWS, of I am directed by the Select Commit- 
tee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River to submit the report 
which I send tothe desk. I ask that the report, with the tes- 
timony, be printed for the use of the House and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. I will state that certain gentlemen of the com- 
mittee desire to submit minority views. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report, togethe: with 
the accompanying papers, including the testimony, will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH rose. . ; ; ; 

Mr. THOMAS. Before this matter is finally disposed of, I desire to 
ask leave to file the views of the minority. : ; 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was precisely the point to which I de- 
sired to call the attention of the Chair. The chairman of the committee 
[Mr. BurRows, of Michigan] asked that leave; but I presume the Chair 
did not hear his statement. —_ , args 

The SPEAKER. TheChairsupposed the views of the minority were 
ready to be submitted now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They will be handed in within twenty-four 

hours. / ears 7 

‘ The SPEAKER. The viewsof the minority, according tothe usage, 
will, when presented, be printed with the majority report and take the 
same course. ‘ | 

Mr. THOMAS. Asthe report just presented has not been examined 
by those members of the committee desiring to present minority views, 
Task that the time within which those views may be filed be extended 
beyond the usual twenty-four hours. 

The SPEAKER. Then they will have to be printed separately. 
That is a matter to be settled by gentlemen themselves. « 

SOUTHERN EXPOSITION, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to present two reports from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. The first is the bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the 
Southern exposition to be held in the city of Louisville, State of Ken- 
tucky, in the year 1883. ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have this bill con- 
sidered at the present time? 

Mr. KELLEY. I would be very glad to have it considered now. It 
simply provides, in accordance with past precedents, for admitting 
free of duty, under Treasury regulations, goods intended for this ex- 

ition. 

The SPEAKER. ; 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., Thatall articles which shall be imported forthe sole purpose 
of exhibition at the Southern exposition at Louisville, Kentucky, to be held in 
the year 1883, shall be admitted without the payment of duty, or of customs fees 
or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe: ided, That all such articles as shall be sold in the United States, or 
withdrawn for consumption therein, at any time after such importation, shall be 
subject to the duties, if any, imposed on like articles by the revenue laws in force 
at the date of importation: And provided further, That in case any articles im- 
ported under the provisions of this act shall be withdrawn for consumption, or 
shall be sold without payment of duty as required by law, all penalties prescribed 
by the revenue laws shall be applied and enforced against such articles and 
against the persons who may be guilty of such withdrawal or sale. 

Sec. 2. That medals, with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions, com- 
memorative of said Southern exposition, and of the awards to be made to’ex- 
hibitors thereat, be prepared at some mint of the United States, for the board of 
directors thereof, subject to the provisions of the fifty-second section of the coin- 
age act of 1873, upon the payment of a sum not less than the cost thereof; and 
all the provisions, whether penal or otherwise, of said coinage act against the 
counterfeiting or imitating coins of the United States, shall apply to the medals 
struck and issued under this act. 

Sec. 3. That with the approval of the Director of the National Museum, any 
portion of the collections thereof may be exhibited at said Southern exposition, 

rmission to remove the same from the National Museum being hereby granted: 
Provided , That said removal can be made without loss or expense to the Gov- 
ernment. And, upon the same conditions, permission is also granted for the 
exhibition of articles in charge of other bureaus and Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Src, 4. That upon the passage of this act the Secretary of State shall notify 
the consuls, consular agents, and other representatives of our Government in 
foreign countries of the time and place of holding said Southern exposition, 


together with thé fact that all articles intended therefor will be admitted free of 
duty, as provided herein. 


* The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


‘passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL MINING AND INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION AT DENVER. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now ask by unanimous consent to report back 
from the Committee on Ways and Means the bill (H. R. 7597) to admit 
free of duty articles intended for the national mining and industrial 
exposition to be held at Denver, in the State of Colorado, during the 
year 1883, for present consideration. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is precisely similar to the bill which has just 

n and it does not take a cent out of the Treasury. 
Mr. KELLEY. The same bill precisely. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If it is similar to the bill just passed, I do not ob- 


ject to it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk will 
read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c,, That allarticles which shall be imported for the sol Os 
-of exhibition at the national mining and industrial capedition to be held at. the 


- tity of Denver, in the State of Colorado, in the year 1883, shall be admitted with- 





Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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outthe payment of duty or of customs fees or sharges under such regulationsas the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, Thatall such articles as shall 
be sold in the United States or withdrawn for consumption therein at any time 
after such importation shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed on like arti- 
cles by the revenue laws in force at the date of the importation: Provided further, 
That in case any articles imported under the provisions of this act shall be with 
drawn for consumption or shall be sold without payment of duty as required by 
law, all the penalties prescribed by the revenue laws shall be applied and en- 
forced against such articles and against the persons who may be guilty of such 
withdrawal or sale. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MORNING HOUR DISPENSED WITH. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 
with. 
The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) 
SUNDRY 


I now move that the morning hour be dispensed 


CIVIL BILL. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 
poses, reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union with sundry amendments. The Clerk will report the pend 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the legal representatives of Hon. Andrew S. Herron 


of the 
gressional district of Louisiana the sum of $5,000, 


sixth Con 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 59 

Mr. KING. I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted, and the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We might as well have the yeas and nays 

Mr. WASHBURN. Idemand the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Lev the amendment be again read 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a suggestion to the 
House, and I believe by unanimous consent it will indulge me for one 
moment. By the vote taken 2 moment ago it would seem that this 
amendment would be voted down. There isa paragraph in thissundry 
civil appropriation bill paying to the legal representatives of the late 
Dr. Updegraff $6,000 for one year’s salary for the Forty-eighth Congress 
I ask the House to allow this bill to be recommitted to the Committee 
on Appropriations and that clause stricken out, so we may pass the bill 
without doing such injustice as will be done if the paragraph relating 
to the estate of Dr. Updegratf is allowed to remain in the bill while 
that relating to the legal representatives of Mr. Herron is omitted. For 
myself I would prefer that both should be eliminated from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. ATKINS. ILask by unanimous consent the bill may be recom 
mitted. Task the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in charge 
of the bill to consent to its being recommitted to the Committee on 
Appropriations, so that the clause paying the legal representatives of 
Dr. Updegraff $6,000 may be eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. The yeasand nays have been ordered on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I hope that this House will do for the estate 
of Mr. Herron what has been done in this bill for the estate of Dr. 
Updegraff. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. ATHERTON. 
on both paragraphs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This bill hav- 
ing gone beyond its second reading, is it not in order to move that it 
be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions 
to strike out the paragraph paying $6,000 to the Updegraff estate ? 

The SPEAKER. It may later on. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to say, Mr. Speaker, a single word, and I 
hope there will be no objection to my doing so. I believe this case of 
Mr. Herron stands precisely on the same ground as that of Dr. Upde- 
graff. Ifone remains in the bill the other should be there too, and I 
hope this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. McCOOK. And so do I. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe they both stand on the same ground 

Mr. ATHERTON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. lLIask unanimous consent. I said yesterday that I 
did not believe as an individual member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations this amount should be voted to the estate of Dr. Updegraff, 
and that it was only reported by that committee in consideration of 
the precedent which had been established. If both paragraphs, that 
for the Herron estate as well as that for the Updegraff estate, can be 


at once 


Debate is not in order. 
I hope the House will give us a chance to vote 
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voted out, very well; but as that can not be done, and the ph 
relating to the estate of Dr. Updegraff remains in the bill, I hope then 
that both will be inserted. 

Mr. JOYCE. And TI hope they will both be kept in the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to ask whether there is any way under 
the parliamentary practice to make a motion to strike out the $6,000 
voted to the estate of Dr. Updegraff ? 

Mr. MILLER. Only by recommitting the bill with instructions to 
the committee to strike it out. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the pend- 
ing amendment, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, nves 150, not vot- 
ing 88; as follows: 








YEAS—5S3. 
Atkins, Dibrell, Jorgensen, Rosecrans, 
Belford, Dunnell, Joyce, Ross, 
Blackburn, Forney, Kenna, Speer, 
Blanchard, Harmer, King, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Butterworth, Heilman, Le Fevre, Townsend, os 
Cat penter, Hewitt, G. W. Mackey, Upd 4 
Chace, Hiscock, McLane, Robt. M. Upson, 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Moore, Valentine, 
Clark, Hooker, O'Neill, Van Horn, 
Cravens, Horr, Phister, Willis, 
Culberson, Houk, Randall, Wilson. 
Davis, George R. Hubbell, Reagan, 
Deering, Hubbs, Robertson, 
Dezendorf, Jones, George W. Robeson, 
NAYS—1L0, 
Aiken, Dugro, Lynch, Sherwin, 
Aldrich, Ermentrout, Manning, Shultz, 
Anderson, Evins, Matson, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Armfield, Farwell, Chas. B. McClure, Singleton, Otho R. 
Atherton, Farwell, Sewell 8S. MeCook, Smalls, 
Barbour, Fisher, MeMillin, Smith, A. Herr 
Bayne, Flower, Miles, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Beach, Fulkerson, Miller, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bingham, Geddes, Mills, Sparks, 
Bisbee, Godshalk, Morey, Spooner, 
Bliss, Grout, Morrison, Springer, 
Bowman, Guenther, Moulton, Steele, 
Brewer, Gunter, Mutchler, Stockslager, 
Briggs, Hall, Neal, Stone, 
Browne, Hammond, John Oates, Strait, 
Brumm, Hardenbergh, 2, Talbott, 
Buchanan, Harris, Benj, W. Payson, Tucker, 
Buck, Hatch, Peelle, Turner, Henry G. 
Buckner, Hazelton, Peirce, Turner, 
Caldwell, o_o Pettibone, Tyler. 
Campbell. Hill, Phelps, Urner, 
Candler, Hitt, Pound, Vance, 
Caswell, Holman, Pp Wadsworth, 
Clements, House Ranney, Walker, 
Cobb, Humphrey, Ray Ward 
Colerick, Jacobs, Reed, Washburn, 
Converse, Jadwin, Reese, Watson, 
Cook, Jones, James K. Rice, John B Wellborn, 
Covington, Jones, Phineas, Rice, Wm. W West, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Casson ch, Wheeler, 
Cox, William R. Kelley, techie, , 
Crapo, Ketcham, Robinson, Geo, D. Whitthorne 
Cullen, nott, Robinson, Jas.8. Williams, Ghas, G 
Curtin, ay Russell, Willits, 
Davidson, I 4 Ryan, ise, George D. 
De Motte, Lewis, § " Wood, Walter A. 
Dingley, Lindsey Scranton, 
Dowd, Lord Shallenberger, 
NOT VOTING—88. 
Barr, Daves, Hutchins, Richardson, D. P. 
Belmont, Deuster, Klotz, Richardson, J. 8. 
Beltzhoover, Doxey, Latham, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Berry, Dunn, Leedom, Scovike, 
Black, Dwight, Marsh, Shelley, 
Bland, Ellis, Martin, Simonton, 
Blount, Errett, Mason, Skinner, 
Bragg, Ford, McCoid, Spaulding, 
Burrows, Julius C. . McKenzie, ylor, Ezra B 
Burrows, Jos. H. Garrison, McKinley, Thomas, 
Cabell, George, MeLean, Jas, H. Thompson, P. 8. 
Calkins. Gibson, Money, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Camp, Hammond, N. J Morse, Townshend, R. W. 
Cannon, Hardy, M ve, Van Aernam, 
Carlisle, I Henry 8. Muldrow, Van Voorhis, 
Cassidy, Haseltine, Murch, Wait, 
Cc mn, Haskell, Nolan, Warner, 
Cornell, Henderson, Norcross, Webber, 
Crowley, Herbert, Pacheco, Wikiams, Thomas 
Oatts, Herndon, Parker, W: Morgan R. 
Darrall, Hewitt, Abram 8. Paul, Wi Benj. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hoge, Rice, Theron M. Young. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. MASON with Mr. Hewrrrt of New York. 


Mr. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 


Mr. Erretr with Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. LATHAM. 

Mr. PacueEco with Mr. CABEL*.. 

Mr. BARR with Mr. Davis of Missouri. 


Mr. WEBBER with Mr, WISE of 


lvania. 


Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. 





Mr. Norcross with Mr. WILLLAMs of Alabama. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. MuLDROw. 

Mr. PARKER with Mr. SIMONTON. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. McCorp. 
» Mr. CANNON with Mr. Hammon of Georgia, on this vote. 

Mr. RicHarpson, of New York, with Mr. RicHarpson, of South 
Carolina, on this vote. 

Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, with Mr. DUNN, on this vote. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM with Mr. KLortz, on this vote. 

Mr. DWIGHT with Mr. BENJAMIN Woop. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I move to dispense with the reading of the 


names. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I object; let us have them read. 

The Clerk read the names of those voting, after which the result of 
the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Inow ask unanimous consent of the House that 
lines 1855, 1856, 1857, and 1858 be stricken from the bill, being the 
following words: 

To pe the legal representatives of Hon. J.T. Upteant d 
g ect 


, late mem- 


eceased 
ber of the Forty-seventh Congress and member-e to the Forty-eighth Con- 


gress, $6,000. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We will report upon the deficiency bill, if this re- 
quest is acceded to, an amount covering the salary of Mr. Updegraff 
for the unexpired portion of his term in the present Congress. And I 
therefore say to the gentleman from Ohio who rises to gbject to the 
unanimous consent asked that at the proper time, if objection is now 
made and insisted upon to the proposition which I have submitted, I 
shall move to recommit this bill to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions to have these lines stricken out, and therefore it will 
be seen that we can reach the object which I think is proper to be accom- 
plished in that manner. Instead, however, of wasting time by going 
through that formality, I hope this consent will be given. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will be able to judge whether it is wast- 
ing time or not when the House is called upon to take action on the gen- 
tleman’s motion. I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects. The Clerk will 
read the next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay the officers and employés of the House 
of Representatives borne on the annual and session rolls on the 3d day of March, 


1883, one month's extra pay at the compensation then paid them by law, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 


The question was taken, and the Speaker decided by the sound the 
““ayes’’ had it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 27. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. REAGAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that we may have a yea-and-nay vote on 
this proposition. ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the point of order is 
withdrawn that no quorum has voted. 

Mr.SPARKS. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 17 members only voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. 

Those opposed to taking the vote by yeas and nays were counted, 
and the Speaker announced that 135 members had risen. 

So the yeas and nays were refused; tellers on the yeas and nays were 
refused, and the amendment as reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill; but pending that I desire to ask if it is now in order tomove 
to recommit the bill to the committee with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, with or without instructions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the objection is to be withdrawn to 
the amendment I indicated being made by unanimous consent. I there- 
fore repeat the request, that by unanimous consent the words I have 

be stricken from the bill. , 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before withdrawing the objection I desire 
to say a word. I deem it unjust to withhold this payment from the 
heirs of Mr. Herron if it is allowed to the heirs of Mr. Updegraff; but the 
House has otherwise determined. I donot want to be understood, how- 
ever, in withdrawing this objection as ing the that the 
action of the committee was not a just and generous It was ap 
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act of grace on the part of the committee, it is true; but it is by grace 
only that the most of us will be saved, if at all; and Istand by my vote 
in the committee and in the House in favor of the proposition to pay to 
the families of these deceased Congressmen who died with the harness 
on the sums named in the bill. 


Mr. ATHERTON. The grace had better come out of your own pocket, 


n. 
a SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York that the lines he has indicated be stricken from the bill 
by unanimous consent? 
“There being no objection, the lines from 1855 to 1858, inclusive, were 
ordered to be stricken from the bill. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 


of the bill. 


The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


I now move the previous question on the passage 
I 4 


This beinga general appropriation bill, under the 


standing rules of the House the vote must be taken on its passage by 
yeas and nays. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 25, not 
voting 80; as follows: 





YEAS—186. 
Aiken, Doxey, Ketcham, Robinson, Jas, S. 
Aldrich, Dunn, King, Rosecrans, 
Atkins, Punnell, Lacey, Ross, 
Barbour, Dwight, Ladd, Russell, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Leedom, Ryan, 
Berry, Errett, Le Fevre, Scales, 
Bingham, Evins, Lewis, Seranton, 
Bisbee, FarweH, Chas. B. Lindsey, Shallenberger, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Sewell S. Lord, Sherwin, 
Blanchard, Fisher, Lynch, Smalls, 
Bliss, Forney, Mackey, Smith, A. Herr, 
Blount, Frost, Marsh, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Brewer, Fulkerson, Matson, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Briggs, Garrison, McCook, Sparks, 
Browne, Geddes, MeKinley, Spaulding, 
Brumm, Gibson, McLane, Robt. M. Speer, 
Buck, Godshalk Miles, Spooner, 
Buckner, Grout, Miller, Springer, 
Burrows, JuliusC. Guenther, Mills, Steele, 
Caldwell, Hall, Money, Stockslager, 
Calkins, Hammond, John Moore, Stone, 
Campbell, Harmer, Morey, Strait, 
Candler, Harris, Benj. W. Morrison, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Cannon, Heilman, Morse, Townsend, Amos 
Carpenter, Hepburn, Moulton, Turner, Henry G. 
Caswell, Herbert, Mutchler, Tyler, 
Chace, Hewitt, G. W. Neal, Updegraff, 
Clardy, ill, O'Neill, Wpson, 
Cobb, Hiscock, Page, Urner, 
Colerick, Hoblitzell, Payson, Valentine, 
Converse, oge, Peelle, Vance, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Holman, Peirce, Wadsworth, 
Covington, Torr, Pettibone, Walker, 
Crapo, Houk, Phelps, Ward, 
Cravens, Touse, Pound, Washburn, 
Culberson, Hubbell, Prescott, Wellborn, 
Cullen, Hubbs, Ranney, West, 
Curtin, Humphrey, Ray, Wheeler 
1, Jacobs, Reagan, White, 
Davis, George Jadwin Rice, John B. Williams, Chas. G. 
vis, Lowndes H. Jones, James K. Rich, Willis, 
Dawes, ones, Phineas Richardson, D. P. Willits, 
Deering, orgensen, Richardson, J.S. Wilson 
De Motte, Joyce, Ritchie, Wood, Walter A. 
Dezendorf, . n Robertson, Young. 
Dibrell, Kelley, Robeson, 
Dingley, <enna, Robinson, Geo. D. 
NAYS—25. 
Armfield, Cox, William R. Hatch, Singleton, Otho R. 
Atherton, Deuster, Manning, Turner, Oscar 
Beach, Dowd, McKenzie, Whitthorne, 
Buchanan, “ MeMillin, Wise, George D. 
Clark, Flower, Oates, 
Clements, Hardenbergh, Reese, 
Cook, Harris, Henry S. Singleton, J. W. 
NOT VOTING—®80. 
Anderson, Ellis, Mason, Shultz, 
rr, Ford, McClure, Simonton, 
Belford, George, McCoid, Skinner, 
Belmont, Gunter, McLean, Jas. H. Talbott, 
Bel Tr, Hammond, N.J. Mosgrove, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Black, Hardy Muldrow, Thomas, 
Bland, Haseitine, Murch, Thompson, P. B. 
Bowman, ell, Nolan, Thompson,Wm.G. 
rage, Hazelton, Norcross, Townshend, R. W. 
Burrows, Jos, H. Henderson, Pacheco, To er, 
mn. er, an Aernam, 
pean Hewitt, Abram S. Paul, Van Horn, 
Penge P r, Van Voorhis, 
Jariisie, Hooker, Randall, Wait, 
C y. Hi ns, Reed, Warner, 
pe > Jones,Geo.W. Rice, TheronM. Watsen, 
_ i, Klotz, ce, Wm, Webber, 
Ce ’ Knott, Robinson, Wm. E. Williams, Thomas 
Latham, ville, Wise, Morgan R. 
’ Martin, Shelley, Wood, Benjamin. 
So the bill was passed. 
The following additional were announced: 
Mr. PHISTER with Mr. WATSON. 
Mr. BELForD with Mr. H 


OOKER. 
Mr. HAZELToN, of Wisconsin, with Mr. JoNEs, of Texas. 
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I withdraw my vote, being paired with Mr, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

TheTesult of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mir. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to call up a privileged report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, in the matter of an additional 
member from the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. PAGE. Ihave been instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
at the first opportunity after the bill just passed, the sundry civil bill, 
should be disposed of, to call up the river and harbor bill. But as the 
gentleman from Georgia has an important matter which he desires to 
submit to the House, and I find that many members here were not ex- 
pecting the river and harbor bill to be brought up to-day, I desire it to 
be postponed till Monday; and I give notice now that on Monday morn- 
ing I shall move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Some motion might be made on Monday that might 
preclude the gentleman from proceeding with the bill in that way. 

Mr. PAGE. I did not hear distinctly the statement of the Chair. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr HoL_MAN] and other members of the 
select committee relative to appropriations for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River have stated to me that their report which has been sub- 
mitted to the House to-day will be printed by Monday. Many members 
desire to see that report in print, and of course I do not care to bring up 
the river and harbor bill until every one is ready to act upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman that next 
Monday may be suspension day. 

Mr. PAGE. I have talked that matter over, and as near as I cantfig- 
ure it out motions to suspend the rules will not be in order till Tues- 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at present is of a different opinion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suggest to the gentleman from California 
that inasmuch as the report of the Mississippi River Committee will not 
likely be printed till Tuesday, he give notice to bring up his bill on 
Tuesday. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not desire to call it up now so as to antagonize the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]; but I givenotice that Ishall 
call up the bill on Monday. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia allow me to make a short statement as to the Mississippi River 
matter? Reference has been made to the character of the improvement 
on the Mississippi River. Onmy motion aresolution was adopted by the 
House addressing to the Secretary of War an inquiry as to the condition 
of the works at Lake Providence Reach and Plum Point Reach. The 
Secretary of War in response to that resolution reported that as to Lake 
Providence no damage had been done. I have just received atelegram 
from the War Department, from General Wright, the Chief of Engineers, 
informing me that a report has been received this morning in relation to 
the damages at Plum Point and is now in course of transmission to the 
House. ‘The following is the telegram : 


BUSINESS. 


VAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 24, 1883. 
Hon. G. D. RoBinson : 


Reportin relation to damages at Plum Point sent to Secretary of War this morn- 
ing. In it Captain Knight states 1,475 feet of dike, or 7 per cent., carried away, 
H. G. WRIGHT. 

It is very important we should have that report before the river and 
harbor bill is acted on. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest that if we now proceed to consider the 
river and harbor bill we can go on with it until the report is received. 
The Mississippi item is in the latter portion of the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. But we do not want to be lim- 
ited to the five-minute debate on that important question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It can not be taken up without some pre- 
liminary motion. I myself will move to postpone it. 

Mr. PAGE. There is nothing to postpone; I have not called up the 
bill. 

Mr. RQBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
will go over. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 


ADDITIONAL MEMBER FROM NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the privileged question callea 
up by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], being the report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary on the subject of an additional mem- 
ber from Nebraska. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want more than the resolution 
of the committee read ? 


I understand that by consent it 


I call for the regular order. 














3248 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 24, 





Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to have the report and reso- 
lution read; the resolution is at the end of the report. 


The SPEAKER. It would take a long time to read it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I do not ask for the reading of the 
testimony. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that it would take 


from an hour to an hour and a half to read the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that 
by unanimous consent the report can be printed in the RecorpD, and 
the gentleman can state the substance of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will give direction to 
the matter. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I had consulted with the members of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, who thought that the report had bet- 
ter be read so that members might be better informed how to vote. 
But I have no disposition to consume time unnecessarily. 

I will therefore, at the suggestion of members, ask that the Clerk 
read Exhibit A, being the resolution of the House under which the ac- 
tion of the committee was had, and that the entire report be printed in 
the Recorp as if read. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk then read Exhibit A; and the entire report is as follows : 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the matter of Thomas 
J. Majors’s claim to be seated as a “*member contingent” from Nebraska, sub- 
mits the following report: 

That the committee was eepened upon, and thereby induced to report favor- 
ably in the case, is conceded by all. Mr. Wruits, who made the report, before 
the investigating committee made this statement: 

“The essential question of fact controlling the action of the paler of the 
committee was the incompleteness of the census of 1870, upon which the papas: 
tionment of representation to Nebraska was based. davits were used to show 
how inefficiently the census of that year had Leen taken; but the stron evi- 
dence of that fact was the alleged census of 1872 by the State, by which it was 
made to appear that the population in 1872 was nearly 228,000; and this, coupled 
: With affidavits that the immigration for 1871 had been light, demonstrated, asit 
was thought, conclusively that an accurate census in 1870 would have given a 
fraction over the 131,425—the basis of a single Representative—sufficiently large 
to have entitled Nebraska to another Representative. Hence the certified copy of 
the census of 1872 was an important factor in the conclusion arrived at.” ties.) 

The misinformation was in presenting the census of 1874 for that of 1872, when 
none had been taken for the latter year. 

The House directed this committee to “learn the facts touching this matter” 
and report “at its earliest convenience, at any time, how this misinformation 
occurred, and who is responsible therefor." 

Much testimony has been taken under that authority, a copy of which is hereto 
attached. It furnishes all the information believed to be necessary to answer 
the question propounded. A chronological statement of facts taken therefrom 
will greatly aidin making that answer. We proceed to give it, noting in paren- 
theses from time to time the pages at which the facts are treated. 

On the Ist of February, 1870, the act for taking the United States census went 
into effect. (29.) On the 2d of March, 1870, the ature of Nebraska passed 
a law requiring two Representatives to be elected in November, 1870, one to be 
called “ member of Congress contingent," and to “ be entitled to a seat only in 
_ rene Congress may declare Nebraska entitled to one additional mem- 

er.”’’ (29, 

Mr. La Masters was elected such “member contingent”’ at that election. 

The census was finished in January, 1871, and showed Nebraska's population 
to be but 122,923. The act of apportionment of Representatives took effect on 
the 2d of February, 1872. Under it the ——— necessary for a Representative 
was — But it gave Nebraska one Representative, as required by the Con- 
stitution. 

The lowest fraction of the ratio to which a Representative was by the act al- 
lowed was 85,928 to Rhode Island. Under a supplemental act of Con: ap- 
pa the 30th of May, 1872, nine other Representatives were allowed (as stated 

n the report in favor of it), “ in order to save eight States from a diminution in the 
number of their Representatives.’ Under that, Vermont, with a fraction of 
67,701, Florida, with a fraction of 56,323,and New York, with a fraction of 45,736, 
had an additional Representative each ; though none was allowed to South Caro- 
lina, with a fraction of 48,481, nor to West Virginia, with a fraction of 47,739, over 
. the representative ratio, (30.) 

Mr. La Masters, so elected “member contingent’’ in 1870, never applied for 
admission. The reason given by Messrs. Hawes and Majors for his failure was 
that he had an office in the Internal-Revenue Department which he would not 
quit. The true reason, we think, was t he was satisfied that he had no right 
to his seat under the law. In the evidence of Hawes and Majors his election is 
putas in 1872, but it is proved to have been in 1870. 
on Masters ceased to hold his internal-revenue office on the 2d December, 

72. : 

No other election for ‘member contingent’ occurred in Nebraska till Octo- 
ber, 1874, when Pat. O. Hawes was so elected to the Forty-fourth Co: . In 
the Forty-third Congress, on the 8th December, 1874, Mr. Crounse, of Nebraska, 
introduced a bill (H. R, 3845) to allow Nebraska an additional member, and it 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It wasthere referred to a sub- 
committee on the 11th of December, 1874, but no action on it appears. 

The Forty-fourth Con to which Mr. Hawes had been elected, began its 
session on the first Monday in December, 1875. On the 17th of that month Mr. 
Crounse presented Mr. Hawes’s papers, and they were referred to the Commit- 
tee onthe Judiciary. Onthe 10th of January, 1876, Mr. Knorr introduced papers 
relating to Mr. Hawes's case, and they were referred to the same committee. 


(154, 

While his case was there pending Mr. Hawes presented a brief, a printed copy 
of which is in the evidence. It stated that in 1870 Nebraska had but fifty coun- 
ties, but that out of her unorganized territory, which then was enumerated at 
235, she had since 1870 o: ized nineteen counties, which, at the time he spoke 
(in 1876) he said contained over 60,000 inhabitants. 

That brief invited attention to affidavitsof the governor of Nebraska ; Geo’ 

H. Roberts, her attorney-general; J. T. Hoile, United Statesmarshal; Joseph T. 
Allen, one of his deputies, and other prominent citizens of Nebraska, giving opin- 
ions as to the inaccuracy of the census of 1870 in their State. (74.) 

As to the State census it held this : 

** Reference is made to the certificates of secretary of the State of Nebraska, 
first, showing the a ape = under the State census of that portion of the State 
organized into counties at the time the United States census was taken, and to 
the other certificate of that officer, showing the population of the counties or- 
ganized out of the térritory reported as unorgan in the ninth United States 
census, 

“These certificates are from the records of the office of the secretary of the 































































































State of Nebraska, and exhibit a difference between the ninth census of the 
je qos the ~— 4 ———- one 160,009 inhabitants. 

o very ie mistake census of 1870, in the unorganized portio 
th» State of Nebraska, and reascning from analogy, it is but fair to Goummnn 
is as incorrect in other respects and particulars as it is in reference to the unor- 
ganized territory.” (78.) 

That he did not present any certificate as to a census of 1872 seems clear from 
the fact that in his brief, made in 1876, he spoke of the census as one— 

“Completed about two years ago, and returns made afterward, showing, ac 
cording to the certificates of the seeretary of state of Nebraska, hereto attached . 
her population to be 228,000."’ (73.) 

brief concluded witha note that “ the proofs referred to in the foregoing are 
now on file in the Judiciary Committee.” (80.) Mr. Hawes swearsthat he had 
school statistics, about twenty affidavits, &c., none of which were copied in his 
brief, but all of which he left with the committee. No report was ever made 
upon his case, nor does anything else appear about it in the records. 

The constitution of Nebraska made in 1866 provided for a State census in 
1875 and decennially thereafter. That of 1875 was taken, and on the 15th of Feb. 
rey 1877, her Legislature the follewing resolution, namely: 

“Whereas the census of the State of Nebraska taken by the Federal Goverr. 
ment in the year 1870 was incomplete and imperfect, failing to show the actua) 
number of joove then being in the State; and whereas the increase of popula- 
tion in the State since that time has been unprecedented in rapidity ; and whereas 
the people of Nebraska have elected an additional member of the Forty-fitth 
Congress: Therefore, 

** Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, That our Senators be in 
structed and our Representatives be requested to use all honorable means to 
procure the passage ofa law providing for the admission ofsaid member.’ (Laws 
of Nebraska, 1877, page 256.) 

In October, 1876, Thomas J. Majors had been elected “member contingent’ 
to the next Congress. A called session thereof began in October, 1877. On the 
29th of November, 1877, Mr. Welch, the Representative from Nebraska, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 774) to allow her an additional member after 3d March, 1877, 
because, as wasalleged in its preamble, the United States census of 1870 was in- 
correct, and because by “the State census since taken,” &c., “it is shown that 
my bene has sufficient population to entitle it to an additional Representative 
in Congress.’” 

It was referred to the Judiciary Committee on the 19th of March, 1878, and was 
then referredto a sub-committee. Thesub-committee reported 20th May, 1878. 
Pending consideration of the case, Mr. Majors submitted a brief, which is copied 
in the evidence. (80.) The body of it is almost a literal copy of Hawes's brief. 
The quotation from Hawes’s brief as to certificates and the affidavits and the 
note are exactly copied. The principal differences are these: He changed the 
language about the State census “completed about two years ago,”’ &c., and 
though he used Hawes’s language as to affidavits, and printed with his brief one 
of them, he printed none dated as early as 1875 except that one of Governor.Fur- 
nas. He printed one from Smith and one from said Joseph T. Allen, and a cer- 
tificate of Thayer, governor of Wyoming, butall these were dated in 1878. 

Mr. Welch had, on the 11th of February, 1878, obtained leave to withdraw the 
Hawes papers (136), and Mr. Majors swears that this was to use them in his case 
(58), and that he used such certificates as Hawes had, but is not sure whether he 
or Welch filed the same. (59. 

, ae after speaking af the enumeration of the unorganized Territory 
n 15,0, Said: 

“Since that time there have been organized out of this unorganized Territory 
nineteen different counties, showing, under the State census, a population of 
nearly 60,000 — (74.) 

The brief of Majors put that thus: 

**Ina portion of thissame Territory, organized into nineteen counties between 
1870 and 1872, a State census, taken under an act of the ture of 1872, re- 
turned a population of nearly 60,000 os pel (80.) 3 

This is the first introduction of “1872” as the date of the State census. Mr. 
Majors was inte in having the date ‘'1872" instead of ‘1874... But no 
certificate of any census was printed with that brief. 

In June, 1878, a roy toed of the sub-committee, by Mr. LAPHAM, reported in 
favor of seating Mr. jors. Mr. Stenger reported adversely, and his report 
was adopted by the committee. A minority of five aoe favorably. To 
their report were attached nine affidavits, but none which had been used by 
Hawes, except one, of Hoile, United States marshal, and all except that were 
dated between the 27th of February, 1878, and the 31st of May, 1878. It had also 
a copy of what — to be the State census of 1872, duly certified by Gos- 
per, secretary of state, on the 20th November, 1874. Its statement and argu- 
ments were practically a restatement of Mr. Majors’s brief. 

These majority and minority reperts were made on the 10th June, 1$878, and 
made the special order after the morning hour for 11th December, 1878. But in 
September, 1878, Mr. Welch died. Mr. Stajors was elected his successor, and 

was sworn in as such on the 2d of December, 1878, and his claim for a seat in 
that Congress as a ‘‘ member contingent” was heard of no more. He served out 
Welch's term, 
Mr. Majors was elected to the ny Rar Congress as “‘ member contingent,’ 
but never filed any credentials. So far as we know none were ever issued. 
He was again elected to the Forty-seventh Congress. His commission was 
filed and reierred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It was there being con- 
sidered, off and on, until the 24th of March, 1882, when the committee deter- 
mined to report in his favor. 

Mr. Majors printed a brief forthis application. (127.) It was like the last, ex- 
cept that “ certificatesare” was chan té “ certificate is,” and “exhibit” was 
changed to “ exhibits,” and the por on of the ninet ties was reduced 
from 60,000 to 35,000. Itis said he had this in the sub-committee room, but it 
does not appear that any of this committee saw either of the three briefs till 
this investigation disclosed them. ve 

On the Ist of April, 1882, Mr, Wr ITs, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
submitted a report § ©. 911, first session aay Sete Congress) favoring the 
seating of Thomas J. Majors asan additional Representative from Nebraska in 
the Forty-seventh Congress. The report alleged that the United States cen- 
sus of Nebraska in 1870, wh gave her only 122,993 population, was grossly 
wrong, that itought to have been 200,000 or more, use a census taken by the 





State inthe spring of 1872showed that Nebraska had in 1872 227,684 population. 
The om ev ce which could have brought the committee to that conclusion 
was sai nted yo of what was called such census of 1872, purporting to have 


been certified by John J. Gosper, secretary of state of Nebraska, on the 20th of 
ge 1874, contained in said House report No. 923 of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress. ' 

There was a weneelly oaste report. Butthat did notattack the correctness 


of the alleged census of 1872. No reason to doubt its genuineness or fairness» 
had then But on the Lithof April, 1 the writer stated to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary that he had discovered what purported to be the 


census of 1872 was in fact the census of 1874, and that no census was taken 
and compiled in 1872. After investigation the committee, on the 28th day of 
tion 1882, directed Mr. W1LL1Ts to ask the House to pass the following resolu- 

on . 


“Ww 


reas since the rt of the Committee on the Judiciary in favor of seat- 
was to the House doubts have arisen as to whether what was 





2 Mr. Majors as an itional member of the House of Representatives from 





presented to the committee as a duly certified copy of the census of that State 
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for the year 1872 was not in fact its census of 1874, and whether any census of 
that State had been taken ar-i compiled for 1872; and 

* Whereas the basis of that report was the opition tha: the aggregate popula- | 
tion of Nebraska, shown by the certified copy of the census produced, was its 
population for 1872, and not for 1874: — : ty 

“Resolved, That said bill be recoramitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with power to send for persons and papers, to learn the facts touching this mat- 
ter, and that it report at its earliest convenience, at any time, how this misin- 
formation occurred and who is responsible therefor.” 

It was not presented until the 2ist of June, 1882, and was then passed by the 


se. : : ' 
a the 24th June, 1882, a sub-committee began taking testimony and contin- 
ued during the last session of Congress and during this session. (See the evi- 
dence attached.) 


WHO RESPONSIBLE. 


Hawes seems to have ouleieeEy wessentes the certified copy of the State cen- 
susof Nebraska asthat of 1874. Thatit was the census of 1874 afinowadmit. The 
certificate of Gosper, secretary of state, marked it at the top ‘* Census of 1874,”’ and 
certified that it was taken “in the spring of 1874.""_It was published as the cen- 
sus of 1874, in the Nebraska house journal of 1875, and in Curley’s Nebraska 

98), which was deposited in the Congressional Library in February, 1875. 
Mr. Hawes must then have known that it was the first census of his State since 
the United States census of 1870. In his brief, made in 1876, asalready stated, he 
described it as a census taken “about two years ago.”” He spoke of nineteen 
new counties made since that census. Itis now known tous, and probably then 
was known to him, that part of those counties were organized in 1873. 

Mr. Hawes made many loose and incorrect statements in that brief, but did 
not make any false statement as to the date of the State census. His mention of 
the incorrectness of the United States census of 1870 seems not to have been to 
show that it was so far wrong as, if righted, would have then allowed Nebraska 
an extra member, but only as a reason why, under the correct census of 1874, such 
member should then be allowed under it. Such was the view of the Legislature 
of Nebraska, as shown by the resolution of 1877, ante (30), and Mr. Crounse’s bill, 
ante, 


MM MAJORS. 


Mr. Majors first applied and filed a brief in 1878, between 3lst May and 10th of 
June. By that time this census had been also published as the census of 1874 in 
the journals cf Nebraska’s Legislature for 1877, in the third volume of Johnson's 
Cyclopedia, deposited in the Congressional Library on the 6th of September, 
1876, and in the annual report of the secretary of state of Nebraska for 1877. 

He had the certified copy of the census qpubtiohes as that of 1872 in H. R. 923, 
ante) in his possession. (59.) Welsh withdrew it from the House files for Mr. 
Majors’s benefit. : } 

On the llth February, 1878 (136), Mr. Majors was in Washington urging his ad- 
mission. Hawes wasaway sick. (161.) After Messrs. VALENTINE, Hawes,and 
Majors had testified in this investigation, when all supposed the original certifi- 
cate of the State census, published in the report as that of 1872, was lost, it was 
found among the House records, It is the same which Hawes had in 1876, for 
the footing, ** 227,923,” is in Hawes’s handwriting, but the figure ‘4’ in ** 1874,” 
at the top and in the certificate had been changed toa ‘2.”’ This is plain even 
to a casual observation. That certificate is attached to the original report of the 

rity and minority of the committee. When the report of Mr. Stenger was 
written, so little attention had been paid to the date that he left a blank there- 
for. It was filled with the figures 1872." Hisargument would have been prac- 
tically the same had ‘‘ 1874” n inserted in lieu of * 1872,’ for he demurred and 
stood upon the question of law. 

Mr. LAPHAM (now Senator) wrote the minority report. In it he had interlin- 
eations anderasures. He had Mr. Welch or Mr. Majorsto have it copied. Who 


wrote thecopy isnot known. Welchis dead. When Mr. LAPHAM received the 
copy he added thereto: : 
mn Tn confirmation of the views heretofore expressed, your committee refer to 


a portion of the affidavits submitted, hereto annexed, and also to a certified copy 
of the census of 1872, also hereto annexed.” 

He and those who agreed with him then signed his report. After that the 
affidavits and census certificate were attached. Who attached them we know 
not. After they were attached Mr. LAPHAM made the proper indorsement to 
iden the report, delivered it to the House, and it was printed. (161.) (See 


ropes ante, x 
he Hawes brief of 1876 spoke of the population of nineteen counties, made 
“since the last census’? of the United States. The United States census of 1870 
enumerated fifty-three counties, while that called the State census of 1872 (but 
really of 1874) enumerated but fifty-nine counties. But nine other counties ex- 
in 1874 which were not enumerated in said census of 1874. How did he 
get the number nineteen? The laws of Nebraska created new counties which 
could not be organized till they contained two hundred inhabitants each. The 
censuses of 1870and 1874 covered forty-nine organized counties. But sixty-eight 
counties were enumerated in the censuses of 1860, 1870, and 1874. Eighteen were 
created but not organized prior to the census of 1874. (Four of that eighteen 
were not organi till 1873, in January, April, May,and July.) One other, Cal- 
houn, enumerated in 1860, was not enumerated in 1870 or 1874. Deducting from 
the whole number, sixty-eight, the organized number, forty-nine, makes nine- 
teen for the remainder. 2. 
he statement in Hawes’s brief may have been literally true when he spoke 
in 1876 that they had been organized “since the last census,”’ but was obviously 
false when e by Majors’s brief to have been organized ‘“‘ between 1870 and 
1872." And mark that that was the first mention of ‘‘1872” as the date of the 


State census by any Raper appearing in the case. 
Mr. rs copied Mr. Hawes’s gross falsehood that these nineteen counties 
contai 60,000 inhabitants. In fact, by the census of 1874, all those not in the 


said forty-nine contained but 29,038 inhabitants. In his last brief he substituted 
35,000 for 60,000. (179.) Neither Hawes nor Majors could name the counties. 
wes swore he had handed a list to the committeeman, Mr. Hurd. The tabula- 
tion at page 112, made long before the original certificate was found, named fif- 
teen counties organized in 1871, 1872, and 1873, but never enumerated till 1874. 
the orginal certificate of the census was found (on 22d July, 1882), the 
counties appeared numbered thereon, in pencil, from 1 to 44, inclusive, leaving 
those identical fifteen names unnumbered. (161.) Who madethe numbers does 
not appear. 

When Mr, Majors testified on the 6th of July, 1882, he said he was uncertain 
whether he had the actual oy of the original certificate printed in re- 
Feet eas, ante, (59.) But when Mr. Hawes was testifying on the 12th of July, 
1882, about that original and was asked whether Richardson County was not 
‘ "and not actually enumerated, he did not know. But Mr. Majors 
interrupted him with “ my recollection is that it was.” (105.) 

When the original certificate of the State census was afterward found, the 
word “ estimated” was found opposite * Richardson,” but crossed so as not to be 
printed. (160.) This had been suggested in the minority report because its pop- 
ulation was even 15,000. (41. 

Mr. Hawesswore that he left with this original certified censvs fifteen or twenty 

Mr. Majors’s brief quoted the exact language of Hawes as 


the old lot appears but one of Governor Furnas. All the 


Majors were dated in 1878, and no paper attached ment 
State census. 


others used bw Mr 
ioned any date for the 


The minority report in this Congress against seating Mr. Majors was submitted 
to the committee on the 18th of February 
On that day the following dispatch came to Washington, District of ¢ unbia, 
namely: 
LINCOLN, Fel 1 1S. 1882 
To Tuos. J. MANNERS, 
National Hotel, Washington, D. C 
No State census taken in Nebraska for 1872 
Ss. J. ALEXANDER 
Secretary of Stat 
On the same day the office here notified the office at Lincoln that “ Thos. J 
Manners” was not found, and received reply that that dispatch was to * Thos 
J. Majors." On the 20th of February, 1882, it was delivered to Mr. Majors. He 


claimed that the dispatch was *“bulled” or erroneous, and had it duplicated 
Its duplicate was delivered to him on the 22d of February, 1882. 

On that day he received two other dispatches; each was dated 22d February 
1882, at Lincoln, Nebraska, addressed to Thos. J. Majors, at the National Hotel 
here, and signed by S. J. Alexander, secretary of state. The first was 

“No census taken for 1870; relying on United States to take same 
furnished in 1871.” 

The other was: 

“ The first census taken, according to our records 
graph now what you want.” 

He avoided showing the dispatch of the 20th February to Messrs. CULRERSON 


No blanks 


wuasinseventy-four. Tele 


and WILLITs, though asked todo so, claiming that it was unintelligible. (163-166, 
164.) 
On the same day—20th February, 1882—he procured the affidavits of Hawes 


and George H. Roberts, ex-attorney-general of Nebraska 
stated: 
“That no census was ever taken by the State authorities until 1872 


liawes's affidavit 


; thatacer 


| tified copy of that census was filed before the Judiciary Committee of the Forty 


fourth Congress, over the seal of the secretary of state. Atllant desired to have 
the census of 1874 filed, but did not obtain it. Affidavits were filed to this «ffeet 
at the time and are now on the files of the committee, showing the number of 
school children and other data in reference to the population of some of the lead 

ing counties,.’’ (39.) 

Roberts's affidavit first explained why the State census was not taken in IS70 
and 1871, and then said: 

“ That this affiant, as attorney-general of said State, at the request of the seers 
tary of state thereof, prepared in the latter part of the year IS7L a circular letter 
of instructions to the various precinct assessors of said State, and in conformity 
with the provisions of the act of 1869, above referred to, under the provisions 
of which a fairly accurate enumeration of the inhabitants of said State was had 
in the year 1872. 

* And further affiant saith not.” 

Mr. Hawes swore that before making his affidavit of the 20th of February he 
and Mr. Majors had this conversation, namely : 

“Masors. I want youto make an affidavit in relat 
I want to fix the date ofthe census, 

“ HAWEs. It was called the census of 1872 

“Masors, When was it taken?” 

Hawes said he could only say that it was called the 
that was all he knew. 
(55.) 

Mr. Majorsshowed Mr. WIL.its the dispatch of Alexander, dated 22d February 
““No census taken for 1870; relying on United Statestotake thesame. Noblanks 
furnished in 1871.” But being told that was not satisfactory, he obtained, by M1 
VALENTINE, Alexander’s certificate, over the great seal of state, as follows 
STATE OF NEBRASKA, 

Secretary of State: 


ion to my case in the House 


eensus of 1872, and that 
And Mr. Majors replied, “ That is all I want to know 


LINncoLN, March 1, 1882 

DEAR Sir: No State enumeration under act of Legislature approved February, 
1869, until 1872; a certified copy of which was furnished under seal of State by 
my predecessor, J. J. Gosper. 

SEAL. } S. J. ALEXANDER, 

Secretary of Stat 
Hon. E. K. VALENTINE, M. C., Washington. 

Thus fortified, Mr. Majors, concealing the knowledge that no State census was 
taken till 1874, allowed the committee to be deceived by his papers, and on the 
24th of March, 1882, to agree to report in his favor. And they did so ré 
the Ist of April, 1882. 

These reports, majority and minority, were published and accessible to every 
body interested. Mr. Majors had them. When, on the Ilth of April, it was 
charged that this census of 1872 was the true census of 1874, and that none was 
taken in 1872, what was Mr. Majors’sconduct? He wrote and telegraphed Alex 
ander. Neither of them produces the letter nor telegram, though asked to do so 
Majors swears that he sent Alexander the report and wrote him (2-12-61 

“That the question had been raised as to whether it was the census of 1872 o1 
the census of 1874, and urged upon him the necessity of corroborating my 
statement or the attitude which I (he) was in, because that was to me 
vital question.” (61.) 

On the 13th of April he telegraphed Alexander 
ries; see letter and Schwenk.” 

He got Schwenk to go to Nebraska, after furnishing him a copy of the reports 
and explaining fully the situation. Schwenk arrived at Lincoln on the evening 
of the 15th of April, 1882. He told Alexander what was wanted, and why, and 
gave him Majors’s letter. Alexander informed him that he had a letter from 
Majors that day, but that he did not know whether the printed copy cut from 
the report and sent him by Majors was the census of 1872. But after discussion 
Alexander agreed to copy it, leaving the figures “1872” in the certificate blank 
He did so copy it, leaving such blank, and without the caption, ** Census of I872,"’ 
and delivered it duly sealed by the great seal of state to Schwenk, he promising 
to write to Majors explaining why Alexander would not putin the date. Schwenk 
swore that he so wrote to Majors, and sent him with his letter the paper blank. 
(See his testimony.) Majors swears that he destroyed the letter, but that it con 
tained no such statement and thatthe paper reached him with the date “ 1872” in 
serted, Alexander swore that he expected Majors to fill it up on information as 
to the true date which he might acquire here, and show it only to one member 
of this committee. (4.) 

Schwenk swore that he did not expect that Majors would show it to any one 
but Mr. Hammonp, thinking that if he was convinced opposition would cease 
That certificate was dated 15th of April, 1882. Onthatday Schwenk telegraphed 
Majors: ** Got home to-night, found all well.” They testified that it had been 
agreed that Schwenk should telegraph that all was well if he got the satisfactory 
papers, The certificate wassomewhat delayed. Onthe 20th of April, Alexander 


port on 


him) the 


“Stay reply to census inqgu 





affidavits. (64-159.) 
to the affiants,&e. He also swore that he remembered J.T. Allen’s. He how- 
over used none but Hoile’s, and obtained a newone from Allen. None other of 
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telegraphed Majors: “‘ The certificate was forwarded the l6th.”” It had arrived 
here on the 18th at 10 o’clock p.m. Upon receiving it Majors opened it, told 
| Hawes that it was the census of 1872, but did not show it to him. Afterward he 
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came to the Capitol and delivered it to Mr. WiLurrs, of the Judiciary Committee. 

But though this certificate was so duly solemnized, the evidence of the com- 
mittee showed it was false, and on the 28th of April, 1882, the resolution to re- 
quest the House for authority to investigate was 7 in committee as > 

Mr. Majors, in a carefully prepared written statement put in evidence on the 
12th of July, 1882, made this statement, namely : 

* Learning that there was still a doubt about the census in question, I con- 
cluded I would go home and personally examine the records, of which fact I 
notified Judge Win.irs and Hon, E.K. VALENTINE. On my way to Nebraska I 
saw by the dispatches that the report was, by the request of the chairman, recom- 

mitted ; and after my arrival at home, by a letter from the secretary of state, I 
learned that the census was not perfected in 1872, whereupon I wrote Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE, 80 informing him. This was the first information that came to me that 
the certificated of the secretary of state was not genuine. 

“If Thad thought that there was even a suspicion that I had perpetrated this 
fraud I would have at once returned to Washington and demanded an investi- 
gation. That I was anxious, earnest, and possibly overzealous in my efforts to 
supply the committee with all needed information required to satisfy them of 
the justice of the State's claim toan additional Representative in Con » which 
was required of me in conformity with the demands of my State, is doubtless 
truc; but that lever perpetrated this fraud and deception upon the committee 
knowingly I most solemnly deny.”’ (1O1.) 

Alexander had written him the exact facts. On the 13th of May, 1882, 
Schwenk had written him, 

The letter exhibited from Schwenk reads as follows (in print): 

* Hlouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C., 158 "'); dated in writing May 15, 
and “2” after the 8: “Friend Tom: Val. seen the commity to-day, and they 
will not hold off any longer than Monday, when they will introduce their res- 
olution. Ihave written to Alexander, and he must fix upan old copy, pretend- 
ing to be from Gosper, so that he can produce it, and as Pat has filed his affidavit 
when you was here, it will bear out the copy, and Alex. can produce it and say 
that he took this for correct, as Pat will say that he paid Gosper $15 for the cer- 
tificate, and that Gosper stated that he had to write to every county clerk, it 
will make a plausible story. Now, Tom, don't fail to attend to this. I have 
not mentioned anything to anybody, so I need not to be mentioned in connec- 
tion with the matter, and it will cause no contradictory statement. Now,Tom, 
don’t fail with this matter, and see that Sy, attends to this. Yours, Schwenk. 
P.8.—Destroy this.” (10°) 

Mr. Majors handed the letter to Alexander, the secretary of state, toread. He 
declined reading it, saying he presumed he knew its contents, as he had had a 
letter from Schwenk, Mr. Majors had testified on the 6th of July and said noth- 
ing about that letter. He filed his written statement, dated 12th July, and said 
nothingon the subject. It was after that that a direct question forced its produc- 
tion. After he ceased and another witness (Hawes) had testified and told noth- 
ing about it, Mr. Majors asked to make this statement about that matter and it 
was allowed: 

“Mr. Masors. I expect that I ought to say this, in reference to this last letter, 
as to why I did not produce itbefore, It was written to me ina confidential way, 
and I had some hesitation—some compunctions of conscience—about presenting 
it, and it is purely accidental that I happened to havethat letter with me. I pre- 
sume my proper course would have been to have sent that letter to the commit- 
tee when I first received it, but my reason for not doing that was that I had 
already informed Judge VALENTINE of the exact state of facts asthey were,in a 
previous letter that I had written to him, being the one he has testified to this 
morning. 

“By Mr. HaMMonpD: 

“Question. Do you mean in another than the one you have already men- 
tioned? 

“ Answer. No, sir; the same one, and I wish ho could lay his hand upon it. I 
informed Mr. VALENTINE about the circumstances. 

“Q. State your recollection of the words of that letter. 

“A. My recollection is—though Iam not positive about it—that I recited the 
facts I had obtained, corroborating exactly the facts. They had always been 
discussed between Judge Valentine and myself, and accepted as the census re- 
turns of 1872, neither of us having hada doubtabout it. I went home withoutany 
doubt on the question. My recollection is that I stated te him that ‘the worst 

ible fears had been realized,’ or something of that kind. That is my recol- 
ection of the substance of that letter. Therefore, feeling that the committee, 
through him, had a knowledge of the facts, I allowed the matter to drop. 

“Q. Did he ever inform you that he had communicated it to the commmeittes? 

“A. No, sir; he did not. But then I had no doubt but what he would, and he 
also says that he did, Judge Ilawes makes a suggestion to me that reminds me 
of another fact. When I showed him the letter, I did it with reference to pre- 
serting it, and I also presented the letter to Judge VALENTINE. 

“Q. When did you show it to them? 

“A. My recollection is that I showed it to Mr. Hawes on last Saturday, and 
a VALENTINE last Sunday. Mr. Hawes advised me not to present it at that 

me. 

“Mr. Hawns. The reason I did that was because it was a private and confi- 
dential letter.”’ (108.) 

Soon after testifying, on the 12th of July, 1882, Mr. Majors left Washington. 
Mr, Hawes + ep as his attorney at each subsequent meeting of the sub-com- 
mittee during last session. (154.) The evidence was printed for the use of the 
committee during last session, and some copies were distributed. Many of its 
pointe have been published throughout the country, yet no testimony has been 
offered this seasion but the yyy © 

Mr. Oliver, an attorney at law in Washington, asked the committee to exam- 
ine a Mr. Davis and General Bowen to show that when Mr. Majors received the 
certified census in writing from Alexander the date was and not blank, 


as Schwenk had testified. (168.) 
lainly manufactured by him for the 


(104.) 


Ile was examied, His testimony was P 
occasion and without understanding the situation. Its point was that he and 
General Bower, of Nebraska, were here with Mr. Majors when he received and 
opened the envelope containing the paper, and spoke of its date apparently hav- 
ing been tampered with by erasure. 

The fact is that the certificate has no such appearance, that General Bowen 
was not here after the 3d of March, 1882, and the certificate of Alexander was not 
made till the 15th of April, 1882. (See evidence of Davis and Bowen.) 

So much for Mr. Majors, 


MR. VALENTINE, 


When Mr. Majors came to this Congress he procured Mr. VALENTINE to present 
the case to the Judiciary Committee upon the false census printed in report 923. 
Although that census had by that time been also publ asthe census of 1874 
in the Nebraska legislative journal of 1879, in Johnson's Nebraska, and in the re- 

rt of Alexander, secretary of state, it does not a) that Mr. VALENTINE 

new that it was, or that he had seen either of those publications of it. Heswore 
that he had not. 
PAT, 0. HAWES, 

The brief filed by Mr. Hawes in 1876 contained several false statements. We 
mention some : 

1, That the State caused her census to be taken by a law passed in 1872, be- 
eause tho United States census of 1870 was believed to be a 

to 


2. That in ‘the unorganized territory in 1860, census, 








there were 1,765 inhabitants; ten years afterward, in the same territo 
the ninth census of 1870, we have a report of only 235 inhabitants.” (74, 

3. “Since that time (1870) there have been organized out of this unorganized 
territory nineteen different counties, cowie Enter the State census a popula- 
tion of nearly 60,000." (74.) The Sots of the census, 227,684, was nearly 4,000 
too large. All these were repeated in Mr. Majors’s brief in 1878 (80), except that 
“since that time’’ 1870 was made to read “‘ between 1870 and 1872." They wer. 
accepted by the committee as true, and the reports, majority and minority, of 
1878 so treated them. (See report, page 30, of evidence.) ‘They were accepted i, 
this Congress as true until the report of the minority. Then it appeared that a 
law of February, 1869, required a State census to be taken by the county officers 
in that month of each year, and no other law had been on the subject 
(40.) It showed that fifteen counties were in this census, called that of 1872, whic) 
were not in that of 1870, and that part of them were not organized til] 1873, and 
showed the law for organizing new counties. (41-42.) 

This excited inquiry. Instead of the unorganized territory in 1860 being “the 
same territory” as was called unorganized territory in 1870, nineteen new coun- 
ties had been enumerated, organized out of that territory, and as such in !s70 
which were not in existence in 1860 (Compendium Ninth Census, 68). And other 
errors in these statements have been already pointed out. Yet while so near 
the truth that minority report did not disclose the false date of the census of 1571 
,o -_— it had not been suspected when the reports were made on the Ist of 

ril, ; ° 

ut what was then unknown to the committee we have shown was known to 
Mr. Majors, At least he had been put upon notice as early asthe 22d February, 
1882, om if he did not change the date of the original census in 1878 from “ 1474" 
to “ 72.”" 

And we believe Mr. Hawes, after he learned that the census was accepted as 
oa of 1872, undertook to keep up that false understanding, knowing it was 

se. 


» under 


It would be hard to believe that he could have forgotten so essential a fact in 
a case begun by him. He knew well the importance of the date. He was inter- 
ested in having it 1872. Dr. Schwenk swore that Mr. Majors told him not to te|} 
Hawes about hisgoing to Nebraska, because Hawes was “ hanging around here 
with the expectancy that if he, Majors@got into Congress Hewes would come 
in for his pay.” (145.) That “pay” would have been over $10,000. To show 
what Mr. wes thought we quote from his evidence, page 159: 

‘When I came here last winter, in February, I had some conversation with one 
or two gentlemen from Nebraska, and I said that from what I could understand 
Colonel Majors would be seated in this Congress; that I had consulted with lead- 
ing Senators on the Republican side of the House and one ortwo Democratic Sena- 
tors, and they informed me that whatever the House would do in the matterthe 
Senate would also do, for the reason that it was a subject that attached and re- 
lated to the House itself, and that as the House, under the Constitution of the 
United States, was the sole judge of its members, they would concede anything 
to the House that it would claim, and that when the bill would pass the House 
granting an additional Representative to the State of Nebraska and authorizing 
the seating of Colonel Majors, I proposed getting some of my friends in the 
House to amend the act before it would get tothe Senate, providing that I should 
be allowed my pay as a member of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

“Some of Colonel Majors’s friends heard of it, beeame indignant about it, and 
said it would spoil the whole thing,and kill it entirely. I said I did not care 
whether it did or not; that I had spent two years of my life and a good deal of 
money in pressing the claim of Nebraska, and had just as gooda right to be paid 
as Tom Majors or anybody else. We had some words—that is we talked it over 
pleasantly, and finally I told him I would give thatidea up. If he got inI would 
take my chances on getting paid, and I thought that would be the end of it, but 
it made a sort of unfriendly relation between us. I was in his room frequently, 
but there was not that cordial relation that ought to have existed between us. | 
think that if Colonel Majors had consulted me about this whole matter there 
never would have been this difficulty.” 

When informed by Mr. Majorsthat he needed evidence, he made the affidavit 
already quoted, calling it the census of 1872, when he knew it was not. 

He argued that this census could not have been taken in 1864, because the ofli- 
cers were not elected till November (53, 54), ignorant of the fact that the law re- 
= the officers in office to take it in the spring of each year. He testified 

t: 


“The census that we had here, on the basis that I claimed from, was taken at 
odd times all the way from 1871 and 1872 until that copy was filed. It was not 
taken in one year.” (53, 54.) 

That may have been true of the “ certificates” filed by him originally, but now 

ne. But he knew that Mr. Majors was now claiming on a “‘ certificate’’ say- 

_—> was all taken in the spring of 1872. 
e said he wrote his affidavit and he testified about it as follows: 

“Question. While you were making the affidavit, why did you not explain to 
the committee that what you produced as the census of 1872 was taken in 1872 
and 1873, and that there was nothing complete in the office? 

“ Answer. ‘That was not what Tom Majors said he wanted. 

“Q. What did Majors say he wanted. 

“A. I will tell you. Imet Tom Majors at the National Hotel, and he said: 
‘I want you to make an affidavit in relation to my case at the House. I want 
to fix the date of the census.’ Says I, ‘It wascalled the censusof 1872.’ He said, 
*When was ittaken?’ I said that I could only say that it was called the census 
< 1872, and I told him that was all I knew. Said he, ‘That is all I want to 

n 


ow.’ ‘ 
ie. Why did you not state in the a@idavit that it was called the census of 


“A. It is the census of 1872 2 jaan pare A It was commenced in 1872 and did not 
close up until 187 in 1872 and part in 1873—just as I told you, and just as 
Jo says; use it was commenced then, like the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. It is called the Forty-fourth Congress, though it laststwo years. 

“Q. You say further in your affidavit, ‘I desired to have the census of 1574 
filed, but did not obtain it.’ 

“A. I wanted the census taken after the assessors were elected in the fall of 
1874, so that I could see the difference between the ulation when that census 
was taken and this census which I filed. I wanted to see the growth of the 
State, and from the growth of the State from the time this was taken to the 
time that was taken, to have further proof as to this census. 

“Q. You did not file that because you could not obtain it? 

“A. I tried to get it. They said it was not complete. That was the answer I 
met with. I wanted to say, Mr. HAMMonpD, about the census of 1874, under the 


porte of the census of 1874—from the time the assessors came in up to the 
me their tak closed—it would show the difference in the increase in the 
population from the time the first census was commenced, and show the dis- 


between that and the census of the Government. 
ou further say in that affidavit, ‘Affidavits were filed to this effect at the 
time;’ that is, to the effect that you could not get the census of 1874. 

“A. I did not intend to say that.” (55.) 

He had sworn on the 6th of J that Gosper, the secretary of state, who cor 
tified the census, had told him before he got his certificate 20th of November, 
1874, “that that census had been taken from the commencement up to the time 
it was filed” he subsequently stated that he su it was called the cen- 
sus of 1874 in the because not completed till , and by Gosper called that 
of 1872, because begun 








1883. 
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On the 15th of July he was again examined, and testified as follows, at page 


ee The fact that the census was compiled in 1874 by Gosper does not make it the 
census of 1874. 

“Question. Everybody else seems to admit that what we have is not a census 
of but that of 1874. How is it that you vary from everybody? 

“ Answer. No, I do not vary from everybody else. It is called the census of 
1872, because it was compiled then first. - ; 

“Q. Everybody else seems to concede that it was not taken until the spring of 

4. 
a A. I never saw the figures, but I have seen men who are of good reputation 
for truth and veracity who have told me that they have examined the returns. 

“Q. But not of all the State? 

“A. But it commenced in 1872. 

“Q. And that is the reason you insist upon its being the census of 1872? 

“A. Yes, sir; my theory is that it was taken all the time from 1872 to Is74. 

“Q. So I understand ; but you differ from everybody else. 

“A, You take one of these buildingsdown here, for instance, and the builder 
puts the date upon it on which it was commenced; they always put the date on 
when they commence, and never that on which the house is completed. I have 
observed that, and there is the same reason in calling that the census of 1874 that 
there would be in dating the house at the time of its completion. 

“Q. But the question at issue is, when did the enumeration occur? 

“A. Well, it occurred as much in 1872 as it dil in any year after that up to 


1874. 

“Q. That is your opinion? 

“A, Well, is it not an easy matter to send for Alexander and have him give 
the exact returns?”’ 

He advised Mr. Majors not to show that vile letter of Dr. Schwenk, ‘‘ because 
it was private and confidential.”’ (108.) 


8. J. ALEXANDDPR, SECRETARY OF STATE. 


He was the keeper of the great seal of the State of Nebraska, and of its records. 

He had searched and found no census compiled in 1872, nor before 1874, and so 
telegraphed Mr. Majors, February, 1882. The returns of but nine counties for 
1872 were in his office (123, 124, 125), and they were wholly unlike those in the 
same counties for 1874. He had published this census as that of 1874 in his last 
official report, copied from the report of his predecessor. It was published as 
that of 1874 in the State journals, He knew the issue, and yet senta telegram to 
Valentine (165) to make us believe it was taken in 1872, and followed that by a 
— ee March, 1882, for the same purpose, and attached thereto the 
great . . 
He telegraphed Mr. Majors, 22d of February, 1882: ‘‘ The first census taken, 
according to our records, was in’74.”’ (164.) Hecorresponded with him by tel- 
egram and letters, and can produce none of them. In April, 1882, he was told 
by two letters from Mr. Majors what he needed, and deliberately attached his 
seal to a copy of the printed census which was in question, except that he left 
the date blank, expecting it to be filled up by Mr. Majors to meet the exigencies 
of the situation, (See his testimnony, page 4.) Comment is useless, 


DR. SCHWENK. 


It is not material whether Dr. Schwenk filled the blank or transmitted it to 
Mr. Majors to be filled. Under the circumstances he was particeps criminis to 
issuing the paper, so solemnized, to be so used. If it was only to be shown to 
one member of the committee, as he swears (140-142-143-144-147), the wrong was 
the same. His letter to Mr. Majors (103) forbids any charitable construction on 
his connection with this matter. 


GEORGE H. ROBERTS. 


It will be remembered that Hawes’s briefs called attention to an affidavit of 
“Hon. George H. Roberts, attorney-general of the State” (74); that Majors’s 
brief did the same (80); but that instead of producing the one used by Hawes, 
Majors had another made on the 9th of March, 1878 (see it in full at page 13). It 
said “a! t was a resident of Otoe County at the time of taking the last census; 
that owing to the detention of the books and papers necessary to commence the 
taking of the census of said county of Otoe, that the work was hurriedly and 
very imperfectly and inaccurately taken, and that affiant has good reason to be- 
fieve, and does believe, that the same state of facts existed in every county in 
the State.”’ (13.) 

The minority report in this Congress disclosed that the census of Otoe County, 
therein mentioned by him, by the United States in 1870, showed 12,342 popula- 
tion, while the State census of 1872, so called, showed a population of 12,380, 


In that affidavit, dated 9th March, 1878, he swore thet ‘he is, and for nearly 
six years has been, the attorney-general of the State of Nebraska.” (13.) The 
last stated that he was attorney-general in 1871 and 1872. (39.) The fact is he 
became attorney-general in January, 1871, was succeeded by Mr. Webster in 
January, 1873, and wasre-elected in October, 1874, and qualified in January, 1875. 
(See house journals of Nebraska.) 

In that of 1878 he swore that he had ‘‘ made a canvass of the State every year 
since 1870, and has resided for a long time t in the extreme western portion 
of the State, and that he has enlarged facilities for forming an accurate judg- 
ment of the population of the State.” (13.) In that made the 20th of February, 
1882, he swore “ that this affiant, as attorney-gene1s! of said State, at the request 
of the secretary of state thereof, prepared, in the latter part of the year 1871, a 
circular letter of instructions to the various precinct assessors of said State, and 
in conformity with the provisions o’ the act of 1869, »bove referred to, under the 
provisions of which a fairly accurate enumeration of the inhabitants of said State 
was had in the year 1872.”’ (40.) He could have had no other purpose than to 
have this committee act upon the census, then before it at Majors’s instance, as 
the State census of 1872. 

Now, we have the only returns of any census of 1872 in the secretary of state’s 
oflice, in which such returns belong. (42.) They are of nine counties. We give 

ir names and population by the enumerations of the United States in 1870 
and of the State in 1872, 1874, and 1875, respectively : 





1875. 


966 

2, 861 
*1,979 
457 
4,133 
2, 886 
3,526 
1, 157 
2,590 


























20, 605 

















395 { 
ae? 
: —_—__—, 

(See these figures at pages 117-124.) We can not assert that none but thoss 
nine were enumerated in 1872, for, first, all that were enumerated may not hava 
been returned to the secretary of state or some may have been lost or Mr. Alex- 
ander’s letter, at page 121, may not be true. But it can hardly be beliewed that 
“a fairly accurate enumeration of the inRabitants of said State was had in the 
year 1872.” 

Nor do we understand how Mr. Roberts could believe that the census before 
this committee, in February, L882, was that taken in 1872, when we considerthat 
he canvassed the Sta‘ year by year from 1870 to IST78,and this was constantly a 
question in Nebraska's politics; that besides this census of 1874 (called here 
falsely that of 1872) censuses had been taken in 1875 and 1876, and the State Leg- 
islature had, in 1877, passed a resolution as to a contingent member of Congress, 
based on these last censuses, and that the census of 1872, taken during his term 
of office and under his special direction, was manifestly incomplete and never 
compiled. 

The majority report of Ist April, 1882, called attention to five counties whose 
enumeration for 1870 seemed to them to ke grossly wrong. (7.) 
report sought to answer that by facts from Johnson's Nebraska. (42.) One of 
those counties was Adams. Johnson had declared that it was organized on the 
12th of December, 1871, that it had had 19 inhabitants in 1870 and 3,098 in IS75; 
that the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad during the summer of IS71 
went through the county to its junction with the Union Pacific Railroad, and 
was completed to the county seat, Juniata, in June, 1872, and that the Saint Joe 
and Denver Railroad joined the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad in 1873 
at Hastings. (Johnson's Nebraska, 193,195,196.) And itstated that A. H. Bowen 
was, on the 12th December, 1871, elected superintendent of schools in that county 
(Id., 195.) 

The letterof Mr. Roberts to General A. H. Bowen on the subject, dated 23d 
March, 1882, asked him to state that he was the superintendent of schools for that 
county in the affidavit which he was asked to make. Either Mr. Roberts knew 
that fact from memory or from reading it. If from memory, he ought to have 
remembered the fact that in December, 1871, it had barely two hundred inhabii 
ants (42),and could not, in February, 1872, when,if at all, the census of that year 
was taken, have had 2,6M inhabitants. If he read it, he must have read the other 
factsor others likethem. In his letter of 23d March, 1882, to Bowen he stated as 
a fact that its population was but nineteen in 187¢ and in 1872 2,604, and said, 
“We do not believe that this increase took place within the time mentioned, but, 
onthe contrary, believe thatthe population of Adams in 1870was nearly as great 
as it was in 1872... We think he knew that no such increase had taken place 
between the census of 1870 and the year 1872. Why was that letter “ contiden 
tial?’? Why was the information to be used only in argument? 

The committee did not agree to report until the next day, the 2th of March 

Then, in an undated postscript, he told Bowen of the result so favorable to 
Majors, and urged him to send the affidavit if it could be made. Why did he 
doubt whether it could be made? 

And then he added another postscript that *‘ whatever statement made will 
be held in the hands of our friends, and will not be a matter of record 

We recall that Mr. Alexander swore that he expected his fwlse certificate of 
15th April, 1882, to be shown to but one member of this committee (4); that 
Schwenk so intended and was indignant because it was shown to the whole com 
mittee. (140, 142, 148, 144, 147.) , 

Much light is now cast upon the secrecy promised in Mr 
the secrecy expected by Alexander and Schwenk. 
(See Bowen's evidence, 175.) 

What further light may be cast by the last letter from Roberts to Bowen, if 
Bowen's evidence correctly describes its purport, can but intensify the clearness 
of our convictions as to Mr. Roberts's connection with this matter 


rhe minority 


Roberts's letter, and 
Each illuminates the other 


CONCLUSION, 

We report, therefore, that Thomas J. Majors is responsible for the misinforma- 
tion which induced this committee to make the report of Ist April, [882 (No 
911, first session Forty-seventh Congress), and that he was aided therein by 8S, J. 
Alexander, secretary of state of Nebraska, by Pat. O. Hawes, and Dr. P. Schwenk 
and George H. Roberts. And we report that the testimony of Davis is false. 

And we ask the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, required to fur- 
nish a printed copy of this report, including the evidence, to each of the follow 
ing officers: The district attorney of the District of Columbia, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, and the governor of the State of Nebraska, that they 
may take such action as they may deem suitable to the gravity of the wrongs 
committed by the persons whose conduct is in this ‘‘ conelusion”’ set forth. 


EXHIBIT A. 
FORTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
In the House of Representatives, June 21, 1882 

Whereas since the report of the Committee on the Judiciary in favor of seut 
ing Mr. Majors as an additional member of the House of Representatives from 
Nebraska was made to the House doubts have arisen as to whether what was 
presented to the committee asa duly certified copy of the census of that State 
for the year 1872 was not in fact its census of 1874, and whether any census of 
that State had been taken and compiled for 1872; and 

Whereas the basis of that report was the opinion that the aggregate popula- 
tion of Nebraska, shown by the certified copy of the census produced, was its 
population for 1872, and not for 1874: 

Resolved, That said bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with power to send for persons and papers, to learn the facts touching this mat- 
ter, and that it report at its earliest convenience, at any time, how this misin- 
formation occurred, and who is responsible therefor. 

Attest: 





EWD. McPHERSON, Clerk 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Expecting that the whole report would 
be read, I had not intended to enter into any explanation whatever of 
this matter. Nor shall I now go fully into it, unless some objection 
shall be made to the conclusion at which the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary have arrived and the resolution reported by the committee. 

Wewere plainly imposed upon by false testimony. The imposition was 
discovered and promptly reported to the House, and the House author- 
ized us to inquire who was responsible for the imposition, and to that 
end to send for persons and papers. 

We have taken a volume of testimony, consisting of one hundred and 
eighty or more printed pages. We have examined every witness sug- 
gested by any party implicated. These parties have all been exam- 
ined, some of them over and over again. ‘This testimony has all been 
in print for distribution for a month past, most of it ever since the last 
session of Congress. Up to this day, so far as I know, there has been 
no intimation of opposition to be made on the floor of this House to the 
resolution of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


oie 
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The conclusion that we arrived at was that Thomas J. Majors is re- 
sponsible for the misinformation which induced the committee to make 
the report on the Ist of April, 1882; and that he was aided therein by 
S. J. Alexander, secretary of state of Nebraska, by Pat. O. Hawes, 
Dr. P. Schwenk, and George H. Roberts. And we repert that the tes- 
timony of Davis was false. We ask the adoption of the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, uired to furnish 
a printed copy of this report, including the evidence, to each of the following of- 
ficers: The district attorney of the District of Columbia, the Attorney-General 
of the United States, and the governor of the State of Nebraska, that they may 
take such action as they may deem suitable to the gravity of the wrongs com- 
mitted by the persons whose conduct is in this “ conclusion’ set forth. 

I will state, in short, that the wrongs complained of were these: In 
order to make the argument good in favor of an additional member 
from Nebraska it became important to show that the census of that 
State taken by the United States in 1870 was grossly wrong; thatit had 
been imperfectly taken, and that had it been correctly taken the State 
would have been entitled to two members in this House instead of one. 

The proof submitted to make that claim good was what purported to 
he a census taken by the State in 1872 and certified by the secretary of 
that State. It turns out and is proved beyond controversy that the 
census so certified was the census of 1874, and thatthe ‘‘4’’ in thecer+ 
tificate of the secretary of state was changed to a ‘‘2’’ in order to make 
it appear that it was a census taken two years nearer the time of the 
United States census of 1870 than it was actually taken. 

The committee, upon the evidence before them, have reported that 
Mr. Majors made that change, and the argument and reasons of the com- 
mittee for that report arecontained in the report submitted to the House. 
They also find that Mr. Hawes aided Majors in concealing that change 
after he knew it was made. 

The substance of that part of the testimony is this: Hawes swears that 
he was called on by Majors to make an affidavit that that was the cen- 
sus of 1872; that he told Majors that it was ‘‘so ealled,’’ and that was 
all he knew about it; that Majors said, ‘‘ Very well; that is all I want 
to know.’’ Hawes made the affidavit, and when we asked him why 
he did not txplain that it was ‘‘so called,’’ he undertook to avoid it by 
this kind of testimony: He says, ‘‘It was begun in 1872 and taken all 
the way along up to 1874; and we called it 1872, like you call a public 
building commenced this year (1882) and not finished until ten years 
trom now a building of 1882.”’ 

The way Mr. Schwenk became connected with it was this: After the 
committee made its report (it was before we had discovered this im- 
position), upon inquiry about the State census of 1871, Mr. Alexander 
was called on and certified that there was no census taken in1871. He 
sent an official certificate, over the seal of the State, that there was 
no census taken till 1872, of which we had a certified copy over the 
signature of his predecessor and the State seal. It turned out that 
Alexander had prior to that time telegraphed to Mr. Majors that there 
was no State census taken till 1874. Majors, finding that trouble, sent 
Schwenk as a messenger to Alexander with a letter, and the product of 
it all was that Alexander copied the old census which we had in 
print before us and certified it to be the census of 1872. He swears 
that when he certified it he refused to put in the year, telling Schwenk 
that he did not know that that was the right year, but he swore that 
he knew it might be filled up to suit the case; that he supposed Mr. 
Majors had evidence enough here on which he could fill the blank. 

Schwenk swears that he delivered it to Majors in blank. It was de- 
livered to us filled up. Majors swears that he received it filled up; but 
all agree that it was not filled up when it left the secretary of state’s 
office. The handwriting shows that it was not filled up by Alexander 
before it left with the t seal of Nebraska on it. When Majors found 
out that we had the official report of this man Alexander published last 
year, that that was the census of 1874, and that there was no census of 
1872 taken; that we had it printed in six books, four of them published 
by authority of the State of Nebraska, that it was the census of 1874; 
finding that they were about to be discovered, he (Majors) went out to 
see Alexander, Schwenk wrote to him from here to Lincoln, Nebraska, 
a letter, the vile language of which i will not quote, but the substance 
of which was a request that Alexander copy off that old, false cer- 
tificate and make it conform to what it y was in print; that here 
Hawes’s affidavit would make it a plausible thing, and to say nothing 
about it, that he and Majors might not be caught in any contradictions 
of each other. And he asked him to burn that letter. That letter by 
fatality was preserved, and got intothe kands of thecommittee. I take 
no time to state Roberts's connection with this matter, nor to expose 
Davis’s falsehoods. I have stated the substance of this whole matter, 
We did not feel at liberty as a Judiciary Committee to investigate what 
crimes, if any, had been committed. We thought,that was the prov- 
ince of the officer whose business it is to prosecute; that we would fulfill 

,our duty in reporting to the House that these men were responsible for 
this fraud and this wrong, and asking the House to refer to the 
cuting officers the questions as to what action ought to be taken fn the 
premises, 

Mr. Speaker, unless some opposition be manifested to this report and 
resolution I do not wish to occupy further time. I will, however, re- 
serve the remainder of my time to see whether there be any opposition. 








In the mean time if there be any member of the Judiciary Committee 
or other person who would like to say anything upon this subject I 
would be glad to have him speak. 

I ask the Clerk to read from page 16 of the report the two paragraphs 
under the heading ‘‘conclusion.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We report, therefore, that Thomas J. Majors is responsible for the misinforma- 
tion which induced this committee to make the report of lst April, 1882 (No. 91], 
first session Forty-seventh Congress), and that he was aided therein by S. J! 
Alexander, secretary of state of Nebraska, by Pat. O. Hawes, and Dr. P. Schwenk 
ami George H. Roberts. And we report that the testimony of Davis is false. 

And we ask the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and heis hereby, required to furnish 
a — copy of this report, including the evidence, to each of the following 
officers, the district attorney of the District of Columbia, the Attorney-General 
of the United States, and the governor of the State of Nebraska, that they may 
take such action as they may deem suitable to the gravity of the wrongs com- 
mitted by the persons whose conduct is in this ‘conclusion ”’ set forth. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. If no gentleman desires to be heard 


upon this matter I wish to occupy no further time in its statement and 
will call the previous quéstion on the adoption of the resolution just 
read 


The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I suggest that the paragraph just read 
by the Clerk, preceding the resolution submitted by the committee and 
containing the names of persons referred to in the resolution, be con- 
sidered a part of the resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANDERSON MERCHANT. 


Mr. RANDALL. -I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion at this time a bill which has been reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary to remove the political disabilities of Anderson Merchant. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was read, as follows: 

A bill ( H. R. 3552) to remove the legal and political disabilities of Anderson D. 
Merchant, now of New York, but formerly of Georgia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ponqrese assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 
all Jegal and political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States be, and the same are hereby, removed from 
Anderson D. Merchant, now of New York, but formerly of Georgi 


rgia. 

The amendments reported by the committee to strike out in the title 
and in the bill the letter ‘‘D’’ after ‘‘ Alexander,’’ and to strike outin 
the title and in the bill the word ‘‘Georgia’’ and insert ‘ Virginia,” 
were agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Has this bill been reported from 
a committee ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANNING. Itis the unanimous report of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Hasthismanasked for the removal of his disabilities? 

Mr. RANDALL. The report will answer that question. As it is 
brief, I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3552) 
for the relief of Anderson Merchant, having considered the same, respectful] 


rt: 
That And Merchant was appointed a lieutenant of artillery, United States 

Army, in 1848, and served until 1861, when his was accepted. 
i Souvedt Sn She con iaComte army, seuss col 
or: vy, 


nm 
ing the rank of 
Since 1865 he has resided in New and has been e 


med — Mr. Anderson has filed a written application to 

The ccmmaiies recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amend- 
ment: On sixth line, strike out letter “ D’’*sbetween the word “ Anderson” and 
the word “‘ Merchant ;’’ and on seventh line, strike out the word “ Georgia” and 
insert in its place the word “ Virginia.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I see that this bill provides for 
the removal of ‘legal and political disabilities.’’ I do not know ex- 
actly what is meant by ‘‘ ”? disabilities. 

Mr. MANNING. The bill is drawn I believe in conformity to the 


statute. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. ight not ‘‘legal disabilities ’’ 
cover some disability which Congress would not care to interfere with? 

Mr. MANNING. It covers nothing but disabilities incurred by this 
man on account of having been an officer of the United States before 
the war, and a soldier of the confederate army. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me inquire whether it would 
not be sufficient —— for the removal of the disabilities incurred, 
leaving out the qualifying terms? 

_Mr. NING. Inamoment I will look at the constitutional pro- 
vision. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is not a matter I care about; 
rather a matter of form. a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is be- 
fore the House for consideration. 
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Mr. MANNING. It was drawn in conformity to the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. i as wi 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being | 
en , it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the Constitution this bill requires a twe- 
third vote. ’ ee ; 

The bill was passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: ‘ ¢ 

A bill (H. R. 6957) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatie service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. SHERWIN... I now call up the special order, being the bill (I. 
R. 6158) to aid in the support of common schools. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether the spe- 
cial order for the bill granting pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican 
and Florida wars does not take precedence of the special order referred 
to by the gentleman from Illinois? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the bill reported by 
the Committee on Education and Labor by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SHERWIN] is prior in time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. This bill was made the special 
order on the 20th of January, while the other was made the special 
order for the first Tuesday of February. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to take up and consider 
at this time a bridge bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield for that 


urpose ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. [can not yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether this bill 
is not subject to the point of order that it must, under the rule, have its 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is a special order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the special order? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is provided in the special 
order that it shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, and that was done at my suggestion. 

Mr.SPRINGER. AsI understand, then, the bill is up for considera- 
tion in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. P 

Mr. SPRINGER. That isright if it is to be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order as it appears upon 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 20th day of January, 1883, immediately after the 
morning hour, be assigned for the consideration in the House, as in Committee 
of the Whole, of H. R. 6158 (Report 1214) a bill to aid iy the support of common 
schools, to be continued from day to day until completed, subject only to reve- 
nue and appropriation bills and prior orders. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to know whether it is intended by 
the gentleman from Illinois to press this bill to a final vote to-day ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. I do not expect a vote to-day. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the bill be read before the 
debate begi 


Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to have a definite answer, so it may 


go into the REcorD as to whether this bill is to be pressed to a final 
vote to-day. 

Mr. SHERWIN. No; we will not press it to a vote to-day. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereasit appears from the Tenth Census that one-eighth of the people of the 
United States are totally illiterate, and it seems that those Stgtes in which illit- 
eracy exists to the greatest extent are not at present able to provide by local and 
bomen pm 9 for the adequate support of common schools to meet the emer- 
gency; 

Whereasthe general welfare and perpetuity of our whole country depend upon 
the intelligence of all its citizens and it ie deemed to be the duty of the General 
Government to aid temporarily in the support of common schools: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That for five years next after the passage of this act there 
shall be annually <ppncpemies, out of any money in the Treasury nototherwise 

, the sum of $10,000,000 to aid in the support of free common schools, 
w amount shall be known as the common-school fund. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall annually apportion to the sev- 
eral States and Territories the said sum of $10,000,000, according to the number 
of their respective populations of ten years old and upward who can not read 
and write, as shown by the Tenth Censusof the United States, which report shall 
be submitted to the Commissioner of Education. 

Sec. 3. That before any State or Territory shall be entitled to receive its share 
of said fund it shall have provided by law for the free common-school educa- 
tion of all its children of school age, without distinction of color, for at least 

months in each year, from the funds provided for schools under the laws 

said State or Territory; and in no case shall any State or Territory be allowed 
out of said fund a greater sum than such State or Territory shall have expended 
da the previous year for the common-school education of the children of 





or Territory, exclusive of the amount received from the United States, 


and exclusive of the sums paid for grounds, school buildings, or repairs on the 
same: Provided, That separate schools for white and colored children shall not 


| be considered a distinction of color. 


Sec. 4. That an amount not exceeding 5 per cent. of the sum apportioned to 
each State and Territory may be used by them for the education of teachers in 
normal schools, teachers’ institutes, or otherwise 

Sec. 5. That it is hereby further provided that before any State or Territory 
shall be entitled to receive its share of said fund it shall have « omplied with the 
following conditions: 

First. That it shall have applied all moneys by it previously received under 
the provisions of this act in accordance therewith. 

Second, That it shall have caused to be made such reports to the Commis- 
sioner of Education concerning the condition of*the schools in the same, on or 
before the Ist day of August of each year, as said Commissioner of Education 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall deem desirable; and 
shall especially report for each county as follows: The number of public schools 
of every grade ; the whole number of daysactually taught in each during the year 
preceding; the total amount received from State taxes and from local taxes and 
the total amount expended for educational purposes in the preceding year; the 
total amount expended for white and colored schools separately ; the number of 
public-school buildings owned and hired, and the character, condition, and value 
of the same; the number of children, white and colored, male and female, in at- 
tendance on the public schools, and the length of attendance; the number of 
male and female teachers, white and colored, employed at the same time and at 
different times in the same year, with particulars as to qualifications of same; 
the number of school libraries and the numberof volumes therein ; the branches 
taught and the text-books used; the total wages paid teachers, male and female, 
white and colored. 

Sec. 6. That the Commissioner of Education shal) prepare forms of such blanks 
as shall facilitate the making of the reports herein provided for, and transmit the 
the same to the State and Territorial authorities. 

Sec. 7. Thatin such States and Territories as shall maintain separate schools 
for white and colored children the money so apportioned shall be divided ac- 
cording to the respective number ofsuch white and colored children in such State 
or Territory. 

Sec. 8. That no part of the money so received from the United States shall be 
expended in the purchase of real éstate, the construction or repair of school build- 
ings, or in paying the salary of any public officer not engaged in teaching 

Sec. 9. That in case any State or Territory shall misapply or misappropriate 
the money, or any part thereof received under this act, or shall fail to comply 
with the conditions thereof, or to report as herein prescribed, such State or Ter 
ritory shall forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof 
until the amount so misapplied or misappropriated shall have been replaced 
by such State or Territory and applied as herein required; and until such repert 
shall have been made, all money so retained and not paid to such State or Ter- 
ritory shall be kept separate in the Treasury until disposed of by Congress 

Sec. 10. That on or before the Ist day of September of each year the Commis- 
sioner of Education, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
certify to the governor of each State and Territory whether it is entitled to re- 
ceive its apportionment under this act, and if so entitled, the amount of such 
apportionment; andit thereupon shall be entitled to receive the same; but such 
certificate shall not be issued until all the requirements of this act referring to 
the duties of the officers of such State or Territory shall have been complied 
with. 

Sec. ll. That the amount apportioned to any State or Territory, and certified 
as herein provided, shall be paid on or before October 1 of each year, upon the 
warrant of the Commissioner of Education, countersigned by the Secretary of 
the Interior, out of the Treasury of the United States, to such officer as shall 
be, by the laws of such State or Territory, entitled to receive the same 

Sec. 12. That the Commissioner of Education shall annually report to Con- 
gress the information received by him from the reports of the school officers of 
the several States and Territories provided for herein, together with such re¢ 
ommendations as willin the judgment of the Commissioner subserve the pur 
poses of this act. 

Src. 13. That there is hereSy appropriated the sum of $10,000,000 for the year 
commencing September 1, 1882, which shal! be apportioned as directed herein 
and those States and Territories which have provided by law for the free com- 
mon-school education of their children of school age, without distinction of 
color, shall be entitled to their apportionment of said sum, all other require 
ments precedent tothe right to receive such apportionment being hereby waived 
for the year 1882. : 

Sec. 14. That any State signifying its desire that the argount allotted to it under 
the provisions of this act shall be appropriated in any other way for the promo 
tion of common-school education, in its own borders or elsewhere, its allotment 
shall be paid to such State to be thusappropriated: Provided, That its Legislature 
shall have first considered the question of its appropriation to the general fund 
for use under the provisions of this act in States and Territories wliere the pro- 
portion of illiterate persons is more than 5 per cent. of the whole population 


Mr. STEELE. I should like to inquire whether it is now in order 
to move to postpone the consideration of this bill for thirty days? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Illinois is recognized, and the gentleman from Indiana, 
therefore, is not upon the floor to make any such motion. 

Mr. STEELE. Would a motion to recommit be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair has already stated, the 
gentleman is not in possession of the floor to make the motion. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN ] is entitled to the floor, and will 
proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. SHERWIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which has just been read for 
the information of the House is the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. The subject of national aid to education 
is by no means a new one. Before this Government was organized, be 
fore the Constitution was adopted, a resolution was passed by the Con- 
gress of the Confederation setting apart six hundred and forty acres of 
land in every township for the support of the common schools of the 
States thereafter to be admitted into the Union. In the language of 
Webster those words set forth and declared it to be a high and binding 
duty of Government itself to support schools and advance the means of 
education on the plain reason that religion, morality, and knowledge 
are necessary to the common good and to the happiness of mankind. 

From that time to the present, upon the admission of every new State, 
except Maine, Vermont, Texas, Kentucky, and Tennessee, and upon 
the organization of every new Territory that law has been recognized 
and followed. And since 1848 every State that has been organized has 
been granted 1,280 acres of public land in every township for sx pport 
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of common schools. The total number of acres so granted amounts to 
67,983,922. In addition to that amount there has been 1,119,440 acres 
granted to universities; and 1,680,000 acres to agricultural colleges, be- 
sides a large amount of land-scrip issued for 7,830,000 acres in further 
aid of idustrial and agricultural colleges, making a grand total thus 
donated by the Government for educational purposes of all kinds of 
70,783,361 acres. Congress has also granted swamp lands amounting to 
over 47,000,000 acres to fourteen Western and Southwestern States, a 
great portion of which has been set apart for the supportof the common 
schools of the different States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Congress has not confined itself to the granting of 
public lands for the support of education or for common schools. It set 
apart the proceeds of the sales of the public lands in certain States to be 
paid over to those States for the support of schools, the money realized 
therefrom amounting in the aggregate to $2,997,234; and of that amount 
the State of Missouri received nearly one-third, or a sum amounting to 
$1,008,521, in cash, and my own State of Illinois received $713,495. In 
addition to this, the surplus revenue that was distributed to the different 
States in 1836 was a large portion of it carried to the support of the com- 
mon schools. So that inmanyStates a munificent permanent provision 
has been established which goes very far toward thesupport of the schools 
in those States without the aid of local taxation. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, this is the first time, or the first attempt I 
should say, that has been made to make a direct appropriation from 
the public Treasury in support of this system which has thus been in- 
directly, as I have shown, carried on for many years. The object of 
the present bil), as I have said, is to make a provision for the support 
of the school system throughout the whole country. Heretojore this 
aid has been in lands or it has been in the proceeds of the public lands 
to a few of the States only, those new States which contained lands be- 
longing to the Government, none of the original thirteen States or 
Maine or Vermont, Kentucky or Tennessee having received any aid. 
This bill proposes to make an appropriation which shall be divided 
among all of the States, and to make that distribution on the basis of 
illiteracy. In thatitis adeparture, but it seems to me that the urgent 
need which exists should be recognized by this House—I am certain 
that it is recognized by many of the thinking men of this country—that 
the time has come for the National Government to give aid in impart- 
ing instruction to the large class of illiterates in our own midst. The 
aspect of society has greatly changed within the last twenty-five years. 
In the Northern States, those States that we called the free States, we 
have had a school system in operation which was universal, which was 
free, and which afforded ample means of instruction to the people. By 
means of it the proportion of illiteracy to population has been reduced 
to less than in any other part of the country; but recollect that that 
was the result of the growth of two or three hundred years. 

In Massachusetts within ten years from the time of its first settlement 
a system of common schools was inaugurated and education was made 
compulsory. And so it has grown in all of the Northern States in a 
similar way until the result has been that illiteracy is comparatively 
extinguished. But in another part of ourcommon country, unhappily 
having a different social system, while in theory free schools were es- 
tablished, in fact they did not exist. While those States admitted 
after the adoption of the Constitution received their due proportion of 
the public lands, still no effective system of public schools existed there 
and could not exist by reason of the peculiar character of their social 
system. And we find consequently growing up there a race of people 
different in educational acquirements, to teach whom it was, under 
that old system of which I speak, held to be a crime. But in the ex- 
igencies of war it became necessary to change that system, and there 
was lifted to citizenship over 4,000,000 of these people, without any 
traditions of education, without any desire for education, existing in 
utter ignorance and darkness. The nation not only made them free, 
but it became necessary, it was supposed in the wisdom of the statesmen 
of that time, not only to make them free, but to make them citizens, 
and consequently the ballot was bestowed upon them. 

It trusted that their loyalty, that their devotion to that country which 
had made them free would neutralize the effects of the ignorance and 
barbarism that now surrounded them. But when the first census was 
taken after the close of the war and the figures were put before the 
country it was seen how thick was that darkness. And from that time 
till now every President of the United States has urged upon Congress 
some action in this matter. Thinking men, educational men every- 
where, and many influential papers of the country have been endeavor- 
ing to press upon Congress to act in this matter, And now that this 
‘Tenth Census is laid upon our tables we see that but little impression 
has been made upon that illiteracy. We seethat while the percentage 
of illiteracy has been decreasing buta small per cent. , the number of illit- 
erates has increased instead of decreasing. Now, as this Goverhment 
is founded on the intelligence of its citizens, as that has been our boast 
from the organization of the Government until now, as it has been the 
burden of all our patriotic utterances, we owe it to ourselves to see to it 
that this blot upon our country shall be expunged as soon as possible. 

It is said in opposition to this bill that the Government should not 
supervise or interfere with the school systems of the different States. 
Any one who has read the bill knows that it does not undertake in any 





measure to interfere with the school system of any State within this 
Union. It proposes to have this money paid over to the State authori- 
ties, the same authorities that expend the money raised by the States 
themselves for school purposes; that it shall be expended under their 
laws, by their officers, as each State shall see fit, except that there shall 
be no discrimination in its expenditure in regard to color, and except 
that none of it shall be used to support sectarian or religious schools. 
It goes nofurther. It utilizes the machinery that already exists; it uses 
the engines that are already constructed in the different States for the 
purpose of expending this money. And the committee believe, after 
full investigation, if this money was paid over to the different States it 
would be used honestly and that it would be honestly and justly ex- 
pended for the purpose for which it is appropriated. We had before us 
men of national reputations who had examined the school systems of 
that part of the country which is to receive the greater proportion of 
this money. They had examined the laws, they had become personally 
acquainted with the school officers of those States; and it has been the 
universal opinion of those gentlemen that any money appropriated by 
the Government for the support of common schools will be as henestly 
and carefully expended in that portion of the country as any other. 

I would refer here to the opinions of Mr. Smart, who has been a State 
superintendent of schools in the State of Indiana, and who has spent a 
good deal of time in several of the States South—four different States— 
eStablishing teachers’ institutes. He declares before the committees of 
the Senate and the House that he made a special examination upon the 
point to which I have referred, and that he is fully satisfied that any 
money appropriated will be carefully and honestly expended. 

I refer to the opinion of Rev. Dr. Mayo, who has traveled through 
that region for the last two years, as given in the appendix to our re- 
port; and he bears out that opinion. 

I refer to the opinions of Dr. Gregory, not in print, however, a gen- 
tleman from my own State, who was president of our agricultural col- 
lege, and has been State superintendent of instruction in the State of 
Michigan, who also declares that from several months’ sojourn there he 
is contident this nation has no greater duty before it than to put the 
hand to the wheel and say that aid shall be given in extirpating that 
mass of ignorance that exists there; and he further adds that in his be- 
lief'an appropriation so given’will be honestly and judiciously expended. 

We had before our committee the superintendent of instruction of 
the State of South Carolina, a man who has given several years of earn- 
est, ardent work to fostering a public-school sentiment in that State, 
where it is so much needed; a man who is thoroughly acquainted with 
it; and he declares that it is simply impossible for the people of South 
Carolina to provide sufficient educational facilities to educate all its 
people, let them try as hard as they may. He gives us figures to show it, 
and declares that the tax levied in the State of South Carolina for schools 
is larger than the taxes for all State purposes combined, and that the tax 
levied in the city of Charleston, South Carolina, for the support of 
schools is a larger percentage than that levied in the city of Boston for 
its schools. And I will add that this gentleman, who was so active in 
the matter of education in his State, was last year elevated to the office 
of governor of that State; and I am told by gentlemen who have been 
there that his interest in the cause of education was the reason he was 
nominated and the reason he was elected. . 

We had also before us the superintendent of public instruction of the 
State of Georgia, a native of that State, a gentleman who has devoted 
the last ten years of his life to the cause of education, and he declares 
it as his opinion, based on a full knowledge of the situation, that the 
State of Georgia could not of itself without some assistance provide that 
system of education that was necessary in the present emergency. I will 
read from his statement a few remarks to show the progress that has been 
made in that State. He says: 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, that in the State of Georgia, under my ad- 
ministration of ten years, the entire loss of school fund will not foot up more than 
about $6,000. In an administration covering ten years there has not been a sin- 
gle dollar misapplied with that exception t 1 know of. We try to make it do 
the greatest ible amount of good. We try to manage it with the greatest 
economy. We admit to our schools all who want to enter them. We com- 
menced in 1871 with a school attendance of 48,000. We have gone gradually up- 
ward, The second year we had 83,000, the next year 136,000, the next year 
156,000. Ishall not follow the statistics along. Year before last (my year’s work 
has not been footed up, as the returns are not all in) we went up to a school at- 
tendance of 236,000. e have never failed to gain as much as 9,000 in any =. 
We have gone over that in attendance every year, and the colored people have 

roceeded pari passu with the whites in their attendance. They commenced 
with 6,000 and went up, according to the last return, to 86,000 colored children in 
our gchools. There is no discrimination made; no man can afford to doitin an 
office in my State. So strong is the school sentiment in favor of the administra- 
tion of exact and equa) justice that no man can afford to do it. We are strug- 
gling to do the very best we can with our limited means, 

We had before us the superintendent of public instruction of the State 
of Maryland, and his testimony was to the same effect. He indorsed 
all that had been said by the gentleman to whom I have referred, at 
the same time declaring that he was old-fashioned enough to think that 
the State ought to do nothing that the private individual could do as 
well. And he further said: . 

I am willing tocarry it furtherand to say that the National Government should 
do nothing that the State government can do as well, but all history and all ex- 

rience prove to us that the individual is not able to educate his children. He 


never done it in the history of world; the State must come in and aid 
him in the work; and I think we have proved abundantly that in our Southern 
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States at all events the State is not able to do the work of education. Therefore 
] say it is the duty and the privilege of the National Governmentto come in and 
help the States to do that which they are willing but are not able to do. 


I give these as samples of the testimony that was taken before us. 
All agreed upon that one point, and we knew and did not need to have 
it asserted that they are needy in these Southern States, and absolutely 
can not provide at present the means necessary for sustaining suflicient 
public schools without assistance. 

After the first year’s appropriation no further payments can be made 
until the authorities of each State shall have filed with the Commis- 
sioner of Education a report as to the amount of moncy expended by 
and under the laws of the State, the number of teachers and of pupils 
of both races attending the schools, the amounts appropriated for each, 
the length of time schools have been open, and such other information 
as will enable Congress to know year by year whether the money is 
being expended in a proper manner, and also to be informed of the 

wrogress and state of education whenever the money is expended. 

I wish in this connection to refer to some statistics that I have taken 
from the report of the Commissioner of Education, to show compara- 
tively what has been done for schools in different States in the North 
and in theSouth. As appears from that report there was expended per 
capita of the school population during the year 1880 in Massachusetts 
$14.91; in Mississippi, $1.56; in California, $12.44; in North Carolina, 
98 cents; in Illinois, $6.70; in Alabama, 96 cents; in New York, $6.54; 
and in Georgia, $1.03. 

I will now give the expenditure per capita upon the average actual 
school attendance. There was expended in Massachusetts in 1880 
$19.66 per capita of school attendance; in Mississippi, $2.70; in Cali- 
fornia, $27.35; in North Carolina, $2.34; in Illinois, $15.68; in Alabama, 
$3.17; in New York, $18.16; and in Georgia, $3.31. 

Now, I desire to call attention to a brief statement of the annual 
expenditures for school purposes in a few of the States as shown by 
the report of the Commissioner of Education. I take States as nearly 
alike in population as I can find them. The total expenditure for 
school pu in New Jersey, with a population of 1,131,116 was, in 
1880, $1,928,374; in Alabama, with a population of 1,262,505, the total 
expenditure for school purposes was only $375,465. It weuld there- 
fore appear that New Jersey, with less population than Alabama, ex- 
pended more than five times as much for school purposes. 

Now, the question will arise, why did New Jersey expend so much 
more than Alabama? I will give the assessed valuation of those two 
States as shown by Spofford’s Almanac. 
New Jersey was $606,415,561; the assessed valuation of Alabama was 
$120,000,000. The assessed valuation of New Jersey was about five 
times as great as that of Alabama. Therefore it will be seen that al- 
though the proportion of expenditures for school purposes in Alabama 
was so small, so insignificant, so insuflicient for the purpose, yet, accord- 
ing to its assessed valuation, it was as great as in the State of New 
Jersey. 

Minnesota, with a population of 780,773, expended for school purposes 
in 1880, $1,706,114; while Arkansas, with a population of 802,535, ex- 
pended in that year for school purposes only $238,056. 

Mr. OATES. For what year does the gentleman give the expendi- 
tures for the State of Alabama? 

Mr. SHERWIN. I give it for the year 1880, and obtain my figures 
from the last report of the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr. OATES. In the year 1881 Alabama expended over $400,000. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will ask the gentleman again to state what was 
the total expenditure in 1880 of the State of Alabama? 

Mr. SHERWIN. It was $375,465. I have given the expenditures 
in Minnesota and Arkansas, with their respective populations. It will 
be seen that Minnesota, with a considerably less population than Ar- 
kansas, expended more than seven times as much for school purposes. 

The assessed value of Minnesota was $258,055,643, and of Arkansas 
$86,892,541; about three times as much in Minnesota as in Arkansas. 

I will now compare the State of Wisconsin with the State of North 


Carolina. Wisconsin, with a population of 1,315,947, expended for 
school p $2,230,772; while North Carolina, with a population of 


1,399,750, expended only $352,882. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. What year was that ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Eighteen hundred and eighty. Wisconsin, with 
less population than North Carolina, expended more than six times as 
much for school purposes. The assessed valuation of property in Wis- 
consin was $438,971,811, and in North Carolina $142,918,186. There 
po ag property assessed in Wisconsin five times over than in North 


I will make one more comparison. 
864,694, expended for school purposes $2,864,571; while Louisiana, with 
* population of 939,946, expended for school purposes only $480,320. 
California, with considerably less population than Louisiana, expended 
about six times as much for schools. The comparative assessments in 
those two States are, in California, $469,645,058, and in Louisiana 
$149,635,805; or more than three times as much in California as in 


I think this fully substantiates the testimony given before the com- | 
mittee by the school officials and gentlemen to whom I have referred, 


The assessed valuation of 


California, with a population of 
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that these Southern States are really now doing as much comparatively 
for schools as are the older States with older school systems, although 
at first glance it would seem that they are not endeavoring to do what 
some may think they ought to do. 

I want now to call the attention of the House to one other matter. 
Look at the Southera States, with two distinct races which do not mix: 
the children of the two races do not attend the same schools. Separate 
schools must be maintained for the two colors, and that increases the 
expenditure for schools and makes it more important that these matters 
should be taken into account in extending this aid for school purposes. 

We may say that it ought not to beso; that those who brought about 
this state of things ought to suffer for it. But the fact exists; and this 
is a national question, not a State question; because when men come 
up and deposit their ballots for electors of President of the United 
States it affects Illinois as much as South Carolina, if the ballot is not 
intelligent, if it is not honest, if it is not republican. I will say that 
the same disparity existing in the States to which I have referred ex- 
ists in all these States. 

Now, upon the point that these States are not doing what they ought 
to do I wish to occupy a few moments 


In 1850 there were in the 
schools of the South 


3,947 colored pupils; in 1860, 3,003; in 1870, 
1,397,216; and in 1880 the number had gone up to an enrollment of 
2,963,856. 

As another indication of progress in this respect I may mention that 
while in 1570 there were in those States four publications devoted to ed- 
ucational objects, there were in 1880 nineteen. Inthe Northern States 
there were in 1870 twenty-one and in 1880 forty-six. In the Northern 
States the number or these publications had a little more than doubled, 
while in the South they had more than quadrupled 
derstood that I am referring to the South in no invidious We 
know that the mass of ignorance unhappily exists there, and that 75 
per cent. of this appropriation, if made, will go there 

The number of pupils in the public normal schools of thi 
1870 was 4,668; in 1880, 5,097. 


| hope it is un- 


sense 


» South in 
In private normal schools there were 
in 1880, 6,386; as to 1870 we have no statistics. It will thus be seen 
that in 1880 there were 11,483 pupils in the normal schools of the 
South—a large increase in the course of ten years. 

In 1880 there were 1,566,640 more pupils in attendance in the South 
than there were in 1870, and there were 19,481 more teachers em- 
ployed in teaching. 
in 1570. 

Mr. SMITH, of Hlinois 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. ‘To what extent is this increased expendi- 
ture for education in the South due to the voluntary contributions from 
the North? Or do these statistics include only expenditures made by 
State or municipal governments? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Only those made by the public. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. The figures do not include those institu- 
tions founded by donations from churches and private individuals? 

Mr. SHERWIN. They do not include any charitable contributions 
at all. They do not include, for instance, the expenditures of the 
Peabody fund or the Slater fund. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Or of the churches? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Or of the churches. The contributions to which 
the gentleman refers, while praiseworthy and excellent, are but a drop 
in the bucket to the amount which ought to be expended. 

It may be asked, if this progress is being made, what is the need of 
the National Government making this appropriation? There is great 
need. You will recollect the situation. It is abnormal. It is outside 
of any experience of States that have had a free-school system for many 
years. There were in 1880 nearly 7,000,000 black people in those States, 
and the number to-day is probably considerably larger. It is to be re- 
membered that a large proportion of these are adults, beyond the aip 
of schools. It is to be remembered that there were children born in 
families that could not read and write and had no desire in many in- 
stances to read or write. There was no family impulsion toward edu- 
cation. They could not realize themselves the darkness in which they 
existed. They have not been able to aid themselves as weuld a similar 
number of persons transplanted for instance from Massachusetts into 
Iowa or Minnesota. 

The public administration in this matter has all been dene by the 
hardest work—from the bottom. And although there has been prog 
ress frony nothing to what we nowsce, the fact still exists that in three 
or four States of this Union more than 50 per cent. of the men over 21 
years of age can not read the ballots which they cast. After all the 
progress that has been made, the fact still exists that there are in those 
States nearly a million and a half—1,354,974—adults of 21 years of 
age and upward who can not read their ballots. 

Mr. McMILLIN. While the gentleman is on this point | would 
like to call his attention to one of the provisions of this bill. It i# 
claimed that this measure will inure to the benefit of the colored people 
of the South. 

Mr. SHERWIN. 
colored people. 


In 1880 the expenditure was $972,030 more than 


Will the gentleman allow me at this time 


Of all illiterate persons, but more especially of the 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman a moment ago was speaking espe- 
cially of the colored population; and I desire to call attention to one 
provision of this bill which will prevent their getting from this measure 
the benefit which it is claimed to be intended to give them. Section 3 
provides: 

And in no case shall any State or Territory be allowed outof said fund a greater 
sum than such State or Territory shall have expended during the previous year 
for the common-schoo!l education of the children of such State or Territory, ex- 
clusive of the amount received from the United States, and exclusive of the sums 
paid for grounds, school buildings, or repairs on the same. 

Now, coming from the South, I think I am ina situation to judgecor- 
rectly as to this matter; and I believe that under this provision the ap- 
propriation will be so curtailed that the Southern States will not receive 
as great a proportion of this fund when distributed as will the people 
of the North. 

I wish in this connection to state that the extent of the exertion of 
the Southern people in behalf of the education of the people of this class 
is not known to the country. The State of Kentucky, in which I for- 
merly lived, not only permitted them to attend the public schools, but 
appropriated every dollar that was raised from a negro in any way, or 
from any part of his taxation, to the education of his children, a privi- 
lege that is not given to any other class of people in the United States by 
any of the States so far as I know. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman permit me to answer my friend 
from Tennessee on that point? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. The danger apprehended by my friend from Ten- 
nessee will not happen. I am myself responsible for that clause in 
this bill. Iam from a State where the blacks are largely in the major- 
ity, and I put it in there to stimulate the efforts of the Southern States 
to educate their illiterates. I did it for the express purpose of putting 
these States on their metal; for Iwanted them to realize, as I believe 
they do to a great extent, the necessity for this action. [Mr. MCMILLIN 
rose.]| Permit me to finish. I will also say to the House, under the 

rovisions of this bill these States will get liberally of the amount of 
$10,000,000 to be expended throughout the limits of the Republic, and 
that they will in nowise be cut off by that provision. It is to prevent 
arelapse on the part of the South and will stimulate them to do better 
if possible. 

I know, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the effort made 
to-day in Mississippi and other States of the South to educate illiterates 
of both sexes. I know what has been done in all the States South to 
cure this evil crying to Congress for redress, because it is beyond the 
power of the several States to heal it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Mississippi forgets the fact 
they have been legislating for a class of five or six millions of people 
who were turned loose upon the South by an act of the Government 
about fifteen years ago without money enough to buy a hat for each in- 
dividual. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not forget that fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam afraid 

Mr. MONEY. It is because I was mindful of that fact this bill is 
about to provide for the education of those people who were brought 
into citizenship without any knowledge of its responsibilities or its 
privileges. It is to give them the advantages they ought to have. It 
is to meet the obligation the Government owes to its citizens to educate 
them to a sense of their duties and responsibilities that this bill is re- 

rted. It does not have the effect my friend from Tennessee mentions, 

ut it will have the effect, I beg to assure the House, of providing for 
the education of these people that the States themselves are incompe- 
tent to do in their own behalf. 

Mr. DUNN. This is an important case and I would like—— 

Mr. SHERWIN. I can not yield if this is to come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will come out of the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to ask a question. This bill provides that “‘in 
no case shall any State or Territory be allowed out of said fund a greater 
sum than such State or Territory shall have expended during the pre- 
vious year for the common-school education of the children of such 
State or Territory.’’ My State, through the general fund of the State, 
expends about $325,000. The counties and school districts expend 
about $450,000. Now, will that State be credited with the district fund 
levied by the district but collected by the general collector and paid out 
by the district? 

Mr. MONEY. It is so in my own State. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no account in the State treasury of the 
amount so expended by the county, and no accurate estimate can be 
made of that amount without new legislation. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in what the gentleman 
has said about the efforts made by the Southern people in the cause of 
education during the last five or six years I subscribe to every word of 
it. I believe from the information that has come to us that in most 
cases the people of these States where the most of this illiteracy exists 
are doing all they can, that they are making herculean efforts to provide 
the means of education; but I do take issue with that gentleman on 
one point, although it is irrelevant to the line of this discussion, and I 
refer to what he has said about the State of Kentucky. Until this year 











the State of Kentucky has had no free-school system such as is contem- 
plated by this act, and if it had gone into effect one year ago that State 
would not have obtained a dollar, in my opinion, under this bill. 

Mr.McMILLIN. My friend from Illinoiscan not deny my statement. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I am happy to state that now they have such a 
system. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. The State 
of Kentucky has always had a system of education for black as well as 
for white, as much as any other State in the Union. In my own city 
of Louisville to-day the school buildings in which blacks are educated 
are of as great value and as magnificent in proportion and as well kept 
in every particular as the buildings for the education of the whites, 
They have expended hundreds of thousands of dollars, not only by 
a action but by individual and city action, for the benefit of the 

ks. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I know that is true. I know that in the city of 
Louisville, for instance, they have made splendid provision for the sup- 
port of the common schools; but until within the last six months, as 
I understand it, the laws of Kentucky provided for no regulation with 
reference to the education of the blacks other than that they should 
have such proportion of the tax for the support of their schools as they 
themselves paid. In other words, the tax for the support of the colored 
schools did not come out of the general fund and was consequently very 
limited. But that has been changed. Our committee had before it on 
yesterday the superintendent of education of that State, who said that 
was the fact, and that the law had been but recently adopted. There 
is another small State, I will say in answer to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, that I understand has not such a school system as will entitle 
it to any portion of this fund provided by the National Government. 

Mr. KENNA. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 
In some of the States the law provides a sort of local option in regard 
to the education of children. A State fund is provided and also a local 
fund, and the question as to how much school, or whether any, shall be 
had depends upon a sort of local option in some of the States where 
these local school funds are raised in the different magisterial districts. 
The question therefore that I wish to put tothe gentleman from I}linois 
is this, whether under this provision of the bill ‘‘ before any State or 
Territory shall be entitled to receive its share of siid fund it shall have 
provided by law for the freecommon-school education of all itschildren 
of school age, without distinction of colov, for at least three months in 
the year, from the funds provided for schools under the laws of said 
State or Territory,’’ &c.? Now, I wish to ask whether under that pro- 
vision a State whose law is in the condition described would get a part 
of the fund which is recommended by the committee for distribution 
under the law? Whether, in other words, such State would come 
within the provisions of this act? 

Mr. SHERWIN. The same point was raised by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. Let me say to the gentleman that that was also raised in 
the committee, whether in collecting the amount expended for school 
purposes in different States the amount raised by local taxation in dis- 
tricts, counties, or towns, as the case may be, should be considered, 
and it was so considered in the committee, because wherever there is a 
local-option law making provision for educational purposes it is after 
all a part of the State law, and we so looked upon it and determined 
in our judgment that any fund raised by any district or township under 
State law was a State fund for this purpose. 

Mr. KENNA. But the difficulty is that the bill provides as in this 
third section to which I now refer, and which I have quoted, that the 
State must have provided absolutely for at least three months of school- 
ing before it can receive any part of the money set apart for educational 
purposes by the provisions of the bill. Now, some of the magisterial dis- 
tricts in States may have failed to comply with this local-option pro- 
vision of the States, and the schools in some instances may not have been 
kept up for the le of time specified here. Inthat condition of things 
it strikes me that this section of the bill would operate to bar such States 
from any portion of thefund unless it is amended as I think it should be. 

Mr. SHERWIN. The committee would have no objection to an 
amendment which would make the point clear. The intention of the 
committee was just as the gentleman from West Virginia desires. 

Now, the basis of the distribution of this fund, in reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, let me say, is upon the total illiteracy 
as developed by the census; not of the illiteracy of school children 
alone. It was ly put upon the total illiteracy, because it 
is well known that illiteracy of the adults is much larger in that 
region than elsewhere in the United States. The committee there- 
fore, in preparing this bill, sought to fix the basis of illiteracy upon 
the whole population, and we desire therefore to take the largest pro- 
portion, so as to give, if possible, as wide a measure of relief as could 
be given. It selected that basis which would send a large amount of 
money into those States, and I will repeat that we took the tables of 
illiteracy as shown in the census of 1880, which will control during 
the whole term for which this appropriation will be made. It will 
last for the entire five years. We do not take a census every year to 
show the illiteracy of the country, and this bill provides that the dis- 
tribution shall be made upon the basis of illiteracy as shown by the 
last census. Gentleman are aware that there are many adults through- 
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out the region of country to which I now refer who are necessarily illit- 
erate; and this will resultin carrying a large amount of money tor the 
support of schools to that part of the country. 

The statistics show that 17 per cent. of all persons over ten years of age 
ir the United States can not write. 


All of the late slave States except Missouri, which has only 13.4 per 


cent., are above that amount, Delaware and Maryland being near it 
with 17.5 and 19.3 per cent., respectively. But in every one of the late 
slave States over 50 per cent. of the colored population are illiterate. 
The white population of the three States just mentioned approximate 
in ability to read and write the same class of our population in States 
which are not classed as illiterate, the percentage being, respectively, in 
Missouri 10.5, in Delaware 9.1, and in Maryland 8.1 of the white popu- 
lation who can not write. 

But there are eight States, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia, which have 
over 40 per cent. of illiterates of all classes, white and black. 
centage of illiterates among the blacks in the State of Alabama is 80.6. 
Almost the whole colored population are illiterate. In Florida 70.7 
are illiterate. Now, I wish to reflect upon these figures in connection 
with any objection that may be made as to the propriety of this appro- 
priation on the ground that the statistics show that there is progress in 
the South on the question of education. I admit that there has been 

If there were no progress that case would be absolutely hope- 


less after eighteen years of freedom. But after all that, after that | 
period of freedom, we find still Alabama with 80.6 per cent. of illiter- | 
acy, 70.7 in Florida, 81.6 in Georgia, 79.1 in Louisiana, 75.2 in Missis- | 


sippi, 77.4 in North Carolina, 78.5 in South Carolina, and 73.7 in 
Virginia. ; 2 ee 

Nearly four-fifths of all the colored people in those States, beginning 
with North Carolina and following the seaboard and the Gulf to the 
Mississippi, are illiterate. There are four other States which are nearly 
as bad—Tennessee, Texas, Arkansas, and Kentucky. The percentage 
of colored illiterates in those Statesis 75 per cent. in Arkansas, 70,4 per 
cent. in Kentucky, 71.7 per cent. in Tennessee, and 75.4 per.cent. in 
Texas. Afterall that has been done for education, after all the progress 
that has been made, this is all the progress we can show; nearly four- 
fifths of the colored population in dense ignorance. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Do I understand this to include the scholastic | 


population ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. All above ten years of age. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the gentleman must remember a large pro- 
portion of them were raised in slave times when there was no education 
for that race. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I stated that. We recognized that fact. 
lamentable fact, but we have to look it in the face. 
over 10 years in the twelve States was 3,447,174. Of these 2,951,662 
are illiterate—those over 10 years of age. Now, add to this 1,386,542 
white illiterates, and you have a total of 4,338,204 illiterates in a popu- 
lation over 10 years of age of 9,991,162 in these twelve States alone. 

I wish also to give some statistics upon the number of illiterate vot- 
ers in the Southern States. 

Number of males in the late slave-holding States 21 years of ageand upward who could 
not read and write in 1870 and 1880. 


It isa 


1870— 
White.... 
Colored . 


217, 371 
850, 082 





lids cece en ducusnnve sbesvsastdiivhanbannbesbbcbs buseseseounsenenee 
Total number of iliiterates of voting age in the late slave-holding States 
eRe dacuenncsansovves’ccecesesesuvesececanses cocccascoonscecsccecscccsssces Ly 107,008 
ba ned of illiterates of voting age in the late slave-holding States 
n 


944, 424 









J tintedminiedeceguitibeinedapeeteenberebevecsonepeecess , 4, 974 
Increase of illiterate voters in the South from 1870 to 1880...... 187, 671 
Increase of illiterate whites of voting age from 1870 to 1880............. 93, 279 


Increase of illiterate colored ple of voting age from 1870 to 1880. 
Total number of males of voting age in the South in 1880...................... 
Total number of illiterate males of voting age in the South in 1880....... 
Thirty-two and three-tenths per cent. of the voters in the South are illiterate. 
Of the illiterates 69.7 per cent. are colored and 30.3 are whites. 
The State of Alabama has 120,858 illiterate voters, and its popular 
vote in 1880 was 151,507. The State of Georgia has 145,087 illite- 
rate voters, and its popular vote in 1880 was 155,651. The State of 


Mississippi has 111,541 illiterate votes, and its popular vote was 117,078. | 
Louisiana has 102,932 illiterate votes, and its popular vote was 97,201. | 


Is there any man in this House who does not recoil as he faces these 
figures and reflects upon the state of the schools, the secial condition, 
and the material status of those regions? 

Twenty years have passed since the proclamation was issued which 
made these black men free. Nearly seventeen years have passed since 
they were clothed with the rightsof citizens of the Republic. Thirteen 
years have almost passed since the ballot was intrusted to their loyal 
but ignorant hands. 

As the nation, guided by the Republican party, bestowed one after 
another these inestimable boons upon the colored race, the world ap- 


plauded and we took much praise unto ourselves. The Republican 4 


party has gloried and does glory in these acts as the consummation of 


its policy. As the Republic could not live half slave and half free | 
we determined that it should be all free and that it should survive. 


The per- | 


The total population | 


410,550 | 
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| It does survive, free in deed as wellasin name. But the faet remains 


that we bestowed freedom and citizenship and the ballot not only as 
acts of the highest justice to the colored race, but as means of sav ing 
the Union and perpetuating the Constitution. But, we added to the 
body-politic a mass of ignorance so stupendously great that were it 
not animated by constant loyalty and uniform obedience to law would 
corrupt all law and subvert all order. The nation owes it to itself by 
every consideration for its own safety, it owes it to the colored man by 
every consideration of justice, to aid in dispelling that ighorance and 
placing within his reach the means of education. The States where it 
most obtains are not able to deal with it as it should be dealt with. It 
is a national question. It should rest upon the national consciencé 

It should arouse us to immediate action. 

We can not palter with our plain dnty in this matter without invit 
ing danger and incurring the severest retribution. 
| pessed since our internal struggles ceased. They have been years of 

quietude and plenty. Our enormous debt has been disappearing with 
| marvelous rapidity; our revenues are muniticent and beyond all ow 
needs. There are no reasons of finance why the nation should not 
make this appropriation, and yet to-day we hesitate. We see nearly 
one-half of all the people of twelve States steeped in ignorance, a con 
dition which tends to perpetuate itself and debase us all, and yet we 
hesitate. We see a million anda quarter of voters in those States with 
ballots in their hands which they can not read, ballots which earry 
with them the destiny of all the millions of this land, and yet we hesitate. 

Urged by simple justice to the weak and unfortunate, the lowly and 
| ignorant, by profound regard for our traditional national policy, by all 

our hopes for future national progress and glory, by an earnest solicitude 
for public safety and the honor and virtue of society, we should hesitate 
| no longer. 
Mr. Speaker, it may be said, Will not this take more money than they 
| can expend? Now, one word on that point. Is it or is it not too large 
| an appropriation? The total amount raised by taxation for school pur 
| poses in the whole country, as shown by the census report in 1830, was 
70,07 Of this amount there was raised in the slave-holding 
States $9,276,126. The amount per capita of the entire population 
raised in the Northern States was $2.09. Had the Southern States 
| 
| 


Righteen years have 


raised as large an amount per capita, it would have amounted to 
$38,692,292, or more than four times what they actually did raise. If 
they raised only the same amount this year as they did the census year, 
and to that added the 2mount raised by this bill, they would have still 
to raise two and one-third times as much. So there is no danger your 
appropriation will be too much for the object sought to be accomplished 
Yet how much greater is the need for this expenditure there than in 
the Northern States? 

| There is one other reflection in connection with this subject 


The 
census revealed the fact in South Carolina that the increase of the col- 
ored population there in the last decade was 43 per cent. while the in 

| crease of the white population was only 35 percent. At that rate of 

increase within twenty-five years the white race will be substantially 
extirpated or completely overshadowed numerically. 

There are now two to one of the black race in South Carolina. In 
the State of Mississippi they increased 46 per cent. in the last decade 
while the increase of the whites was much less. The colored population 
of Mississippi at the same rate of increase would in twenty-two years 
be double what it was in 1880. 

Now, then, here is this mass of ignorance. But it has the ballot in 
its hand. It has the right to vote, whether it can read its ballot or not. 
The obstruction of any man’s right to vote should be punished, no 
matter if that ballot be ignorant or the effect of it be demoralizing. 
The remedy, if there be one, is in education, else republican govern- 
ment is a failure. 

But, Mr. Speaker, human nature is the same everywhere. And if, 
we, under a different social condition, were in the place of the people 
where this illiteracy exists in such great masses, if we were confronted 
with the problem that they confront, if we owned the soil, if we had 
the bulk of the property, if our property paid the taxes, | think we 
should object to be governed by a lawless, corrupt, and ignorant popu- 
lation if it outnumbered us two to one. Means will be found for sub 
verting the citizen’s right to vote if ignorance exists. The black man, 
I believe, has continued true to the Government. I believe generally 
he has performed his political dutiesin a praiseworthy manner; certainly 
much beyond what we had any right to expect from his condition of 
ignorance. But one great reason for this is because of his attachment 
to a party that gave him his freedom. Now, then, when that party 
| shall have dissolved, as all parties do dissolve, when his attachment to 

that party shall have been severed, when he can look no longer to the 
leaders of that party for his light, when he is subject to any new organ- 
| ization that comes up, then will obtain an increased reign of corruption, 
| of bribery, of confusion, of anarchy and chaos, unless such a degree of 
intelligence shall have been attained to by them as shall make them 
| entirely competent in themselves to govern wisely. Tor with know1l- 
edge and with the possession of property, which also follows the pos- 
| session of knowledge, conservatism will come. 

It is but natural that it should be so. An? 

and for this nation to look the fact in the fia 





't is for this Congress 
‘ay and provide for it, 
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before the emergency shall come upon us. It is our duty to provide 
that there shall be intelligence instead of ignorance; that there shall 
be the light of knowledge instead of the darkness that now rests upon 
the people of twelve States of this Union. 

One objection to this appropriation was that the States could not be 
intrusted with the expenditure. I think I have demonstrated that this 
is as safe as anything in the way of legislation. 

It has also. been stated as an objection that aid from the General Gov- 
ernment would cause the States to relax their efforts. This bill has 
been framed to prevent that state ofthings. We provide that no State 
shall receive any of this bounty unless it shall expend of its own money 
as much as it receives from the General Government. We provide fur- 
thermore that no State shall receive any of this money unless it shall 
provide for at least three months’ school ineach year. There are there- 
tore two conditions to precede the receiving of this money by the States. 
The States must levy a tax on their own behalf and must provide for 
schools for at least three months of the year before it can receive any of 
the bounty from the General Government. I think that is sufficiently 
far to go and will answer all the objections that have been made that the 
States would relax their efforts in this behalf. 

Now, will any ofthis money be wasted? We have provided that not 
one cent of this fund from the General Government shall be expended for 
salaries of officials or for the building of school-houses. It has been 
claimed that this bill will breed a lot of officials in Washington and in 
the several States torun these schools in grand fashion. Now, I think 
that an additional clerk in each State will be all that is suflicient to 
carry this law into effect, and I believe that two’ additional clerks in 
the Bureau of Education will be all that will be required here. 

It has been said, as an objection to this bill, that communities having 
an earnest desire for education will find means to secure it without 
help from outside. This seems tome avery shallow objection. It takes 
money to run schools—to educate children; and if the money can not 
be had there can not be schools. It is demonstrated that in at least 
twelve of these States the money can not be had insuflicient quantities 
for this purpose; there must be help from the outside. 

I know, and have already said, that in communities having traditions 
and desires for education among people who understand putting in 
operation the machinery for educational purposes, much more can be done 
than in communities having none of these qualifications, as is the case 
in the States where this illiteracy exists. I know, too, that education 
is largely a matter of growth, that itcan notalways be compelled. But 
it can be nourished by appropriations. Here isan example inthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia. At the close of the war there were in this District 
no public schools worthy of the name. There was herea large colored 
population as ignorant nearly as that population in some parts of the 
South. But colored schools have been established here by the bounty 
of the Government by direct appropriations made from the Treasury, 
There are now here magnificent school buildings, including a high-school 
building, for the useof these people, who have responded in such a way 
as toshow themselves worthy of thisexpenditure. Itoughttobea matter 
of pride with Congress that it has built up such a system. Thesame 
stimulus would ultimately be given in the Southern States if this pro- 
posed aid were extended. 

It has been objected that this bill contemplates a system of high 
schools. Itcontemplates nosuch thing. It proposes to establish merely 
a system of common schools for elementary education, not a fancy edu- 
cation. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to offer an amendment 
now, so that it may be under discussion ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. I must decline to yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The bill will be read by sections 
for amendment. 

Mr. SHERWIN. As soon as a proper sentiment is established in 
favor of this system, as soon as the methods of conducting the schools 
have become ingrained among the people, as soon as this mass of illit- 
eracy is broken and this darkness to some extent dispelled, the nation 
could, I think, withdraw its aid and leave the work entirely to the 
people. I do not believe in any interference by the National Govern- 
ment in any sense with education in any of the States, except that 
in this emergency we should give aid from our abundance while the 
emergency lasts. We should extend this aid not only asa matter of 
justice to those communities, but as a matter of safety to the nation 
at large. Look at the nations of Europe. We have been boasting of 
our intelligence, yet many of the countries under despotic or kingly 
government have to-day better systems of education than we have. 
The Kingdom of Wurtemburg, according to a census taken about three 
years ago, had within its borders no illiterate persons above the age of 
10 years. Education is compuisory there, and every person over the 
age of 10 years could read and write. . 

In the year 1878 every recruit to the army of Germany could read 
and write. Could the same be said of our Army? In Denmark, in 
Norway, in Sweden, in Germany, in the Netherlands, and in England, 
there are compulsory laws in the matter of education. France is 
awakening, is expending an immense amount of money for educa- 
tional purposes. When she obtained republican government, her wise 
statesmen at once saw that it could not exist without a system of 








free schools, and large sums are being appropriated frem the national 
treasury year by year for this purpose. The prime minister of that 
country adds to his title that of minister of education. In England 
until a few years ago, there was no public-school system, but they 
saw that they were deteriorating, that they were becoming weak, and 
they have put into operation a system of free schools which I think 
is better than ours to-day—a system supported partly by funds of the 
national government and partly by local rates. But under the law 
there must be schools; and children between the ages of 6 and 14 must 
attend. In 1879—I have no later figures on this point—there was 
expended for schools in England and Wales $23,875,000, of which 
$9,140,000 came from the national treasury. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that is all I have to offer on this question, 
and I hope the bill will be discussed and that at the earliest practicable 
time we may have a vote upon it. I shall endeavor to press it to a 
vote at the earliest moment. 

And now before closing I wish to read the eloquent words of Presi- 
dent Garfield’s inaugural address upon the subject before us: 

But the danger which arises from ignorance in the voter can not be denied. 
It covers a field far wider than that of ne; suffrage and the present condition 
ofthe race. It is a danger that lurks and hides in the sources and fountains of 
power in every State. e have no standard = ¢ which to measure the disaster 


that may be brought upon us by ignorance and vice in the citizen when joined 
to corruption and fraud in the suff be 

The voters of the Union who make and unmake constitutions, and upon 
whose will hangs the destinies of our governments, can transmit their supreme 
authority to no successors save the coming generation of voters, who are the sole 
heirs of sovereign power. If that generation comes to its inheritance blinded 


by ignorance and corrupted by vice, the fall of the Republic will be certain and 
remediless, 


The census has already sounded the alarm in the appalling figures which 


mark how dangerously high the tide of illiteracy has risen among our voters 
and their children. 


To the South this sparen is of supreme importance, but the responsibility 
for the existence of slavery did not rest upon the South alone. The nation itseif 
is responsible for the extension of the suffrage, and is under special obligations 
to aid in removing the illiteracy which it has added to the voting population. 
For the Nortk and South alike there is but one remedy. All the constitutional 
power of the nation and of the States and all the volunteer forces of the people 


should be summoned to meet this danger by the strong influence of versal 
education. - 


. {During the remarks of Mr. SHERWIN, at the expiration of the first 


our 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope thé gentleman will have further time, if he 
desires it. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to continue his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] to preceed? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire toask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SHER- 
WIN] if he contemplates taking a vote on this bill to-day ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. _I was asked that question before, and in response 
to the inquiry I indicated an intention not to have the vote taken to- 
day. - But I should like to have it taken to-day. 

Mr. REAGAN. The vote had better be taken to-day or it never will 
be taken. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Let it be taken right off. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SHERWIN] if at the beginning of this discussion he did not say there 
would be no vote taken to-day? 

Mr. SHERWIN. I did say so. 

Mr. ROBESON. And gentlemen have gone away with that assurance. 

Mr. WILLIS. If there is not a vote taken on this bill to-day it will 
— I ask the gentleman to announce that there will be a vote 

en. 

Mr. ROBESON. But the gentleman has announced the other way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman has already announced that there 
would be no vote taken to-day, and I know of half a dozen gentlemen 
who have _— away with that expectation. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido not understand that there has been any such an- 
nouncement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, there was such an announcement made. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. In response to a question by his colleague 
[Mr. SPRINGER], the gentleman distinctly announced that there would 
be no vote taken to-day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I know of half a dozen gentlemen who have gone 
away with that ex tion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I regret that the announcement has been made. 

Several MEMBERS. The bill will go over. 

Mr. WILLIS. But if it goes over it will be lost. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is ne 
amendment pending to the bill and the Chair knows of no reason why 
the vote should not be taken to-day. 

.» Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Did not the gentleman in charge of the bill 
state that there would be no vote taken to-day ? 


aa SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know anything of 
t. 
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Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Allow me one word. 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], the colleague of the gentleman who has 
charge of the bill, asked that gentleman whether there would bea vote 
taken to-day. The gentleman in charge of the bill said there would 
be no vote taken to-day. His colleague then asked him to announce it 
loud enough to be heard by others, and the announcement was re- 


ated. 

-—~ SHERWIN. Iwill state that at the beginning of this discussion 
I was requested by several members not to press a vote on this bill to- 
day, and I told them thatI would not do so. I said a few moments ago 
that I would like to have the vote taken to-day, but I also stated that 
I had announced that I would not ask for it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me ask the gentleman at what time he expects 
the vote to be taken on this bill? 

Mr. SHERWIN. On Monday. 

Mr. WILLIS. It can not be taken on Monday, for that is suspension 
day; it is one of the last six days of the session. 

Mr. REAGAN. If there is no vote taken on this bill to-day, there 
will be no vote taken on it at alk 

Mr. WILLIS. With the permission of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SHERWIN] I desire to submit this proposition, which I ask the 
Speaker to submit to the House; that a vote be taken on this bill next 
Monday; that will settle the whole question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to any arrangement being made about any 
time for a vote upon this bill. It has already been announced by the 
gentleman in charge of the bill that no vote would be taken on it to- 
day. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mous consent. 

Mr. SHERWIN. 
on this bill at the first opportunity. 
Mr. HISCOCK. After to-day. 

Mr. SHERWIN. 
tion this evening before adjournment. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. SHERWIN then resumed and concluded his remarks. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS rose. 


The gentleman from | 


| 


| 
| 


| 


} 


general subject of the tariff. 


I had hoped to have an opportunity to say something as to the con- 


| stitutionality of this billas well as its righttulnessand expediency. Ent, 


sir, I will forego for the present any such discussion lest from want of 
time my opportunity may be lost. Without detaining the committee, 
I again call upon the true friends of this measure to see to it that the 
previous question shall be ordered before we adjourn to-day, so that upon 
next Monday we can have a vote upon its final passage. 

Mr. CLEMENTS addressed the House. [See Appendiv. ] 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. UPSON asked and obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD some remarks prepared by him upon the provision of the 
tariff bill relating to the duty on wool; ulso some remarks upon the 
{See Appendix. | 
INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7636) 
to repeal certain internal taxes, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] will be kind enough to yield a moment further I desire to 
present a privileged report from the Committee on Rules, so that it may 


be printed in the Rrcorp and go over till Monday. The gentleman 


| from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN] desires it should take that course; 


This debate is proceeding by unani- | 


I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I shall call fora vote | 


. 
After to-day; and I shall call for the previous ques- | 


and itis so understood. The proposed rule may be printed in the Rec- 


oRD. That is all thatis necessary. [Criesof ‘‘ Read!”’ ‘‘Read!’’] 
The SPEA KER. If desired, the re port mhiny be reé ad. ?, 
Mr. HOLMAN and others. Let it be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed rule. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
During the remainder of this session it shall be in order at any time to move 
| to suspend the rules, which motion shall be decided by a majority vote, to take 
from the Speaker's table House bill No. 5538, with the Senate amendment thereto, 
entitled “*A bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation,” and to declare a disa- 
greement with the Senate amendment to the same, and to ask for a committee 
of conference thereon, to be composed of five members on the part of the House 
If such motion shall fail, the bill shall remain upon the Speaker's table unat- 


Mr. BISBEE. Several gentlemen desire to be heard on this bill, and | fected by the decision of the House upon said motion 


wish to leave the Hall, and if the Chair will recognize me I will yield 
to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Georgia, who is a member of the committee and on the oppo- 
site side of the House to the gentleman from Illinois who has just taken 
his seat. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to be will- 
ing to yield to me for five minutes. 

Mr. SHERWIN. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. CLEMENTS], my colleague on the Committee on Education and 
Labor, forthe opportunity of saying this much on the pending bill toaidin 
the support of common schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
Education and Labor I had intended when this bill came up for discus- 
sion to present some facts and statistics in its behalf. The whole sub- 
ject, however, has been fully and exhaustively treated by my friend on 
the committee from the State of Illinois [Mr. SHeRWIN.] The only 
point to which I will call the attention of the House is this, that we are 
within six days of the end of this Congress, and I wish, therefore, to 
appeal to the friends of this measure—and I believe they are in the ma- 
jority on both sides of the House—to expedite as far as possible its con- 
sideration, and by general understanding let the previous question be 
ordered on it to-day. 

_Within a few days, as I have said, Congress will adjourn, and this 
bill, if passed on next Monday, must, as we know, go to the Senate and 
there be acted on. Probably it will come back to the House and go to 
# conference committee, and therefore I urge upon gentlemen as far as 
practicable to limit their remarks. Votes are more eloquent and more 
effective than any speeches we can make. I will not, therefore, occupy 
the time of the House, although I had intended to present a tabularstate- 
ment of the amounts which have been appropriated by the various 
Southern States for educational purposes as a persuasive argument in 
favor of further aid. I had intended to show the amount given by 
previous acts of Congress for the establishment of agricultural colleges. 

I had intended to show how the great States of Ohio and Illinois and 
of the Northwest, through beneficent legislation similar to this, have 
secured such a magnificent system of public-school education in their 


But the gentleman from Georgia is 


I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman 


The gentleman is recognized for five 


midst. The Representatives of those States on this floor will be found, 
let us hope, among the most active and willing supporters of the bill 
which our committee has presented. 





The SPEAKER. This proposed rule will go over under the prac- 
tice. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (HL. R. 1078) to authorize the Seneca Nation of Indians of the 
State of New York to grant title to lands for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
Gallus Kirchner; 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to provide for the extension of the Capital, North 
O Street and South Washington Railway; and 

A bill (H. Rt. 5387) providing for the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. 
Stembel. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6158) to aid 
in the support of common schools. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama | Mr. WHEELER] is 
recognized. 

Mr. PAGE. Will not the gentleman yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield for that motion provided I have the 
floor when this bill is taken up next Monday. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield for 
a motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to say dis- 
tinctly that he yielded for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was willing to yield to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia for that motion, provided I could have unanimous consent to 
occupy the floor on Monday when this bill is again taker up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only say that under the practice 
the gentleman would be entitled to the floor when the bill comes up 
again. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will go on now. 

Mr. WHEELER. I decline to yield unless it is understood that I 
shall have the floor on Monday. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ] 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the bill to aid in the support 
of common schools, on which the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. SHERWIN. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to yield to me 
to demand tke previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois to demand 
the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I make that motion. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 make the point of order that it is not in order to 
demand the previous question until this bill has been considered by 
sections. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. 
submit the motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point that the bill must be first con- 
sidered as in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union by sections for debate and amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the point of 
order that the gentleman from Illinois has not the right to demand the 
previous question on the pending bill. 

The same point of order has been made frequently before on similar 
special orders, and it has been held that the consideration of a bill in 
the House as in the Committee of the Whole does not cutoff the power 
of the House to close debate. 

Mr. KENNA. Iask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
demand for the previous question so as to enable me to offer an amend- 
ment to the third section. As the bill stands the State of West Vir- 
ginia and some others would not realize any advantage fromit. A 
mere formal amendment will cure the defect and make the bill accom- 
plish what it was originally intended to do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the special order in reference to this bill 
be read. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is that the bill is to be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole, and I do not think it ought to be 
rushed through without any opportunity to amend it. 

The SPEAKER. The object of taking the bill out of the committee 
was to apply the practice of the House to its consideration. It may be 
read by sections because of the condition of the special order that pro- 
vides it is to be considered as in Committee of the Whole. But the 
House has the power to order the previous question upon it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the special order be read. 

The SPEAKER. There is no dispute about the condition of the spe- 
cial order. It may be read, however, for the information of the House, 
if desired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 20th day of January, 1883, immediately after the 
morning hour, be assigned for the consideration, in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole, of H, R. 6158 (Report 1214) a bill to aid in the support of common 
schools, to be convinued from day to day until completed, subject only to revenue 
and appropriation bills and prior orders. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to know whether, when the order provides 
that this bill shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, the right to five minutes’ debate and to the reading of each 
graph of the bill and the right to submit amendments under the five- 
minute rule does not remain to the House? 

The SPEAKER. That question is not properly presented at this 


The bill is in the House. a 
As in the Committee of the Whole House on the 


The gentleman from I1linois has been recognized to 


time. 

Mr. ROBESON. I present it now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous 
question 





Mr. ROBESON. Can the previous question be ordered in the House 
when operating as in Committee of the Whole until that bill has been 
read by paragraphs for amendment and has been opened to the five- 
minute debate? 

Mr. WILLIS. That question has been decided in the House two or 
three times already. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not a new one. It has been be- 
fore the House frequently. The right to the previous question is a right 
within the House itself. If the House votes it down the bill will be 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROBESON. Is the motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER. That is of course in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. _I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kentucky 
on the left. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman from Illinois moves the previous ques- 
tion upon this bill and holds the floor while the Chair is deciding that 
point. Now, what I wish to ask is this, is it in order for a member to 
— to adjourn os me ase yawn from Illinois holds the floor? He 
submits a proposition and the Chair isruling upon the proposition. The 
Chair has not yet decided the question, and I cabmit that pending that 
decision the gentleman from Illinois still holds the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the question and holds that 
the gentleman has the right to demand the previous question. But 


having stated that proposition, and thatquestion being before the House, 
the gentleman does not longer hold the floor as the right to make 


a motion to adjourn, which is a privileged motion. He is not proceed- 


dened 




















































ing to debate the question which has been stated; he only demands the 
previous question. Pending that demand the motion is made that the 
House adjourn. That is aprivileged motion and the Chair must enter- 
tain it. 
Mr. WILLIS. I understand that the gentleman from Illinois has 
made a motion for the previous question, and pending that motion the 
gentleman from New Jersey moves that the House do now adjourn. 
What I wish to inquire is, if the motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey be voted down will not the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
be immediately in order? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIS. Then I appeal to the gentleman from New Jersey to 
let us have the previous question ordered before he presses the motion 
to adjourn. 
Mr. ROBESON. No, I insist upon the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. WHITE. Then let us vote down the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. WILLIS. I hope that will be done. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion to the House. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 57. 
Mr. WISE, of Virginia. Idemand the yeas and nays on the motion 
to adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 members voting in favor thereof. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 82, noes 80, not voting 
129; as follows: 





YEAS—82. 
Anderson, Geddes, Marsh, Ritchie, 
Beach, Hammond, John McClure, Robeson, 
Briggs, Hardenbergh, McCook, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Browne, ell, McKinley, Shallenberger, 
Brumm, McLean, Jas. H. Smith, A. Herr 
Buck, Hazelton, iles, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Burrows, Julius C. Henderson, Miller, Sparks, 
Candler, — Morrison, Spooner, 
Cannon, Hill, Morse, Steele, 
Caswell, iscock, O'Neill, Stockslager, 
Chace Holman, y Strait, 
Colerick, Horr, Payson, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Cutts, Hubbell, Peeile, Townsend, Amos 
Dawes, Humphrey, Peirce, Townshend, R. W. 
Dingley, Jacobs, Pound, Tucker, 
ight, Jones, Phineas Randall, Wadsworth, 
Ermentrout, mn, Ranney, Walker, 
Errett, Kelley, Ray. Ward, 
Farwell, Chas. B. Ketcham, 4 Washburn. 
Farwell, Sewell S. Lacey, Rice, Wm. W. 
Flower, Ladd, Rich, 
NAYS—80. 
Aldrich, Dowd, King, Sherwin, 
Atkins, Dugro, Klotz, Singleton, Otho R. 
Bayne, Dunn, om, Smalls, 
Bisbee, Evins, Le Fevre, Spaulding, 
Blackburn, Fulkerson, Lynch, Speer, 
Blanchard, yarrison, key, Thompson, P. B. 
Bliss, Hall, McKenzie, Turner, Henry G. 
Blount, Hammond,N.J. MeMillin, Turner, Oscar. 
Harris, Benj.W. Money, Tyler, 
Caldwell, Haseltine, Moore, Upson, 
Carpenter, Herbert, Oates, Vance, 
Clark, Hewitt, G. W. Pettibone, Van Aernana 
Clements, Hitt, Prescott, Van Horn, 
nverse, oge, . Wellborn, 
on William R. Hooker, Reese, Wheeler, 
vens, ouk, Richardson, D. P. White, 
Culberson, Hubbs, Richardson, J.S. Whitthorne, 
Davis, George R. Jadwin, Robertson, Willis, 
Dezendorf, Jorgensen, Robinson, Wm. E Willits, 
Dibrell, Kenna, rans, Wise, George D. 
NOT VOTING—129. 
Aiken, Cullen, Knott, Scoville, 
Armfield, Curtin, Latham, Scranton, 
Atherton, . Lewis, Shelley, 
Barbour, Davidson, Lindsey, Shultz 
Barr, Davis, Lowndes H. Lord, Simonton 
Belford, Dee Manning, ees, Jas. W 
Belmont De Motte, " ner, . 
Beltzhoover, Deuster, Mason, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Berry, Doxey, Matson, Springer, 
Bi ‘ Dunnell, McCoid, Stone, 
Black. Ellis, McLane, Robt. M. . 
Bland, Fisher, Mills, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Bowman, Ford, Morey, omas, 
Bragg, Forney, M ve, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Brewer, Moulton, Updegraff, 
Buckner, " Muldrow, Urner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Gibson, Murch, Valentine, é 
Butterwo' “ Mutchler, Van Voorhis, 
Cabell, G Neal, Wait, 
Calkins, Guenther, Nolan, Warner, 
Camp, Gunter, Norcross, Watson, 
Campbell, Hardy, 4 Webber, 
Cassidy, Harris, Henry S. Paul, Wiliams, Chas G 
Chepmen, Heilman, Phelps, Williams, Thomas 
Clard Herndon Phister, n, 

Se EAS ain Wool ka = 
“oa , ’ . 
Cornell, House Robinson, Jas. 8. Wood, Walter A. 
Cox, Samuel S Hi Ross, Young. 

Covington, Jones, Geo. W. Russell, 
Crapo, Jones, James KK. Ryan, 
Crowley, Joyce, Scales, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 





Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. DEUSTER. 
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Mr. Morey with Mr. GUNTER. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. PHISTER. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. Gipson. 

Mr. CALKINS with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 
Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. SuHvuttTz with Mr. HOBLITZELL. . 

Mr. URNER with Mr. MCLANE of Maryland. 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. MANNING. 

Mr. Hovuxk with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. WAIT with Mr. FoRNEY. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MOSGROVE. 


Mr. COOK. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with Mr. VAN 
VoorHis. ‘ Ri. : 
Mr. WATSON. Iam paired on political questions. I withdraw my 


vote. 
Mr. MOREY. Ivotedinadvertently. Being paired I withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. BEACH. I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay.’’ For the 
first time since I have been a member of the House I vote for a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. 
the reading of the names. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 

The names of members voting were read. 

d IMPROVEMENTS ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn, 

The Speaker, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in response to the House resolu- 
tion of February 17, 1883, calling for information in relation to dam- 
age done by flood or otherwise to improvements at Plum Point Reach 
and Lake Providence Reach, Mississippi River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I desire to submit a report 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the an- 
nouncement of the vote on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. Irise to a question as to the integrity of the roll-call. 
I wish to know if the name of Mr. HASKELL is recorded. 

Mr. HILL. I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has a right to 
change his vote before the announcement of the result. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I change my vote from ‘‘aye”’ to ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask a question in connection with the 
roll-call. I understand that Mr. HASKELL is recorded by mistake as 
having voted. Iam told he was not in the Hall and did not vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not go into a question of fact as to 
that. The Chair is informed by the Clerk there was a response to Mr. 
HASKELL’s name on the first call. 

Mr. WILLIS. I am informed that is a mistake, of which, I sup- 
pose, no gentleman here would desire to take advantage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not investigate that. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RECORD amendments which he proposes to offer to the bill (I. 
R. 6158) to aid in the support of common schools, as follows : 

At the end of section 5 add the following : 

“Third. That in all States and Territories, including the District of Columbia, 
where white and colored children are educated in separate schools, the teachers 
in such schools shall be of the same race as the majority of the pupils who may 

nd said schools, except in localities where suitable and competent white or 
colored teachers, as the case may be, can not be obtained. 

“Fourth. That no distinction shall be made in the employment of teachers on 
account of sex, religion, or politics. 

bi no mction shall be made on account of race or color in the levy 
and collection of taxes for school purposes under the constitution or laws of any 
State or Terri! snor in the distribution thereof.”’ 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 





Section 9, line the word “ hereof,”’ insert the following : 
Until the tions prescribed in section 5 of this act shali have been com- 
plied with, and.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to receiving the report which the 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VAN Horn] desires to submit? The 
Chair is informed it is important it should be made to-night. [Cries 


of “* Regular order! ’?} 

Mr. MILLER. I have a report which I am directed to make by the 
Committee on Elections. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the announcement of the vote 
on the motion to adjourn, except that the Chair usually before adjourn- 
ment submits personal requests of members. 

: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

DAVIDSON, on account of sickness. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 





to have printed in the RECORD some remarks on the tariff. [See Ap- 
pendix. | 
EXPENSES IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from Pennsvl 
vania [Mr. MILLER] submitting a report of the Committee on Elec- 
tions in the matter of expenses in contested-election cases in former 
Congresses? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Elections was discharged from the further consideration of all claims 
for expenses in contested-election cases which arose in former Congresses, 
and the same weve referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad 
journed. 


= PETITIONS, ET 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: The petition of John A. Gleason, for a pension- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOXEY: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of In- 
diana, asking that the time for tiling applications under the arrears-of 
pension act be extended—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of R. A. Parmentor and others, for 
passage of a resolution providing for the repeal of article 11 of the 
amendments to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of citizens of Saint Louis, Missoun, 
urging the passage of the resolution providing for the repeal of artécle 
11 of the amendments to the Constitution—to the same committee 

By ‘Mr. HALL: The petition of citizens of Rye, New Hampshire, 
protesting against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the 
Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, Lowa, 
relative to the duty on tin-plates and sheet-iron—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. 8S. RICHARDSON : The petition of John 8. Kennedy, tor 
payment of salary, mileage, and expenses in Thirty-ninth Congress 
to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. R. M. MCLANE: The petition of D. C. Gilman and others, of 
Baltimore, Maryland, in favor of the Signal Service system as at pres- 
ent organized—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Rev. Campbell Fair, D. D., and other ministers 
of Baltimore, Maryland, representing about 20,000 people, in favor of a 
new policy of the Government in its treatment of the Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: The resolutions adopted by the Wool-Growers’ As- 
sociation of Greene County, Ohio, relative to the duty on imported 
wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Paper relating to the pension claim of Margaret 
Carrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of F. W. Guptill and others, asking that 
a pension be granted to Mary A. Hickey—-to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Goodrich Porter and others, of Haver- 
hill, Massachusetts, protesting against an increase of duty on tanned 
goat-skins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
asking immediate adjustment of land grants to railroads in that State— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions signed by residents of the valley of the Red River, 
praying for the improvement of the navigation of said river—severally 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of E. J. Horton and others, protest- 
ing against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy De- 
partment—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 26, 1833. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
J. Buttock, D. D. 

The Journal of proceedings of Saturday last was read and approved. 

CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. GROVER presented the credentials of Joseph N. Dolph, chosen 
by the Legislature of Oregon a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 

REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

communication, which was read: 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 21, 1883 
Sir: With grateful thanks for the honor you have done me, I respectfully de 
cline the appointment as a regent of the Smithsonian Institution announced by 
you a short time since. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


GEO. F. EDMUNDS. 


Hon. DAvip Davis, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 











at eee ee 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be filed. 
The Chair appoints Mr, MORRILL in place of Mr. EpMuNDs. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of April 14, 1882, certain information in relation to the number of 
farms or plantations sold in the States of Virginia, Florida, Arkansas, 
and Tennessee under an act entitled ‘“‘ An act for the collection of di- 
rect taxes in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 7, 1862, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to suppressing disease among cattle. 

Whereas contagious pleuro-pneumonia in cattle is prevalent in the States of 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Delaware, Maryland, and the 
District of Columbia; and 

Whereas all efforts for its suppression by the States where it exists have been 
unsuccessful in arresting the spread and progress of said disease, and which has 
become so prevalent as to threaten and endanger the entire cattle interests of 
the country; and 

Whereas our export trade in live cattle has been damaged to the extent of many 
millions annually by the embargo laid by European governments on accountof 
the said disease; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the question has as- 
sumed national importance, demanding the immediate attention of Congress. 

We would therefore respectfally call the earnestattention of our Senatorsand 
Representatives to the fact,and ask them to take such measures as will bring 
the subject up for action before the close of the present session. 
SAM. 8. FIFIELD, 

President of the Senate, 
EARL P. FINCH, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


Srate or WIsconstry, 
Department of State, ss: 
To all te whom these presents shall come : 
I, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing has been compared by me with the original in this office, 


and that the same is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole of such 
original. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal, 
at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 23d day of February, in the year of 
our Lord 1883. 

ERNST G. TIMME, 
Secretary of State, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of O. Clark and 
Henry 8. Martindale, of Story County, Iowa, and the memorial of Henry 
Ten Eyck, of Cazenovia, Madison County, New York, protesting against 
the passage of a bill to quiet the title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of citizens of Coos County, Ore- 
gon, praying an appropriation for the continuation of the improvements 
at the mouth of the Coquille River, in that county; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Umatilla County, Oregon, 
praying for an equalization of bounty to soldiers of the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Umatilla County, Oregon, 
praying that one hundred and sixty acres of the public lands be granted 
to each soldier of the late war who was honorably discharged; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a eoncurrent resolution of the general as- 
sembly of South Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STate or Soutn CAROLINA, 
Legislative Department. 
Concurrent resolution relating to the repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on State banks. 

Whereas the present banking capital of this State is wholly inadequate to the 
wants of the people; and : 

Whereas the existing condition of affairs in this particular is attributable to 
the act of the Federal Congress, approved March 3, 1865, which levies a tax of 
wd per ~ per annum on the circulation of all banks chartered under State 

ws; an 

Whereas the provisions of said act have accomplished the purposes for which 
awd were adopted, and are unwise and should no longer remain on the statute- 

SKS" 

Be it resolved by the house of ves (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives in Congress be re- 
quae to use their best efforts to secure the repeal of said act at the earliest day 
possible. 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble and resolution be transmitted 
by his excellency the governor to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


In THE House of REPRESENTATIVES, December 20, 1882. 
Resolved, That the house do agree to the resolution. 
Ordered, That it be sent to the senate for concurrence. 
By order. 
JOHN T. SLOAN, 
Clerk House of Representat 


In THE SENATE, December 22, 1882. 
Resolved, That the senate concur in the resolution. 
tape That it be returned to the house with concurrence. 
order. 


T. STOBO FARROW, 
Clerk of Senate. 


» 





In accordance with the terms of the above concurrent resolution, we have the 
honor to t it you jes of the same. 
Very resy ully, yours, 





JOHN T. SLOAN, 


Clerk House of esentatires, 
T. STO ARROW, 
lerk of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Ihave in my hand the petition of Enoch Spencer, of 
the city of Worcester, Commonwealth of Massachusetts, late a private 
in Company G, Forty-second Massachusetts Volunteers, praying for g 
special act giving him a pension, for reasons which he states very fully 
inthepaper. Thispetitionisaddressed “tothe honorable the Committee 
on Pensions of the United States Senate;’’ butit is manifestly intended 
as a petition to the Senate. I move that it be received and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon, praying an appropriation for the improvement of the bar 
of the Columbia River, Oregon; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a petition of the Cotton Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an appropriation for the continuance of 
the Signal Service cotton-belt observations. I believe the appropria- 
tion for that purpose has been eliminated from the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill in the House of Representatives. Therefore I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, favoring the repeal of internal-revenue taxes, with 
the exception of those on tobacco, spirits, and fermented liquors, and 
favoring the abolition of stamps on bank checks, proprietary articles, 
and matches; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present a memorial signed by a large number of 
citizens of the State of New York who are the owners of a large portion 
of the tracts of land known as the Des Moines River lands in Iowa, who 
have acquired their titles from the State of Iowa through the grant from 
Congress, remonstrating against the passage of the bill now pending be- 
fore the Senate on that subject. I move that the memorial lie upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin, in favor of the establishment of a mail-route between 
the village of Esdaile and the post-office of Herbert, in the county of 
Pierce, and the establishing of a tri-weekly mail-service thereon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also presents a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Wisconsin in relation to suppressing disease 
among cattle; similar to the one presented by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CAMERON]. Without being read, it will lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I present and ask to have read to the Senate a re- 
monstrance of citizens of Dakota assembled at Grand Forks. It has 
been sent to me as there is no Senator from Dakota. I wish to have it 
read and printed in the RecorD and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read or merely printed in the REcoRD? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

[Telegram. ] 
Granv Forks, Dakota, February 25, 1883. 
Senator Omar D. Gom. 


‘ashington, D. C.: 


Following resolution passed at immense mass-meeting here to-night. Citizens 
lowes | Red 4 Valley a eae pear —_ ap Forks, reat, mates 

y, February 24, respectfully your attention ee eens ben 
laws of Wnited States, whereby p ption law repealed and homestead law 
materially amended ; and we earnestly protest against such change and give our 
reasons therefor, as follows: First, by such change only way by which pioneer 
can obtain any title to good land is by actual, continuous residence thereon of 
two and half years; he can not sell land without losing all improvements; can 
not borrow money thereon, however urgent necessities may be; he is not safe 
even in erecting comfortab'e buildings, because his uncertain title in cold cli- 
mateof north. Thisisgreat hardship; one likely to discourage great emigration 
that now peopling improving ample tcrritory. Second, we believe it true 
policy of General Government toencou ——_ settlementof Dakota's prairies 
and offer all reasonable facilities toward help: ng poormen especially to acquire 
share of fertile farms which are gift of Government, 

Your attention called to fact t man having no title to land can not 
live in our rous climate two and half years with comfort in temporary 
habitations w his precarious title and personal labor only allows him to 
— if he can acquire title to land by six months’ actual residence, 
which pre-emption law or commutation clause in hom law permits him 
to do, he is thus given credit which enables him to build up substantial home 
and live in comfortable prosperity. Al there may have been many frauds 

ion act, we believe that 
has — 


to acquire in fraudulent 
manner any of prairie land in Northwest; and although in theory it may seem 
open to fraud, we feel safe in asserting from ehaorvetinn of its practical work- 
ings that in practice it isfree from fraud as any law can be de whereby pub- 
lic domain is parceled out to the pri citizen. An amendment to pre-emption 
laws restricting entries to agricultural lands only would correct all abuses and 
frauds have prevailed pty Its intention so amended is demanded in inter- 
est of pioneer settler facilitate the rapid permanent settlement of great 

ent to homestead requiring two and 
unjust oppression entirely in interest of wealthy as opposed to poor ; 
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and its will exclude from Dakota thousand earnest hardy settlers. 
Equally Fertile lands in British territory, where advantages even more liberal 
than these now offered by our present pre-emption a = ae i to settlers. 

J. G. HAMILTON, 

W. J. ANDERSON, 

H. H. NOYES, 

GEO. B. WINSHIP, 

Committee Representing One Thousand Citizens. 


Mr. CONGER. Iknow most of the gentlemen who have signed that 
memorial to be gentlemen of character and standing. I have received 
from other parts of the country, as I understand other Senators have, 
such protests as could be hurriedly prepared after notice that the pre- 
emption laws, which have been in force in the United States since 1841, 


have been by the action of the House repealed, and the right of the | 


poor man to select his home, the time given him to select it and gather 
the money to pay for it, under which thousands and tens of thousands 
of homes have been obtained in the United States, all over the West, 
since that pre-emption law was passed, has been repealed without no- 
tice, and that repeal fastened on to an appropriation bill, and proceed- 
ings under the homestead law itself, as I understand, by this repeal 
made more troublesome to acquire a homestead. This has been done 
in some interest, and when the proper time comes I shall endeavor to 
show to the Senate what that interest is. It has been done on the 

that there are frauds perpetrated under the pre-emption laws, 
and therefore that means of acquiring a homestead which has been used 
by hundreds and thousands, and I believe I might say by hundreds of 
thousands of people all over the settlements of the West, where half 
the farms now occupied were secured by pre-emption, shall, without 
notice and without the knowledge of anybody until the bill was passed, 
be taken away. 

These citizens in Dakota, along the west side of the Red River, called 
together suddenly, some thousand or fifteen hundred of them, care- 
fally considering it, have presented through me to the Senate, and as I 
desire, to have presented to the Committee on Appropriations their views 
and their reasons why such action should not be taken. Other Sena- 
tors will undoubtedly, as soon as it can be understood, hear from their 
constituents or from people in any portion of the country where there 
are lands subject to pre-emption. 

I denounce this as an attempt to put into the power of corporations 
and individuals the only chance there is to get possession of the public 
domain away from settlers, to take it away from the peorer classes who 
want homes, to take away that right of getting a home from those who 
can not from the condition of their families or from their own condition 
goand live permanently upon the lands they desire for their future homes 
as homesteaders. ButIwillnotenlarge uponthat. Idesire tohave the 
memorial printed in the REcoRD as a brief and conclusive statement 
of the opinion of those interested in this subject, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the Recorp 
because it was read. The memorial will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a joint memorial of the General Assembly 
of Alabama; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed in 
the REcoRD, as follows: 


Joint memorial of the General Assembly of Alabama to the Congress of the 
nited States, praying for the passage of a bill to aid in the construction of the 
Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railroad. 


Your memorialists respectfully represent, that whereas the General Assembly 
of Alabama did on the l4th day of February, A. D. 1872, adopt a joint memorial 
address to the Congress of the United States praying the passage of an act grant- 
ing lands in aid of the construction of the Warrior and Tennessee River Rail- 
road for the reasons therein set forth; and 

Whereas the General Assembiy of said State did, on the 26th day of Janu- 
ary, A. D. 1875, adopt a joint memorial, directed to the said Congress of the 
United States, praying an appropriation of money for the improvement of the 
Warrior River between Tuscaloosa and Demopolis in said State, setting forth in 
said memorial fully the reasons therefor ; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of said State of Alabama did, on the ith day 
of March, A. D.1876,adopt joint memorial to the Congress of the United States 
praying an my te oa of money for the survey of the Sipsey River in said 

eC, orth the reasons fully in said memorial therefor; and 

Whereas General Assembly of the said State of Alabama did, on the 8th 
day of December, A. D. 1880, adopt a joint memorial to the Congress of the 
United States praying for a grantof lands to aid in the construction of the War- 
rior and Tennessee Rivers Railroad ; all of which said memorials had for their 
object the opening up, settling, improving, and developing the same portions or 
sections of said State. and which memorials are fully set forth in the United 

Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 55, second session Ferty-fifth Con- 
gress; and 

Whereas the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railroad Company, a corporation duly 
chartered and fully organized, and existing by and under the laws of the State of 
Alabama, and which embrace the Warrior and Tennessee Rivers Railroad, hav- 
ing become successors of the interest then represented by the said Warrior and 
Rivers Railroad, and extending its lines, not only connecting the 


a <= Wassier and Tennessee Rivers, but running from the Gulf of 


es on the north, now has a bill pending before Congress, said 
bill having been acted upon favorably by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, 
pd aed: sate i rt No. 117, and is now on the Calendar of the Senate of 


ng its time to be reached in regular order for passage, 
ying pa ieee on oon at ras te the _— State of a pen to be sold to 
r-Line Railway Company, to aid in its construction 

and for the benefit of common schools in said State ; an 
your memorialists, looking upon the said Gulf and Chicago Air-Line 
, Railway and itsearly completion as a matter of vast public importance to both 
the said State and to the country at large, in this, that it will open up to settle- 
ment and to the commerce of the world a section, as heretofore described in the 
aforesaid memorials, valuable in mineral deposits, water-power, timber, and ag- 
ricultural resources which in their present situation is to the world like a sealed 
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book ; and in view of the great importance of this line of railw ay, and in view 
of the further fact that the section through which it passes still remains nearly 
in the same condition as described in said joint memorial approved Marehad 
1876, to which special attention is called, and said lands still remainins : 
in the hands of the General Government; and in view of the further fact that it 
seems impossible to open up or settle any section of country not possessing rail- 
road advantages or facilities, your memorialists, therefore, would respectfully 
urge upon the Congress of the United States the passage of the bill now pending 
before Congress, having been reported upon favorably by the Senate committee 
and is now on the Calendar of the Senate of the | nited States, praying to buy 
certain lands to aid in the construction of said Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail 
way and for the benefit of common-school education in the State of Alabama 

WILBUR F. FOSTER 

Speake r of the House of Representatives 
GEO, P. HARRISON, Jr., 


President of the Sena te 


r mainly 


Approved February 19, 1883, 
E. A. O'NEAL, Go 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of George F. Rowell and others, 
citizens of Mazomania, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a Dill 
granting an increase of pension to soldiers and sailors who lost a limb 
in the military service of the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. JONAS. I present a telegram of the Cotton Exchange of New 
Orleans, Louisiana, protesting against any reduction of the appropria- 
tion for cotton-belt observations through the Signal Service Bureau; 
which I move be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I present a similar telegram from the Cotton Ex- 
change of Memphis, Tennessee. I move that it 
ence, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a telegraphic dispatch from the Cotton Ex- 
change of Galveston, Texas, in reference to the same subject as that 
presented by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a similar memorial from the Cotton Ex- 
change of Mobile, and move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, in 
favor of a resurvey of lands in certain cases and for relief to settlers on 
certain lands which have never been surveyed or the field-notes of 
which are false and fraudulent; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


rernor 


have the same refer 


The memorials will be referred to 


I move that 


FALSE PERSONATION OF GOVERNMENT OFFICERS, 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (S. 2507) to punish the false personation of officers and employés 
of the United States; and it was read the first time by its title 

Mr. GARLAND. I am instructed to ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill in view of its importance. I ask the Secretary to read 
it at length for consideration, subject of course to objection. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That every person who with intent to defraud either the 
United States or any person falsely assumes or pretends to be an officer or em- 
ployé acting under the authority of the United States, orany Department of the 
Government thereof, and who shall take upon himself to act as such, or who 
shall in such pretended character demand or obtain from any person or from the 
United States, or any Department of the Government thereof, any money, paper, 
document, or other valuable thing, shall be deemed guilty of felony, and shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprison- 
ment not longer than three years, or both said punishments, in the discretion of 


the court. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, section 5435 of the Revised Stat- 
utes makes provision against persons falsely representing themselves to 
be entitled to certain annuities, dividends, pensions, prize-money, &c., 
from the Government, and section 5448 makes provision for punishing 
persons who falsely represent themselves as revenue officers. There the 
statutes stop. This bill provides for punishing persons who represent 
themselves as officers or employ¢s or agents of the United States in any 
respect whatever. 

The importance of this measure was made known and emphasized by 
an amendment to an appropriation bill which was considered by the 
Senate the other day in making provision for punishing persons who 
get pensions under false pretenses, but the objection was made to it that 
it was legislation on an appropriation bill, and the objection was sus- 
tained, and that feature of the appropriation bill was stricken out under 
Rule 29. 

The matter was spoken of by several Senators at the time, I think the 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. BLAtR], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNnps], and proba- 
bly others. It was then brought to the attention of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and to meet the case the committee have unanimously instructed 
me to report this bill and ask for its present consideration. I think it 
will take but a short time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust that the request of the Senator from Arkansas 
will be granted. This covers a very important and grievous abuse in 
the administration of the pension law. On the objection being made 
to the necessary legislation being attached to the appropriation bili 
last Saturday.I introduced a bill, which was referred to the Committee 
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on Pensions, covering simply the difficulty so far as the administration 
of the pension law is concerned. The Committee on the Judiciary 
“has very properly taken jurisdiction of the subject in its wider sense 

and reported this bill, which will cover all cases of like abuse. I hope 
that the bill may now be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADULTERATED AND SPURIOUS TEAS, 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the 
importation of adulterated and spurious teas, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for the present consideration of the bill. The 
bill passed the House on Saturday last, and as it is a matter of public 
importance I think there will be no objection to it, for it is quite well 
understood by a majority of Senators. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
J will say, has written a letter favoring the passage of this measure. 
The committee ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I find by examining the printed bill 
(H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, which we recently 
sent to the House, that a mistake has been made by some one by add- 
ing, in line 1523, after the words ‘square foot,’’ the words ‘‘ when 
manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cents per square foot.’’ 
That was an amendment proposed to the card-clothing provision, which 
the Journal shows was not adopted, and the REcoRD, on page 14 of 
February 22, which contains all the proceedings, shows that it was 
rejected upon a vote of the Senate. As that ‘s not the bill which we 
sent to the House, I move that the bill, which as I understand is lying 
on the table of the House, be recalled for the purpose of being corrected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fact as stated by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina is undoubtedly true. I do not know in what way the mistake oc- 
curred, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary says it is true, and 
that in the confusion of the last night it probably happened. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know how the mistake occurred, but the 
amendment was undoubtedly rejected. There are also some errors in 
punctuation in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. 
bill from the House? 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest to my friend from North Carolina the fol- 
lowing order: 

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be informed that an error exists in 
the engrossed opr of the amendments adopted by the Senate to House bill No. 
5538, and that the House of Representatives be requ: to return the said bill 
for the purpose of having the said error co’ > 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are other errors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island that there are errors of punctuation in the print. They 
may not be in the written copy. 

Mr. VANCE. If the bill is once more in the power of the Senate I 
suppose any corrections necessary can be made. 

Mr. MORRILL, I suggest to the Senator from Delaware to include 
also an error or two in punctuation. 

Mr. VANCE. The order shculd be general enough to make any cor- 
rection which may be desired. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have modified the order so as to read: 

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be informed that certain errors ex- 
ist in the e copy of the amendments adopted by the Senate to the bill 
(EH, R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation; and that the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to return to the Senate the said bill for the purpose of 
correcting the said errors. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that we insert the word ‘‘ clerical’? before 
‘‘errors,’’ for the House of Representatives may be of opinion that the 
bill has many errors. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘“ Errors”? is the general phrase, and will include cler- 
ical errors. That is whatitis. It is an error, I understand, of punc- 
tuation in one case and a clerical error in another. Perhaps both come 
under the description of clerical errors. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are both clerical errors. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think it much better to say ‘‘clerical errors,’’ so 
that the HouSe may understand we do not want to make any other 
change. They are clerical errors. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well; I will modify the resolution by saying 
‘clerical errors.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina aecept the resolution of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. VANCE. I accept the order or resolution prepared by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 


Is there objection to the request to recall the 


BRIDGE OVER THAMES RIVER. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 2274, to report it favor- 
ably with amendments. I desire to call the attention of the Senators 
from Rhode Island and Connecticut to the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is a very important bill and should be acted 
upon at once. It has the unanimous approval of the Committee oy 
Commerce, and I think will excite nodiscussion. I ask forits consider- 
ation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must object until we dispose of some other 
cases. It isa Senate bill and may not pass the House. There are many 
other bills reported favorably, and the passage of which by the Senate 
will finally dispose of them. Itisan injustice tg have those bills lying 
here to finally fail at the end of the session, while ourtime is consumed 
in passing Senate bills that can not become laws. 

Mr. HOAR. We have been spending two or three days on a Senate 
bill which nobody expects to get through the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I had beenin the majority of the Senate I would 
have moved to postpone it indefinitely; but if Senators who are in the 
majority, that control the business of the Senate, do not move to post- 
pone that bill indefinitely, if it is proposed to take it up and consume 
the remainder of the time of the session with it, I shall make the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. PLATT. I must appeal to the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw his objection to this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall renew it if he withdraws it. 

Mr. PLATT. It is a bill for a bridge across the Thames River near 
New London, Connecticut. It is in the ordinary form of bridge bills 
and has been considered by the Committee on Commerce. I believe 
the Senate has within a short time acted upon two bridge bills bridg- 
ing the Missouri River-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me state here—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator wait till I finish my sentence? 

Mr. MORGAN. What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the present con 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Missouri objected to it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That takes it over, but by courtesy 
Senators may*be heard. 
Mr. PLATT. Isimply want to finish my sentence, which is that | 


think the Senate has within a week acted upon two bills bridging the 
Missouri River without objection. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Objection was made, and we have not been able 
to act upon them. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
fore the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us take up the bridge bills and pass them 
all together, and not one at a time. 


I object to further debate. The question is not be- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution in the nature of an order for 
acting on business, that we proceed to the consideration of pension bills 
subject to objection, and also House bills subject to objection, so as te 
clear the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


y. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that need not come up until 1 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. The Senator from 
Ohio offers a resolution, which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, first, That the Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bills in their order, including increase-of-pension bills; second, House 
ported favorably, but subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore? The Senator from Ohio offers this 
order, which he asks the present consideration of. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let it be reported again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply to take up pension bills and House 
bills. “ 

The order was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose first to clear the Calendar of House 
pension bills; then, secondly, to take up other House bills and dispose 
of them, subject, however, to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until 2 o'clock? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Ohio will strike out that 
clause ‘‘ subject to objection.”” A House bill taken up on the Calen- 
dar ought to be considered or indefinitely postponed. To allow one 
Senator to object merely to abill and carry it over because he wants to 
reach something that is behind it, is not fair, is not right, and it does 
not give Senators proper opportunity, particularly those who are a little 
delicate about thrusting their demands on the Senate. I trust the 


There is unfinished business for to- 


nsion 


ills re- 


Senator will strike out the clause about objection, and take up House 





The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


bills in the order in which they come. 


If the Senate wants to post- 
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pone them, let it do so or vote them down; but let each nian have a | Rs PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Connecticut has 
| the lloor. 


showing before the Senate for his bill. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Ohio to modify his reso- 
lution relating to the consideration of pension cases so as to include all 
pension cases, both House and Senate pension bills which have been 
reported. There are not more than twenty or twenty-five such bills, 
and I have no doubt some of the bills which have been reported in the 
Senate, if they can be passed here, will pass the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. I wish to expedite 
business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of the unobjected cases first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have but one week beiore us, and every mo- 
ment of that time ought to be consumed profitably with a view to the 
despatch of public bfStness. This is the proper order to be made at the 
lastof thesession, and I think it will expedite business very much indeed, 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me add to the Senator from Ohio also my 
request to include Senate pension bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to say ‘ pension bills.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is to consider from 
12 o’cloek to 1 pension bills, and next House bills in their order 

Mr. BLAIR. 
with them indefinitely until they are concluded ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair stated the motion as from 12 to 1 0’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At 1 o’clock it will be superseded by the unfin- 
ished business, but I shall vote to go on with this order and let the 
untinished business come up later. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That the Senate can do. 

Mr.SHERMAN. We can not now provide for more than the time 
between now and 1 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio modify his resolution 
so as to strike out ‘‘ subject to objection ?”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, I am going to move now that we proceed to 
the consideration of the pension bills on the Calendar in their order and 
next House bills in their order. We can limit debate afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis the motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the morning hour over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the order be made, and then I will yield. 

Mr. HALE. It will not be made, I fear. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let the order be stated. 
fusion and misunderstanding about it. I have not yet heard it, and I 
have been listening attentively. Ihave heard various statements made, 
but there is no correct statement of it before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Chair please state the order? 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The proposition is to ‘‘consider, first, 
pension bills in their order, including increase-of-pension bills; second, 
House bills reported favorably.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that for to-day only? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Or is it to be a permanent order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From 12 to 1 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is entirely unnecessary to have the latter part 
of the order in, because the pension bills will take up all the time. 

Mr. PLATT. If I can get the attention of the Senate for a single 
moment—— 

Mr. HOAR. 


There seems to be con- 


I should like to have it understood —— 

Mr. PLATT. Have I the floor? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to have the question stated ? 
I want to have thé question stated so that we can understand it before 
the Senator proceeds. When the Chair states it he says it is an order 
from 12 to 1; when the Secretary reads it I do not so understand it. 
Will the Chair have it reported again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio mean 
from 12 to 1 o'clock? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir, I did not make such a limitation, but I 
know that at 1 o’clock it will be the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business. I will undoubtedly vote to lay that 
business aside and go on with pension bills. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope the Senator from Ohio will 
not vote to lay aside the regular order at that time. The regular order 
can be disposed of I think in a very short time. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the regular order ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is a House bill for the payment 
of claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us go on for the hour at any rate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator modify his order. 

, Mr. SHERMAN. I never moved to limit it to 1 o’clock, but at 1 
o'clock I know what the duty of the Chair is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to consider— 


bills in their order, including increase-of-pension bills; second, 
favorably. 


Mr. PLATT. If I have the floor I should like to make a single re- 


First, 
House bills 


XTV—208 





If we are to take up the pension cases why not go on | 


} can pass, and it is simply an absolute obstruction of business. 








Mr. PLATT. The order as first suggested by the Senator from Ohio 
was to consider uncontested pension bills. That has been strieckenout. 
That I understand will take us back to the commencement of the Cal- 
endar, to begin with a long list of pension bills which have two reports, 
& majority and minority report, which are contested cases, each one of 
which will provoke discussion; and so if that order passes in its present 
state, as I understand it, we shall not arrive at the uncontested cases 
for a very long time to come. I desired to make that statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was my understanding of the order. 
tainly think, therefore, it ought to be modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the order sothat it will bethat 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of unohjected pension cases, and 
after that the House bills reported favorably 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope that will not be done. The effect of it 
will simply be this: to put it in the power of a single member of the 
Pensions Committee who has submitted the views of the minority in op- 
position to the majority report to defeat the passage of a pension bill. 
I know of some pension cases on this list that the majority of the com- 
mittee have reported favorably, but there is a minority report that need 
not provoke but the briefest discussion, and it is untair that such cases 
should absolutely be barred out from the consideration of the Senate in 
this way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the Senate has several pension cases at the 
head of the Calendar that will consume two or three days before they 
Now, 


I cer- 


when we dispose of the unobjected pension cases-— 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise toa question of order. 
consideration of this resolution to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
ing hour has expired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reception of morning business ? 
has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. TI havea little morning business I should like to present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the morning hour is ove: _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give way to morning business, but I wish 
to make a motion in regard to the Calendar. I believe the Calendar is 
now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
further morning business. 


1 object to the further 


The resolution goes over 
What is the regularorder of business? The morn- 
Is there objection to continuing the 


If there is objection, the morning hour 


Yes, sir, The Chair will receive 
Keports of committees are in order. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (IL. R. 301) tor the relief of Stephen P. Yeomans and 
Andrew Leech, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H 
R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the Territory of 
Dakota, reported it without amendment 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1252) for the reliet of the estate of Lu 
cien Goyaux, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (IL. 
R. 6889) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F reported it without 
ameudment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (IE. BR. 7505) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government tor 
the tiscal year ending June 30, 1584, and for other purposes; which, with 


Stone, 


| the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 


ations. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill {S. 2508) to amend section 4448 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN. I draw the bill to the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, as it relates to providing some life-saving 
apparatus upon board of steain-vessels, for the safety of human lives. 1 
move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 
2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 140) granting the use of articles, 
tents, &c., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Hastings, Nebraska, 
in the month of September, 1883; which was read twice by its ttle, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, and Mr. JOHNSTON submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the bill 
(H. R. 7327) to establish post-routes; which were ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. VOORHEES submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the bill 
(H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the tiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 
poses; which were referred to the Committee og Appropriations. 


PRINTING OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL REPORT. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that there be reprinted for the use of the Senate 
the usual number of the House report accompanying the river and har- 
bor bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY EMPLOYES. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate a complete list of all persons now ee. or employed 
since July 1, 1882, by or under the United States Geological Survey, and the sal- 
aries aud compensation paid to each person. 


CORTE DE MADERA DEL PRESIDIO. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and is hereby, instructed 
to inquire into and report to the Senate upon the questions herein, relating to 
the land in Marin County, California, known as“ Corte de Madera del Presidio,” 
of one square league of land, granted to Juan Read by the Mexican Goveru- 
ment and confirmed by the United States courts to the heirs of said Read. 

First. Whether the location of said grant, as lately made or ordered to be 
made, is in conformity with the original grant ard juridical possession, 

Second. Whether the location as thus directed does or does not include lands 
reserved by the United States authoritigs for military purposes; and if it does 
‘nelude such lands, what quantity. 

Third, Whether the location as thus directed does or does not include lands 
sold as public lands by the United States, and for which patents have been issued. 

Fourth, Whether the location as thus directed does or does not include marsh | 
or swamp and overflowed land belenging to the State of California, and which 
said State had long since sold and conveyed by deeds to the purchasers; and if 
it does include — | land, what quantity, 

Fifth. Whether there has or has not been made an actual survey of said grant 
by a surveyor in the field, giving courses and distances, which has received the 
approval of the Departmentof the Interior, and, ifso, by whom was such survey 
made. 

Sixth. That the said committee inquire into and report all other matters ma- 
terial toa full knowledge of everything relating to said grant and the contro- 
versy in connection therewith, examining all the evidence, reports, opinions, and 
decisions made thereon in the Department of the Interior, the War Department, 
and Department of Justice, and any other information deemed important, send- 
ing for persons and papers if necessary; and report the same to the Senate by 
bill or otherwise. 

And the President is hereby requested to withhold the issuing of any patent 
for said grant known as Corte de Madera del Presidio” until such time as the 
cena herein directed can be made and action had in accordance there- 
with. 

RELATIONS OF LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be authorized and di- 
rected to continue during the Forty-eighth Congress the inquiry now being pros- 
ecuted by that committee under resolution of the Senate passed on the 7th day 
of August, [882, authorizing and directing that committee to take into consider- 
ation the subject of the relations between labor and capital, the wages and hours 
of labor, the condition of the laboring classes in the United States, and their rel- 
ative condition and wages compared with similar classes abroad, and to inquire 
into the division between labor and capital of their joint productions in the 
United States; also, the subject of labor strikes, and to inquire into the causes 
thereof and the agencies prosectes the same; and to report what legislation 
should be adopted to modify or remove such causes and to provide against their 
continuance or recurrence, as well as any other legislation calculated to promote 
harmonious relations between capitalists and laborers and the interests of both 
by the improvement of the condition of the industrial classes of the United 
States. And in the further prosecution of those inquiries said committee shall 
possess all the rights and powers conferred by the original resolution. 


Mr. BLAIR. Lask for an order that the testimony already taken 
may be printed for the use of the committee, and I wish to include 
further testimony as it may be taken. 


Ordered, That the Committee on Education and Labor may have printed for 


its use testimony taken and to be taken by it under the resolution of the Senate 
of August 7, 1882. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the resolution of August 7, 1882, which 
never has been printed, be printed for the use of the Senate, and that 
this resolution be also printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIST OF BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Acting Secretary be required to have made a complete list 
of al! bills and joint resolutions introduced by each Senator during the first and 
second sessions of the Forty-seventh Congress, showing the status of the same 
arranged numerically as to bills and alphabetically as to Senators, to be printed 
in pamphiet form for use of Senators. 


Mr. BLAIR. That is y the thing which the bill clerk did 
for us at the close of the session. It will cost nothing additional 





to print in pamphlet form, as I am assured by him and others, and will. 


be much more convenient for the use of Senators. It was thought that 
possibly a resolution was necessary. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed and 
the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to call up a resolution I intro- 
duced some time ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Calendar goes ox®the Senator 
can call it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to renew again the request that an 
order be made that the Senate proceed to the consideration, first, of pen- 
sion bills reported favorably, and, second, of Housegbills reported favor- 
ably. I do it in the interest of the public business. In that way we 
shall dispose of five times as many bills as if we have a scramble. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can only be done by unanimous consent; it is 
changing the established rule of the Senate, and I am unwilling that 
any order shall be taken to-day that would probably result in the con- 
sumption of all the remainder of the time of this session, and therefore 
I object and ask that we proceed under the regular order of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is in erder. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I introduce my resolution as part of the 
morning business, and it can lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that we proceed during the remainder of 
the hour to the consideration of unobjected pension cases. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is right. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Missouri means by that cases 
objected to on the floor of the Senate and not cases where there are di- 
vided reports. 

Mr. MORGAN. The order of business when the Calendar was last 
reached was the bill to regulate the disposal of coal-lands in the State 
of Alabama. That is in the nature of unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But if any Senator asks for the con- 
sideration of a resolution on the Calendar that takes precedence of a 
bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to do that. I wish to call for the con- 
sideration of a resolution heretofore submitted by me. I understand 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNEs] has been recognized for a similar 
purpose, and I have a resolution I desire to have considered to-day 
after his is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has decided that resolu- 
tions are in order; but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockReEL1} 
moved that the remainder of the morning hour—— 

Mr. INGALLS. No; he asks unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He asks unanimous consent to con- 
sider during the morning hour unobjected pension cases. Did the Sen- 
ator from Missouri ask for unanimous consent to consider unohjected 
cases until 1 o'clock ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I move to proceed to the consideration of 
unobjected pension cases. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator had better ask unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not object to that, but there are two or 
three resolutions that ought to be considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion until those resolutions 
are called up. 

FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to call up resolution of inquiry di- 
rected to the President submitted by meon the 27th of December, 1582. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to inform the Sen- 
ate, if not incompatible with the public interest : 

I. Whether, in his opinion, the last clause of the ninth article of the treaty of 

1819, between the United States and Spain, has been fully executed according to 
its just obligations under the international law, by the payment, in 1836, and sub- 
sequently, of the value of the property at the time of its loss or destruction by 
the operations of the American Army in 1812 and 1813, without any compensa- 
tion for delay of payment, or for the loss of the use, fruits, or profits of the prop- 
erty lost or p beh md and, : 
Il. Whether the measure, or rate of “satisfaction,” adopted and applied by 
the judges authorized to adjudicate the claims under the treaty, namely, to add 
to the value of the property at the time of its loss or destruction (in which value 
the Secretary of the Treasury has concurred) interest as damages, at the rate of 
5 per cent. per annum, being the legal rate of the Spanish province of East 
Florida at the time of the injury, as a compensation for delay of payment, and 
the loss or deprivation of its use is, or is not, in accordance with the obligations 
of the treaty, under the international law, as a just and equitable rule of com- 
pensation for such injuries; and — 

Ill, Whether the awards of the judges who were authorized to adjudicate 
claims under the above-named clause of the said treaty ought or ought not to 
be held as final and binding under the treaty in respect to claims within its pro- 
visions when made in favor of the claimants and Spain and against the United 
Statesas when made against the clajmants and Spain and in favor of the United 
States? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is that a pending resolution, or one offered now ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It has been pending for some time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered during the month of 
December. ' 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations for consideration. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I regret very much that the Senator from 
Vermont has made that motion. It is merely a resolution of inquiry 
directed to the President of the United States, made necessary by the 
action of the Senate itself at its last session. 

This subject was brought to the attention of Congress on two occa- 
sions by the President of the United States in a special message, be- | 
cause the representative of Spain had urgently requested the executive | 
Government to come to some conclusion respecting this matter. The 
subject was referred to Congress by President Hayes in two messages. 
The House took action upon it and so did the Senate, but they were 
not in accord. The House after full consideration passed a bill to ful- 
fill the stipulations of the treaty with regard to Spain. 

The Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom the matter | 
was referred, through my distinguished friend, the Senator from Ala- | 
bama [Mr. MoRGAN], made a report in which they took the ground 
that the Executive alone had the authority to interpret this disputed 
question between the two Governments, and that it was not compe- 
tent for Congress to take any action in the matter until the Executive, 
the treaty-making power, had come to a conclusion with respect to this 
subject-matter between Spain and the United States. 

Here were the two Houses disagreeing upon the question, the Senate 
disclaiming jurisdiction over the matter at all, and saying that Con- 
gress had no authority to move a step until the Executive had formed 
a judgment about it. Now, in order to harmonize if possible the two 
Houses of Congress upon this matter, I propose to elicit, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, from the President his opinion with 
respect to this treaty, and to ask him whether in his judgment it has 
been fulfilled or whether Spain has a just right to complain. 

Mr. President, other matters under treaties have been brought up | 
here and discussed elaborately. I do not intend to go into this matter 
at length, but its justice is well known to those who have considered it. 
It has arisen out of a lawless act on the part of this Government which 
will remain a dark stigma upon its history for long years. The records 
show that under the authority of this Government the province of a 
friendly power was ruthlessly invaded, the property and habitations of 
the people destroyed, and our public armed force subsisted itself there 
for years while we were in a relation of peace to the country whose ju- 
risdiction extended over that territory. 

When we came to acquire Florida under the treaty of 1819, Spain 
very properly insisted that reparation should be made for the outrages 
which had been committed there, and a plain provision was put into 
the treaty on that subject which required the United States to make 
reparation according to due process of law to every inhabitant and Span- | 
ish soldier in that territory for injuries done to his person and his prop- 
erty by the public forces of the United States that invaded the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time is out; the five 
minutes have expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Are we under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; the Calendar is under con- 
sideration, and the five-minute rule applies to that under the so-called 
Anthony rule. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senator have leave | 
to proceed. 

, Mr. JONES, of Florida. I shall not occupy more than five minutes 
onger. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimous consent to the 
Senator from Florida having five minutes longer? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the question on the reference or on the merits 
of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
MUNDS] moved to refer it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the question before us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moved 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the pending question—not the merits of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from Florida has 
the floor. He has the right to speak on the merits. Is there objection | 
to the Senator continuing five minutes longer? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say, Mr. President, that this treaty has 

unfulfilled to the present day, and while we are exacting 
every day compliance on the part of foreign nations with treaty stipu- | 
lations, we are not the first to set an example in that war. I say that 
the treaty required that the damages suffered by those peop.2 should be 
adjudicated according to process of law, and process of law means a 
a trial, and a judgment. 

Mr. Monroe referred the matter to Congress and Congress remitted 
the matter to the court of the United States in the Territory of Florida 
to be decided judicially. The cases were there decided and the judg- 
ments entered in accordance with the provisions of the duty judicially. 
It was ho commission, it was no executive or administrative body, but 
the provisions of the treaty required a judicial determination by pro- | 
cess of law, and Spain committed her rights to our own judicial tri- | 
bunal. When those judgments were solemnly entered under a treaty 


The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Ep- 


| time has expired. 
| to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


| on the 21st of February. 


and came up here the Secretary of the Treasury arrogated to himself 
the authority to review the judgments thus rendered by a judicial court 
in Florida under this treaty, set himself up as a reviewing power, and 
set them aside, when under the provisions of that international com- 
pact he had no authority except to givethem effect and carry them out. 


The tribunal allowed interest upon the damages that had been sus- 


| tained by the peopie there in consequence of the invading force at 5 per 
| cent. per annum, the usual rate of the province at that time; but the 


Secretary of the Treasury, in open violation as is claimed by Spain of 
this treaty, set aside one part of the judgment and paid the other, and 
it remains unexecuted to this day, to the dishonor of this great Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I think the time has come when this matter ought to 
be settled, and Spain has a right to complain especially when you are 


| requiring her every day to pay interest here upon demands against her 


government under your mixed commission, and here stands the judg- 
ment of the President of the United States in two special messages call- 
ing the attention of Congress, but nothing has been done 
matter und therefore ought not to be regarded now! 

Mr. President, there ought to be nostatute of limitations here. Spain 
in my opinion has a clear right to demand from this Government the 
yl fillment of this treaty; and all that is asked by this resolution is the 
opinion of the Executive to be sent to Congress in accordance with the 
suggestion of my learned friend from Alabama, to know what view 
that department takes of this subject in order that Congress may dis- 
charge its duty in the matter. ; 

I should be glad if this resolution should go through without a ref- 
erence, because the Committee on Foreign Relations is already in pos- 
session of all the facts with respect to this subject, and it is not ex 
pected that any new light will be thrown upon it. 1 should be glad if 
the Senator from Vermont would permit the resolution to pass 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The tive minutes have expired 
question is on the reference of the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My motive in moving this reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations arose now from the simple circumstance 
that this resolution appears to call upon the Chief Magistrate of the 
United States for his opinion upon a variety of topics or branches of one 
topic embraced in # resolution, and I should a little prefer as one Sena- 
tor not to send a request of that kind to the President to get a mes- 
sage back, and to be told that he does not know any place in the Con- 
stitution that authorizes us tocall wpon him for his opinion. I should 
be glad to have the thing go to a committee where if it 1s necessary to 
do anything it can be put into a shape where we shall not be reminded 
of our constitutional relations with the Chief Magistrate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me one word ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This resolution is necessary, as I conceive, 
in view of the action already taken by the Senate which has affirmed 
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rhe 


| the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations that it had not juris 
| diction over the matter, but that the subject belonged to the Ex¢ 


cecutive 
for his interpretation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but that does not authorize us to call on 
the Executive for his opinion about anything. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both Senators are out of order; their 
The question ison the motion to refer the resolution 


The motion was agreed to. 


CHILI AND PERU. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to call up the resolution offered by me 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reported. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested, if not in his judement 
incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate any infor- 
mation in his possession touching@an alleged joint agreement between the min 
isters of the United States, of Great Britain. of France, and of Italy, now sers 
at Lima, or Peru, to make a joint effort to bring about peace between Chili and 
Peru, and to inform the Senate whether the minister of the United States | 


been instructed to invite oraccept the mediation of European powers in theset- 
tlement of apurely American question, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the public dispatches from South 
America, apparently authentic in character and uncontradicted, in- 
dicate an extraordinary condition of affairs. If true, there is to be a 
European mediation in the long-standing war between Chili and Peru; 
that the United States assents to this joint mediation, agreeing to take 
an active part therein. The reason claimed for this mediation is th 
Chili is making extortionate and unjust demands from a prostrate 
and causing general bankruptcy in the conquered country, ignoring 
and trampling under foot rights of neutrals. 

These European ministers, therefore, wish to indicate to Chili in an 
imperative manner the necessity of her abating extreme demands and 
consenting to a reasonable treaty of peace. About one year ago a special 
envoy from the United States, Mr. Trescot, went to Chili with instruc- 
tions from Secretary Blaine to present to that Government certain views 
ot the United States, of which this joint agreement of the four powers 
seems like a mere paraphrase. 

If I remember correctly, as Mr. Trescot wascbout to make the proper 
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representations to the Government of Chili, he was stopped by cable 
dispatch from Secretary Frelinghuysen and was informed that any in- 
tervention in the affairs of other nations was against the policy of the 
United States; substantially, that murder, massacre, and destruction of 
trade might go unchecked between two independent republics, so far as 
the United States was concerned. 

From that time nothing has been done by us to stop the anarchy that 
reigns along the South Pacific coast. 

At last the leading European powers woke up to the enormity of the 
situation, and propose to interfere, and the United States is to be per- 
mitted to tag along at the tail end of a foreign intervention which sets 
aside the Monroe doctrine which we have zealously guarded. 

Amid the convulsions of the civil war Great Britain, France, and 
Spain had a convention at London, under pretense of seeking redress of 
grievances against Mexico through a common action, and invited the 
United States to accede thereto. Secretary Seward, on the 4th day of 
December, 1861, replied: ‘‘ Upon due consideration, however, the Presi- 
dent is of opinion that it would be inexpedient to seek satisfaction of 
their claims at this time through an act of accession to the conven- 
tion. Among the reasons for this decision, which the undersigned is 
authorized to assign, are, first, that the United States so far as it is 
practicable prefer to adhere to a traditional policy recommended to the 
by the father of their country and confirmed by a happy experien 
which forbids them from making alliances with foreign nations. When, 
during the short but eventful administration of Garfield, France pro- 
posed to join the United States to put an end to the South American 
war, she was answered firmly but respectfully that it was against the 
policy of this country to invite or permit the jntervention of European 
governments in American affairs, except as friendly arbitrators when 
invited by both parties to a controversy. 

France accepted the answer cordially and left the task to the United 
States. 

Doubtless every intelligent man in this country who followed the 
couse of thisunhappy struggle realizes that the power of the United States 
wisely exerted as it was to be by Mr. Trescot would long since have se- 
cured peace between Chili and Peru. 

The change of policy which suspended or diverted Mr. Trescot’s mis- 
sion will be truly unfortunate should it goso far as tosubject the United 
States to the humiliation and indignity of playing a subordinate part 
to a European intervention in American affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say that I hope this resolution 
will be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate agreeably to its request the bill (H. 
R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (IH. R. 7181) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. J. H. Ketcnam of New York, Mr. 
FRANK Itscock of New York, and Mr. W1LLIAM H. Forney of Ala- 
bama managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 7482) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, exeeutive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1884, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. J. G. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. CHARLES O’ NEILL of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. J. D. C, ATKINS of Tennessee managers at the 
conference on its part. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND JARIFF DUTIES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I understand that upon the bill returned from the 
House in relation to the revenue and tariff no actiop is required except 
the correction on the part of the Secretary of the clerical errors, and 
then the Secretary will return the bill to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis so. There need be no ac- 
tion by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There must be an order to return the bill to the 
House, it having been recalled by an order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the corrections are made the 
Secretary will return the bill to the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it lie on the table for the present. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (HL. R, 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


































































By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conf the f the 
oe conferees on the part o/ Senate be appointed by the Presi 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. 
ona tie Ppo » Mr. Dawes, 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist its d ts to tl 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked tr are 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
By unanimous consent, it was— 
en That the conferees on the part of the Genntebe appointed by the Pres 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Dawns, 
and Mr. Cock * 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to call up the resolution submitted by me in re 
gard to the Yellowstone National Park. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
VEsT on the 17th inst. : 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate, whose duty it shali be to examine and report to 
the Senate, at its next session, what is the present condition of the Yellowstone 
National Park, and what action has been taken by the Department of the In- 
terior in regard to the management of said park, and the leasing or contracting 
to lease any part ef the park for building hotelsor other housesthereon. Also, 
what legislation, if any, is necessary to protect the timber, game, or objects of 
curiosity and interest in said park, and to establish a system of police, and to 
secure the proper administration of justice therein. 

Said committee shall have power to meet in vacation and to send for persons 
and papers, and to employ a stenographer, the expenses therefor to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

And until said committee shall report by bill or otherwise, the Secretary of 
the Interior is requested to take no action in the matter of leasing or coutract- 
ing to lease any part of said park for any purpose, and to cause any cutting of 
timber, or erection of hotels or other buildings by any person or corporation, to 
be discontinued within said park. 

The Secretary of the Interior is also rayosien to take immediate action for 
the protection of the game and objects of interest in the park, and to this end 
he is requested to call upon the proper military authorities for such force as 
may be necessary to accomplish such purpose, 

Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment to the resolution to come in after 
the word ‘‘Senate,’’ at the end of the second clause: 

a ded, That no expense shall be incurred by said committee in visiting said 
park, 

The Senate is doubtless familiar with the condition of this subject 
at this time. I stated the other day that this committee was not to be 
organized for any junketing purpose or to visit the park at the public 
expense. In order to put that beyond question I have offered this 
amendment. 

My purpose in now moving for the appointment of this committee is 
to ascertain and settle the conflict of opinion and of information before 
the members of the Committee on Territories, and particularly before 
myself and another Senator who have been a sub-committee on the sub- 
ject, so that we may have the truth in regard to the condition of the 
park and as to where the limits of the park should be located. The bill 
reported by the Committee on Territories and now on the Calendar, | 
am advised by a number of Senators, can not be passed at this session. 
In the mean time this state of facts exists heyond any controversy, that 
in the face of the action of the Committee on Territories, in the tace of 

he action of the Department, a party of speculators—Rufus Hatch and 
others—have gone into this park and commenced the erection of a hotel, 
have cut down timber and are proceeding to treat the park as if it were 
their property exclusively, regardless of the rights of the United States. 

I was advised some time ago that this state of things was in exist- 
ence, and I called the attention of the Secretary of the Interior in per 
son to it, and I received from him the assurance that he had made no 
lease, that. he did not propose to make any lease and no contract for 
any lease. If the Senate will look at the agreement or contract which 
was made and which is contained in the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior of December 12, 1882, it will be seen that the only contract that 
ever has been made by the Department of the Interior provided that a 
lease might be made thereafter and that the ground might be selected. 
The contract provided for six hundred and forty acres of ground around 
each of the geysers, and thut this company should have the exclu- 
sive privilege, the monopoly of 4,400 acres of land in the park sur- 
rounding every object of curiosity, for a nominal rent not exceeding $2 
per acre. But no lawyer will pretend to say, whether in the Senate or 
out of it, that this contract ever gave to these gentlemen any right 
to go into that park for the purpose of cutting timber or erecting hotels. 
They have acted as if a lease had been already executed. The Secretary 
of the Interior has informed me in writing that he has made no such 
lease, and does not propose to make any such lease until Congress shall 
have acted upon the matter. lask the Secretary to read the communi- 











Ordered, That the Senate insist on its amendments to thesaid bill disagreed to 
by the Tlouse of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 





cation received from the Secretary of the Interior. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
that his time is out. The Senate may extend it. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to vote on the question. 
Mr. HARRISON. I suppose I may have five minutes on this resolu- 


tion, and I ask for the reading of the letter to which the Senator refers, 
if he desires to have it read, out of my time. 


Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator from Indiana. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks for 
the reading of the letter. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa handed me some time ago a let- 
ter from Mr. Langford, well known here, which I sent to the Secretary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Missouri have five minutes more. This is a matter of importance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection tive minutes 
more Will be allowed the Senator from Missouri. The Chair hears no 
objection. ’ ‘ : 

Mr. VEST. I laid this letter before the Secretary of the Interior and 
I ask the Senate now to listen to his response to show that no lease has 
been made and that he said no lease should be made until after the ad- 
journment of this session of Congress awaiting the action of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

DEPAETMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 18, 1883. 

Sir: I have Mr. Langford’s letter addressed to you and by you referred to me 
concerning the Yellowstone Park. I have determined not to take any action in 
the matter of the lease to Messrs, Hatch & Co. until Congress shall take action on 
our bill; at least not until the close of the session. Ifnoaction should be taken 
mm the bill I shall feel inclined to execute to them a lease in strict accordance 
with the views expressed by your committee in the report made to the Senate 

I have issued an order prohibiting the cutting of timber without special au- 
thority from the Secretary, and prohibiting the killing of game within the park. 

{ trust you will procure the early passage of the bill, so that it may pass the 


——, pectfully 
ery res) . 
: H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 
Hon. Grorce G. VEST, 
United States Senate. 
Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Missouri state who compose 
this company ? 7 
Mr. VEST. The Secretary can read the names from the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, which I send to the desk. 
The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the list of directors of the 
Yellowstone National Park Improvement, but was interrupted by 
Mr. BECK. I desire tostate, if the Senator from Missouri will allow 
me, that I was sent for just now from the room of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and when I came in I ascertained this matter was up 
in reference to the Yellowstone National Park. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLIson], the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL§], and myself, as a 
sub-committee, are now considering the sundry civil bill, in which 
there is the following provision for the protection and improvement of 
Ahe Yellowstone National Park: 

For the protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park : For 
every purpose and object necessary for the protection, preservation, and improve- 
ment of the Yellowstone National Park, including compensation of superintend- 
entant employés, $15,000; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby prohibited 
from leasing any portion of the Yellowstone National Park to any person, com- 
pany, or corporation for any purpose whatever; and all leases agreements, ex- 
clusive privileges, or monopolies granted or entered intoare hereby declared to 
be of no force and effect; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to make necessary details of troops to prevent trespassers or intruders 
entering the pes with the object of destroying game therein, or for any other 
purpose prohibited by law. 

We have sent for the Secretary of the Interior and he will be here in 
half an hour, and we expect to-morrow to be able to report the bill 


Mr. VEST. I will state to the Senate frankly that if I believed the 
Committee on Appropriations would adopt the enactment in the bill of 
the House of Representatives, and succeed in securing its passage, I would 
very cheerfully acquiesce. It meets the whole object which I have in 
view. The Senator from Kentucky well understands, for I had a con- 
versation with him on this very subject the other day and with the chair- 
man of the committee, and they advised me that under the rule adopted 
by the Committee on Appropriations, inasmuch as this was legislation, 
it would probably be stricken from the bill. If they should make a 
report against that clause, I know the strength of the Committee on 
Appropriations too well in this body to suppose I could defeat them. 
For that reason I have brought up the resolution; I want one or the other. 

Mr. BECK. There are so many things in the sundry civil bill which 
are more or less legislative that I rather think we shall be compelled to 
recognize much of what the House has done. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator from Kentucky-thatif that 


provision should become a law it would meet the present exigency, but | 
the Secretary of the Interior, when we come back here next year, will | 


be at sea as to what he ought to do about that park. That park is pe- 
euliar; no general rule ean apply to it, and while the Secretary desires 
to carry out, I believe, faithfully the ideas of the Senator from Mis- 


souri, as yet theSecretary is as ignorant as we are to what ought to be 
done the 


should be adopted 
in order that we 
disposition of 


even if the clause in the sundry civil billshall pass, 


may be enlightened in the futnre as to the permanent 
the park? 


te in the future. Would it not be well that the resolution | 











It has lain there without attracting any notice from visitors or any- 
body else for ten years since the act was adopted, and now it has come 
to the point, railroads going through there, that there must be some 
disposition of the care of the park; and as it shall set out this year, so 
its fate will be. It will be eithera permanent park, reserved according 
to the original idea, or it will waste away and disappear among the 
public lands. I should think the resolution of the Senator from Mis- 
souri might be exceedingly proper, even if the provision in the sundry 
civil bill shouid pass. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that the resolution of the Senator 
from Missouri, if we report the bill to-morrow, can be acted upon at 
any time after action of the two Houses on the provision in the sundry 
civil bill; and that action might throw such light upon it as to enable 
the committee to act more intelligently. Wemay make some contusion 
temporarily if we prohibit the providing of a place for the accommoda- 
tion of people who desire to go there this summer. 
for them I understand. 

Mr. VEST. There is a hotel now there. 

Mr. DAWES. I thinkit is desirable that something should be done 
for the summer; but the care should be that nobody should get such a 
foothold there that he can not be made to conform to what shall ulti- 
mately be deemed wise legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is out. It has been oceupied by the Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that will not be taken out of my time 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; you allowed it to be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be allowed 
his five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to have the list of the directors read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Secretary read the list, as called for by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


There is no place 


Without objection the Senator will 


Directors of the Yellowstone National Park Improvement Company: Robert 
S. Green, Elizabeth, New Jersey; C. E. Haupt, Saint Paul, Minnesota; C. A 
Roberts, Fargo, Dakota; J. B. Gilfillan, Minneapolis, Minnesota; P. 1. Kelly, 


Saint Paul, Minnesota; C. M. Loring, Minneapolis, Minnesota; H. F. I 
Fort Yates, Dakota; Hon. Roscoe Conkling, New York; A.J. Vanderpool, New 
York; Rufus Hatch, New York; Charles k. Quincey, New York; General J. A 
Williamson, Boston, Massachusetts; John B. Lyon, Chicago; J. B. Houston, 
New York; John Clay, jr., Chicago and Branford, Ontario; Hon. R. T. Mer 
rick, Washington, District of Columbia; Elijah Smith, Boston, Massachusetts ; 
Carroll T. Hobart, Fargo, Dakota; Hugh J. Hastings, New York; Hon. John R 
Brady, New York; Samuel W. Allerton, Chicago; Frederic I. Church, New 
York; John C. Wyman, Valley Falls, Rhode Island; Albert J. Hateh, Stamford, 
Connecticut; George Ely, Lyme, Connecticut; A. V. H. Carpenter. Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin; Web. M. Samuel, Saint Louis, Missouri; William Fullerton, New 
York; D. W. Marratta, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; KE. HW. Goodman, Philade!- 
phia, Pennsylvania; J, R. Barrett, Sedalia, Missouri; John N. Abbott, New York. 

Mr. VEST. A great deal has been said about this matter. 
no earthly interest, except to preserve the park. I was in Dakota last 
summer, and took great interest in the park. I have heard a charge 
that the resolution I offered in regard to the park was drawn by an at- 
torney of some corporation. I have nothing to say except that it is 
false in essence, false in utterance, and can only come from one of the 
parties interested in making a monopoly out of this great domain that 
belongs to the people of the whole country. 

In 1872 3,300 square miles in the Territories of Wyoming and Mon- 
tana were dedicated for the purpose of a national park, and in the language 
of the act to be ‘‘dedicated and set apart as a public park or pleasuring- 
ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people.’’ An application 
was made to the Secretary of the Interior by E. M. Russell and E. 8. 
Topping, 8S. J. Hoyt, Ed. Parker, William T. Kirkwood, James Gour- 
ley, and R. H. Rowland, George W. Marshall, R. R. Odell, and George 
W. Monroe for leases of ground and to erect a hotel in the park. Mr. 
Teller, the Secretary of the Interior, replied, under date of April 28, 
1882, to the applications, as will be found in his letter of January 16, 
1883, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the Senate, the letters 
and other communications in his Department in regard to the contract 
concerning the Yellowstone National Park. He quotes the language 
of the act and says: 


douglas, 


I have 


As the law authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for building 
purposes “of smal) parcels of ground,” no application will be entertained for 
the leasing of more than twenty acres in any one tract, and where the land de- 
sired is in the immediate vicinity of the principal attractions of the park, the 
selection should be confined to such parcels of land as will reasonably accom 
modate the buildings and the necessary surroundings proposed by the lease 

This was a letter of Mr. Teller, Secretary of the Interior, construing 
his power under the original act of 1872. This was but a year or two 
ago, when other parties applied for the contract. So this matter stood 
until the date of the last agreement, which was conditional till the 
Department of the Interior and the parties could agree upon the terms; 
but no lease, as the letter of the Secretary of the Interior shows, has 
ever been made. However, a few months since, about the time of the 
commencement of this session, Messrs. Hobart and Douglas applied to 
the Secretary of the Interior for permission to put up a hotel, construct 
one or more steamboats, establish stage lines, &c., being a monopoly to 
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all intents and purposes of the whole 3,300 square miles, because the 
contract of lease specifies that around each one of the geysersand around 
the water-falls of the Yellowstone River and around the lake there shall 
be drawn a cordon of six hundred and forty acresof ground upon each 
one of these objects of interest, amounting in the aggregate to 4,440 
acres, giving them a monopoly of transportation and of hotel privileges. 
It would amount simply to the whole 3,300 square miles being in the ex- 
clusive control of this company alone. Mr. Teller was absent when this 
contract was made by Mr. Joslyn, Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
These gentlemen afterward took into this contract Mr. Rufas Hatch, 
of New York, and he incorporated this company with the list of direct- 
ors already stated. This is the status of this contract to-day. No 
lease has ever been executed. The lease would have been executed, as 
I am informed, on the very day I offered this resolution—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. By whom ? 

Mr. VEST. By Mr. Teller; but the lease was suspended and there 
has been no paper executed, as the Secretary of the Interior asserts in the 
document read here this morning, since the execution of this inchoate 
or imperfect contract or agreement, Notwithstanding this fact, as I 
said before, this company, as the Secretary of the Interior informed me 
himself, has gone into the park, cut down timber, and proceeded to 
erect a hotel of two hundred rooms or more, and it is asserted that they 
have made a contract for 20,000 pounds of meat with which to feed their 
hands. I do not assert this to be true, but I have the very highest au- 
thority for saying it. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. They claim full authority, as I am informed. 

Mr. DAWES. Do they claim—— 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing except that it has been stated in the 
papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator’s time is out. 

Mr. DAWES. Can I take the floor and give my time to the Senator 
from Missouri ? 

Mr. VEST. I have only one word more to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are only three minutes left to 
consider the resolution anyhow. At 1 o’clock the unfinished business 
comes up. 

Mr. DAWES. I would state to the Senator from Missouri that I 
understand the claim is that this agreement for a lease is equivalent in 
law to a lease, and under the authority of the agreement the parties 
are advised that they have the right to do what they have done. 

Mr. VEST. I can not conceive that any lawyer who pretends to the 
name can make pretense that there is any such power in the contract. 
The very second section of the contract provides that until the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall decide upon selection of the ground on which 
the hotel shall be built nothing can be done. Throughout the whole 
length and breadth of the contract reference is made tothe execution 
of a subsequent lease, and until that lease is executed they have no 
more power or authority to enter the park, to erect buildings, or to cut 
timber than I have the right to do it now on the grounds adjacent to 
this Capitol. After they found that Coagress was likely to interfere 
in the matter and that public opinion had been openly uttered on the 
subject, they determined to get possession, in the hope that the Congress 
of the United States and the Department of the Interior would not in- 
terfere on the ground that they had expended sums of money and it 
wou!d be a great hardship to have them put out of the park. 

There is no discrepancy between my resolution to-day and the pro- 
vision in the sundry civil bill. They can stand together. All I wish 
to say is that unless something is done the purposes for which this park 
was dedicated by the act of 1872 are absolutely nullified; it will be- 
come to all intents and purposes private property. It will pass into the 
hands of this vast corporation having in its list of incorporators’*men of 
distinction in every portion of the Union, with a capital of $800,000, as 
I am informed by one of the gentlemen who organized the scheme, and 
they will come hereafter to the Congress of the United States, after hav- 
ing put up this immense hotel building, after having made their im- 
provements, even if then we should determine that they must go outof 
that park, as they certainly had no right to go in there, they will come 
here with a bill for damages or remuneration, and we shall be told that 
a case of vandalism in that park has been perpetrated unless the money 
of the people is taken to recompense them for what they have lost. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, this resolution will go over. It can be called up to-morrow morn- 


See. VEST. I move that the Senate p.oceed to vote on it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope not. Allow the unfinished 
business to be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will consent to lay it aside if a 
vote on the resolution can be had in reasonable time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the bill 
(H. lt. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


Unless by inculgence of the Senate 





Mr. WINDOM. This resolution will require more time than the 
Senator from Missouri seems to imagine. 
_Mr. VEST. Ihave no doubt it will take some time, and I want it 


of. 

Mr. WINDOM. There are two sides to this question, and I propose 
to try to demonstrate that the Secretary of the Interior has acted wisely 
and in the interest of the preservation of that park; that he has acted 
in accordance with law, and that the parties who are now there are act- 
ing in accordance with their contract with the Secretary of the Interior 
and that the better way for the preservation of the park is the plan 
adopted by the Secretary, and I shall endeavor to take time enough to 
present that. 1 will do it now or at any other time. 

Mr. VEST. In order that the Senator may have that opportunity 
for Iam very anxious to hear him upon it, I move toset aside the pend- 
ing business and postpone it informally in order to dispose of this reso- 

ution. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope that motion will not prevail. 
The consideration of this resolution from present indications will occupy 
the remainder of the day. If some limitation can be agreed upon, half 
an hour or even an hour, I would consent to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will take only a moment to pass your bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But a very short time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to suggest that we let this resolution rest 
fora moment, because the bill referred to by the Senator from Wisconsin 
can not take ten minutes, in my opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will consume some time to read it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itwilltakeonly the time necessary toreadit. There 
are no amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope the Senator from Missouri 
will not insist on his motion now, but allow the bill, that is the unfin- 
ished business, to be dis of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the unfinished 
business, which is House bill No. 7521. 


ALLOWANCE OF SUPPLY CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

Mr. McDILL. I rise to make a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ency of this bill unless by consent. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will hear what the motion is. 

Mr. McDILL. I move to set aside the consideration of this bill tem 
porarily and proceed to the cons‘deration of the bill (H. R. 6597) to 
quiet title to settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, 
and for other purposes. I think it will not take long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is the unfinished business, 
and unless the Senator from Wisconsin yields the Chair can not receive 
the motion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
I was going to state—— 

Mr. McDILL. I give notice that I will make that motion as soon 
as this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. These claims were referred to the 
Quartermaster-General under the provisions of the act of July 4, 1864, 
as amended by subsequent acts. It is almost impossible, after the 
thorough examination given to these claims in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, that any claim which ought not to be paid can be reported to the 
Senate. They are filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General; he 
assigns each claim to a special agent, who goes to the locality where the 
claim originated and there examines the claim; he reports to the Quarter- 
master-General ; the Quartermaster-General then, if the claim is reported 
favorably and he thinks it ought to be paid, refers it to the Third Audi- 
tor. Itis critically examined in the office of the Third Auditor, and by 
the Third Auditor itis referred tothe Second Comptroller. It is passed 
upon in the office of the Second Comptroller and reported to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Under the act of 1864, and the amendments to 
that act, the Secretary of the Treasury reports all these cases to the 
House of Representatives. 

The bill originates in the House of Representatives. It was carefully 
compared, as I am informed and as I believe, by the Committee on War 
Claims in the House of Representatives with the original papers. After 
some clerical errors were corrected it the House of Representa- 
tives and was sent to the Senate. It has been carefully examined and 
critically compared by the clerk of the Committee on Claims of the 
Senate assisted by competent assistants, and it was found to be correct 
in every particular, so that the Committee on Claims did not find it 
necessary to recommend any amendments. The bill as it is now betore 
the Senate is exactly as it came from the House of Representatives. 
There is no legislation whatever in it. It merely provides for the pay- 
ment of claims reported by the Secretary of the Treasury to the House 
of Representatives. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The bill 
is in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. It will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


It is not in order during the pend- 


Ican not yield for that purpose. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I move to dispense with the reading of the names 
and amounts, and let the other part of the bill be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. : . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
rete Principal Legislative Clerk resumed and co «cluded the reading 

ill. 

at ‘EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have only one observation to 
make about this bill to which I wish to call the attention of my friend 
from Wisconsin. I see the bill provides in some of its instances for 
paying assignees of original claimants; it provides in some others for 
paying executors; in others for paying administrators; and in others 
for paying heirs at law. Asall theseare personal claims and the money 


recovered would belong to the personalty of the owner, or to his estate | 


if dead, there is more danger, I think, in providing by an act of Con- 
gress to pay anything to an heir at law or to an assignee, than in pay- 
ing it to an executor or anadministrator, the proof of whose title is of 
course a record one to receive money. 

I do not propose to move any amendment but to call attention to it 
in order that hereafter it may perhaps be corrected on other bills of this 
character. I think the act should have provided for paying the money 
to these persons or their legal representatives, so as to leave the Treas- 
ury Department the power of having the suitable proof made as to who 
the assignee is. The general law, of course, refuses to recognize as- 
signees here. There is a positive law against it. There is a general 
law which requires the money always to be paid to the original claim- 
ant. When it comes to estates, of course that is different, and the law 
has generally provided for it by including the phrase ‘‘ legal represent- 
atives.’”’ It isa question of method only, and exposes it to danger in 
this particular instance. I do not propose to move any amendment 
but only call attention to it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There are only five claims payable 
to assignees, and those claims are explained in the report. They are 
exceptional claims. The committee are of the opinion that no difiiculty 
whatever will arise in these cases. I agree with the Senator from Ver- 
mont that the bill ought to provide for the payment of the claims to the 
original claimants or their legal representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the corrections have been made in the revenue bill, and that 
the bill is ready to be returned to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to look at the bill as it was read the third 
time before it gues back, to see if the corrections are made according 
to the original text. It can be laid aside forthe moment. It will not 
take five minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL subsequently said: I ask to have the order passed 
which I send to the desk. 

The ® RESIDING OFFICER. 

The order was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation be now 
returned to the House of Representatives, the errors in engrossment of the 
amendments to the same having been corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be made. 


The Secretary will report the order. 


If there be no objection, the order 
The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. _I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Utah bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
ask that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of pension bills 
favorably reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be so, I must withdraw my motion, be- 
cause I think the pensién bills ought to be acted on first; but when I 
can get the floor again, after the pension bills are through, I shall move 
to take up the Utah bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MITCHELL] asks that the Senate proceed to the consideration of pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar reported favorably. 

Mr. VEST. [I move asa substitute that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of the Yellowstone Park resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The only way is to proceed to the pension bills, 
and those that are reported unfavorably can of course be immediately 
disposed of, but it would hardly be in order. Though I do not make 
any point of order, it would be much fairer. There may be some bill 
where in a moment the error of the committee might be explained. I 
have not any such bill. I think it better to go to the pension bills. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think if we do that we might stumble on some 
bill reported unfavorably that would consume a great deal of time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the difficulty; there are a number of mi- 
nority reports, and they would consume a great deal of time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no point on it, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported ? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 


| Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, there is at this moment; it is objected to all 
around. The custom has been, and there is no difficulty aboot it, for 
the Senator in charge of the bills to move them in any order agreed upon, 
and he will naturally of course move all the aflirmative reports tirst, 
about which I suppose usually there is not any question. ‘Then after 
that, if any Senator in the minority wishes to take up an untavorably 
reported bill, the matter will be where he can move it. 1 think that 
is the fair way, and I donot think it will interfere with getting on with 
the business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator trom Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the Cal 
endar. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say one word. I moved to go on with the 
consideration of the Yellowstone Park resolution when the Senator from 
| Wisconsin asked me to give way for the bill just disposed of, and | 
| yielded with the understanding that the resolution would then be taken 
up, and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WinpoM ] could proceed with 
his argument against the resolution. That was my understanding at 
the time or I should have pressed the motion then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You ought to let the pension bills be disposed of, 





I think. 
Mr. VEST. The resolution can be disposed of in the course of an 
hour. 


Mr. WINDOM. I did not understand that there was any agreement 
whatever to take up the resolution. I certainly should not have con- 
sented to it. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Minnesota to say that 
he was anxious to be heard, and that he had an unanswerable argu- 
ment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam ready to be heard at any time 

Mr. VEST. I want the Senate to dispose of the resolution. It has 
been pending here for weeks; it is a most important matter, and unless 
action is taken upon it now that park might as well be abandoned 
That is the whole of it, in my judgment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I simply want tosay that, so far as lam concerned, 
there was no agreement. Iam ready to discuss the resolution when- 
ever it is taken up. 

Mr. VEST. I make the motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave submitted a motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which is first in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania is first in order. 

Mr. VEST. Can I move this as a substitute ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair thinks that is not allowa 
ble. The question is, Will the Senate agree to the motion of the Sena 
tor from Pennsylvania, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
pension bills on the Calendar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Reported favorably, I understood 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that was changed because it would not be fait 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania sue 
gested that, and afterward withdrew it. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise now to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. It isan inquiry rather. Does the vote which the 
Senate has just passed bring up all those bills or does it take them seri- 
atim? Will not the question recur upon each bill as it is brought up, 
whether the Senate will consider it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course it will; but the order is that we shall 
go through with those on the Calendar. 





JOHN C. MARGRAVE. 


Mr. PLATT. I believe that the first bill on the Calendar reported 
at the present session is House bill No. 361. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask to take up Senate bill No. 276, which was 
passed over at the last session at my instance. It is a bill introduced 
by me and it was reported favorably. There was no objection to it, 
but I asked that it be passed over so that I could look at it a little 
further. 

Mr. PLATT. I was going to suggest that the tirst bill reported at 
this session is House bill No. 361, where I suppose we should naturally 
commence, but if the bill to which the Senator refers was reported fa 
vorably and stands first that will be the first bill to be considered 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will look at Order of Business No 
150 he will remember that that bill was passed over at my instance 
it was reported favorably. I have been trying to get it up, but I did 
not want to take it up specially. 
| Mr. PLATT. Ithink that is the only one prior to House bill No. 361 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is right; it is the only one. 

The bill (S. 276) granting a pension to John C. Hargrave waa con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-rolls the name of John C. Hargrave, late a private of Company 
| K, Fourth Provisional Regiment Missouri Militia. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WELLINGTON V. IHEUSTED. 

The bill (11. R. 361) granting a pension to Wellington V. Heusted 
was considered 2s in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant a 
pension to Wellington V. Heusted, late a sergeant of Company I, Third 
Michigan Cavalry, and captain of Company B, Twenty-ninth United 
States Colored Troops. 

The hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. M. WILSON. 

A bill (S. 2139) granting a pension to A. M. Wilson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to pay a pension to A. M. 
Wilson, father of James Wilson, deceased, late a private in the Four- 
teenth Regiment of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

PATRICK DRONEY. 

The bill (11. R. 718) granting a pension to Patrick Droney was an- 
nounced as the next pension bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. That is adversely reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
bill favorebly reported if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
ROBERT ‘HENNE. 

The bill (H. R. 6425) to increase the pension of Robert Henne, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It increases from $25 to $40 
a month the pension of Robert Henne, late first lieutenant of Company 
I, Twelfth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, who lost a leg at Pea Ridge, 
leaving only three inches of a stump, and who previous to enlistment 
lost his left arm, and is now totally helpless and dependent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. M’NUTT. 

The bill (H. R. 2285) to increase the pension of James H. McNutt 
was announced as the next pension bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That bill was reported adversely. Let it be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next bill 
favorably reported if there be no objection. 

MARY J. STOVER. 

The bill (11. R. 3106) restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Mary J. Stover, widow of the late Colone!] Daniel Stover, of the Fourth 
Tennessee Iniantry Volunteers, at $30 per month from the date of the 
passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RATES OF PENSION, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension bill favorably re- 
ported is the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing 
the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm ora leg in the 
service. If there is no objection the Secretary will report the next bill 
favorably reported. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam very desirous that the Senate should consider 
that bil, but I do not want to interrupt the consideration of these spe- 
cial cases for that purpose. When they have been gone through with, 
I think the Senate should make some order in reference to the consid- 
eration of that bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Secretary 
will read the next pension bill on the Calendar favorably reported. 

ANTIIONY B. GRAVES, 

The bill (II. R. 4387) granting a pension to Anthony B. Graves was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension- 
roll the name of Anthony B. Graves, late a private in Company E, One 
hundred and thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA A. STIMERS. 

The bill (H. R. 4562) for the relief of Julia A. Stimers was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Julia A. Stimers, widow of Alban C. Stimers, late a chief 
engineer in the United States Navy. 

¢ bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM M. MEREDITH. 

The bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of William M. Meredith was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to date the application of William M. Meredith, late a captain 
in the Seventieth I Volunteers, for a pension as filed with the 


Commissioner of Pensions on the 5th day of June, 1880, and provides 





that in the adjudication of his claim for a pension his declarati 
be treated as filed on that date. 7 mune 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no objection to the consideration of that bill 
at this time, but there is a minority report in the case, and I ask for the 
reading of both the majority and minority reports. 

oe a ] . [have no objection to that, but I hope the bill 
wi of. 

The,PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
BLAIR February 1, 1883: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2877) 
ing a pension to William M. Meredith, have examined the same and re 
ollows: 

It appears from his record that the claimant entered the milita 


service of tl 
United States August 6, 1862, as captain of Company E, Seventicth Resimeut 


Indiana Volunteers, and was honorably discharged on surgeon's certi 
disability August 13, 1364, st wants of 

He certifies under oath that on the 24th day of June, 1879, he executed a 
declaration for invalid pension before the clerk of the court of Marior 
Indiana, which was given to Benjamin D. House, of Indianapolis, to be mailed 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, It appears that the above declaration failed 
to reach the Commissioner of Pensions, and its loss was not known to the claim- 
ant until after the expiration of the limit under the arrears act. He subse- 
quently filed another declaration for invalid pension with the Commissioner of 
Pensions, which was adjudicated and allowed, rating the disability at one-half, 
or $10 per month. 

The bill under consideration authorizes and directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior to date the cupnenticn of William M. Meredith for a pension as filed with 
the Commissioner of Pensions on the 5th day of June, 1880, and that in the ad- 
— of his said claim for a pension his declaration be treated as filed on 
Bai te. 

ae in D. House and William A. Lowe make the following statement under 
oath : . 

“That on or about the 24th day of June, 1879, they affixed their names to an 
application of William M. Meredith, late captain Company E, Seventieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, for invalid pension, and were sworn by the clerk of 
Marion County, Indiana, as to his identity.” 

Benjamin D. House also certifies under oath the following: 

“That on or about the 24th day of June, 1879, Captain William M. Meredith, 
late of Company E, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, intrusted to him 
(the said House) an application for invalid pension, for mailing to the honorable 
Commissioner of Pensions, at Washington, District of Columbia; that on the day 
following the same was inclosed to him in a Government envelope, securely 
sealed and plainly directed to Hon, John A. Bentley, Commissioner of Pensionsat 
Washington, District of Columbia. Affiant especially remembers his action in 
the matter from the fact that the said William M. Meredith was unable to walk 
at that time except by the aid of a crutch.” 

Ilion. William W. Dudley, Commissioner of Pensions, in a letter to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives, under date of Jan- 
uary 23, 1882, states that— 

“ Testimony has been brought before his office satisfactory to him that the dec- 
laration of William M. Meredith was mailed in sufficient time to have reached 
this office prior to July 1, 1880, had it not been lost in the mails.” 

There can be no doubt that claimant duly executed his declaration for invalid 
pension, and intrusted it to the United States mail, in ample time to comply 
with the requirements of the arrears act. Nor can it be urged that “ ordinary 
diligence would have suggested the propriety of making inquiry as to its safe 
arrival,’’ as it was well known that the large number of claims on file would de- 
lay action many months, and when in due course of business his case would be 
reached he would be called on for evidence. He therefore waited for this call 
for evidence from the Commissioner of Pensions,supposing his claim was on 
file, and did not know to the contrary until after July, 1880. 

Your committee are of the opinion that it would be manifestly unjust to de- 
= Captain Meredith of the benefit of that filing of his claim; that he was not 

n any fault; that he — complied with the requirements of the law, and that 
he should not be deprived of the value of his claim by setting up a technicality 
eet him by the Government, and therefore recommend the passage of the 

ill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the views of 
the minority. 


The Principal Legislative Clerk read the views of the minority, sub- 
mitted by Mr. JACKSON on the Ist instant, as follows: 


A minority of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2877) for the relief of William M. Meredith, not concurring in the report of the 
committee, respectfully submit their views, as follows: ; 

At the last session of Con the committee made an adverse report on this 
bill, which the undersigned here refer to and adopt. Said report is as follows: 

“ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 2877) for 
the relief of William M. Meredith, having examined the same, make the follow- 


ing report: > 
“That said Meredith entered the military*servi¢e of the United States on or 
about August 6, 1862, as captain of Company E, Seventieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and was honorably discharged at or near Atlanta on the 12th Au- 
gust, 1864. On the 3d October, 1881, he filed an application in the Pension Bu- 
reau for invalid pension, alleging as the basis of his claim that while in service 
and on duty at Bowling Green, Kentucky, on or about the 25th day of Septem- 
ber, 1862, ‘while acting as officer of the day, he was injured by riding a hard- 
gaited horse in such a manner that inguinal hernia resulted as a direct effect 
from the aforestated cause, and that said disability so increased from that time 
forward that strangulation resulted in several instances, reduction being accom- 
plished with great difficulty.’ After this application was presented and the claim 
in the Pension Office, the bill under consideration was introduced in 
the House. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Interior to date the 
application of said William M. Meredith for a pension, as filed with the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, on the 5th day of June, 1880, and that in the adjudication 
of his said claim for a pension his declaration be treated as filed on said date. 
This relief is asked on the following state of facts: The claimant, on or about 
the 24th fen 1879, executed a declaration for invalid pension before the clerk 
of the court of Marion County, Indiana, which he intrusted to his attorney, Ben- 
ome tttinge of re te hegre to be mailed to the Commissioner of 
Said House testifies that on the following day, June 26, 1879, said ap- 
plication was by him inclosed in an envelope, securely sealed, and plainly di- 
rected to Hon. Jno. A. Bentley, Commissioner of Pensions, at Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. This declaration never reached the Pension Office. It was 
no doubt lost in its transmission through che mails. It does not a that 
Captain Meredith or hisattorney, Mr. House, ever made any peer 3 the Pen- 
sion Office prior to July, 1580, as to whether the application had been received, 
nor is it shown when its loss was first Ordinary diligence would 
have suggested the of making inquiry as to the safe arrival of a docu- 


grant- 
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such im . There was ample time between June 26, 1879, the 
py pee the application, and Ist July, 1880, when the limitation under 
the arrears act expired, within which, by the exercise of ordinary prudence, such 
as business men usually employ in the common affairs of life, to have ascer- 
tained whether the document had safely reached the Pension Bureau, and, if 
not, to have supplied its place. Your committee have very grave doubts whether 
a party under such facts and circumstances is entitled to be relieved from the 
operation ofa general law. But there is another aspect of the case which has 
an important bearing upon the question of passing this present bill. Before this 
pill was introduced in Congress Captain Meredith's claim, under the application 
regularly filed in October, 1881, had been investigated by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and on the 6th January, 1882, the same was rejected on the merits, for 

reason that there was no disability from cause alleged. 

“ This decision of the Commissioner was supported by the report ofthe Chi- 
cago board of examining surgeons, who examined the claimant on the 26th Octo- 
ber, 1881, and certified that in their opinion a mys Meredith was not incapaci- 
tated for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor from the causealleged. This 
poard further state that ‘a truss is worn on the left abdominal ring, which thus 
bears evidence of pressure, but there is no symptom of inguinal hernia,’ and they 
accordingly gave him no rate of disability. It appears from the statements of 
comrades, officers, and regimental surgeons that the claimant was troubled with 
hernia of left side from the fall of 1562 to date of his discharge in August, 1864. 
It also appears from the aflidavits of several comrades and acquaintances, filed 
in the case since the rejection of the claim by the Commissioner, that Captain 
Meredith was troubled to some extent with hernia during each of the years 1865, 
1866, 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1872. But there is no evidence to show that 
he has suffered with the disease since 1872, and nothing to contradict the certiti- 
cate of the Chicago examining board, which made the last examination of the case 
on 26th October, 1881, and reported no disability. There was clearly noerror in 
the action of the Commissioner rejecting the claim on the ground stated. The 
additional affidavits since filed do not relieve that objection. But, aside from this, 
there is still another reason why thisclaim could not properly be allowed. There 
is no evidenee establishing the fact that the disability complained of, even ifitstill 
continued to exist, had its origin in the service. The alleged hernia developed 
itself in little over a month after Captain Meredith's enrollment, while in camp 
at Bowling Green, Kentucky, before he or his company had seen or undergone 
any active or fatiguing service. * Riding a hard-gaited horse’ for a few hours, 
while acting as officer of the day, is hardly suflicient to account for development 
of hernia so early in the service, it not appearing that he was examined and found 
to be sound at the time of enlistment. But even the riding of the ‘ hard-gaited 
horse’ is not established except by the claimant's own statements, which your 
committee consider insufficient evidence of material facts. Captain Meredith, 
under the decision of the Commissioner and in the opinion of your committee, 
not being entitled under the law to any pension, it would be wholly useless to 
pass the bill in question, even if it was not open to the very serious difficulties 
and objections above indicated. , 

“Your committee, accordingly, recommend that the bill be not passed, but that 
the same be indefinitely postponed by the Senate.” 

After the date of this report the claim of Captain Meredith was again sub- 
mitted to the Pension Bureau on additional testimony, with a view to itsadmis- 
sion. Upon this re-examination his application was allowed, and he was granted 
a pension at the rate of $10 per month, commencing October 13, 1881, The addi- 
tional testimony does not strengthen the case on its merits. It does not estab- 
lish, in our’ opinion, that the disease or disability had its origin in the service. 
But aside from this we are of the opinion that the duty rested upon the claim- 
ant to have his declaration filed in the proper office within the time preseribed 
by law, if he desired to claim the benefits of the arrears act. The statute fixing 
the time within which application should be filed to save the bar of the limita- 
tion contains no exceptions. Congress should not now make any law in favor 
of special applicants, except in very extreme cases, where no laches appear. 
Meredith gives no explanation for his failure or neglect to make inquiry as to 
the safe arrival of his application. It was the invariable habit of the Pension 
Bureau in 1879, as it is now, to acknowledge the receipt of all applications, and 
this was done within a week or ten days after its reception. The failure to re- 
— such acknowledgment should have led Meredith or his attorney to make 
nquiry. 

In our opinion no proper grounds for special relief exist in this case. We ac- 
cordingly adhere to the former conclusion of the committee, and recommend 
that the bill be not passed. 


Mr. GROOME. Who signed the minority report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee } Mr. 
JACKSON ]. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the object of the bill is to grant arrears of pension to Captain 
Meredith on the ground that he made an effort to file his application 
within the time prescribed by Jaw. He started the application, as is 
alleged, on the 24th of June, 1879. It never reached the Department. 
The limitation expired on the Ist of July, 1880. No inquiry was ever 
made as to whether that application had reached its destination. It 
was the invariable habit of the office to give notice when applications 
were received within a week or ten days of their reception. The object 
of the bill is to grant him special relief and to give him arrears of pen- 
sion. Thecase is one, in my opinion, of very doubtful merit, and I think 
it would be a bad precedent to grant this special relief giving arrears. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not desire to detain the Senate more than a 
moment. This officer was an oflicer in my own regiment, and of many 
of the facts as to his disability I have personal knowledge. That he 
suffered during his service in the Army from the complaint or disease 
or injury for which he now seeks a pension I have personal knowl- 

It is established and admitted by the report of the committee 
that he made out and placed in the mail for transmission here his claim 
for a pam before the limitation fixed by the arrears of pension law. 
That is conceded. 

I only want to mention one other fact. The Senate has in several 

since I have been here recognized the fact that the deposit- 
in the mails for transmission was a sufficient compliance with the 
, and that a pensioner ought not to be cut off by reason of the fail- 
of the Post-Office authorities to deliver the application properly at 
Pension Office. 
think the case is a meritorious one. Since the report of last session 
adopted the claim has been allowed by the Pension Office. The 
ple question here is whether one who mailed in time his applica- 
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tion for a pension shall be cut off from the benefit of arrears under the 
pension act. 

As to the supposed laches in not inquiring whether the claim had 
been received, that is explained by Captain Meredith by stating that 
he knew the office was years behind in the disposition of its business 
and he did not regard it as at all singular that he had no information 
about his claim. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I made the report, perhaps I ought to say a word 
The case has been examined upon its merits by the Pension Office, and 
the Pension Office has adjudicated in favor of Captain Meredith; so that 
upon the general fact as to whether he is entitled to a pension it would 
seem that there could be no question, This adjudication took place 
upon an application tiled subsequent to the Ist of July, 1880. 

The evidence, so far as I can judge of it from some examination, is 
to my mind very satislactory. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Har- 
RISON ], who has personal knowledge of the existence of the disability, 
rises and in eflect testifies to the Senate. It would seem that so far as 
merit is concerned this man should receive a pension, and his disability 
must have existed during all these years since the service. 

He undertook to make his application. Hedid make his application 
He transmitted his application in precisely the same way that every 
other application made by any oneasking for arrears or for original pen 
sion has been made from the foundation of the pension law with scarce an 
exception; for the mail is the vehicle of universal conveyance employed 
It is true that he did not make any special inquiry as to whether it had 
been received, but he supposed it had been received. © Whatever may 
have been the general practice of the office in reg:ird to giving notice of 
the reception of these claims, I know from communications with many 
applicants for pension that the acknowledgment of the receipt of the 
application was not received by them in return. It wasa matter of very 
common experience. { appeal to every Senator who comes in contact 
with soldiers if it is not the case that applicants say, ‘Although I sent 
my application at such a time, one month, two months, six months, a 
year ago, even two or three years ago, I never have heard a word from 
the office at all.’’ 

There is nothing like a general notice of which an applicant ought to 
be aware, upon which he should act, and by which he should be bound, 
given by the Pension Office on the receipt of the application. It is not 
as though it was the law of the land advertised to everybody that un 
less an applicant receives notice of the reception of his application within 
one year or within one month he must understand that it was not re 
ceived. By no manner of means is that the case. There is no such 
understanding among those who do business with the Pension Ofjice 

At that particular period we all remember that so crowded was the 
oftice, so apparently dilatory was it in its action—with which there is 
no oceasion probably to tind fault, but nevertheless so behind was the 
business owing to the overmastering and the overcrowding necessity of 
the time—that in a very large proportion of cases no acknowledgment 
probably was made until months afterward, and in a great many cases, 
even if made through somebody’s fault, the notice of the reception of 
the application failed to be received 

Captain Meredith waited about a year and then made his inquiry 
He learned that the application had not been received. He immedi 
ately renewed it, and upon that application and a full and fiir investi- 
gation a pension was allowed to him; and the only question that is 
really submitted to the Senate is whether the United States will take 
advantage of this merest technicality to save $10 a month from the 
commencement of the disability. It did not seem toé the majority of 
the committee that it would be just In many such instances as this 
relief has been granted, and it seems to me that it. would be a great 
hardship to make an exception in the case of Captain Meredith 

Mr. LOGAN. So far as the point in reference to laches is concerned 
I have no desire to add anything to what has been said by the Senator 
from Indiana. I merely rose to add my testimony in one particular 
I know Captain Meredith very well. He is now a resident of Chicago 
and a man of integrity, who I do not believe would present a claim of 
this character if he were not fully and completely justified in doing so. 

I wish to make only one other remark in reference to the case, and 
that is as to the doubt that is thrown upon the time and manner in 
which the injury might have been received. If any Senator investigat- 
ing matters of this kind will only examine the records of the Medical 
Department he will ascertain there that injuries of this kind are more 
numerous than almost any other injuries received in the Army, and 
that riding horseback is one of the principal causes of this character of 
injury being received by soldiers. These injuries are much more numer 
ous than any one would suspect or dream of, and I have net the slightest 
doubt myself that the injury was received just as is stated here. I 
know so many cases oceurring of that kind that I am satisfied there can 
be no doubt of it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I examined this case without any prejudice what- 
ever, either in favor of or against Captain Meredith, having no personal 
acquaintance with him. I examined it alone from the papers on file. 
It appears that he entered the service in August, 1862, and hernia de- 
veloped itself before he had seen any active service whatever, while in 
camp at Bowling Green, and the cause alleged was two or three hours’ 
riding a hard-gaited horse. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
suggest that that matter has been settled by the action of the Pension 
Office? It has been adjudged that his injury was received in the serv- 
ice, and that he is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. JACKSON. Still I take it that in granting arrears of pension 
we are not concluded by that action. Itdeveloped itself before he had 
seen any active service, and from an apparently trivial cause. Undoubt- 
edly he was afflicted during his service, at a later period. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question on that 
point, which seems to be of force in his mind. It developed early be- 
fore he had been in active service. He had been in service about one 
month or two months ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; just one month in camp. 

Mr. BLAIR. He had come fresh from civil life and was breaki 
into the service when he rode avery hard-gaited animal. Would he 
not be very much more likely to contract such a disability at that par- 
ticular time than later, after he had become hardened in the service ? 

Mr. JACKSON. I pass that, and call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the board of surgeons at the place of his residence, on 
the 26th day of October, 1881, certified that in their opinion he was 
not incapacitated, and they would not rate his disability. Passing 
the question as to a pension having been allowed, the case comes to 
this: He placed his claim in the hands of an attorney at Indianapolis 
on the 24th of June, 1879, to have the application filed, and he dis- 
missed all consideration of it until the fall of 1881. That is not such 
diligence as the law requires, and no exeuse is given for it really, ex- 
cept the simple statement that he thought the office was crowded. I 
object to granting on such evidence special relief, except in very meri- 
torious cases. ‘This is not one of them, in my judgment, and hence 
the minority report. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. JACKSON. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 12. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. Does the 
Senator from Tennessee insist on a division? 

Mr. JACKSON. I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request for a division is with- 
drawn, and the bill is passed. 


FANNIE 8S, BEAUMONT. 


The bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Fannie 8. Beaumont was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fannie 8. Beaumont, widow of John C, Beaumont, 
late admiral in the Navy of the United States, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

Mr. JACKSON. There is a minority report in that case. 
the reading of both the majority and minority reports. 

The report submitted by Mr. BLAIR February 1, 1883, was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2367) penting 


a pension to FannieS, Beaumont, have examined the same, and report as fo 
lows: 

The claimant is the widow of the late Rear-Admiral John C. Beaumont, who 
died August 2, I882, after an active service of nearly fifty-four years. In view of 
the long and distinguished servicesof Rear-Admiral Beaumont, and also in view 
of the fact that in many instances the pensions of widows of rear-admirals have 
—- pone to $0 by special acts, your committee recommend the passage of 
t pill. 


I ask for 


The views of the minority, submitted by Mr. JAcKson February 1, 
1883, were read, as follows: 


A winority of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2367) granting a pension to Fannie 8. Beaumont, having examined the same and 
failing to concur in the report of the committee, respectfully submit the follow- 
ing as their views: 

The claimant isthe widow of John C. Beaumont, who entered the United 
States naval service in March, 1838, as amidshipman. He continued a midship- 
man until May, 1844, when he was promoted to passed midshipman. In 1851 he 
was madea master, In 1832 he was comnrissioned as lieutenant, which rank he 
held until July 16, 1862, when he was promoted to commander. In June, 1872, 
he was promoted to the rank of captain, which he continued to hold until June 
14, 1874, when he was commissioned as commodore. On the 2ithof November, 
1881, he was promoted to rear-admiral. On the 3d February, 1882, at his own 
request, he was retired from active service. He died at Du , New Hamp- 
shire, August 2, 1882, of heart disease. Shortly after his death his widow, Fan- 
nie 8S. Beaumont, fed her application for pension, alleging that the disease of 
which her husband died was contracted in the service of the United States. Her 
claim was supported by the records of the Nav Department, which showed 
that the ‘disease of heart’ of which this officer died * had its origin in chronic 
rheumatism, contracted in 1845, when he held the rank of ee 
The rate of her pension was accordingly fixed at $10 per mo..th, under pro- 
visions of sections 46% and 4696 Revised Statutes, Sections 4696 directs that 
“every commissioned officer of the Aone. Se ,or Marine shall receive 
such, and only such, pension as is provi in preceding section forthe rank 
he held at the time he received the eo or contracted disease which re- 
suited in the disability’ on account of which a pension may be asked. 


The bill under deration pr to increase Mrs. fo ey oy! ge oe 
$50 per month, In support of the biil letters from Rear-Admiral D. M. Fairfax, 
Hon. Grorce F. Epuunps, and Thomas Walter Leach, medical inspector of 
United States Navy, are filed before the committee. express the opinion 
that the disease of which Rear-Admiral Beaumont died its origin in the serv- 
ice at a later period than 1845, Dr. Leach makes the follo statement: 

* From all the evidence I have been able to obtai 
this disease had its origin in the winter of 1873-"74, w Admiral 
in command of the United States steamer Powhatan. It 

and exposure in the line of his duty that he 





fay ny bee ay in the region of toe heart, which i 
com ne 
a recartant tasecvale untiibie Saath.” 








Rear-Admira! Fairfax makes substantially the same statemen 
of 1873-74, instead of 1845, be fixed as the date when the dieser coe eee et 
will be observed that the officer then held the rank of in, which should fix 
Itis perfectly 


fest from the papers before the committee that this office: racted 
~ + eel November 25, 1881, when he was promoted emeen 
miral. 


He contracted none while acting as commodore. It is also clear that - 
tracted any disease in the service (and of this we entertain very ee fi he oon 
originated while he held the rank of captain. wf posmintite at all under the 
facts of this case, the widow is only entitled according to the rank held by her 
husband at the of contracting the disease. In no such case as above pre- 
sented have the committee increased the widow's pension to $50 per month. The 
majority place their report — the congue i ished services of Rear-Ad- 
miral Beaumont, and upon the alleged fact that in many instances the pensions 
of widows of rear-admirals have been increased to $50 by special acts. In severa| 
instances where widows of admirals and rear-admirals were pensioned by the 
bureau at $30 per month on account of disease contracted while holding that 
rank, the committee have by special act raised the pension to $50 per month: but 


can now recall has this been done in a case 

like the present, where the d ity or disease was contracted either as p)id- 
shipman or captain. If the widows of all admirals and mirals are to be 
specially relieved, Congress had as well change the general law and by one e1)- 
actment so fix the rate, and without reference to disability or disease contracted 
in the service. In our opinion — legislation has gone farenough. En- 
tertaining those views, we respectfully submit that the bill should not be passed. 

HOWELL E. JACKSON 

POPE BARROW, 

J.N. CAMDEN. 

Mr. PLUMB. Do I understand that this is an increase of pension 
based on the rank of the person without any reference to his having 
died or suffered from disability incurred in the line of his duty ? 

Mr. JACKSON. In no instance that I can now recall has the Pea- 
sion Committee granted an increase of pension in such cases to $50 a 
month. There are several cases in which the committee have granted 
to the widows of rear-admirals and admirals $50 a month where they 
had been pensioned in the office at $30, on account of the husband hav- 
ing died of disease or disability contracted in the service, but in no 
case have we pensioned them simply on the fact of their rank. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that this bill is based on that. 

Mr. JACKSON. Itis based upon that or it is based upon his having 
contracted disease while he was a midshipman, and the law as it now 
stands rates the ion according to the rank men held at the date of 
the disability. If we are bound by the adjudication of the Pension 
Office, as the Senator from New Hampshire said a few moments ago in 
another case, that bureau ascertained that he contracted the disease 
while a midshipman in 1845, and it can not be shown that he con- 
tracted any disease while he held the rank of admiral. 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon that particular point, before proceeding to the 
case generally, the Pension Office did find that a pensionable disability 
commenced in the year 1845, from which the admiral suffered all the 
rest of his life and during his very active and important service, and 
pensioned his widow as for that disability; but the evidence in the case 
was quite abundant to show that he suffered the last of his life trom 
very great disability, under which he died, and there was strong evi- 
dence to show that that disability was contracted during the very re- 
cent years of his service. But the action of the committee in this case 
was primarily placed on the long and distinguished service of Admiral! 
Beaumont. He entered the Navy in 1838; he remained in the active 
service until 1881. 

A very large proportion of those who rendered most distinguished serv - 
ice in our Navy left the active list and were placed on the retired-list 
soon after the war and many years previous to the present time; so that 
of those who have been on the active list there are comparatively very 
few who have been in the service the time that Admiral Beaumont was 
in the naval service. Very few lived in the active service to so near the 
time of their death as he did. He died at a great age and was able to 
remain in active service almost till hisdeath. He had command of the 
navy-yard at Portsmouth as late as the year 1881. Then he was com- 
pelled by his increasing disabilities to ask to be retired, and he was 
retired, and almost immediately he died. 

Captain Beaumont, rear-admiral at the time of his death, was one of 
the most gallant, most active, and most serviceable officers during the 
war of the rebellion. There was evidence before the committee tend- 
ing to show that he was a man of very ial muscular activity; and 
had he been suffering severely from the disability for which the pen- 
sion was actually granted contracted in the year 1845, the exceeding 
sprightliness and activity which he manifested during his subsequent 
service would have been almost impossible. 

We had before us the testimony of Senator EDMUNDs, a member ot 
our body, and of a surgeon, and of a distinguished admiral of the 
Navy, Admiral Fairfax, whose testimony seems to indicate that the 
disability originating in 1845, for which the pension was actually granted, 
could have had scarce any existence at the time when they knew him, 
_— was in fact practically up to the time of his death or nearly to 
that time. 

Rear-Admiral Fairfax, in his letter on this subject, speaks 
pected of achive onviot, pertioslacy Guring she seballion’ wes eater 

iod 0} ve service, i re m, was suffer- 
nn any disability which in any degree whatever interfered with 
the efficiency and gallantry of the service which he rendered to the 
country. There was a statement before the committee as to his serv- 
ice in leston Harbor during a tempest, when the activity of the 
admiral was of so marked a character as to practically negative the 


in terms 
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finding of the Pension Office that this disability of which they say he 


died ori, or, if it originated, existed to any appreciable degree 
at that time. : 
Upon all the evidence that was before us it seemed very clear to a 


majority of che committee that Admiral Beaumont died of disabilities 
contracted during the very last years of his service, and that his widow 
ought to have been pensioned as a matter of merit for disabilities con- 
tracted or which culminated when he was in his highest rank. But, 
however that may be, I have not understood it to be the case that these 
high officers of the Navy who have received pensions themselves at the 
rate of $50 per month, or whose widows in the case of their decease 
have been pensioned at that rate, have been held to receive pensions as 





of the rank when they first contracted any disability in the service, 


but they have uniformly been pensioned at the highest rate allowed by 
law, $30, and then asa matter of compliment and gratitude on the part 
of the country to these officers of highest rank and most distinguished 
gallantry, in almost every instance (indeed every instance so tar as I 
have any knowledge) their pensions have been increased to the rate of 
$50 a month, and the same courtesy has been extended to their widows 

I have here a list from the Commissioner of Pensions, under date of 
February 5, inclosed in a letter to Hon. GeorGE F. EpMUNDs, a list of 
these cases. I will take the time of the Senate to read this list, as it 
relates to a matter of frequent discussion in the Pensions Committee, 
and somewhat frequent discussion on the floor of the Senate: 





Statement showing the names of the widows of naval officers who are in receipt of pension at the rate of $50 per month on the pension-roll February 1, 1883 











Name of pensioner. | Name of officer. 
; EE EM iccchcanssesoinioiepcnciasenonseete 
Mangeee Alex. J. Dalias.... 







arcletie M. Davis... n .., Charles H. Davis. 
Jane Dulany ...........- -| William Dulany.... 
















Eliza H. Frailey............. .| James M. Frailey.. 

Catharine I. Gallagher ES 
Mary G. Harris .......... OS ip es ON ae 

Elizabeth W. Goldsborough.. ..-| Louis M. Goldsborough.... 

Louisa B. Hoff.............2.0.00..+ I Re inns cdcnteiniGuccecansense 


Me ESE 


Mary W. Jones........... ‘3 
i of BOVOTEY TOMO... once ccescccsceeess 


Brittania W. Kennon. 







Ellen Lardner............. ...| James L. Lardner.. 

Mary F. McKeever.. eos] Isnac MoKeeve............cc+0:--r0e 

Lelia E. McCauley .. es} Charles 8. McCauley.................ccsscoees 
Ann M. Paulding.... =e Uae 
Rebecca Reynolds...... ..| William Reynolds ............ 

Ann Elizabeth Rodge Be EET 
Ann E, Smoot............. «. Joseph Smoot..... 

Elizabeth H. Spotts . .| James H. Spotts.................... 
Priscilla D. Twiggs. SG 

Harriet 8. Wyman....... . .. Thomas W. Wyman... 

Catharine A. Winslow.. .| John A. Winslow....... 

Base WO0G.....ccresscovcscoscseevecccesscsecensescocescvcesceses| Williaa M. Wo0d ...........ccecccceseee 





I have another list of several additional names which I do not readily 
place my hand upon. 


| 


It is entirely apparent, Mr. President, that this class of pensioners | 


by the universal habit of the Government at the present time receive 


50 a month, not only when they are the widows of rear-admirals or | between the pensions received by private soldiers of great merit and the 
? y ] A I Bb 


major-generals or lieutenant-generals, but here are quite a number of 
eases where the highest rank attained was that of captain. Rear-ad- 
tairal was the rank held by Admiral Beaumont when he rendered his 
most active and efficient service during the war; and it seemed to the 
committee that it would be making an invidious distinction to deny to 
his widow the $50 a month given ordinarily in such cases. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam the last person who would willingly interfere 
to prevent any one having the full measure of reward in a pecuniary 
way from the Government which any disability or which any cireum- 
stance of pecuniary dependence might seem to require. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ought to add that it was in evidence before the com- 
mittee that this lady was in actual need of this money. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not now rise so much for the purpose of oppos- 
ing this bill as I do for the purpose of calling attention to what I think 
is the manifest injustice of the discrimination which has been exercised 
from time to time in regard to the allowance of pensions. 

I regard, in the first place, the distinction created by the law of dif- 
ferences of payment between persons of differing ranks in the service 
as itself unwise and unjust in the extreme. Our Army and our Navy 
were both made up of persons {rom the same callings in life, and they 
went back to those callings respectively. The same social needs, the 
same physical needs, the same acquirements of every kind attached to 
the great body of the soldiery who were called into service for the pur- 
pose of defending the honor and integrity of their country and who 
went back to the great body of the people from whom they came to 
take up the callings and the associations, actual and relative, from 
which they had come. 

But, Mr. President, the distinctions of the general !aw, while bad in 
themselves, are, I think made worse, if I may say so without disrespect, 
by the action of the Pensions Committee. Here are persons who can get 
access to the committee, who have friends and who have means, and 
who, by reason of their being admirals or the widows of admirals, gen- 
erals or the widows of generals, or persons of other high rank, having 
friends at court, can get a hearing before the Pensions Committee. I 
speak this with the utmost respect for every member of that committee 
and with a fall appreciation of the difficulties which surround their sit- 
uation and which accompany them in the discharge of all their duties. 
I say that the inevitable consequence which we somehow or other at- 
tach to rank as fixing the matter of pensions is constantly leading the 
committee from the true foundation of pensions. 

There are persons getting a pension of from $2 to $4 per month and 
$8 per month, which is the maximum pension for a private soldier under 
ordinary disability, who are just as much entitled from every possible 
humane i ion to three, four, or five times that amount as are 


| 
| 





Certifi 


Special act approve 
pe act approved cate. 


Rear-admiral 
Captain. podiuthncadetnninmes 
Rear-admiral ..... i 

-, Colonel, United States Marines... 
Commodore..... 


atatnimmeunde January 27, 1877 
General law 
June 10, 1880 
April 25, 1882 


February 7, 1879 


Captain . aetna , March 3, 1S79 one 
Colonel, United States Marines... March 3, 1S79 None 
Rear-admiral vA as March 16, 1882 2044 
Rear-admiral May 17, 1882 2408 
-. Captain, United States Navy General law None 
.| Captain, United States Navy General law None 
--| Rear-admiral... * July 15, 1882 2908 
. Commodore March 3, 1879 None 
Commodore......... February 23, 1881 1377 
Rear-admiral. February 21, 1881 JR 


Rear-admiral 
Rear-admiral A nee 
Captain, United States Navy 


June 16, [S82 p>) 
August 5, 1882 


General law None 
Rear-admiral sean : August 5, 1882 2053 

..| Major, United States Marines June 10, 1882 None 
... Captain, United States Navy..... General law None 
Rear-admiral.. ; March 3, 1877 1932 
Burmoeomeneral..........0cccicess+ccccesee . June 27, 1882 2005 


those persons who are getting the largely increased pensions; and it is 
beginning to be believed and understood that this discrimination which 
we are practicing in the law is being largely added to by the later prac 
tices in special cases so as to constantly increase the relative disparity 


pensions accorded to officers and their families. 

I think that instead of increasing this tendency to angment pensions 
to persons of rank we ought to go the other way; we ought to increas« 
the pensions of private soldiers. They were the men who rendered 
service tor which they did not get pay either in money or in social or 
military consequence; they were the men who unusually by compari 
son took the risk of life and of limb; they are the men who, if any set 
of men are to be put above another set of men, ought to be put in the 
highest place not only for pensions but in the consideration that this 
country gives to the men who have served it under arms. 

We can not afford to have this great class of people feel that we are 
doing injustice to them actually or relatively. They find constantly 
in action like that now proposed a discrimination against them which 
is becoming a strong matter of wrath among the very class of people 
upon whom finally we have got to depend if we recruit other armiesin 
other times of need. We can always get officers. There are plenty ot 
men who will take the honors and the emoluments of an oflice from 
lieutenant at $112 a month up to $200, and so on through the varying 
grades, until the salary becomes five or six hundred dollars a month, 
There is no trouble in having a regiment suchas Artemus Ward longed 
for, where every man should be a brigadicr-general. It is privatesol 
diers we want, and it is the service and sacrifice of the private soldier 
which after all counts and is of the most consequence, and which we 
ought to reward, if we discriminate at all, higher than any other serv 
ice of a military kind rendered by any one 

But, as I said, I do not complain at all of the Pensions Committee, 
but I complain of that system, of that idea, of that manner of doing 
business, of that manner of thought which regards the admiral above 
the sailor who stands with him on the deck, that regards the general 
as higher than the man who bore the musket, and without whose sacri 
fice the general’s skill, whatever it may have been, not generally as 
great as it isalleged to be, would have been absolutely unavailing but 
for the patient bravery and the self-sacrificing spirit that was demanded 
ofthe man who carried his musket and served his country at $13 a 
month. Yet a man who was taken from the same situation in life and 
with no greater ability by the fortunes, the accidents, the circumstances 
of war, and promotion came to be his commander at a high rate ot 
wages. I think itissafe always to say that no pension shall be carried 
beyond the amount provided in the law, where rank is the chief con- 
sideration. 

Mr. President, I understand another thing, that the function and of- 
fice of the Senate Committee on Pensions in regard to special cases is , 
simply to relieve the want of technical testimony in cases presented to 
the Pension Office, and I doubt very much whether the Pensions Com- 
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mittee of the Senate are in a condition, as against the medical skill of 
those employed by law in the Pension Office, to determine so precisely 
when disability occurred. Here it seems to me that this case has gone 
off on the same attitude of the question, of course upon motives and con- 
siderations of the highest and most honorable kind, butof the kind which 
take us away further and further and more and more from the obliga- 
tion that we have to that great body of soldiers without which there 
would have been no need for generals, and without whicb there would 
have been no country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the argument of my friend from 
Kansas is certainly entitled to great weight. It is not easy at first blush 
to see why the pension of the private soldier—to begin with the land 
before we go to sea—should not be as great as that of the major-general, 
and why the man who took care of General Sherman’s horse on the 
field of battle. where he was exposed to danger, should not have just 
as great a pension as General Sherman if he had been disabled. And 
the same argument applies with still stronger force to the question of 
pay. Why should not the private soldier have the same amount of pay 
as the major-general, and so on down through all the ranks? Why 
should not the sailor, who on ship-board lives in narrower quarters than 
the admiral in command, have the same-pay as the admiral; and if 
there is a real equality why should not the sailor share the admiral’s 
quarters, or have it turn and turn about, so that the admiral should 
sleep in the forecastle one night and the sailor in the admiral’s cabin 
and soon ? 

There is great force in that undoubtedly; but when we come back to 
the way things really goin this world, even in this body, the most 
democratic body in existence probably, the pay of the Senator from 
Kansas and myself is much larger than that of the pages, much larger 
than that of the Secretary, or of the Sergeant-at-Arms. And yet ac- 
cording to what they are called to do they are doing just.as good service 
to the country as we are, and I sometimes think as to myself, they are 
doing a great deal better. Why should they not have $5,000 a yearand 
mileage, and stationery, &c.? That is one of the puzzles that I know 
trouble mankind, and | sympathize with my friend from Kansas in try- 
ing to find out what the answer to that puzzle is. 

Now to come down to the case of Admiral Beaumont, I have just this 
to say, and I do it more as a witness than anything else. I happened 
to make the acquaintanceof Admiral Beaumont on ashipof the United 
States where I as a guest sailed—contrary to law I suppose or without 
authority of law—tfor a month or two, being sick and diseased myself and 
entitled to a pension if my country had any gratitude at all for public 
services [laughter], and so I came to know this gentleman. I, of course, 
had known his public careerand history before as one of the most brave, 

llant, active, and impetuous sailors during the time ef the late war 

‘tween ourselves and our Southern brethren and in every place he 
showed no symptom of any disease that prevented him from facing the 
enemy on all occasions, good or bad. Then we knew him as somewhat 
famous as having been the sailing captain, the commander of the Mian- 
tonomoh, the monitor vessel, the only one of the United States I be- 
lieve that ever crossed the seas, that visited Russia and other parts of 
Europe at the end of the war. 

When I was sailing with Captain Beaumont he happened to have a 
monitor in tow, and whenever we came to anchor I used to go fre- 
ewe on board the monitor that was in tow, that he was towing from 

*hiladelphia to Key West, when I was this unlawful passenger, as it 
may be called. Iam bound to say from what I saw on that monitor 
that any man who sails in a monitor on the open seas is entitled to a 
pension to begin with, because the vessel is washed by the sea at every 
surge of the waves, and those below, where the officers and crew are 
obliged to stay, of course, except those who merely are steering and on 
the lookout up in the turret, are as wet and damp as they can be. 
They are absolutely boxed up in a damp coffin, as it may be called, 
below the surface of the sea. 

I know that at that time when I knew Admiral Beaumont he was to 
all appearances as physically capable of doing any duty of a soldier or 
a sailor as any man I ever saw, and his career during the war had been 
an admirable one. He was gradually promoted in the regular way. 
When he found, before the law required him to be retired just before 
his death, not expecting it so soon of course, that he was getting sick 
and diseased and disabled and in physical trouble of all kinds, instead 
of holding on to his active service as he might have done (and in which 
case there would have been no question at all as to the right to the full 
— that was given to an admiral, whatever that may be under the 

w), he voluntarily applied to be retired, and was retired, and within 
a very short time afterward he died. 

Now, I think he ought to be treated as if he had died in active serv- 
ice. Then if it be true that an admiral’s pension by the general law 
is only $30 a month, but in all cases of that kind where there has been 
distinguished service we have increased it to $50, and we have increased it 
to $50 out of, not money raised by taxation upon the people but out of the 
naval pension fund that the Navy has earned by fighting the battles of the 


country on the seas and by taking why not pass this bill? That 
is how this fund has been from the of the Government. The 
Government has always gone on the that there is a distinction in 
respect of the peril, &c., between service on land and service at sea; 





the naval pension fund was established sixty, seventy, I do not know 
but eighty years ago by ordering a certain portion of prize-money of 
the ships captured in battle to be turned into a fund, and out of that 
fund these pensions are paid. I do think in a case like this, so far as 
I understand it, perhaps I am weer he is right to give this individual 
widow this additional sum out of this fand. She as I happen 
to know comes of a family that has rendered distinguished service. 
Her own father was a distinguished person in the Navy, rendering 
great service to his one. If there be any case where you can go 
above the ordinary run of the law, I think from what knowledge [ 
have that this isone. Perhaps we are all wrong about it, but that is 
what I think. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it has been usual to consider these 
private pension bills under the Anthony rule, and I supposed that when 
they were taken up to-day they were to be so considered; but by the 
wording of the motion I understand the Chair does not so regard it. [ 
ask unanimous consent of the Senate that they may be considered under 
the provisions of the Anthony rule in reference to objections, to length 


of speech, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
that hereafter all pension cases shall be considered under the Anthony 
rule. Is there objection to considering these cases under the Anthony 
rule hereafter? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the bill be reported. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, there are numberless instances of 
this kind, as the Senator from Vermont has stated correctly. This is 
a matter which [fully investigated when a member of the Committee 
on Pensions. The fund is provided by the naval officers themselves for 
pensions of this kind, and I do not know of a claim better than the 
present one. I knew Admiral Beaumont for years, and if his widow is 
not entitled to go on that roll those there are not entitled to be there. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I was with the majority in favor of 
the passage of this bill, but I desire to say right here that lam opposed 
to any further extension of the practice of granting $50 pensions to of- 
ficers of low rank. It has been extended to captains and to lieutenants 
in some instances. Now, I think it is too late to say that we will not 
grant to the widow of a major-general or admiral or rear-admiral of 
the Navy a pension of $50 if she is entitled toone. The common custom 
has gone so far that if that practice is to be stopped it ought to be 
8 by general law. On the other hand, I do think that we ought 
to limit those pensions to the widows of officers of high rank. 

My. BLAIR. Admiral Beaumont wasappointed2 midshipman March 
1, 1838; promoted to passed midshipman May 30, 1844; warranted as 
master August 39, 1851; commissioned as lieutenant August 29, 1852; 
promoted to commander July 16, 1862; promoted to captain June 10, 
1872; commissioned as commodore June 14, 1874; promoted to rear- 
admiral November 25, 1881; retired from active service February 3, 1882, 
and died at Durham, New Hampshire, August 2, 1882, of heart disease. 
Bearing upon the question when that heart disease was contracted, | 
wish to read a certificate from Thomas Walter Leach, medical inspector 
of the United States Navy, in which he says: 

From all the evidence I have been able to obtain, I am of the opinion that this 
disease had its origin in the winter of 1873-74, while Admiral Beaumont was in 
command of the United States steamer Powhatan. It was at this time, after 
Sect gun to ckenplake ok attache of petetn tho-csgion of ten haast, Which in 
pane warping taterwals until hissdeath. 

I have already alluded to the evidence of Admiral Fairfax in regard 
to his extraordinary muscular activity in the service and especially in 
and during the period of the rebellion. I can not take the time of the 
Senate to read this evidence, but it is far more pointed and pertinent 
than my statement of it. 

Here is the record of his service as copied from the minutes of the 
Navy Department, covering four long of long paper finely written, 
and it is a very extraordinary record of service. 

I would look upon it as almost in the nature of a personal insult to 
the widow of this particular admiral if we should fail to pass this bill, 
whatever we might do by —— law, whether we adopt the idea of 
the Senator from Kansas, “iat the private soldier should receive the 
same rate of pension or pecuniary consideration from the Government 
as the highest officer, or whether we should adopt the idea advanced 
by the Senator from Connecticut, that this consideration should be 
given only to officers of the very highest rank. Certainly our whole 
past career in the administration of the pension law demands that to 
this particular woman we give $50 per month. ; 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I wish to state briefly the facus in 
this case. Admiral Beaumont was ted to the rank of rear-ad- 
miral on the 24th of November, 1881. He died in August, 1882. He 
rendered no service as admiral; he contracted no disease while admiral. 
After his death his widow filed her application in the Pension Office 
alleging disease contracted in the service as the basis of her claim. It 
was investigated. The Navy records show certificates of the surgeon 
that he had contracted his disease in of 
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That was the general law, that officers of the Army and Navy shall be 
pensioned according to the rank they held at the time of the disability. 
BLAIR. This officer was not pensioned. The widow was pen- 
Mr. JACKSON. The law is that officers and their widows shall be 
according to the rank the officer held at the date the dis- 

ability was contracted. 

Mr. BLAIR. -Ten dollars a month! 

Mr. JACKSON. And that was $10 a month; he then held the rank 
of passed midshipman. We were told a while ago, in the discussion of 
another case, by the Senator from New Hampshire that that action of 
the Pension Bureau was an adjudication of this question and settled it. 
We have the certificate of Admiral Fairfax that the disease was not 
then contracted; also the testimony of the Senator from Vermont that 
it was contracted in 1873 and 1874. He then held the rank of captain. 

Mr. PLUMB. What would be the pension for that? 

Mr. JACKSON. The pension for that rank would be $20 a month. 
We have not in any single case increased the pension of the widow of 
an admiral except in that class of cases where the disease was contracted 
while he held the rank and where she was pensioned at the rate of $30 

onth. 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not admit that at all. I do not understand that 
assertion to be correct. 

Mr. JACKSON. We may differ about it, but that is the rule, as I 
have understood it, on the part of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the general law, but in these cases where we 
have granted increases of pension on account of distinguished services 
we have not taken those matters into account at all. We grant those 
pensions outside the law. 

Mr. JACKSON. We have not in any case reported in favor of an 
increase of pensionson the ground of rank. I concur fully in what the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has said on that subject. If weare 
to grant this special relief in this class of cases from favoritism and be- 
cause of rank, we are doing an injustice and a discrimination against 
the common soldier. The general law provides that an admiral shall 
be rated for disability, or his widow in case of his death trom disease 
contracted in the service, at $30 a month. Her case has been adjudi- 
cated, and she has been rated by the Pension Office at $10. There is 
no case in which we have increased a pension froth $10 up to $50. 

If we set this precedent, if we do this thing, if rank and service are 
to give a title to a pension at the rate of $50 a month, let us do so by a 
general law, and not by having special cases come here to Congress for 
relief, and having personal influence exerted to secure their passage. 
This case ought not. to pass, for it will, as I say, set a dangerous prece- 
dent. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there are reasons why we have the 
discrimination in pay between private soldiers and ofticers that do not 
apply when we come to the consideration of pensions. Officers are re- 
quired to live in a manner not required of soldiers, to incur expenses for 
living, to live by themselves in a way that is more expensive, and in 
every way to keep up an establishment which is a part of their rank. 
I think myselfthat the difference of pay relatively between the private 
soldier and the officers of all degrees above him is too great; but what- 
ever might have been the reason of that rule it entirely fails when these 
people come to go back into that common rank of life from which they 
came, and to be considered simply as persons who were entitled to the 
bounty of the Government, or who were entitled to receive pensions by 
reason of the contract the Government made with them. ‘That has 
never been on the basis of actual necessity or of actual disability, be- 
cause the Government can not compensate the man who lost his health 
beyond recovery by any amount of money it may give him, and con- 
sequently it establishes an arbitrary rule; but when we come to apply 
that arbitrary rule these distinctions of rank ought entirely to disap- 
og Unjust as they are in the law now, saying nothing about the 

w, [say we ought not to inerease them by acts of this kind. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says it would be an insult to this 
woman not to give it. What shall I say, or what will he say tothe 
widows who are getting two, three, four, or five dollars a month inhis 
State and in mine, whose husbands not only enlisted but re-enlisted; 
who carried a musket through four years of perilous war, compared to 
which the service Mr. Beaumont rendered, whatever may be said about 


cance. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Increase them. 
Mr. PLUMB. Commence with the lower grades; do ngt tolerate the 
idea that we are considering men in these ranks as possess¢d of a differ- 
ent kind of clay from that which was possessed by the men who served 
great body of the people of the country, 
as they do the — of the country. It is an eid long as prc 
\ will say it is an insult to the widow of every private 
soldier in the land, in New Hampshire or in Kansas and everywhere 
to do this thing, to raise this woman’s pension from $10 a month to 
$50, and every widow of every private soldier throughout this broad 
land will so regard it. There is adiscontent arising from the manifest 
punctuated, emphasized, constantly made profert of by the 
: that comes from the hands of this Pensions Committee, 
is begetting in the minds of those people who served the coun-- 
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try in its extremity, that it is rank that gives consideration and not 
service and sacrifice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have known something of private 
soldiers myself. I do not believe in the sentiments that are advanced 
by the Senator from Kansas. 1 do not believe in the existence of any 
such sentiment pervading the private soldiery of this country as he 
speaks of. There is no such rising sentiment of indignation because 
the country chooses in some way to make manifest its approbation and 
so far as it can to express its gratitude for the long and distinguished 
services of its high officers in the Army and in the Navy. They have 
common sense enough to know that the capacity exhibited by those 
who command armies and who command navies demands a more sub- 
stantial and conspicuous recognition than that which is awarded to the 
private soldier who renders a comparatively unimportant and inconse 
quential service. It is true that he bares his breast as a target to 
the enemy; it is true he gives his blood to his country, and that is the 
common duty of us all; but without our Washington and Wellington, 
and the great leaders of armies throughout the history of the world, 
of what avail would have been our proffer of our muscle and of our 
blood? The common soldiery of the United States are not to be misled 
by twaddle like that which is advanced here by the Senator from Kan- + 
sas. There is no such rising feeling of indignation. On the contrary, 
submit this question and all like questions to the verdict of the com- 
mon soldiers of the country and you will have anoverwhelming ‘‘aye’’ 
that this pension and higher pension should be granted to leading offi- 
cers and soldiers of the late rebellion and of the entire history of the 
country. 

Do you imagine, Mr. President, that if you were to submit a ques- 
tion like this with reference to the pension of the widow of Washing- 
ton the people would hesitate at a paltry $50 a month? The whole 
idea is ultra in its absurdity. Every government has been managed 
upon precisely this same principle of giving conspicuous recognition to 
conspicuous service. Here in this case is aman who served his country 
not one, two, three, or four years, which was the ordinary period of 
enlistment during the recent war, but he served the country during 
his entire life, but he served it conspicuously with the utmost gallantry 
and in high command during the greater period of his active service, 
and he died in consequence of his active service; he died in consequence 
of disease contracted during the very last years of his service. He left 
his widow penniless and in great age, and now we are asked to treat 
this woman in a manner entirely different from that rule which we 
have administered and which all civilized nations have obeyed in the 
administration of their laws touching the recognition of gallantry on 
the part of their officers and of their soldiery. 

I say, as I said before, that to treat her otherwise than we have those 
whose names I have mentioned on this long roll of gallantry, would 
be to put an insult, and I assert that it is an insult, to the common 
soldiery of the United States; to say that they would treat her other 
wise than their country has treated those who have gone betore. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

A division was called for on the passage of the bill; and the question 
being put, the ayes were 21. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
favor of discrimination. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no discrimination. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when Mr. HALE’S name wascalled). The Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] wished me to announce that he is paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was ca)led). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 
reg? 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JouNnsTon]. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name wascalled). On this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.””  * 

Mr. JONAS (when Mr. VEsT’s name was called). I am requested 
to announce the pair of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I do not know how either 
would vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—y eas 
32, nays 14; as follows: 


Let us see who are in 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—22. 
Anthony, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Blair, Edmunds, Lapham, Platt, 
Brown, Frye, Logan, Pugh, 
Butler, Garland, McMillan, Sewell, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Davis of Til., Hoar, Morgan, Windom. 
NAYS—14. 
Barrow, George, Jonas, Vance 
Camden, Gorman, Plumb, Van Wyck. 
Coke, Groome, Ransom, 
Davisof W.Va, Jackson, Rollins, 
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ABSENT—30. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Allison, Grover, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Bayard, Hale MeDill, Slater, 
Beck, Harris, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Mahone, Vest. 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Mitchell, Williams. 
Fair, Johnston, Morrill, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury 


So the bill was passed. 
OFFICERS ON DUTY IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator having charge of these bills will sus- 
pend for a moment, I desire to offer a resolution. 


Resolved, That the Secretaries of War and Navy be instructed to communi- 
cate to the Senate the names of the officers of the Army and Navy now on duty 
in Washington, with a statement of the duty in which they are engaged, and 
how long they have been on duty in Washington, since 1865. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution: 

A bill (8. 1342) authorizing the trustees of the Isherwood estate to 
amend a certain plan of subdivision of said estate recorded in the land 
records of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Daniel Breed; and 

Joint resolution (8. R, 123) providing for the termination of articles 
numbered 18 to 25 inclusive, and article numbered 30 of the treaty be- 
tween the United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty, con- 
cluded at Washington May 8, 1871. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts executed 
by the Postmaster-General; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of 
the board on behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the 
international exibition of 1876. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 9,000 copies of the report of the Director of 
the Mint upon the production of gold and silver in the United States. 

JAMES B. WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White, was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It places the name of James 
B. White, late a private in Company B, Sixty-second Regiment of 
Ohio Volunteers, on the invalid pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate wi.hout amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. AKIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to the 
pension-roll was considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It restores 
to the pension-roll the name of James M. Akin, late first lieutenant of 
Company I, Fifty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH WEINSTEIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weinstein was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Lrterior to place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Wein- 
stein, the foster mother of Peter Weinstein, deceased, late a private in 
Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

D. D. EDWARDS, 

The bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension-roll 
the name of D. D. Edwards, late a private in Company G of the Seventh 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The name is printed ‘‘ Edward ”’ in 
the body of the bill. Should it be “‘ Edward ”’ or ‘* Edwards?”’ 

Mr. PLATT. ‘* Edwards,’’ I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. The amendment 
was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS ALLOOCK, 

The bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Thomas Allcock was con- 
sidered as in Commmittee of the Whole. It places the name of Thomas 
Allcock, a private in Company F, Third Artillery, during the Florida 
war, upon the invalid-pension roll at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. WALKER AND ELLA WALKER. 

The bill (S. 2218) for the relief of oy dels and Ella Walker 

was considered as in Committee of the 








The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, to strike out “‘and directed to pay’’ and insert “ to 
direct the payment;’’ in line 7, to strike out “‘Company H”’ and insert 
“*the;”’ and in line 9, at the end of the bill, to strike out ‘“‘amount of 
money allowed said Walker, by way of pension, upon the day of his 
death, ’’ and to insert ‘‘ pension granted by certificate numbered 209900 
to the said Calvin Walker, computing the amount due to the day of his 
death only;’’ so as to make the bill read: . 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to direct the payment, out of any mo in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
poceente, to L. Walker and Ella Walker, sole surviving daughters of 

jieutenant-Colonel Calvin Walker, late of the Thirty-third Regiment of New 
York State Volunteers, pension granted by certificate numbered 209900 to the said 
Calvin Walker, computing the amount due to the day of his death only. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. n 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MAJOR D. WILLIAMS. 

The bill (8. 1530) restoring to the pensicn-roll the rame of Major 
D. Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to restore to the pension-rol! the name of Major D. Williams, late captain 
of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, from the 13th day of Sep- 
tember, 1869, the date of his suspension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
BETSEY A. MOWER. 


The bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Betsey A. Mower was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Betsey A. Mower, at $50 per month 

Mr. PLATT. There should be an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT fro tempore. It is not reported with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. I move toadd at the end of the bill, ‘‘ which shal) be 
in lieu of the pension she now receives.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

: HARRIET N. ABBOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 5906) granting a ion to Harriet N. Abbott was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to put upon the pension-roll the name of Harriet N. Ab- 
bott, of Moultonville, Carrol] County, New Hampshire, widow of Jaco) 
Abbott, late a private in Company K, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORPAH MEACHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 6400) granting a pension to Mrs. Orpah Meacham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of ry Meacham, widow of the late Colonel 
Alfred B. Meacham, during her widowhood, at $50a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. RUST. 

The bill (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to George C. Rust was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs that the name of 
George C. Rust, of Weakley County, Tennessee, shall be placed on the 

on-roll of the soldiers of the war of 1812, at the rate allowed by 
ww to the private soldiers of that war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA WORTHINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 507) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension- 
roll the name of Mrs. Maria Worthington, widow of Nicholas B. Worth- 

of Mason County, Kentucky. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RALPH P. FORD. 
The bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of Ralph P. Ford was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ralph P. Ford, late of Companies K and B, Third Regi- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANK 8. SOWERS. 
The bill (H. R. 5808) to rerate the pension of Frank 8. Sowers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary 


| 


of the Interior to rerate the pension of Frank S. Sowers, formerly a first | 


lieutenant in the Third Regiment of Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, the re- | 


rating to be made according to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
terior. 
ihe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
KATE QUILLIGAN. 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to placé on the pension-roll the name of Kate Quilligan, daughter 
of Patrick Quilligan, late of Company B, Fourth United States Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension, through her legally constituted guardian, at 
the rate of $8 per month, during her insanity. 

Mr. PLATT. . 
and I must vote against the bill because I must be consistent in my 
action as a member of the Pensions Committee. 
the daughter of a soldier who is over 16 years of age, but is insaue. 
do not know that I desire to sayany more about it, except that I think 
if we commence—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not that the case that was called up here and 
was evidently so badly beaten that it was abandoned? 

Mr. PLATT. It is not. 

Mr. BLAIR. It never was called up and never was badly beaten. 

Mr. PLATT. It is a new case. The committee had before them 
several cases where pensions were asked for children over 16 years old 


| ports this girl and the absolute helplessness of the girl herself. 


which was referred to our committee and reached it at this session. It 
has been examined and reported. I thought it was reported unani- 
mously, but the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAt?] dissents from 
it. I am not aware that there is any other member of the committee 
who does dissent; and he does so, because he does not want to do any- 
thing which, however remotely, may open the pension law in such a 
way as to give a possible color of claim to minors over 16 vears of age 
This is a case which probably can hardly be duplicated in the whole 
country, when we consider the absolute want of the relative who sup 
Very 
few instances can be found in the eountry, at all events where the idiotic 
children of soldiers are in want of help and likely to call upon the Gov- 


| ernment. 
The bill (H. R. 6833) granting a pension to Kate Quilligan was con- | 


This case is one of residence in the District of Columbia too. I do not 
know upon what charity this girl or those who care for her can call for 
her maintenance. Ifthere ever was an instance where the Government 
ought to do something, I think this is such a case and it should take 


| care of this idiotic girl. 


I only desire to say that I do not concur in this report, | 


Mr. COCKRELL. This is precisely the kind of « case that was 
brought up by the Senator from Pennsylvania [| Mr. CAMERON }, and 


; Which was fully discussed by the Senator trom Connecticut [ Mr. HAW 


It proposes to pension | 


1. 


LEY] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]; and it was so man 
ifest that that bill could not then pass, it was so directly in conilict 


| with the sentiment of a large majority of the Senate, that the bill was 


absolutelyfabandoned. That is the reason why I spoke to the Senator 
as to whether this was the case. . 
Mr. BLAIR. That was a different case 


Mr. COCKRELL. That was the case of Murray, | understand. The 


| reason why I asked if this was the case was because I had forgotten the 


who were insane or crippled, or who had other disabilities which pre- | 


vented them from obtaining a livelihood, and while they are very hard 
cases I do not think that we ought to grant pensions in such cases. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 


The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. | 


BLAIR February 13, 1883: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6833) grant- 
ing a pension to Kate Quilligan, have examined the same, and report as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, in the consideration of this bill, present 
the facts of the case as follows. The following is taken from the House report: 


name and at what point it was on the Calendar. | 
full discussion that case was abandoned. 

I tind here a report in the case of Patrick Droney that I understand 
is almost precisely similar to this. It is a case that was reported some 
time ago adversely by the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLArT] 
The pending bill is a departure from any rule or regulation that has 
ever been established from the foundation of the Government to this 
day, in regard to the class of persons who shall be pensioned 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask, even if it be a departure does my 
friend think that there are as many cases of the kind referred to as there 


understand after 


| are of widows of rear-admirals upon the pension-roll ? 


“ The relief asked for is in behalf of the child of Patrick Quilligan, who died | 


at Camp Sheridan, Texas, October 14, 1866, while serving as private in Company 
B, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry. The wife of said Quilligan also died 
about the time last mentioned. He left surviving him two children, a boy and 
a girl, the latter, named Kate, now living. The children were taken care of by 
the regiment to which the soldier belonged for a year or more, and upon the 


death of the boy Kate was placed in the National Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphans’ | 


Home at Washington, District of Columbia, where she remained, probably, du- 
ring its existence. She was in receipt of a pension until August 18, 1s79, when 
she arrived at the age of 16 years, the age at which pension to a minor child must 
cease under the provisions of the general pension laws. 

“Kate Quilligan is demented, and, being left without means of support or 
friends able to assist her, is now dependent upon charity. Her condition of 
helplessness, although now of an age at which under ordinary circumstances 
she would be able to provide for herself, is equal to that of an infant. The case 


is one which should receive the speedy and favorable consideration of Congress, | 


and therefore the committee submit a substitute bill, and ask that it do pass.” 
This demented girl has been sappented and taken care of for several years by 
her aunt, who is a very poor Irish 


woman, who gets the means to take care of | 


herself and this helpless child of the deceased soldier by washing and other | ‘ . , } sie 
| entirely different from any principle that has ever been held in regard 


forms of ill-paid manual r. There is no money in the family, and it is quite 
time that this woman be relieved of the burden of the support of her niece by 
the interposition of the Government, to the maintenance of which her natural 
protector ay his life. 

The child is a resident of the District of Columbia. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BLAIR. This is not the case of a widow of any rear-admiral, 
and it involves only $8 per month. My attention was first called to 


this case one night last winter, when a ragged Irish woman who had | 


sought me out rang the door-bell and was admitted, and came to my 
room and told me her story. She was a woman about G0 years old. 
She wasacommon washerwoman, living here in the District of Columbia, 
an Irish woman, very poor. She told me she was the sister of this Mr. 
Quilligan, the father of Kate Quilligan, who died in 1866, after having 
been a considerable time in the service of the country, and in conse- 
quence of the service. She told me that he left two children. One 


had died early; the other is this girl, an idiot. The regiment took care | 


of the two children for some little time after the death of the father. 


Mr. COCKRELL 
rear-admiral, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
of these cases ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator wants to meet 
that, I simply say that I did not vote for that bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not understand that the 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator voted for it, he 
it up to me. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir, I did not, and I know my friend did not 
vote for it, but 1 want to emphasize it right there for the consideration 
of the body which did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The body will doubtless consider it when it is 
before it. That is not before it now. But I say this is a new depart 
ure; it is establishing a new precedent; it is establishing one that is 


I did not vote for pensioning the widow of the 


Does the Senator think there will be any more 


my argument by 
Senator did 
should not throw 


to pensions heretofore. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the precise point in this case ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is to pension a child, as I understand it, who 


| has become insane and is past the age of 16. 


after the age of 16. 


Mr. MITCHELL. She was insane long before; she wasreally insane 
when in a state of infancy, long before she reached the age of 16. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And now it is proposed to extend the pension 
That is all I desire to say. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I will not detain the Senate. 


The reasons which 


| operated upon the minds of the majority in this case were, | think 
| Similar to those which operated upon Congress when it enacted the law 


Finally that source of sustenance failed, and the girl came to live with | 


this aunt. She had washed and managed to keep the two from starva- 
tion, but she was about gone, and she needed help. 

I told her I would see if I could get her a pension to be made avail- 
able for the su of this girl who after having received a pension by 


reason of the death of her father until 16 years of age under the ordi- | 


nary law had ceased to draw it, because then being a minor of 16 she 
was entitled to it no longer. From that period this aunt had by her 
own personal work sustained herself and this girl. 1 told her to bring 
the girl to see me. At a subsequent time she brought the girl, who is 
simply a great heap, an animate mass.of animal matter, with no soul 
whatever apparently. 

I sent her to the House of Representatives that her bill might be in- 
troduced there. The case was heard fully. They sent us this bill, 





| an infant all her life and remains so as much atter 16 as before. 


granting pensions to infants under 16. This girl has been practically 
It 
strikes me, therefore, that this is within the reason of the law, whil 
not within the letter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She is still incapable to take care of herself? 

Mr. MITCHELL. She is still incapable, utterly, hopelessly, with 
out any father or near relative to take care of her, and is a subject of 
charity, and that within the District of Columbia. I 
no public charity here provided by the Government. 

Mr. SEWELL. In behalf of the Pensions Committee it is fair to 
state that to set a precedent of this kind would add to the pension-list 
The Senate has invariably fefused to grant a pension in such cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The case that was considered at the last session 
of Congress, that of Miss Murray, of Pennsylvania, was not decided; it 
was not fully argued. In thatcase also it was the fact that the daughter 
was entirely unable to do anything for herself, and had been so from 
infancy. 

Mr. SEWELL. This would be « precedent that would bring up o 
great many similar cases. 


believe ‘there 


1s 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think there would be many case like it. 

Mr. SEWELL. The committee evidently do not know how many 
cases there would be. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Whether there would beor not, I think the same 
reason applies in this as in other cases, why the children of deceased sol- 
diers shal! be pensioned when not able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest as we have te legislate for the support of 
the poor of this District that it makes no difference in what form it is 
done in this case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The Senate will pass upon that question. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I say it might as well be done in the form of this 
bill as otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So far as the expense is concerned it would be 
the same if the Government performs its obligations to this child. I 
understand there is no public charity here to provide for such cases. 

Mr. BLAIR. The case that has been cited upon which there was 
discussion at the last session, the Murray case, I never understood to 
be acase that had been decided against. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is out of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. How so? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has spoken once on this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a right to speak twice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir, not under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I have nothing more to say. © 

Mr. PLATT. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, the Senator from New Hampshire can go ahead. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think I had better not trouble the Senate. If Sen- 
ators had been present and had heard the statement of the facts in the 
case I certainly would net ask to be heard again. This girl is help- 
less; she is an idiot; she has nothing in the world. Her father died in 
the service in 1866. She has been an idiot all her life. She has been 
kept for several years by her aunt, who is a poor Irish washer-woman, 
almost in destitution herself, and now about sixty years of age, living 
here in this city, and the girl has nobody else to look to for support. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you still want all after the enacting clause 
stricken out? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido, to speak on. I think this could be decided very 
easily if this were a bill for a public act providing that whenever the 
child of a soldier above the age of 16 years is for any cause unable to 
support itself it shall receive a pension. If such a bill would pass the 
Senate, then this private bill ought to pass. Otherwise, it seems to me 
not. 

But I rose to call attention to the fact that the same Committee on 
Pensions upon full consideration and without disagreement, certainly 
without any minority report, reported against precisely a similar case. 

Mr. BLAIR. What case is that? 

Mr. PLATT. The case of Patrick Droney. 

Mr. BLAIR. When? 

Mr. PLATT. At this session; and the bill is now on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not to my knowledge was it reported adversely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Nor mine; but if that is the case we will take it 
up and pass it. 

Mr. PLATT. I read from the report on the bill granting a pension 
to Patrick Droney: 


The ciaimant is now about 20 years old and has been a cripple from his birth, 
unable to walk without crutches and unable to work. His Guormity is incura- 
ble. He is ~~ by the town of which he is a native, at the almshouse in 
vette assachusetts, He has no relatives able to contribute to his sup- 
port. 

I simply want to say if one case is passed the other should be passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I never heard of that case before. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Nor did I. 

Mr. BLAIR. No full committee ever passed on that case. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that 
if he will propose to take that bill up, it is probable that a majority of 
the Committee on Pensions will vote for it in this body. 

Mr. PLATT. A majority voted against it in committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not remember the case in committee. Un- 
doubtedly it is as the Senator states. The case which is under consid- 
eration now is really within the spirit of the law. The law fixes the 
limits at which a child is able to take care of itself at 16 years of age. 
It was supposed that after that age the child would be able to take care 
of and maintain itself. Here is a case which is worse than infancy, 
where the child is utterly incapable of taking care of itself, and I ama 
little surprised that the suggestion should be made at this late day that 
it may open the door to a class of similar cases. I propounded the in- 
quiry I did to my friend from Missouri although I knew he voted 
against the bill putting a rear-admiral’s widow on the pension-list. 

But suppose the Senator is correct and this would open the door to 
similar cases, I ask if we did this would it probably place as many on 
the pension-list as we have set the precedent to in violation of 
law (I mean to say against the law as it stands now), the widows of 





rear-admirals upon the pension-list? This is a poor deformed idiot, 
and not as many of such cases would come here as the widows of rear. 
admirals, whom we are without any sort of difficulty raising from $10 
to $50 a month on the pension-list. It would seem strange with al] 
this magnanimity to take care of that class of individuals if we should 
higgle here about giving this poor child, whose father was killed in the 
war, the pittance which she would receive so as to enable her to take 
care of herself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Connecticut 
withdraw his motion to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I do. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is quite difficult to argue against 
a case of this sort, because it appeals to the pity and charity of the Sen- 
ate; but the mistake I think the advocates of such bills make is in sup- 
posing that if we do not pension this poor girl and provide for her no- 
body will. I am pretty well acquainted with the affairs of one State 
and I can speak for that. So far as Connecticut is concerned this poor 
child would be taken care of most kindly and most comfortably by 
the laws we provide for all classes of distressed people. P 

I think that the Government is not under obligation, that it is not 
expected (I will not put any limit to its obligation) to follow the chil- 
dren of soldiers to the second and third generation and segregate them 
from all the rest of the people of the United States for special Federal 
care. The States have some obligations as well as the National Govy- 
ernment in taking care of the helpless, the poor, and the imbecile; and 
as a general rule the States discharge those obligations honorably and 
charitably and in a Christian and kind manner. I do not believe this 
child would suffer, would be allowed to suffer in any State of the 
Union, and I believe the fact that she was a soldier’s child would give 
her an additional claim upon the consideration of good people. 

If we enlarge the pension-list in this manner we simply relieve the 
States from a portion of their just burdens in caring for the weak and 
the distressed and assume them in behalf of the Federal Government. 
I dislike to make a new precedentof this description, for, say what you 
will, it will be adding many, many thousands to the pension-list. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senatorpermit me tosay to him what I think 
he does not know, that this child and this aunt are residents of the 
District of Columbia. I am not aware of any possible provision for the 
permanent support of a child here situated as this one is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not aware that in the District of Columbia 
when a child is found in that condition that it is drowned or put out of 
the world in some way. It is certainly cared for kindly somehow. If 
we have no laws to care for the afflicted poor here it is time we made 
them. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has had a different observation from inine 
if he has not found that that class of people are without help here in 
the District. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is the asylum for that purpose ? 

Mr. JACKSON. I understand that in the legislative appropriation 
bill that was passed the other day provision was made, $20,000 for 
whites and $15,000 for blacks, and then various appropriations were 
made for several charitable institutions within the city of Washington 
and the Districtof Columbia. If we enter upon this system of granting 
pensions in these cases we just assume the duties that belong to the 
States of providing for their poor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. . 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this proposition. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. What do I understand the Senator to say ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can only say from the opinion my colleague ex- 
pressed on the other case parallel to this that he would vote in favor of 
this measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall not vote, for I would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

* Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. : 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. a. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 


Mr. LAPHAM. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoreGan]). 
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The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
thon Edmunds, Jonas, Rollins, 
Blair, " Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Call, Harrison, MeMillan Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of Oal., Van Wyck, 
Davis of ILL, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Voorhees. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Plumb, 
NAYS—18. 
Garland, Jackson, Sewell, 
a George, Maxey, Walker 
Camden, Groome, Pendleton, Williams 
Cockrell, Hampton, Platt, 
Coke, Hawley, Ransom, e 
ABSENT—3S5. 
Aldrich, Farley, Lamar, Pugh, 
Allison, Ferry, Laphan, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Jorman, Logan, Saunders, 
Beck, Grover, MeDill, Slater, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., —_ Harris, Mahone, Vance, 
Conger, Johnston, Mitchell, Vest, 
Davis of W. Va.,  Jonesof Florida, Morgan, Windom 
Fair, Kellogg, Morrill, 


So the bill was passed. 

MARY A. CONKEN. 

The bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary A. Conken, widow of James T. Conken, 
deceased, late a private in Company H, Eighth Regiment of Tennessee 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. BAUSMAN. 

The bill (S. 1546) to increase the pension of George W. Bausman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It grants a pension to George 
W. Bausman, latea private in Company D of the Fifth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, at the rate of $24 per month, and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of George W. Bausman on the pension- 
roll at that rate, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

Mr. PLUMB. The name is Bousman; there is a misprint. I ask 
that the correction be made. It is so borne on the rolls in the Pension 
Office now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which way is the bill reported ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported favorably. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
ve engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P. F. TOBY. 

The bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof James P. F. Toby as second lieutenant of Company 
B, Thirty-first Maine Volunteers, now on the pension-roll as sergeant 
in that company and regiment. 

. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ESTHER M. CAREY. 

The bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Esther M. Carey, 
mother of William B. Carey, deceased, late a private in Company H, 
Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VIRGINIA ZEILEN. 

The bill (S. 319) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia 
Zeilen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to 
make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the pension of $20 per month now allowed by law to 


Mrs. Virginia Zeilen, widow of the late Brigadier-General Jacob Zeilen, United 
States Marines, be increased to $30 per month from and after the passage of this 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is that amendment? Is there a report? 

Mr. PLATT. I can state the case ina moment. Mrs. Zeilen is the 
widow of Brigadier-General Zeilen, of the Marine Corps. She applied 
for a pension at the Pension Office and was pensioned as of the rank 


when her husband was captain at only $20, dating back to the time | 
when he was first attacked with disease of the liver. The disease of 


which he died was atrophy or a wasting away of the liver. Upon ex- 
amining the evidence the committee were of opinion that the disease 
which caused the death could not be traceable so far back as the time 


when he held the rank of captain, and that she ought to have been | 
nsioned at the Pensioff Office at the rank which her husband held, | 


per month. She asked for $50, but we gave her $30, which corre- 
sponds with the rank her husband held. 


XTV—206 








Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis all right 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed 
A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 


The bill (HL. R. 5771) to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting a 
| pension to A. SchuylerSutton,’’ approved June 4, 1872, was considered 
| as in Committee of the Whole. 


| 1872, so as to read: 


3281 


‘ uimendment 


It amends the act approved June 4, 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 

| to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 

sion laws, the name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late acting lieutenant-colonel of the 

Ninety-fitth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $40 per month, from 
and after the passage of this act 


| Mr. COCKRELL. Let the r port be read in that ease 
| report and the views of the minority. 

The Acting Secretary read thi 
MITCHELL February 16, 1883 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 5771) te 
amend an act entitled “An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,’ hav- 
ing examined the same, a majority of the committee ¢ opt the report of the 
House committee, No. 1476, made to the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, as follows 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5771) to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sut 
ton,’ approved June 4, 1872, having had the same under consideration, beg leave 
to make the following report 

“At the breaking out of the civil war A. Schuyler Suttot 
able service during the war with Mexico, was an attorney at law in successful 
| practice at Norwalk, Ohio. Ile enlisted as a private soldier in the Ninety-tifth 

Ohio, and having acquired a knowledge of military tactics during his former 
service, greatly assisted in the organization, drill, and discipline of the new reg- 
iment. There is satisfactory evidence that Sutton had received assurances from 
Governor Tod, of Ohio, that he should be commissioned as lieutenant-colonel of 
the regiment Itiscertain that he was acting in that capacity when, at the battle 
of Richmond, Kentucky, on or about August 30, 1862, he received the wound for 
which he was orignally pensioned. Owing tothe fuct that he had not been com 
missioned the Pension Office rated him asa private soldier, and allowed him a 
pension at the rate of $8 amonth, which was subsequently raised to $15. By an 
act of Congress, approved June 4, IS78, his px 
month from that date 

“Your committee believe that it would be an act of simple justice to this sol 
dier to grant him a pension at this rate, dating from his discharge 
the amount received by him during the intervening period. His wound has had 
the effect of blasting his life. His jaws are so anchylosed as to prevent the 
mastication of solid food. The sense of sight and hearing are much impaired, 
and he isa constant sufferer from violent facial neuralgia. Being unable to 
open his mouth sufficiently, and by reason of disorganization of the soft and 
bony tissues occasioned by the wound, he is unable to employ the ordinary means 
of cleanliness, and his breath is consequently horribly offensiv« 

“In the opinion of your committee the evidence in the case justifies the con 
clusion to which it has arrived, ‘that the disability for which he is now pen 
sioned existed at the time of his diecharge.’ We therefore report the bill back 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, so amended that said A 
Schuler Sutton be pensioned at the rate of £40 yx 
passage of this act 


the muajority 


following report, submitted by Mr 





who had seen honor- 


nsion was increased to SW per 


deducting 


rmonth from and after the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows 

The undersigned, not concurring in the report of the committee onthe bill (H 


R. 5771) to amend an act entitled “An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler 
Sutton,” submit the following as the views of the minority: 

It appears that A. Schuyler Sutton, on the the 5th of August, 1562, enlisted as 
a private in Company A, Ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers; that 
on the 30th day of August, 1862,in an engagement with the confederate forces 
at Richmond, Kentucky, he ** was ordered and placed in command of said Com 
pany A, with directions to deploy the same as skirmishersand advance untilhe 
found the enemy’sskirmishers and position of their main force; that he pro- 
ceeded upon the duty assigned him, and while in the execution of the order en- 
gaged the enemy's skirmishers; that during the engagement be received from 
one of the enemy’s skirmishers a rifle-shot wound, the ball entering the left 
cheek, passing through, breaking and fracturing 
coming out under the left esr.” 

He was honorably discharged on the 22d day of December, 1862 
1863, he filed his application for pension on account of said wound, which he 
claimed had so affected him that he ‘*‘ was unable to open his mouth more than 
one-quarter of an inch to receive food, and had also affected his eve-sight and 
hearing, and incapacitated him from performing the duties of a soldier or ob 
taining a subsistence from manual labor.’ 

The certificate of the surgeon on which he was discharged rated his disability 
at one-half. He was pensioned at $8 per month; under the act of June 6, 1866, 
he applied for and obtained an increase of pension at the rate of $15 
} 





the cheek and jaw bones, and 


In June, 


15 per month 
Subsequently he applied to Congress for a further relief, and on the 4th June, 
1872, his pension was increased by special act to $30 per month. 

The papers do not show any increased disability since 1872, when that special 
relief was granted him by Congress. His condition is about the same now as 
then. In the opinion of Congress, the peculiar character of the wound, which 
greatly disfigured the claimant’s face and affected his eye-sight and hearing 
made his case an exceptional one and justified an increase from $15 to £29 per 
month. He now again applies to Congress for astill further increase, and the bill 

| as itcomes from the House proposes to raise his pension from $30 to M0 per 
} month upon precisely the same state of facts which led Congress to fix it at S30 
| per month in 1872. To do this will, in our opinion, establish bad precedent and 
| greatly encourage repeated applications to Congress for special relief. Private 
} acts of this character are steadily on the increase, occupying much of t ime of 
| Congress, and giving rise to much dissatisfaction upon the part of the great body 
of pensioners who take under the general law. The undersignedthir he bill 
| should not pass 
HOWELL E. JACKSON 

J. N. CAMDEN 

POPE BARROW 

Mr. PLATT. I think, upon a casual examination of the bill, it 

would receive such a construction as to give him $40 a month in arrears 


en cc 
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of pension back to the time of his disability. I want to guard against 
that. Therefore, at the end of the bill, I move to strike out the words 
‘‘and after the passage of this act’’ and to insert ‘‘ March 4, 1883.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate fora mo- 
ment to this case. Special relief was granted in this case by special act 
on the 4th of June, 1872, forthe very dissability now existing and on 
which it is proposed to increase it. Congress has once considered the 
case and considered all its peculiar circumstances, considered the disa- 
bility that was existing. No increase of disability now exists, and it 
is proposed on the same state of facts to pass a second special act increas- 
ing this man’s pension still further. He was pensioned, rated accord- 
ing to the disability certified by the surgeons in 1866. That was in- 
creased to $15, and then by special act of Congress it was increased from 
$15 to $30 per month on the same state of facts, on the same disability 
on which he now makes a second application to Congress to have it in- 
creased to $40. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What is the amount of pension he 
receives ? 

Mr. JACKSON. He receives $30 a month now under special act, and 
for the very disability for which it is proposed to increase it again. I 
think that would be a very dangerous precedent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 14, noes 17; 
no quorum voting, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his named was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27; nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Anthony, Gorman, Mahone, Sherman, 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., > Van Wyck, 
Conger, Ingalls, oe. Voorhees, 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, leton, Williams, 
Edmunds, Lapham, Platt, Windom. 
Frye, McMillan, Rollins, 
NAYS—15. 

Brown, Coke, emeten, Maxey, 
Camden, Davis of Il., Harris, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Jackson, Walker. 
Cockrell, Groome, Jonas, 

ABSENT—S. 
Aldrich, Farley, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Allison, Ferry, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Barrow, George, Logan, Saunders, 
Bayard, Grover, McDill, Sawyer, 
I a Hale, McPherson, 4a 
Butler, Hill, Mitchell, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Morrill, Vance. 
Dawes, Johnston, Plumb, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 

So the bill was passed. 


RICHARD JOBES. 


The bill (H. R. 6181) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, to strike out ‘'30”’ and insert ‘‘24;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Richard J late of Company D, 
Sixteenth Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, and to pay a pension at the 
rate of $24 from and afterthe passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF KUNIGUNDA A. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 2912) granting relief to the heirs of Kunigunda A. 
Miller, deceased, wasconsidered as in Committeof the Whole. Itdirects 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay to John Albert, Mary Carr (formerly 
Albert), Michael Al and Carrie Miller, heirs at law of Kunigunda 
A. Miller, deceased, brothers and sisters of Leonard Albert, late a 
private in Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, the 


arrears of pension due and heretofore authorized to be paid Kunigunda 
A. Miller, now deceased, under pension certificate No. 129461. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMILY F. WARREN. 


The bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late 
Major-General G, K. Warren was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It places on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month 
the name of Emily F. Warren, widow of the late Major-General G. K. 
Warren, United States Army. 

The bill was . TT to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 896. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not finished the pension bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 1410. That is the general bill proposing a cer- 
tain increase of pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do I understand that that is one of the pension 
bills left undisposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HArRtsin the chair). The Chair 
is so informed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do I understand that it is ore of the bills the 
Senate unanimously agreed to take up? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of them. It is one of the pension 
bills on the Calendar. 

— WILLIAMS. Iask the question if this is one of the pension 
ills? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be announced by its title. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pen- 
sion laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm or a leg in the service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That does not belong to the class of bills we 
agreed to take up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it does. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not think it does. Mr. President, as I have 
the floor, I move to postpone the pending order and take up a bill which 
has passed the House, House bill No. 896. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the pending order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report by its title 
the bill moved by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1410) toamend the pension 
laws by increasing pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lostan arm 
or a leg in the service. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make the point of order that that bill has not been 
taken up by the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Notatall. That is what I say. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The motion which was entertained by the Senate 
and — to was that the Senate should proceed to consider the pen- 
sion bills upon the Calender. That included those reported adversely 
as well as those reported favorably, and House bill No. 1410 was specially 
mentioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
was in the chair when the order was made. The order was to take up 
the on bills on the Calendar. 

r. WILLIAMS. That meant the special pension bills. 


the question of order as to whether this is a pension bill or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, that is not the point I raise. I raise thispoint 
of order, if the Chair will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please state his point 


of order. . 

Mr. MORGAN. The point of order is that the Senate by vote and 
not by unanimous consent took up the bills. I then inquired 
of the Chair whether that action of the te extended to each and all 
of the bills. It was held that it did not, and that each bill should be 
taken up upon its own merits. There has been since that time silent 
consent, and the bills have come up without objection. Any Senator 
had the right at any time to call for a vote of the Senate upon taking 
upany one of the pension bills. was no unanimous consent, but 
it was a vote of the Senate that took them up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The order of the Senate was that the Senate would 


proceed to the consideration of the bills upon the Calendar, and 
that, after debate, was made to include all those adversely reported as 
well as the others. Then the Senator from Alabama inquired whether 


they were to come up in a lump or whether they were to come up one 
by one, and every said of course they would come up one by one, 
as we all understood. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont never understood me to 
uire whether ten bills could be passed at once. 

. EDMUNDS. I did so understand the Senator, and so replied. 





Mr. MORGAN. The Senator must have been very dull about it, or 
| else I was extremely stupid myself. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama raises. 
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NDS. I undoubtedly was very dull. 
Mr ORGAN. No. I made the question distinctly whether that 


rule of the Senate applied to the particular class of bills, or whether it | 


i each bill seriatim. That was the question I made. 
PPh RESIDING OFFICER. The order of the Senate was as has 


been stated by the Chair and by the Senator from Vermont. If the | 


uestion had been made at the time the Chair would have certainly 
ruled, as he thinks it would be proper to so rule, that but one bill ata 
time could be taken up by the order of the Senate. As to what con- 
struction is to be put upon the rule that has been adopted the Chair 


is inclined to think the point of order raised by the Senator from Ala- | 


bama is well taken. ' ' 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Then the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has moved to take up a bill; he has called it up. ; 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But I have the floor. The motion was to take 


up bills granting pensions to particular soldiers for services in the war. | 


It was understood to apply to them by everybody, and not to any bill 
proposing to amend the pension laws. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 





Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the floor, I say to the Senator from Penn- | 


syivania. 

Mr MITCHELL. Do I understand that the Senator from Kentucky 
is entitled to the floor to go on at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Kentucky. : ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The pending question is my motion to take up 
House bill 896. ; : ' 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ask the Chair—I rise to a question of order—I 
ask the Chair what is the pending question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the passage of the last bill the 
Chair recognized the Senator from Kentucky, and while the Senator from 
Kentucky was on the floor the Chair was notified by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and the Senator from Vermont that there was yet another 
pension bill. The Chair stopped the Senator from Kentucky, and or- 
dered the Secretary to report the pension bill. He didso. Then the 
Senator from Kentucky resumed the floor, and the point of order was 
raised by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think the 
pending question is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky to 
take up House bill No. 896, the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a violation of the understanding of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to take up House bill No. 896, which has 
passed the House by an almost unanimous vote and is here upon our 
Calendar, and which interests more people in this country than any 
measure we have considered during this session of Congress. I hope 
the Senate will take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate as to the merits of a propo- 
sition proposed to be taken up is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iam not debating it. I am merely stating what 
it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
if I understand it correctly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Has the Senator from Pennsylvania a right to 
take me off the floor? I do not apprehend that he has. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not claim that right, Mr. President 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask what is the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Kentucky has been 
recognized by the Chair, and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky, or the 
Chair, what the bill is that is moved by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I am stating. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want to hear it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is the bill commonly known as the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill, for the suppression of the cattle plague. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think the afflictions of men ought to be attended 
to before the afllictions of cattle. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a bill which has passed the House by a 
unanimous vote, and it is now upon our Calendar, and one in which 
the people of this country feel far more interest than they do in any 
bill we have discussed at this session of Congress. It affects more prop- 
erty than any bill that has been before the Senate since I have had the 
honor of a seat in the Senate. 

_Mr. INGALLS, And involves more monstrous and untenable propo- 
sitions. It only needs to be read to show that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think I have the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the number of the bill which the Senator from 
Kentucky is trying to have considered ? 

_Mr. WILLIAMS. I have stated it four or five times. It is House 
bill No. 896. I think the Senate will concur with me as to the abso- 
lute  pooeaig and importance of passing that bill and doing it at once. 


T had hoped there would be no discussion of it, and that it might 
pass in five minutes. 





| Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
| Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COKE. Does the Senator think that the bill he moves ean pass 
| in five minutes? Is it not the same bill which was considered at the 
| last session ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; it has been modified. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is worse, if anything, than that bill 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That goes into the merits. 

itup. We can not spend time in debate. 

Mr. COKE. = It is a bill which will lead to a great deal of debate 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not think so; and whether it ieads to debats 
| or not I ask for a vote on the question. I want to see whether the 
gentlemen who have been legislating for all the monopolies of this 
country, for every railroad company, every bank, every manufacturing 
| 


Let us vote on taking 





establishment, are going to defeat this bill—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair reminds the Senator from 

Kentucky that no debate upon the merits o 
upon a motion to take the bill up. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

} Mr. INGALLS. I shall be inclined to think that this bill can not 

but lead to a great deal of debate, tor I am ve ry sure nothi 


| said in favor of it. 
| 
| 
} 
| 
} 


f{ the proposition isin order 


ne can be 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate on the merits 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I insist that the Senator from Kansas is now de- 
bating the merits. My motion is to take that bill up 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good, let us vot 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
| nays upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him, and on that 
motion asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senate that if that motion is 
voted down I shall then ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 1419. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Being the pension bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Being the pension bill referred to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That states the issue. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the mo- 
tion of Mr. WILLIAMs. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON}. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]; otherwise I should vote ‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). [ am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY ]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JouNsTon ]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 26; as follows: 


Task for a vote upon it. I ask for the yeas and 


lam paired with the 


Iam paired with 


IT am paired with the 


YEAS—17 
Barrow, George, Jackson, Walker, 
Call, Gorman, Jonas, Williams. 
Camden, Groome, Mahone = 


Cameron of Wis., Hampton Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Vest, 
NAYS—26. 

Anthony Garland Lapham Sherman, 
Blair, Harrison, Me Millan, Tabor, 
Coke, Hawley, Maxey, Van Wyck 
Conger, Hill, Miller of N. Y Voorhees, 
Davis of W. Va. Hoar, Platt, Windom, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 

ABSENT—33 
Aldrich, Fair, Logan, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Farley, McDill, Saunders, 
Bayard, Ferry, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Beck, Grover, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Brown, Hale, Mitchell, Slater, 
Butler, Johnston, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa. Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Davis of Il., Kellogg, Pendleton, 
Dawes, Lamar, Plumb, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPiEerson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June $0, 1584, and for other 
purposes, further insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments ot 
the Senate to said bill, asked a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. L. B. CASWELL of Wisconsin, Mr. Georer M. Roneson of New 
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Jersey, and Mr. E. JouN Evwts of Louisiana managers at the further 
conference on the part of the House. 


RATES OF PENSION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Inow move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 1410. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thetitle of the bill indYcated by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The ActinG Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1410) toamend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an 
arm or a leg in the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that from and after 
its passage all persons on the pension-roll, and all persons hereafter 
granted a pension, who, while in the military or naval service of the 
United States and in the lineof duty, shall have lost one arm, one hand, 
one leg, or one foot, or shall have suffered disability equal thereto, shall 
be entitled to a pension of $40 per month, 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are fourseveral reports on this bill from the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate. I ask that all those reports be 
read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reports will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
SLATER January 26, 1883: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1410) to 
amend the pension laws by increasing the peusions of soldiers and sailors who 


have lost an arm or leg in the service, have examined the same, and the majority 
of your committee report: 

That the bill proposes to increase the pension of ‘all persons now on the pen- 
sion-rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension who, while in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States and in the line of duty, shall have lost 
one arm, one hand, one leg, or one foot, or shall have suffered disability equal 
thereto, shall be entitled to a pension of $40 per month.”’ 

The rates at which persons suffering the disabilities named are now pensioned 
are as follows: 

Loss of a hand or foot, per month................ 
Amputation at or above the knee, per month.................cccseeeeneeees 
Amputation of arm ator above elbow, pe? month 
Amputation at hip-joint, per month 


The question is on the motion totake 


The proposed legislation is manifestly and grossly unjust and unequal. The 
loss of a hand or a foot is in no just sense equal to the loss of an arm above the 
elbow or of the leg above the knee, and it is still more out of proportion to rank 
the loss of a hand or foot with the loss of an arm at the shoulder or with the 
loss of a leg at the hip-joint. 

The present rates for the disabilities named are, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, liberal, and ought not to be disturbed— 

First. Because it will to a great extent disturb and derange the rating of all the 
other classes below those proposed to be raised, and very greatly embarrass the 
Pension Office in its work’»gs, retarding the passing of claims already too long 
delayed in their disposition. 

Socond, It will be a great and manifest injustice to raise the pensions of the 
class proposed, and leave a much larger class of Tg | deserving pensions em- 
braced in the ratings below $18 per month untouched. If there is to be a rerating 
of any portion of the pension-list, it ought in justice to begin in the grades last 
referred toand not in the higher esas proposed inthis bili. Even now there 
is very considerable complaint of inequality in the pension ratings, because of the 

reat difference between those who rate above $18 per month and those who fall 
pos that amount—the latter complaining that they are unjustly discriminated 
against. 

The passage of this bill will immediately add toand permanently increase the 
annual pension account not less than $5,187,564, as will appear by the following, 
taken from the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions to the Secretary of the 
Interior, dated December 16, 1882, on this very subject. He says: 

“ The class of persons to be benefited by House bill 1410, now before the Senate, 
are those who have lost one hand, one arm, one foot, or one leg; also those who 
are now receiving a pension for a disability equivalent to any of those first 
named, * * * 

* The following statement will show an estimate of the whole number who 
come within the description of the bill, so far as relates to amputation : 


| 
| 
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“There are therefore of this class (amputations) 9,182, with a total net annual 
ar if House bill 1410 should become a law, allowing $40 per month, of 


> “This number will diminish from year to year, as it is rare thata new pension 
is now allowed for amputation, 
“EQUIVALENT DISABILITIES. 


“The following statement shows the number who are in receipt of a pension 
on account of disabilities equivalent to the amputations mentioned, and such 
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others as may be affected by the bill in question; also the annual value of the 


increase, provided this class should be allowed $40 per month: 
8,847 now receiving $18 per month, and the net increase will be......... $2, 335 
1,552 now receiving $24 per month, and the net increase will be......... m 7 
232 now receiving $31.25 per month, and the net increase will be..... 21, 576 
14 now receiving $36 per month, and the net increase will be......... 672 


280 are officers above the rank of first lieutenant, and the estimated 
TE RE te RE RAS 60, 430 

Tn all, 10,925, and a net annual increase of $2,716,320 for equivalent disabilities. 

“ This estimate is to the close of the last fiscal year, and as the resolution calls 
for an estimate for the future as well, I separate those purely estimated from 
those compiled from the records. An examination of 20,000 original cases re- 
cently allowed shows that 2.7 per cent. of the same received a pension wherein 
the current rate was at and above $18 per month and less than $40 per month. 
This does not refer to amputations, as it is rare that a pension is now claimed 
for the same. Assuming 30,000 claims of this class should be allowed during 
the current year, together with the increase allowed bringing others within the 
same descri n, the annual increase during the present year would be aug- 
mented by this class some $450,000, which, added to $2,716,320, would make a total 
increase for equivalent disabilitities of $3,166,320, 

“It should not be forgotten that if this bill shall become a law Congress can not 
with justice or consistency refuse to + the ratio between $3 and $18 per 
month with the rates in this bill, and the passage of this bill must be regarded 
as the entering-wedge to this general rerating, which will further very largely 
increase the annual pension account over that now provided for. This is very 
fully shown by Commissioner Dudley in the letter last referred to, as follows: 

“The number of pensioners on the roll June 30, 1882, who were receiving $8 per 
month and the fractional rating of $18 per month, withthe present annual value, 
is as follows: 

I, 5c a secnd napuesiclivenninv ocateed enunmeniaeesnsd aan 
6, 249 at $10 per month 
9,209 at $12 per month 
2,861 at $14 per month 
1, 104 at $16 per month 


48, 497 








——->+ 
5, 559, 696 
“To increase these proportionately with the $18 and $24 class would bring the 


rate. up to $15, $20, $25, $30, and $35 per month, as near as they could be equitably 
estimated. The net annual increase for these rates would be as follows: 


29,074, now receiving $8 per month, to $15 per month........................ 2, 442, 216 





6,249, now receiving $10 per month, to 4 RTT REIN i ccnetnsiciatarssenchois 749, 830 
9, 209, now receiving $12 per month, to per month.... 1, 436, 604 
2,861, now receiving $14 per month, to $30 per month...............00.006 549, 312 
1,104, now receiving $16 per month, to $35 per month......................... 251,712 

This would increase the annual value of the roll................. — 5, 429, 724 


“ To estimate the number and amount involved on thisscale of increase to pend- 
ing cases which may be hereafter allowed involves more difficulties for a satis- 
nae ry aw gaa than those already made. I submit this, however, on the fol- 

owing basis: 

“ Twenty-seven per cent. of those now on the roll are in receipt of the rates re- 
ferred to. Take the 166,147 claimants before estimated as likely to be allowed a 
pension out of the pending claims now before the office, and the same rates 
would give 44,859 as likely to receive a pension of $8, and the intermediate grades 
of $10, $14, and $16 per month, and the 1 i over the annual rates 
now provided by law would be $18,600,000.” 

The estimate makes no account of the fact Gidee yeep by the disabilities 
of the soldier increase in degree, so that the ratio of equivalent disabilities will 
steadily increase with the years, It must also be remembered that claims stil! 
continue to come in in large numbers, there poring been filed in the year 1882 
no less than 40,939 new applications, an increase of nearly 10,000 over the pre- 
ceding year. There were on the files of the Pension Office July 1, 1882, 207,654 
applications undisposed of. Of this number the Commissioner estimates that 
there will be ultimately allowed 166,147. Justice demands that these claims shal! 
be considered and finally disposed of at the very earliest day. The annual pen- 
sion account is now $29,341,101.62, and computing for the number to be allowed 
out of the 207,684 undisposed applications on file at the commencement of the 
present fiscal year at the same ratio per pensioner, the annual pension account 
wil be swollen, when they come upon ae nes. to $46,403,881.52. The 
Commissioner also shows, in his last ann report, that there are now living 
over 1,000,000 individual soldiers who have not applied for pensions; that 86,803 
soldiers have died leaving pensionable relatives who have made no application 
for pensions. From these and statistics it is apparent to those who will reflect 
but for a moment that in a very brief period—not more than three to five years— 
the annual pension account must, under existing legislation, be swollen to at 
least $50,000,000, for which annaal appropriations must be made; and if this bill 
shall become a law, the direct additions, and those which are sure to follow as 
sequences of its can not fail to swell this vast sum to fully $70,000,000 
annually for pensions. This statement makes no account of the money needed 
to meet the demands of the arrearages-of-pension act so called, which is not 
likely to fall short of $200,000,000, yet to be provided. 

TO RECAPITULATE. 

The proposed legislation is unequal and unjust, as between the classes pro- 

to be increased, in that it rates minor disabilities equal to those of a much 
ter and graver c r. « : 

It discriminates against a much larger and » ped deserving c embraced in 
the lower ratings under existing laws, and will cause widespread dissatisfaction 
and discontent among those embraced in the lower rat Cocnuse they are de- 

they are as justly entitled as those classes named in 


— an advance to w 
It'w derange the business of the Pension Office and greatly embarrass it in 





legislation. 


betaging =e the great number of applicants which have been too long neglected, 
and in 


way operate very unjustly againsta class of meritorious people 
entitled to pensions, but who have been pone yy ee their cases determined 
by reason of the great pressure of business in the Pension Office, and the inad- 
of the force, and the facilities to te the work. 
present allowance of the classes are ample and in every respect 
liberal, The a is considerably above the average ef the country, 
ak — iy $18 per month being about the general average of wages 
ughout try. P ' 
The direct and immediate effect of this bill, if it shall become a law, will be to 
add to the annual pension account more than $5, 000,000, and the legislation which 
will almost certainly follow the enactment of this bill into a law will add many 
millions more, as has been shown. 
Therefore we reo»mmend that the bill be not passed. 


The Acting read the views of a minority of the Committee 
on Pensions, submitted by Mr. Van Wyck January 26, 1883, as fol- 


Differing with a majority of the committee, and unwilling to report the bill 
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back to the Senate without recommendation, we prefer to state why we think | lessened, but, en the contrary, it would be greatly a 


House bill 1410 should becomealaw. f . : 

True, many inconsistencies, incongruilies, and unjust ratings appear in the 
pension lawsnow on the statute-book. p P 

The law a— remodeling, notably, to give every man the same pension for 

isability. 
age eon the soldier who carried the musket and made the charge 
should not receive the same amount for the loss of a leg, or other disability, 
ual to that of a captain ora colonel. But it is not proposed by the opponents 
of this bill, at this time, to remodel the pension laws. ve 

Therefore the fact that inequality exists is no reason why full justice should 
not be meted out to any class or portion when their cases may be presented to 
“cece not be any force in the argument that claim agents are to be ben- 
efited, for claim agents can be controlled by Congress, and when in the wrong 
punished, ; : 

Neither is there any force in the statement that frauds may be perpetrated, for 
that, carried to its full consequences, would lead to repealing all pension laws, 
for frauds are now committed; the fault is in a measure with the administration, 
of the laws. We have already given the fullest latitude and a large amount of 
force to the Department to prevent that calamity. ; 

Such can not be pretended to the reg soldier nor one dying from disease 
as a reason why his claim should not be fully recognized by that Government 
which exists to-day only through his sacrifice. , 

Neither do we consider the allegation that millions will be taken from the 
Treasury and the pension-roll largely increased a ground of objection. 

We must not forget the time when we pledged all there was of value, grateful 
remembrances for those who fell, and provident care for their families, and to 
those who should survive public employment without grudging, and money 
from the Treasury without stint. ; . 

Ata time when the surplus funds in our Treasury are considered an invita- 
tion to reckless and extravagant expenditures it certainly becomes the duty of 
Congress to pay to the uttermost a contract made in the hour of danger and rati- 
fied in the blood and wounds of thousands of our soldiers. 

But the promise to public position and employment has not been faithfully 
kept. Yet we have it in our power to fulfill the other portion of the contract by 
rendering, in the payment by money, a partial compensation for the losses sus- 

ained. 
‘The justice of this measure does not depend upon the money required or the 
number of soldiers on the pension-roll. 

We need not urge that each recurring year will find the payments from the 
Treasury and the numbers on the pension-roll largely reduced by death 

: C.H. VAN WYCK 
G. M, CHILCOTT, 

The Acting Secretary read the views of a minority of the Committee 
on Pensions, submitted by Mr. BLAIR January 26, 1883, as follows: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred House bill 1410, entitled ** An act to amend the pension laws by increasing 
the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service,” 
being unable to agree with the majority in the rejection of the bill if properly 
an.ended, beg leave to present their views, and recommend the passage of the 
accompanying substitute for the bill. The House bill provides for an increase 
the existing rates of pensions for certain specific disabilities from $18, $24, $31.25, 
$36, $37.50 per month to $40 per month. It does not attempt to make any propor- 
tionate and equitable increase to each of the several classes, but practically 
makes $40 the minimum of a just and equitable increase as among those several 
classes, so that if the principle of the bill were properly applied the result would 
be as follows: Those now receiving pensions at $18 per month being increased 
to $40 per month, those now pensioned at £24 per month should, on the same 
principle, be pensioned at $53.32 per month. Those now receiving pension at 
the rate of $31.25 per month should receive $69.44 per month. 
at the rate of $36 per month would receive $80 per month. 
the rate of $37.50 would receive $83.32 per month. 

The highest rates of pension now paid on account of the worst form of disa- 
bility, involving total permanent helplessness and requiring the habitual attend- 
ance of another person, is $72 per month. The same principle would apply to 
the equivalent disabilities provided for in the bill. 

Although the bill does not provide for the increase of any pension beyond $40 
per al, yet, as the mininum form of disability, to wit, by reason of the loss 
of a hund or foot, is by its terms rated at $40, which is all that is allowed for an 
amputation at the hip or shoulder joint—the most dangerous operations known 
to surgery—and most rarely successful, resulting when not fatal in the severest 
form of disability short of total helplessness, it can not be doubted that the pas- 
sage of this bill would operate only as the logical and irresistible basis or major 

remise for future legislation, increasing correspondingly the rates of pension 
or all degrees of disability higher than that now rated at $18 per month. By 
the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, transmitted by the Secretary of the 
Iaterior, in response to a resolution of the Senate, contained in Executive Docu- 





Those receiving 
Those receiving 2 


meni 21 of this session, it appears that the annual increase of the pension-roll, | 


if this should become a law, on account of claims already allowed, would be 

187,564. Disregarding applications yet to be made, the anticipated increase of 
thie roll on account of cases now pending and likely to be allowed would be about 
$6,750,000, 

House bill 1410 makes no provision for disabilities affecting sight or hearing, 
for which, by general consent, very inadequate provision is made by existing 
law. In recognition of the manifest relative injustice under which these two 
unfortunate classes have hitherto suffered, the House of Representatives has 
since passed a bill largely increasing the pensions hereafter to be paid to them. 
We estimate the necessary increase to the roll, by reason of the provision thus 
made for these two classes and which properly should have been included in 
bill 1440, at $1,200,000 per annum, and for injuries to eye and ear, increase of pend- 
ing claims over what would be allowed by existing law, $1,000,000, so that it is a 

ir statement of the result of the legislation proposed in House bill 1410; and 
the subsidiary bill providing for increase for disabilities to sight and hearing, 
that the annual roll would be increased at least $17,000,000 on account of cases 
already allowed and pending applications likely to be favorably adjudicated. 

Should subsequent legislation carry out the principles involved in bill L410, this 
amount would be increased indefinitely. But it may safely be presumed that it 
would be not less than $30,000,000. These rates once implanted in the pension 
Jaws must remain a component part of our pension system in the future, and the 
increase of the public burden in this direction would become so great and op- 


yg as probably to result in the indignant abolition of the whole system or 


n a wholesale, indiscriminate, and inequitable reduction. That the minimum 
for specific disabilities in the future would, by the enactment of House bill 1410 
into a law, be practically established at $40 per month, has been substantially 
admitted advocates of the bill, and, so far as we know, is not seriously de- 
nied, or if ied, no one exercising common discretion in the case would give 
credence to the denial, 

The ualities which it would establish could not fail to rankle in the breasts 
of those who relatively would suffer injustice by its provisions, and the ordinary 
sense of fair play existing in the minds of the people at large would require the rel- 
ative increase of all, from a minimum of $40, ora general reduction, which would 
leave all parties interested worse off than they now are. Nor would the evil be 





| 


gsraveted, by anamendment 


such as has been proposed to the bill, by striking out all increase to the « quiva 


lent disabilities, making its benefits applicable only to those who } ive sulfered 
amputation of the hand or foot, the arm or leg. This would only increase oe 
number of those who would feel that they had been unjustly dealt with ‘and in 
ws next Congress we should be called upon to complete tli Stic e den ed in 
this. , 


The undersigned have, therefore, felt that either all ] 


ll legislation should b 

| nied, or that the inherent difficulties of the subject should he ae alt wit rane 
| prehensively, immediately, and with a determination to do « ee te 
and to deny it to none. While we have felt that the soldiers suilering fi 
specific disabilities, and their equivalents—although liberalls provided for w 








| Revised Statutes, the rate of $24 per month may be proportionate 


our legislation is compared with that of other governments—have not hithert 
received any more than they were entitled to receive from a resened and : 
ful people; yet, assuming that until the present time ther pensions have 
fairly commensurate with their sufferings and disabilities, it must be c« 
that with the increasing necessities resulting from failing constitutions and t) 
unavoidable aggravation of their disabilities, with growing he Iplessness and 
Incapacity to exercise their mental faeulties, as well as such crippled } hysical 
powers as the ravages of war have spared to them, and with their lives shoru 
ing as the shadows lengthen, a very sul 
become indispensable. ; 

It should be remembered that all who suffer from these disabilities were s 
diers, very seriously paaimed or otherwise disabled in the ac tual conflicts of wat 
In almost every instance their lives have been greatly shortened. and as th 
years pass away the rate of mortality among them-—fearful at the best—is 1 yp 
idly accelerated. Those of them who have suffered the loss of h nas, feet, o1 
limbs, from successful operations, while oftentimes ay pealing most strongly to 
the eye for sympathy, are really subjected to less suflering and shortening of 
life than those whose equivalent disabilities are oceasione: 





stantial inerease of their pensions ha 





disease or wounds 





in different portions of the body, by sores and fractures bevond he aling, and 
often unnamed and horrible afflictions too shocking for statement here Any 
bill which shall undertake to increase the pensi fone class, and at the same 
time should neglect the other, would be radi ust 

Believing that for the general reasons we have stated some ‘ all 
imperatively required to meet th 


their crews r me ti 
will soon cease with most of them by their final discharge 
life—we have, afler careful study of the bject 









subye titnulated by great anXiety to 
master th@complicatic ns and perplexities which surround it—diMk tics wl 
have been develo} ne and inerea tne tor years trom the Hperiect prt his f 
legislation that has come down to u prepared the «a« upanying bat 
for the pending bill. It covers all known speci lisabil 4, their proper 
ates and equivalents, By existing k lation SlXis made the pension for 
| of a hand or foot. It is the lowest specitie disability, and y han rereased 
to S244. The next higher grade, to wit, $24, the present per n for the | 
arm or leg, we have increased to S00.) The inability to perfor in hat 
which may involve the necessity for the employment of an attendant most of 
the time, as well as medical aid, now receiving only $24, we have increased to 
$0; loss of hand and foot, and total disability in one hand a t 
receiving $36, we have increased to S40 per month itation at hij t 
now receiving $37.50, we have increased to S40: tot i hh provide 
for with astonishing inadequacy —reeciving only *1 per ive 
creased to $3). 

We have also endeavored to provide what seemed to u tp ol 
rates for lesser disabilities of hearing and sight But we must ret tothe b 
itself for a minute statement of its provisions. There is now no rate of pension 
between $37.50, the amount allowed for amputation at the hip-joint d th 
rate of $72, which is paid for the following disabilities, respectively : Loss of 





both hands, loss of both feet, loss of both « yes, loss of one eve, the other hay 
been lost before enlistment ; disability re quiring regular aid and attention, ane 
total disability in both hands. We have submitted the proposed substitute 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and from memorandum furnished by him to Mr 
BLAIR personally, not officially, make the following statement of the addition ¢ 
the annual roll by reason of the increase of pensioners whose ce! 
allowed. The total amount is $5429,010, 

Assuming the substantial correctness of this memorandum 
to the pension-roll, when all pending cases are adjudicated, would veranit 
round numbers to about $9,000,000, but as the rate of mortality will nearly ay 
proach the annual increase, the amount annually paid out at any time will 
in our belief, exceed $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 under the provisions of t ' 
addition to what would otherwise be paid under existing laws. As these pen 
sioners themselves will soon pass away, we fee! that thisslight increase, so nec 
essary and so just, ought not to be named as a burden to the overflowing cotYer 
of the American people, whose contents were coined from the blood of thes 
patriotic men. Even if it were a burden our people would joyfully take 
and will rejoice at the opportunity to testify their gratitude to those } 
sufferings, which can cease oniy with death, they have themselves been saved 

The following is a copy of the proposed substitute for House bills dl0and 1247 


aims are already 


thertotal inerea 


it up 
Vv Whose 


A billte amend the pension laws by increasing the pensio 


of soldiers anc 
sailors who have los 


anarim or a leg in the service 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act all per 
sons on the pension-ro}l, and all persans hereafter granted a pension, who, while 
in the military or naval service of the United States, and in the line of duty 
shall have lost a hand or a foot, shall be entitled to a pension of $24 per month 
all persons who in like manner shall have suffered amputation at or above the 
elbow or knee, at the rate of $30 per month; and all who shall in like manner 
have suffered amputation at the hip-joint or at the shoulder-joint, or who shall 
have lost one hand and one foot, or shall be totally disabled in one hand and one 
foot, or shall be otherwise so disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance 
of any manual labor, but not so muchas to require the regular x 
attendance of another person, at the rate of SO per month; and all persons who 
in like manner shall have contracted a disability equal or equivalent to any ot 
the foregoing specified disabilities, shall be entitled to receive 
month of the amount hereby granted to such disability ; and incase of amputa- 
tion below a joint, but with such effect as to produce u disability equal to that 
produced by amputation at or above the joint, pension shall be paid as for the 
disability actually resulting from such amputation; and all persons who in like 
manner shall have lost the sight of one eye shall receivea pension at the rate of 
$12 permonth; and in cases in which the injury to the one eye manifestly affects 
injuriously the sight of the other eye, or in which the other eye shail have been 
partially disabled in the service and line of duty as aforesaid, he shal! be entitled 
to an equitable increase in his pension, not to exceed, when the | 
less than total blindness, inthe whole amount S40 per month; andall those who, 
while in the military or naval service of the United States, in the line of duty, 
by injury received or disease contracted, shall have totally lost the hearing 
both ears, shall be entitled to receive a pension of $30 per month 
loss of hearing less than total deafness, they sha!l receiv: 
thereof. 

Src. 2. That instead of the Mte of $18 per month provided in sect 


rsonal aid and 


"pension per 


8 of sivsht is 


of 
and for any 
an equilable portion 


ion: 4699 of the 
ly divided fo: 
any degree of disability established for which neither the preceding section nor 
section 4695 of the Revised Statutes make provision: Provided, 


Phat nothing in 
this act shall be construeid 40 reduce any pension t 


now authorized by law 
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shall any pensioner be entitled to increase under this section until an examina- 
tion shall show an increase in his actual disability. 

Sec. 3. That no applicant for pension whose claim shall be ted hereafter 
shall receive arrears or any allowance of pension for time prior to the passage 
of this act greater than he would be entitled to receive by virtue of se 
laws; but from and after the passage of this act his pension shall be compu! 
in accordance therewith, if his disability be such as is included in its provisions. 


Memorandum from Commissioner of Pensions, referred to in views of mi- 
nority, of net annual increase under provisions of the proposed Senate bill : 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 2A, 1883. 
Menorandum, 

Thirty-six hundred and thirty-one pensioners who have lost one hand or one 
foot, now receiving $18 per month, and to be increased to $24 per month. Net 
annual increase $261 432. 

Fifty-three hundred and eighty who have suffered amputation at or above the 
knee, or the elbow, now receiving $24, and to be increased to $30 per month. 
Net annua! increase, $419,760, E 

Sixty who have suffered amputation at the hip-joint, now receiving $37, and to 
be increased to $40 per month. Net annual increase, $180. 

One hundred and fifty who have suffered amputation at the shoulder joint, 
now at $21, and to be increased to $40 per month (this number estimated). Net 
annual increase, $28,000, 

Vifteen who have lost one hand and one foot, now receiving $36, and to be in- 
creased to $40 per month, Net annual increase, $720. ; 

One hundred and twenty-five totally deaf, now receiving $13, and to be in- 
creased to $30 per month. Net fewer fp nny 500. 

Two thousand who are pensioned for impaired hearing, less than total deaf- 
ness, now receiving $1, $2, HM, and $6 per month, and to receive an equitable por- 
tion of $30 per month. Net annual increase (estimated), $312,000. 

Two thousand who have lost one eye (estimated), now receiving $4 per month 
and to be increased to $12 per month. Net annual increase, $192, 

Four thousand (estimated) who are receiving a pension for impaired sight, 
other than the loss of one eye or of total blindness, now receiving the several rates 
from $2 to $16 per month, and to receive an equitable proportion of $40 per month. 
The net annual increase is estimated at $700,000. 

Nineteen thousand four hundred andtwenty-three pensioners now receiving 
$10, $12, $14, $16 per month, who will be entitled toa proportion of $34 per month, 
and the net annual increase is $1,398,456. 

Righty-eight hundred and forty-seven who have a disability equivalent to loss 
ofa Rand or a foot, now receiving $18, and to be increased to $24, $30, and $40 per 
month, Net annual increase (estimated), $1,667,804. 

Fifteen hundred and fifty-two now disabled for the performance of any manual 
labor, receiving $24 per month, and to be increased to M0 per month. Net an- 
nual increase, 287 998. 

Two hundred and thirty-two now receiving $31.25, and to receive $0 per month. 
Net annual increase, $24,360. 


Add $100,000 for commissioned officers and the addition to the roll since June } © 


30, 1882, and the net annual increase for all classes is estimated at $5,429,010. 


The Acting Secretary read the views of a minority of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, submitted by Mr. PLATT January 26, 1883, as follows: 


The undersigned, a member of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred H. R. 1410, the same being “an act to amend the pension laws by increas- 
ing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost anarm ora leg in the serv- 
ice,"’ being unable to agree with the majority of the committee in their recom- 
mendation that the bill be indefinitely postponed, herewith submits his reasons 
therefor and for the of an original bill introduced herewith. 

The present law regulating the rate of pensions is inconsistent and incongru- 
ous, owing to the fact mainly that the rates for different degrees of disability 
have been fixed by separate statutes, passed a@different times, for the benefit 
of particular classes of pensioners, and without reference to the pensions granted 
other classes. The attempts to equalize and adjust pension rates from time to 
time by statutes increasing pensions of certain classes has added to the ine- 
quality in pensions. H. R. 1410, in the opinion of the undersigned, would, if 
passed, result in still greater and more glaring inequalities and inconsistencies. 

t provides, in substence, that the rate of pension now paid for the loss of a hand 
or foot, or other disability equivalent thereto, to wit, $18 per month, shall be in- 
creased to M0 a month; that the rate paid forthe loss of an arm at or above the 
elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, to wit, $24 per month, shall in like manner 
be increased to $0 per month; also that the rate paid to those “otherwise so 
disabled as to be incapacitated for performing any manual labor, but not so 
much so as to require regular personal aid and attendance,” to wit, $24 per 
month, shall in like manner be increased to $0 per month. 

It is obvious that the disability of the three classes referred to is not the same, 
and the inconsistency of fixing the same amountof pension for the three degrees 
of disability is the more obvious when we consider that those suffering the least 
degree of disability are to be increased by the bill $22 per month, while those 
suffering the greater degree of disability are only to be increased $16 per month. 
Again, the rate proposed to be fixed by the bill for those who have lust one hand 
or one foot only would be but $10 less per month than that now fixed for those 
who are totally and permanently disabled so as to require the regular personal 
aid and attendance of another person. Upon the supposition that the bill in the 
shape that it passed the House would increase the pension of those who have 
lost one hand and one foot, orare totally disabled in one hand and one foot, from 
$36 per month now paid them to $0 per month, it would be an increase of $4 per 
month only to that class, putting those who have simply lost one hand or one 
foot upon an equality with those who have lost both. Upon the supposition that 
it would increase from $31.25 per month to $0 per month the pensions of those 
who are totally disabled and require the aid and attendance of another person, 
but whose disability in this degree is not found to be permanent, the increase 
per month, $8.75, would be less than one-half the increase granted to those who 

saving lost only a hand are still able in many instances to earn fair salaries. 

The undersigned doubts very much the wisdom of aang by any bill to 
increase the pensions of any particular class at thistime. A large number of ap- 
plications for arrears of pension are still pending. The total amount paid for 
arrears of pensions to December 1, 1882, amounts to $97,891,506.98. The Com- 
missioner estimates that there will still be ui to pay arrears of pension to 
those whose claims are now pending entitled to arrears the sum of 795,000. 
The amounts given above are for arrearages simply, and do not include any- 
thing for annual payments after the granting of pensions. The rates of the 
whole pension-list need to be revised and readjusted, due regard being had to 
comparative disability, and the undersiyned inclines to the opinion that the 
wisest poey is to make no increase or change in the rate of pensions now al- 
lowed by law until after the pending arrearage cases are settled, when the whole 
subject of pension rating could and should be committed to an intelligent com- 
mission, upon which there should be at least one man eminent in medical sci- 
ence instructed to take the rate now paid for the highest degree of disability, to 
wit, 872 per month, for total and permanent disaliity requiring the regular aid 
and attendance of another person, and without reference to rank, fixing lesser 
rates of pension forall lesserdegrees of disability. To do this it is p 


that 
some »ensions would need to be reduced and others increased; but it is difficult 





to see in what other manner justice can be done to different classes of pension- 
ers and their respective disabilities. 

To pass the present House bill increasing the pensions of all the classes em. 
braced therein to a uniform rate of $0 per month would simply perpetuate and 
add to the present inconsistencies of the law, and would, it is believed, result in 
the near future in ani ofall pensions. There would be no logical answer 
to be made to the demand of those whose pensions are now rated below $18 per 
month, or between and $72 per month for a corresponding increase of the 
pensions now paid to them. 

The annual addition to the pension-roll, as it now exists, by the passage of 
House bill 1410, as it came from the House, would be $5,187,564. To this should 
be added ,000 for the cases now pending which would be affected by the bill, 
making the annual cost by the of the bill, $6,079,564. 

Recognizing, however, the fo-ce of the arguments used in behalf of the pen- 
sioners, whose pensions this bili pepenes to increase, to the effect that the pen- 
sions now paid them are inadeq in view of their disabilities, and desiring 
to meet the demand for such increase by some present measure of relief reason. 
able in itself and not too disproportionate to the amount paid other pensioners, 
the undersigned has concl that it would be well to increase the pensions of 
those who are now entitled to by 2 ad month to $24 per month, and of those who 
are entitled to $24 per month to per month, and to that end recommends the 

of the following proposed bill in lieu of House bill 1410, which it is be- 
lieved will add to the pension-roll annually an amount not exceeding $2,000,000 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That from after the passage of this act a)! 
persons on the pension-roll, and all persons hereafter nted a pension, who, 
while in the military or naval service of the United States and in the line of duty, 
8 have lost one d or one foot, or been yr d or permanently disabled 
in the same, or otherwise so disabled as to render their incapacity to perform 
manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension 
of $24 per month; that all persons now on the ‘ion-roll, and all persons here- 
after granted a pension, who, in like manner, shall have lost either an arm at or 
above the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so 
disabled as to be inca’ : bay pareute any —— sarod but not so - uch 
as to uire regular personal aid and attendance, s receive a pension of $30 
per io : , That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
repeal section 4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States or to change the 
rate of $18 per month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any 
degree of disability established for which section makes no provision. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make only a very brief statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I supposed I was occupying the floor, as I called 
for the reading of the reports of the committee and I did not intend to 
yield. 








ves of the United States of 


Mr. VEST. I only want to offer an amendment to the bill. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 
Mr. VEST. I move to strike out, in line 7, ‘or shall have suffered 


disability equal thereto.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the gentlemen who have charge of this 
bill that any amendments which it is proposed to offer be presented 
now, so that they can be printed in the Recor, and that the Senate 
then proceed to the consideration of executive business, and let my 
friend from Pennsylvania make his statement in the morning when the 
Senate will be full. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That will be satisfactory tome. The question, 
however, before the Senate, I suppose, will be on the views presented 
by the majority, whieh favor an indefinite postponement of the bill 
I suppose, therefore, strictly amendments are not in order; but the 
amendments proposed can be printed in the REcorD and so get the 
whole case before the Senate that they may examine it. I think that 
would be well. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that all proposed amendments be handed to the 
Secretary and be printed in the REcoRD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that all amendments intended to be 
proposed to this bill shall be handed to the Secretary and printed in 
the REcoRD ? z 


Mr. VEST. I do not propose to hand my amendment to the Secre- 
tary. I have already offered it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line7 of the bill, after the word **foot,’’ 
it is moved to strike out ‘‘or shall have suffered disability equal there- 

” 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lhope the Senator will withdraw that motiona moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert what I send to the desk now, in order that it may be printed in 
the Recorp, and also printed for distribution to Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print amendments is 
already made generally. 

The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. BLArR is as follows: 


Amend the bill by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting: , 

“ That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the pension-rol!, and 
all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the military or naval serv- 
ice of the United States, and in the line of duty, shall have lost a hand ora foot, 
shall be entitled to a pension of $24 per month; all persons who in like manner 
shall have suffered amputation at or above the elbow or knee, at the rate of $30 
r month; and all who shall in like manner have suffered amputation at the 
ip-joint or at the shoulder-joint, or who shall have lost one hand and one foot, 
or 1 be totally disabled in one hand and one foot, or shall be otherwise so 
disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor, but not 
so much as to require the regular personal aid and attendance of another per- 
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rate of $40 per month; and all persons who in like manner shall have 
oon, ee a disabilit ir ual or equivalent to any of the foregoing specified dis- 
3 bilities, shall be ent led to receive a pensian per month of the amount hereby 
pane ‘to such disability; and in case of campaniee below a joint, but wi 
eich effect as to produce 'a disability equal to that produced by amputation ator 
above the joint, pension shall be paid as for the disability actually resulting from 
pene § amputation ; and all persons who in like manner shall have lost the sight 
of one eye shall receive a pension at the rate of $12 per month; and in cases in 
which the injury to the one eye manifestly affects injuriously the sight of the 
other eye, or in which the other eye shall have been partially disabled in the 





service and line of duty as aforesaid, he shall be entitled toan equitable increase | 


in his pension, not to exceed, when the loss of sight is less than total blindness, 
in the whole amount, $0 per month; and all those who, while in the military 
or naval service of the United States, in the line of duty, by injury received or 
disease con d, shall have totally lost the hearing of both ears, shall be en- 
titled to receive a pension of $30 per month; and forany loss of hearing less than 
total deafness, they shall receive an equitable portion thereof. 


ve gaaes instead rided in section 4699 of | 
Src. 2, That i aera ton ee neowrane tm section £000 of | proper and should be adopted; but I wish to stateatthesame time that 


the Revised Statues, the rate of $24 per month may be proportionately divided 
for any degree of disability established for which neither the preceding section 
of thisact nor section 4695 of the Revised Statutes make provision: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to reduce any pension now authorized by 
law; nor shall an nsioner be entitled to increase under this section until an 
examination sha wan increase in hisactual disability, except when the evi- 
dence on file shows the disability to be permanent in a degree entitling to the 
rate of pension then received, or when the character of the disability would vary 
in a lesser degree. : : 

“Src, 3. That no applicant for pension whose claim shall be granted hereafter 
shall receive arrears or any allowance of pension for time prior to the passage 
of this act greater than he would be entitled to receive by virtue of existing 
laws; but from and after the passage of this act his pension shal) be computed 
in accordance therewith if his disability be such as is included in its provisions.” 


Mr. PLATT. When the proper time shall arrive I will offer an 
amendment to this bill. 
be printed in the RecorpD, and also printed in the usual form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. PLATT is as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 

“That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the pension-roll, 
and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the military or naval 
service of the United States and in the line of duty, shal! have lost one hand or 
one foot, or been totally or permanently disabled in the same, or otherwise so 
disabled as to render their incapacity to perform manual labor equivalent to 
the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension of $24 per month; that all 
persons now on the pension-roll, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, 
who in like manner shall have lost either an arm at or above the elbow, ora 
leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so disabled as to be in- 
capacitated for performing any manual labor, but not so much as to require 
ered gm ye aid and attendance, shall receive a pension of $30 per month: 
Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to repeal section 
4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rate of $18 
per month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any degree of 
disability established for which section 4699 makes no provision.’ 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


lask that the amendment as proposed may | 


| is specially predicated upon. 








on the special-mail facilities and the provision of the House amending 
the charters of the Pacific railway companies. There are other points 
of difference, but those can undoubtedly be accommodated. The dis- 
agreement is total on its face on these two points i 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As tothe additional mail {icilities, I 
would ask my colleague on the committee whether that 
much with a settlement, or is it the other point ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It ispretty hard to state what the action of the House 
The committee agreed unanimously upon 
the accommodation of the points of difference, but the report on being 
submitted to the House was disagreed to by the House and the House 
has asked for a new conference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 


Ss interlering 


The course taken by the Senator is 


there was a division in the Senate on the $185,000 appropriated for 
additional mail service. It is believed by some of us at least that that 
amount is not sufficient for the general distribution that was intended 
by the Senate when it was originally voted; andif that should become 
a question dividing the two Houses, and there was nothing else, then I 
should feel it my duty, and somewhat a pleasure too, to move that the 
Senate recede. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not certain but that the proper motion should 
be that the Senate agree to the conference report, and that it further 
insist on its amendments and agree to the request of the House fora new 
conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, the conference committee re- 
ported a disagreement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no; an agreement this time. 
disagreement before and had a new conference 
but the House have disagreed to the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the agreement of the committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee agreed that the amendment of the 
Senate appropriating $185,000 for special mail facilities should remain. 
They agreed also that the amendment of the Senate to the House bill 
which amended the Pacifie railway charters should be concurred in. 
They agreed to fixing the 1st day of October for the time of taking ef 
fect of the 2 cents postage rate, and there were some agreements upon 
minor points which I do not now remember, the Senate yielding the 
additional amount which it added for steamboat mail transportation. 
There were some minor differences about the provision in reg 


They reported a 
Thev have agreed now, 


ird to in- 


| vestigating the mail service of the United States and reporting a plan 


| to further execute it. 


Pending the motion of the Senator from Massachu- | 


setts, I desire to make a report from the committee of conference on | 


the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the 


service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,1884, and | 


for other purposes, having met, after fulland free conference have agreed to rec- | 


ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, and 6, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “July” in said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the word ‘* Octo- 
ber;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And report to Congress in December next, with the data upon which it is 
based, a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the 
mails on railroad routes if practicable, in order to secure the better protection 
of the interests of the Government and the adjustmentof rates of compensation 
for the service required ; and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000 
out of the appropriation for the transportation of mails for actual and necessary 
expenses involved, including such extra compensation ashe may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of the Department for specific services rendered, which 
sum shall be immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

L. B. CASWELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 

E. JNO, ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


_Mr. PLUMB. I desire to state that there seems to have been some 
little confusion as to the order of proceeding. The report was first 
made to the House by inadvertence, and the House disagreed to the 
report of the conference committee, and has asked the Senate to agree 
to a further conference. I will not make any motion that the Senate 


agree to the report of the conference committee, but going by that, I | 
will move that the Senate further insist on its amendments and agree | 


to the new conference asked for by the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. ' I desire toask my colleague and the 
Committee on Appropriations what is the difference between the two 
Houses now? 


Mr.PLUMB. The difference between the two Houses is practically 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then, as I understand, the conference committee 
agreed and that committee so reported to the House and the House 
overruled it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir; the House overruled it 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, you do not report your conference report to 
be agreed to, but you are acting on the report from the House. That 
is what I want to get at. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose as a matter of parliamentary propriety the 
report should have been first made to the Senate, but the House con 
ferees made their report first, and the House thus having jurisdiction of 
the question disagreed to the report of the conference committee; but 
it is proper as a part of the history of the case to say that the report of 
the conference committee should be made to the Senate in order that it 
may appear in its record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All I have to say is, for I do not want to consume 
any time, that when the proper period comes that I can do so, I shall 
move that the Senate recede from the amendment of $185,000 tor the 
fast-mail facilities, so called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will 
agree to the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to know what the 
effect of the agreement is. Does it come to the Senate? 

Mr. PLUMB. Only a new conference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has the House asked for a new con- 
ference ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I should like to to my 
friend that I hope he will not ask us to agree. I think the 515,000 
appropriation very unequally and very unfairly distributed. I hope if 
we are to have another disagreement it will not be on that point 

Mr. PLUMB. IL ask that the action of the House be read 

The Acting Secretary read as foll 


Senate 





NY 
IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, Febru 25, 1883 

Resolved, That the House disagree to the report of the committe ference 
on the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of Post-Otliee 
| Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, I8S84, and for other p oses, and 
that it further insist upon its disagreement to the amendment f Senate to 
said bill and ask a further conference with the Senate upon the d ig voles 

| of the two Houses thereon. 
Ordered, That Mr. CaAsweut, Mr. Rorrsox, and Mr. Exviis be the conferees 


| on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


| report. 


The re port was agreed to 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate further insist on its amendments and grant the conference 
asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the committee of conference, and Messrs. PLUMB, ALLISON, and 
BECK were appointed. 

; MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
ite Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 1821) pre- 
scribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, with amendments 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of Illinois, favoring the passage of the bill pending 
before the Senate for an increase of the pensions of loyal soldiers who 
lost a leg or an arm in the military service of the United States to the 
sum of $40 per month; which was ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution of the Thirty-third General Assembly of the State of Illinois. 

Whereas a bill is now pending before the Senate of the United States having 
for its object an increase of the pensions of all loyal soldiers who lost a leg or an 
= _' the military service of the United States to the sum of $40 per month: 

nerefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring herein), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested to use their influ- 
ence to secure the passage of said bill, and that the secretary of the State of Illi- 
nois be requested to have printed and mailed to each member in Congress and 
each Senator from Illinois a copy of this resolution. 

Adopted by the senate February 2, 1885. 

WM. J. CAMPBELL, 


President of the Senate, 
L. F. WATSON, Secretary. 
Concurred in by the house of representatives, February 6, 1883. 
LORIN C. COLLINS, Jr., 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN A, REEVE, Clerk. 
Usitep STaTrs OF AMERICA, 
“ State of Illinois, ss : 

I, Henry D. Dement, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true copy of a —— and joint resolution adopted 
ee Thirty-third General Assembly of the State of Illinois, and filed in this 

ce February 20, A. D. 1883, 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of State. 

Done at Springfield, this 22d day of February, in the year of our Lord 1883. 
HENRY D. DEMENT, 
ry of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of Illinois favoring the passage of an act to secure 
the placing of sheer-booms at the various bridges crossing the Missis- 
sippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRB, as follows: 


Joint resolution of the thirty-third General Assembly of the State of Illinois. 

Whereas the piers of many of the railway bridges crossing the Mississippi 
River are a very serious hinderance to navigation; that steamers frequently col- 
lide with them and sometimes great loss of life is thereby occasioned, and that 
there is annually a great loss of property, and that they are constantly a great 
—— of F mae and dread to those who have business or who travel upon the 

ver; an 

Whereas in accordance with the act of Congnems approved March 3, 1875, a 
board of United States engineers was convened in Saint Louis, and after an ex- 
haustive examination of the subject, they submitted a report to the honorable 
the Secretary of War February 19, 1877, in which they recognized the great nec- 
easity for shear booms, and*recommended plans for the same at the various 


; and 

Whereas in 1882 Major A. McKinzie, United States engineer in charge of the 
river improvements between Saint Anthony’s Falls and the mouth of the Illi- 
nois River, constantly witnessing the great danger to life and property at the 
bridge piers, and the consequent necessity for protection thereat, submitted a 
— to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, in which much important 

rmation was given upon the subject and the shear booms urgently recom- 
mended. Therefore your memorialists would respectfully but snpeady snaps 
that the interest of commerce, the security of property, and the safety of life 
imperatively demand that, at the earliest possible moment, shear booms be 
placed at the various Te in substantial accordance with the plans and recom- 
mendations above alluded to: Therefore, 

Be i resolved by the senate of the State of Illinois (the house of representatives con- 
curring therein), That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Repre- 
sentatives requested to use their best efforts to secure the placing of shear booms 
at the various bridges crossing the Mississippi River. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, duly en by the president of the 
senate, the speaker of the house, and attested by the secretary of this body, be 

ed to each of the Illinois Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Adopted by the Senate February 9, 1883. 

WILLIAM J. CAMPBELL, 
President of the Senate. 
L. F. WATSON, Secretary. 
Concurred in by the house of representatives February 16, 1883 


aor Louis ©. COLLINS, Jn., 
Speaker o, louse © = 
JOHN A. REV , Clerk. 
URKIrTep STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Minois, ss: 

I, Henry D. Dement, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true mon Fi a preamble and joint resolution adopted 
_— thirty-third General Assembly of the State of Illinois, and filed in this 

February 22, A. D, 1883. 


In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of State. 
Done at Springfield this 2d day of February, in the rom of our Lord 1883. 
{seat} MENRY D. DEMENT, 
Secretary of State, 





Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the Ones police force, praying 
for an allowance of one month’s extra pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a memorial of the Nashville Merchants’ 
Exchange, praying an appropriation for the continuance of the cotton- 
belt weather reports; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located at Wash- 
i , in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which were 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts exc- 
cuted by the Postmaster-General was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; and the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of the board 
on behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the inter- 
national exhibition of 1876, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. FAIR, and Mr. GORMAN submitted amend 
ments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (IH. 
R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CALL, and Mr. JONES of Florida, submitted amendments tn- 
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator to let us have a short executiy: 
session. 

Mr. HOAR. I will substitute that motion, but I thought it was too 
late for that. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business. After twenty-six minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate adjourn to meet to-morrow 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. ANTHONY called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yecas 
24, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Barrow, Groome, MeMillan, Sewell, 

. Tale, Maxey, Tabor, 
Brown, Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Vest, 
Call, ; Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Coke, Iloar, Pugh, Walker, 
Gorman Jonas, m, Williams. 

NAYS—1. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Hawley, Plumb, 
Blair, Garland, Morgan, Rollins, 
Cameron of Wis., sea al Morrill, Sawyer. 
Conger, Has * Platt, 
ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
liison, ar Kellogg, aes, 
yard, erry, Lamar, erman, 
Butler, ; Lapham, Slater, 
Camden, Grover, I . Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, MeDill, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, McPHerson, Windom. 
Davis of Il., ackson, Mahone 
Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Miller of Cal., 


Dawes, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned to meet on Tuesday at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAy, February 26, 1883. 


The House met at 110’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. 
D. POWER. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had with amendments, ip 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: y 

A bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
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and judicial of the Government for the fiseal year ending 
30, 1884, and for other purposes. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
pack the bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations tor the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, and for other purposes, with the Senate amendments thereto, 
and moved that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in, and 
that a conference with the Senate’be requested. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. KetcHaM of New York, Mr. Hiscock of New York, and Mr. 
Forney of Alabama. 


tive, 
June 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I desire to submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the report from the 
Committee on Claims by the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think the only way to proceed in 
order is to have the order. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.CANNON. I move to take from the Speaker's table the bill (I. 
R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, 
and forother purposes, returned from the Senate with amendments, and 
thatthe bill, with the Senate amendments numbered, be printed. Iam 
also instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to move to non- 
concur in all the amendments of the Senate and to ask a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. O’ NEILL of Pennsylvania, and Mr. ATKINS 
of Tennessee. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. I rise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit it. 

Mr. CASWELL. I submit a report from the committee of confer- 
ence on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The report was as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to socaummnamal and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, and 6, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
mumbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ July”’ in said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the word “ Octo- 
ber;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and e to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter soupaent te be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And report to Congress in mber next, with the data upon which it is 
based, a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the mails 
on railroad routes, if practicable, in order to secure the better protection of the 
interes’s of the Government and the ne ae of the rates of compensation 
for the service required, and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000 out 
of the appropriation for the transportation of mails for actual and necessary ex- 
penses involved, including such extra compensation as he may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of t Department for specific services rendered, which 
sum shall be immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

L.. B.CASWELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 

E. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The accompanying statement was read, as follows: 


The managers of the conference on the part of the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Post-Office appropriation bill submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the report, which is here- 
with submitted, if ado : 

On amendment numbered 2: Strikes out the following: 

, That forthe better accomplishment of the objects of the acts author- 
izing the construction of the railroads hereinafter referred to, and the better to 
secure to the Government the use and benefit of the same, the acts authorizing 


to land grants, 


een Government aid by the loan or guarantee of bonds by the United 


other acts, parts of acts, and provisions having relation thereto 
are pay 80 altered, amended, and tnodified that hereafter the compensation 
a ~ A. —— the coarying ond transportation of the v nhed States mails 
m es, or their assigns or successors, shall be 1 by the 
Postmaster-General, Se = anne 
~ other railway companies of the same class to whicli the United States have 
une aid by grant of land, right of way, or otherwise.” 
amendments numbered 3 and 4: Appropriates $185,000 for necessary and 
apecial facilities on trunk lines and $600,000 for transportation by steamboat 


a a 





t bered 5 and 6: Provides that the reduction of rate of post- 
a tem go into effect on and after October 1, 1883. 


t numbered 11: Makes section 3 of the act read as follows: 


. 3. Postmaste neral is hereby directed to make a thoroug! 
gh 
investigation into the railway mail service of the United States and report to 


| 











the building and construction of those railroads which have received, inaddition | 


at a rate not exceeding that fixed by him or allowed by law | 
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Congress in December next, with the data upon whieh it is based. a more < omplete 
system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the mails on railroad routes. if 
practicable, in order to secure the better protection of the interests of the Gov 
ernment, and the adjustment of rates of compensation for the service required 
and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000, out of the appropr iation 
for the transportation of mails, for actual and necessary expenses involved, in- 
cluding such extra compensation as he may deem just and reasonable to ofti 
cers of the Department for specific services rendered; which sum shall be in 
mediately available.” 

The total amount appropriated by the act, as agreed upon in conference 
$44,489,520, or $25,000 less than as it passed the Senate, and $260,000 more than as 
it was agreed to in the House; $154,380 Jess than the law for the current vear 
and $2,251,591.25 less than the estimates for 1884. ' 

IL. B. CASWELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
kk, JOHN ELLIS, 


Managers on the part of the Hous 


Mr. CASWELL. I move that the report be adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to make an inquiry. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want toask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. CASWELL] a question. It is as to what this report of the com 
mittee of conference does with the special-facility fund of $185,000, 
which the House refused to put in the bill and which the Senate put in? 

Mr. CASWELL. It has been agreed to by the conference and is left 
in the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN 

Mr. CASWELL 
of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN 


Then I hope the report will not be agreed to. 
I now move the previous question on the adoption 


I rise to a question of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is that in the midst of this confusion it is im- 
possible to understand what is pending before the House upon which 
the previous qestion is called. [ ask that the report be read 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have 
ments of the Senate concurrence is 
non-concurrence, 

Mr. CASWELL. If we can have order, if the gentleman from In 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] desires, I will make a brief statement in exp! 
nation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are anxious to know what is the motion 

Mr. CASWELL. The motion is that the report of the committee ot 
conference be adopted. The only point of difference L apprehend about 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_LMAN] cares to hear any 
thing is the one in relation to special mail facilities on railroads. The 
committee of conference have agreed to allow the Senate amendment 
appropriating $185,000 for that purpose to remain in the bill 

We have also agreed that the reduction of postage on letters shall tak« 
effect on the Ist of October instead of the Ist of January as original] 
in the House bill. We have agreed to omit the amendment which was 
offered in the House to attach to the bill a provision fixing the rate of 
compensation to land-grant railroads for carrying the mails; 
vision is eliminated from the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. Youreport to concur with the Senate in striking out 
that railroad feature? 

Mr. CASWELL. We concu 
out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Andalsoin the action of the Senate adding $185,001 
for special facilities? 
Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


vain stated as to what 
recommended and what 


amena 


amendment 


that pro 


rin the Senate proposition to strike that 


That is so 


Then you concur in the two important 


Schats 


| amendments. 


Mr. ROBESON. I could not hear exactly what the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] said, and I may repeat his question. I want 
to ask whether the conterees concur in the proposition of the Senate to 
strike out the provision of the House that the charters of those compa 
nies which receive bonds as well as land subsidies shall be so amended 
as to enable the Postmaster-General to reduce the rates of transporta 
tion for mails? 

I understand that this provision was voted in in this House after a 
long and severe controversy by an overwhelming vote. 1 understand 
that the Senate has stricken it out. Now, I ask whether this confer 
ence committee agrees to the striking out. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will sayin reply to the gentleman from New Jer 
sey [Mr. Ropeson] that the Senate in their amendments struck out 
that clause. They claim that this point as to what would be a reason 
able compensation to these railroad companies for carrying the mails is 
now involved ina question pending before the Court of Claims, and that 
it would be unwise action on the part of Congress to wrest that subject 
from the court when it is perhaps fairly and fully presented. It 
claimed that under these circumstances any attempt of Congress to set 
tle the question would but add confusion to the embarrassed situation. 
The Senate was persistentin striking out thisclause. We once reported 
back to the House our disagreement upon this subject, the House eon 
ferees having insisted upon the House provision with a view to carry 
out the wish of the House if possible. But when we found further re- 
sistance useless we yielded to the Senate proposition. 

Mr. ROBESON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
ground upon which the Senate stands is that this question is already 
in controversy in the courts? 


1S 
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Mr. CASWELL. 
provision out. 

Mr. ROBESON. Now, I will ask whether it is not in controversy 
in this way—whether the Court of Claims, when the question came be- 
fore it, did not find that there was suflicient legislation to authorize 
Congress to reduce the rates, whether an appeal was not taken by the 
railroad companies from the decision of the Court of Claims to the 
Supreme Court, and whether the Supreme Court did not hold that this 
question could not be decided by the Court of Claims for one reason 
only, that Congress had not sufficiently legislated upon the point; and 
is not the provision in this bill a response to that decision by sufficiently 
legislating upon the point? 

Mr. DUNN. In other words, this act does what the court says former 
acts omitted to do. 

Mr. ROBESON. And what the court says is necessary to be done. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will concede that the courts do decide Congress 
has not attempted by any act up to this time to change the charter. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will ask the gentleman whether the court did not 
hold in effect that this question could not be decided by the courts until 
Congress should adopt further legislation; so that if we do not legislate 
the question will never be decided and these companies will never be 
limited to what is a fairand reasonable compensation under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not think thecourtsso held. That is a mat- 
ter for us to determine. It is very true that nobody has yet claimed 
but that these companies ought to have what is reasonable and fair com- 
pensation for carrying the mai!s as provided in their original charter; 
and while the question is pending in the courts to determine what is 
reasonable and fair compensation, it seemed to be unwise that it should 
be taken from the courts. 

I wish to say further that this amendment which was added to the 
bill in the House is so indefinite that it would be impossible for the 
Postmaster-General to execute it. For instance—— 

Mr. DUNN. How does he execute 

Mr. CASWELL. I insist that the gentleman shall let me complete 
my sentence. For instance, the amendment provides that the compen- 
sation shall be the sameas that allowed to companies which have received 
aid trom the Government by grant of lands or by right of way through 
thepublicdomain. Now, the fact isthat those companies which received 
aid by land grants receive 80 per cent. of the amount allowed to other 
roads, while those that received simply aid by right of way receive the 
full amount allowed to other roads. Now, I ask which will be the rule 
to govern in this case—the amount allowed to land-grant roads or the 
amount allowed to those roads which have received right of way? 
There is 20 per cent. difference in the allowance. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me to ask him this ques- 
tion: If there is any ambiguity in the language of the House provision 
would it not be a very easy thing for the committee of conference, inas- 
much as the subject was before them, to make the n amendment ? 

Mr. CASWELL. In view of the legislation upon this subject and the 
great confusion existing with regard to what is the correct rule and what 
is the law itself, I do not think it would be a very easy thing. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish toask the gentleman this question, whether 
practically these companies are not now claiming the right to charge for 
the transportation of mail matter as if it were express matter; whether 
this amendment introduced by the gentleman from New Jersey was 
not for the purpose of regulating that charge bringing these companies 
down to ordinary and fair rates; and whether the United States Senate, 
in its refusal to accede to this amendment and its determination to de- 
feat the Post-Office bill unless the House will recede, is not putting itself 
betore the country in this position, that the people are to have no rights, 
so far as the Government is concerned, in the ordinary charges of ordi- 
nary rates, but these companies must be permitted to charge atexpress 
rates or the Senate will defeat the bill? Itseems to me that if this com- 
mittee of conference would stand firm the Senate would have to back 
down. 

Mr. CASWELL. I regard the gentleman’s “‘ question ’’ as a speech 
instead of a question, and it hardly demands reply. 

Mr. DUNN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a 
question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Very well. 

Mr. DUNN. How was it that the committee could find out so easily 
how to fix the matter for the railroad companies and could not find ont 
how to benefit the Government? 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not think that is a fair question. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope before the gentleman surrenders the floor he 
will yield me ten minutes. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will move the previous question, and will then 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ROBESON. I object. Unless we understand this thing and 
haye a chance to discuss it I hope we will vote it down. 

Mr. RYAN. Let us vote down the conference report. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow mea word before the gentleman from Wis- 
consin calls for the previous question. 


That is one of the reasons given for striking the 








To whatextent and upon what 
such change under 








ue. tot 8 I St a moment or two. 

r. N. e not want the time for discussion cive 
one side sat nee to Se other. Tom © 
TheS question is on ordering the previous questi: 

The committee divided; and there ere—ayes 92, noes 74. — 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand tellers on ordering the previous question 

Mr. CANNON. One word. I ask for unanimous consent to make 
a suggestion. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to know whether the House is to yield ery- 
thing to the Senate and we are not to have time to discuss it. j 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe if the members of the conference commit- 
tee could have ten or fifteen minutes the House would be satisfied to 
order the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. Do you propose to give this side of the House ten or 
fifteen minutes ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes; half an hour. 

Mr. DUNN. You have refused us any so far. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think there is any necessity for this con- 
test. I appeal to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to appeal to my 
[Cries or ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

The SPEAKER. This is the order. 

Mr. CASWELL. If I may be permitted, Mr. Speaker, I will with 
draw the demand for the previous question. 

_ CANNON. That is what I wished to appeal to my colleague 
to do. 

Mr. CASWELL. If I may be permitted to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question I will yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, a member of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the demand for the pre- 
vious question will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CASWELL. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will take the floor in my own right 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not do so, as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin holds the floor and now yields for ten minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as a member of this conference com- 
mittee I ask the attention of the House for a very few minutes while | 
refer to the points involved in the nt discussion. 

Touching the matter of special facilities the conference committee 
found the Senate firm. We yielded that point for the reason, it wil! 
be observed, there is legislation on the bill authorizing and requiring 
the Postmaster-General to submit to the next session of Congress a dif- 
ferent scheme for the compensation of railways. It was believed this 
would be the last year this appropriation would have to be made; and 
as the Senate was firm to the extent of $185,000 service, the House con- 
ferees yielded. 

Now, touching the principal matter in conference, and in reference to 
which the House coniieebta were compelled to yield tothe Senate. Atter 
discussion the House put a clause on the bill providing land-grant and 
subsidy railroads should only receive 50 per cent. of what other land- 
grant railroads were paid for the transportation of the mails. There 
is no time now to go fully mtothe merits of the question, and the House, 
Iapprehend, would not have the patience if I sought to do so. 

We found the Senate conferees firm and decided. One disagreement 
had already been reported to the House, and we further ascertained the 
Senate conferees would not in any event yield on this point. Now, 
when general } tion is sought to be placed upon an appropriation 
bill changing existing law the body which seeks to legislate has unde: 
the ordinary rule and practice to yield jn whole or in part rather than 
the bill shall fail. That, Mr. Speaker, is the ordinary practice. As 
other gentlemen on this conference committee I acted in good faith to 
secure the adoption of the views of the House without regard to any 
opinion I might have as to the propriety of this legislation or its neces- 
sity 


with it. 
end from Wisconsin 


If I can have the attention of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr 
ROBESON ] as well as of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], | 
will say, after investigation of the recommendation of the House, and 
on the merits and independent of anything else, in my judgment it 1s 
wise to strike out this proposed legislation. 

I beg the attention of gentlemen fora moment tosay that the method 
of compensation to these railroads is settled under their charters to be a 
fair and reasonable com tion, and not more than that paid hy private 
individuals for a similar service. Now, it is alleged, however, that 
Congress has a power to change that act and modify this compensation. 
It has been stated by the gentleman from New Jersey that the courts 
have so decided. For my part 1 donot so understand thatdecision. | 
hold the decision of the ineae Court reversing the Court of Claims 
in my hand, and in that I find the following language: 


considerations Con, has the power to make 
the reservations in the oct in a case where it manifests an 
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intention to do so, is a question which does not arise in this suit and has not 
been cons 

But grant, if you please, that Congress has the power to change this 
mode of compensation, I say that in my opinion it is not politic to make | 
the change, and for the following reasons: I holdin my hand the report 
of the Commissioner of Railways, in which he estimates that under the | 
operation of the Thurman act, setting aside 25 per cent. of the net earn- 
ings of these companies, that when the bonds mature they will owe to 
the Government, after the sinking fund has been applied, the U nion Pa- 
cific Railroad $70,000,000 and the Southern Pacific Railway $25,000,000; 
in other words, that if we have the whole of this transportation paid at 
the present rates or at any rate we may fix by litigation, and add toit 
the 5 per cent. of the net earnings sufficient to make 25 per cent. of the 
total net earnings, that when the bonds mature and the sinking fund is | 
applied these roads will still owe the Government $70,000,000 in the 
one case and $25,000,000 in the other as I have just stated. Now, when | 
Congress comes in and proposes to cut the allowances for transportation | 
it will not affect the amount of the indebtedness when these bonds ma- 


ture, because—— eT ics 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question right there. | 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not my friend assuming that Congress will not | 
modify or amend the sinking-fund act ? | 

Mr. CANNON. I was just coming to that; the gentleman has an- | 
ticipated by his question what I was just on the point of stating, that | 
from my examination of this question and from all the decisions I doubt | 
very much whether the proposed legislation in the House bill would be | 
sustained by the courts, to begin with. 

Now, then—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not my friend know that the Supreme 
Court has almost expressly so decided in the sinking-fund case ? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, by no manner of means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have unquestionably so decided. 

Mr. CANNON. But if you please, continuing the point that I was 
about making, if you grant that Congress has the power to make this 
change, I say when you do make the change, when you have this legis- 
lation ingraited as you have now upon the House bill, and compel the 
roads to conform to it, you gain nothing but a barren victory, aharvest | 
without wheat, for if you pay them all they claim for transportation— | 
which goes into the sinking fand—the roads will still after maturity of | 
the bonds owe the Government $100,000,000. Now, the Supreme Court | 
has sustained the Thurman act, namely, that we take 25 per cent. of | 
the net earnings of these companies and apply it to the sinking fund. | 
Now, what we should do is to so amend the Thurman act as to take 50 per | 
cent. of the net earnings of these roads or a sufficient amount and carry | 
it to the sinking fund, so that when their indebtedness to the United 


States matures the sinking fund will be large enough to pay every dol- 
lar of that indebtedness, 

Mr. HOLMAN. But let me ask the gentleman would it not bea 
perfectly fair proposition to so amend the sinking-fund or Thurman act 
as to provide for the retirement of these bonds by saying that all of the 
net earnings of the roads—and I ask him if it would not be an act of jus- 
tice and fairness to the companies themselves to say that every dollar 
of the net earnings should gointo the sinkind fund except such amount 
as would realize thir dividends upon the stocks of the companies? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will allow me 
time to answer this question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. When that case comes up, the case which the gen- 
tleman now submits, I will state to him that I am in favor of so ex- 
tending the Thurman act as to take a suflicient amount of their net | 
earnings and apply it to the sinking fund, so that at the maturity of | 
the bonds there will be a fund adequate to meet them. The courts 
have decided that such an act is proper, and there can be no question 
about the power of Congress in the premises. That legislation would | 
be efficacious when it is written upon the statute-books, and you would 
have a substantial harvest, something that you will never get by the 
legislation which is now proposed upon the House bill. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask | 
him a question before he sits down ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBESON. I agree with the gentleman from Illinois that we 
ought to amend the sinking-fund act so as to put more money under it | 


into the Treasury. Now, I ask the gentleman from Illinois and I ask | 
this conference committee why, when they met these technical objections 
on the part of the conference committee of the Senate suggesting that 
this would be a barren victory, they did not agree to the Senate prop- 
osition with an amendment changing the sinking-fund act and put- 
ting thaton? Then we would have had real legislation instead of the 
= of it in the future. Now we are asked to give up the thing 
itself for the faint hope of getting some addition to the sinking-fund act | 
in some future legislation through some otherCongress. If that is the 
right thing to do, do it now and here and we will support you in it. 
Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from New Jersey, I have 
. 


| tion ? 


to say that this is a Post-Office appropriation bill and this is a House 
amendment we had to deal with. The House conterees did present the 
request, and suggested the propriety of amending the Thurman act; 
and the reply was made that that would open up a question that could 
not be exhausted, and it was doubtful whether we had the power to 
exhaust it legitimately upon this bill. 

In further reply to the gentleman from New Jersey as to why the 
House conferees did not seek so to amend this bill as he suggests, | will 
ask him why, when he moved this proposition in the House, he did not 
move an amendment to the Thurman act to increase the amount up to 


| 50 per cent. so as to give the House conferees jurisdiction of a substan 


tial amendment that would be efficacious when it was adopted ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. In answer to the question of the gentleman fyom 


| Illinois I will say it was simply because it was not in order under that 


bill and that provision of the bill. Suchan amendment was prepared, 
and I am confident would have been offered if it had been in order. 
Mr. CANNON. Then, if it was not in orde1 


for the Hlouse to sub 


| mit a matter of conference to its agents, the conferees, was it in order 


for the conferees to exceed the power of the principal? 
WELL rese.] Just one word before I close. I ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin to allow me another minute. I am as ready by proper 
and efficacious legislation as any man in this House or country to take 
these net earnings and set them aside sufficient to pay the indebtedness 
to the Government. I stand not here as the apologist or advocate of 
these roads, but I stand to defend them or anybody else, corporate o1 


| Mr. CAs 


| individual, in the United States in all their rights they are entitled to 


under the Constitution; and then I stand ready to ask when the time 


| comes, by proper legislation, that the law be amended so that this much 
| desired object can be accomplished of taking from these roads enough 


money to pay the debt of the Government by the increase of the sink 

ing fund. 
Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me fora ques 

Mr, CANNON 


If I have any more time I will hear the 
question. 


sentleman's 


MESSAGE FROM TITE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that certain clerical errors existed in the engrossed 
copy of the Senate amendments to the bill (If. R. 5538) to reduce in- 
ternal-revenue taxation, and requested the return to the Senate of said 
bill for the purpose of correcting said errors 


INTERXNAL-REVENUE TAXATION 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the message just 
received from the Senate, which the Clerk will read 
leged matter. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Thisisa privi 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
February 26, 1882 
Ordered, That the House of Representatives be informed that certain clerical 

errors existed in the engrossed copy of the amendments adopted by the Senate 

to House bill No. 5538,to reduce internal-revenue taxation ; and that the House 
of Representatives be requested to return to the Senate the said bill, for the pur 
pose of correcting said errors 


Mr. ROBESON. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ROBESON. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ROBESON. 
privileged matter, 


I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The gentleman will state it 

That is a privileged matter undoubtedly- 

It is. 

But I desire to know if we are not discussing a 
the report of the conierence committee? 


The SPEAKER. That isa privileged matter. The matter under 
| discussion is also a privileged matter. 
Mr. ROBESON. I object to considering that until we get thr ugh 


with what the Hous« 
The SPEAKER. 


is now engaged in discussing. 


The Chair desires to state that has been the 


uniform rule, so far as the Chair is aware, in the whole history of the 
Congress of the United States for one House to immediately comply 
with a request of this kind on the part of the.other 
Mr. ANDERSON. That is right. 
Mr. ROBESON. There will be no objection to ope! 
time—— . 
Mr. ALDRICH rhe proper time is now 
Mr. ROBESON. And after the pending matter is disposed of I shall 
, make no objection 
The SPEAKER. This is the proper tim 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; that is right 
Mr. HASKELL ros: 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Kansas 
rise? 
Mr. HASKELL. I rise with reference to the communication re 
ceived from the Senate, and I make the motion that the request of the 
| Senate be agreed to by the House, and that the bill be returned Phere 
is but one motion to be made, and I make it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question. Is there ob 


| jection to granting the request of the Senate for the return of the bill 


mdicated ” 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to have it stated what the 
clerical errors are that the Senate desires to correct. 

The SPEAKER. That is not material to the present question. If 
there be no objection, the bill will be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and returned to the Senate in accordance with the request of that body. 

There was no objection. 

POST-OFFICE 

Mr. CASWELL. 
[Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield tothe gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. K1nG] 
that he may ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. KING. [ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] if the 
effect of the amendment as to special mail facilities is not to grant to 
certain railroads from the city of New York privileges in regard to the 
carrying of fast mails from which other railroads and communities of 
the country are cut off? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman I will say that how it 
will be expended hereafter I do not know; the gentleman knows how 
it is expended now. It is proposed to give the same amount for the 
next year as is being expended for the current year. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman tell us how it is expended now ? 

Mr. CANNON. It is expended on the route from Boston to New 
York, from New York to Buffalo and on to Chicago, from New York to 
Washington, and from Washington down through Virginia, North and 
South Carolina, and into Florida. 

Mr. KING. Is that all? 

Mr. CANNON. Substantially all; there may perhaps be one or two 
minor expenditures. 

Mr. KING. Does it reach to New Orleans and to Texas or to Saint 
Louis? 

Mr. DUNN. No. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Nor to Atlanta. 

Mr. KING. Nor to San Francisco. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have nospeech to make and will occupy but little 
of the time of the House. I will not undertake to discuss that portion 
of the bill which refers to railroads; I will leave that to gentlemen who 
are more familiar with that branch of our legislation. 

I feel, however, that there ought to be something done, if it can be 
done, to protect the people against the wrongs intended to be guarded 
against, and to secure the Government the rights intended to be secured 
to it by the action of the House heretofore. In regard to the $180,000 
for fast mails, I take it that all the members of the House, if they have 
received the communications which a portion of the members have re- 
ceived, have learned from the portions of country interested in this 
matter that this proposed appropriation is an unnecessary gift to cer- 
tain railroads; that their schedules of time already meet the very pur- 
pose which it is intended shall be accomplished by this $180,000, 

Up to 1872 or 1873 the maximum pay of railroads for mail services 
was $300 per mile, with 25 per cent. added where night service was re- 
quired. By an act passed perhaps in 1873, providing a different mode 
of ascertaining the amount which should be given to railroads—by that 
act and subsequent legislation the pay of these railroads has been in- 
creased to $800, $900, $1,000, and even $1,200 per mile, an increase to 
nearly four times what was before considered adequate compensation 
for the service. 

The demands of these corporations go on, and here is a proposition to 
take $180,000 more from the Treasury and add it to their pay, when 
their ordinary schedules now provide fora service which would accom- 
modate the country just as well, except as regards the matter of send- 
ing morning papers a short distance out from New York city; that is 
all. Itisan unnecessary gift of the public money to these railroads. 
If we mean to represent the people and to protect their interest we 
ought to guard against such partial and unjust legislation as this. 

The House expressed its judgment upon this subject. The conferees 
tell us that the Senate insisted upon their proposition and they had to 
yield. Perhaps the conferees felt that they were justified in yielding 
to the Senate. But this House should not yield both the important 
amendments which have been made by the Senate to this bill. It ought 
at least to insist upon a compromise, and not yield everything that the 
cormorants ask and save nothing to the people. 

I hope that the House will refuse to concur in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference and send it back, so that the will of the House, of 
the direct representatives of the people, can to some extent be repre- 
sented in this legislation. 

Mr. CASWELL. I new move the previous question. 

Mr. ROBESON. Onemoment. I desire to be recognized before that 


motion is put. 
Mr. CASWELL. Go ahead, then. 
Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cas- 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas 


The SPEAKER. 
WELL] yield? 


Mr. ROBESON. I do not ask the gentleman to yield; I ask to be 


ized. 
The SPEAKER. The recognition would do no good. 
Mr. ROBESON. Why not? 
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Ro pn a pang If the gentleman has time yielded to him he must 

Mr. CASWELL. I must demand the 
gentleman will now proceed 

Mr. CANNON. Will there not be an hour for debate afte 
tion has been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cc 
has twenty minutes remaining. 

os sen veg I must demand the 
rentleman from New Jersey is prepared 
. Mr. ROBESON. fn 
may I not be 

The SPEAKER. 
controls the hour. 

Mr. ROBESON, 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House 
and will say that if the previons question is ordered there will be no 
further debate. . 

Mr ROBESON. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr 
CASWELL] a question. Do I understand that he proposes that we shal! 
confine ourselves to such time as he may choose to yield us of the re- 
maining twenty minutes, or to move the previous question and shut us 
off entirely ? 

Mr. CASWELL. My intention is at the close of the hour to de- 
mand the previous question. I am entirely willing to yield half of my 
remaining time to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Roprson ], or 
more if he asks it, but I can not yield the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. There are other gentlemen who desire to speak on 
the same side as I do; I do not think it fair to claim all the time my- 
self. If this House desires to close out all debate on this question and 
to yield both demands of the Senate without debate, then let gentle- 
men take the responsibility. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not think it right that I should be required 
to yield the floor before demanding the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What does the pre 
vious question include ? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report. 

Mr. DUNN. As an entirety? 

The SPEAKER. As an entirety. 

Mr. DUNN. _Is that divisible on the final vote ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. DUNN. Lask the gentleman from Wisconsin, then, to allow us 
to voteseparately on these two propositions, the provision giving $185,000 
for special facilities and the provision regulating rates for transporta- 
tion of the mails by railroads. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not understand that a division of the question 
would be possible. 

Mr. DUNN. The House does not want to yield everything to the 
railroad companies. 

Mr. ROBESON. I suggest to gentlemen on the other side that it is 
not fair for them to come here and, after consuming forty minutes of 
the hour, say that we may have half of the remaining twenty minutes, 
and then ask the House on this question of giving up its rights to omler 
the previous question. 

Mr. CASWELL. I have yielded almost all my time to gentlemen 
on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onordering the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that forty minutes be 
allowed to the other side. 

Mr. ROBESON. Thirty minutes will be enough. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asks 
unanimous consent that thirty minutes be allowed for discussion in op- 
position tothe conference report. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. § er, I reserve my twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ize the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Ropgson] to control the thirty minutes, and then the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] will be again recognized. 

Mr. ROBESON. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I shall occupy five 
minutes. This is simply a case where the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and the other Pacific companies are claiming the right to charge 
for transportation of mail matter at the rates which they charge for ex- 
press matter, those rates being fixed by themselves, and where the House, 
after long discussion, declared by a strong vote that Congress has the 
right to say what is a reasonable rate of com tion. Now, theSen- 
ate is simply the position that it will defeat this Post-Office ap- 

iation bill rather than let a little bit of God Almighty’s justice flash 

wn upon these railroad companies. That is the whole question; that 

is the exact issue—whether this House, at the beck of the Senate, shall 
say: ‘We will recede from our action in order that at some future 
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road power of the United States in Congress, we may take care of this 
: ” 
— we most devoutly that the House will reject the report of this com- 
mittee of conference and will tell these conferees to go back and say to the 
Senate conferees, ‘‘Gentlemen, we will take what we can get now, and 
vou must either back down or else you shall not have the Post-Office ap- 
propriation pill.”” That is the right position for the House in this mat- 
ter, All this talk about something in the future, about constitutional 
law, about what the Supreme Court might or might not decide, about 
not gathering our harvest, and all that sort of—I will not say what— 
does not affect this question at all. The question is whether we shall 
keep these companies from fixing their own rates on the scale of ex- 
press-matter rates for carrying the United States mails, and whether 
this House will permit the Senate to compel us to back down from our 
defense of the rights of the Government and the rights of the people? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, sir, although the gentleman would not allow 

» one. 

a a CANNON. I will ask the gentleman whether he has read the 
opinion of the Supreme Court touching this very point of the rate of com- 
pensation of these railroads. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Why, Mr. Speaker, what has that to do with the 
question? The point here is not what the Supreme Court has decided. 
1 donot care a straw whether it has decided or not; everybody knows that 
Congress has the right to say what is a reasonable rate of compensation 
for these companies; that is a legislative, nota judicial question. Every- 
body knows perfectly well that the condition in the charter which the 
gentleman alleges to be a condition for the benefit of the companies is 
not so at all, but isa condition for the advantage of the Government. 
The gentleman whirls the question right around when he says that the 
condition is something defending the rights of the companies; it is a 
defense of the rights of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, after the very careful consideration in 
this House not only a8 to the power but as to the policy of paying to 
railroad companies which have received subsidies in bonds or lands 
only 80 per cent. of the amount paid to other railroad corporations, it does 
seem to me that, without some very cogent reason being presented, the 
House, having acted so deliberately, should not recede from the position 
it has taken. 

The ground assumed by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is 
entirely untenable. It is clear my friend labors under a misapprehen- 
sion. The Supreme Court simply decided that, in the absence of all 
legislation directly affecting the Union Pacific corporation, they were 
entitled to receive under the terms of the original grant of 1862-64 
nothing less and nothing more. 
and it is so declared, enter into the question of the power of Congress 
to amend the charters of those companies by adding to, altering, or 
amending the acts of incorporation. That was expressly avoided. 


and that is the everlasting and persistent opposition to every measure 
seeking to impose reasonable restraints and limitations on those pow- 
erful corporations. It seems almost impossible to legislate in such 
manner as will secure tothe Government that measure of justice which 
the people of this country, in my judgment, have a right to demand. 
We seem to have reached a point where the people of this country have 
no rights whatever, even in the exercise of legislative power, which 
this corporation created by us are bound to respect. I think the House 
proposition is a reasonable one, and it can not be met by the statement 
that the real remedy is by amendment of the sinking-fund law. It 
can not be met that way. To some extent the country under this pro- 
vision now under consideration derives some incidental benefit from the 
millions of acres of land and millions of bonds invested by the Gov- 
ernment in the construction of these great roads. Something is ac- 
complished by it, but the opportunity to amend the sinking-fund law 
will not occur during this Congress. Every effort to bring that meas- 
ure forward as yet has failed during the present Congress. It will un- 
doubtedly receive attention hereafter, and Congress will be unmindful 
of its duty if it docs not provide to the full extent suggested by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the net earnings of these 
roads shall be applied to the creation of a sinking fund suflicient to 
meet the enormous debt which is to come either on the corporations or 
the Government, and that, too, in a short period of time. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the House will not concur in this report 


roads at a less rate than is paid to such corporations as obtained nosuch 


locality, or rather the newspapers of a single locality, a measure which 
been denounced and condemned by the press, outside of a single 


on the bill, 





ts or subsidies; and secondly, in reference to the appropriation of | 
185,000, not simply as a ‘‘slush’’ fund, but for the benefit of a single | 


| 








as to both these questions; first, as to the right of the Government to | 
have its mails transported over these land-grant and bond-subsidy rail- | 


| great newspapers of the country 


commercial center, all over the country ever since the Senate placed it | 
I think, sir, on both grounds this Congress should not | 


| den mist of doubt and uncertainty rises, and gentlemen are | 
They did not, but expressly avoided, | 


concur in the conference repcert, but should ask another committee of 
conference to see whether or not some approach to justice can not be 
secured. 

If there is ambiguity in the House provision touching these land- 
grant and bond-subsidy roads it is before the committee of conterence 
and is easy of amendment. If it is true that provision applies as well 
to roads simply having the right of way as to those to which grants of 
land and bonds have been made, the whole subject is before the confer 
ence committee by the action of the two Houses and it can readily be 
amended and made clear. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ROBESON. 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. Is the gentleman from New Jersey satistied he will 
have time enough left for himself ? ; 

Mr. ROBESON. I have fifteen minutes and that is as long as any 
body ought to talk on this subject. ; 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to discuss this matter 
at length. It has been elaborately discussed heretofore in the House. 
But I do desire to express my surprise at the fact that matters which 
are plain and clear to the courts, matters which were clear and distinet 
enough to secure the favorable action of this House, in conterence be 
come suddenly shrouded in mystery, doubt, and uncertainty. ‘The acts 
which were passed by a former Congress regulating the compensation 
that land-grant railroads should receive for transporting the United 
States mails were clear and distinct, and the courts understood them 
This act places the Pacific land-grant and subsidy roads on exactly the 
same footing that the former acts placed the land-grant roads on. 

Is there any uncertainty or ambiguity in that? That well 
understood and is being faithfully executed. This House distinctly 
stated that the Pacific roads should be allowed the same compensation 
for transporting mails that the land-grant roads received under those 
laws and under that adjudication. The Supreme Court in deciding on 
the right of the Pacific roads to larger compensation stated that they 
were not subject to the provisions of that act because it did not appear 
that Congress had expressed any legislative intention to change or amend 
the charter acts creating those corporations, which was necessary to be 
done in order to subject them to the law. There is a legislative inten 
tion expressed here as to those particular roads. Now this conference 
committee seems to clearly see their way to help the roads, but be 
comes suddenly shrouded in doubts, clouds, and uncertainty, 
to help the Government and the people as against the roads 

I repeat the way to serve the railroads—and I do not mean any reflee 
tion upon any individual—but the way to serve the interests of the 
railroad companies seems plain, clear, and free from all doubt; but when 
it comes to serving the cause of this Government and the people asud 


I will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman 


law is 


as to how 


} 
{ 


st and 
can not find the way to a solution of the question. 

I sincerely hope that the head-light of the locomotive will not always 
continue to be ‘‘a lamp to the feet and a light to the path’? of confer 


| ence committees of this House, or the light to guide their action. 1 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not overlook another fiet, | 


trust the time will soon come when the people of this country can have 
a Congress and committees who can find out how to serve the Govern 

ment and the people. Ido not mean, of course, any reflection upon any 
member of the committee. But it is strange, Mr. Speaker, that com 

mittees can get so suddenly lost in mystery and uncertainty, and can 
not find their way to serve the people, but do always find out just how 
to do the most good for the railroad corporations. Now, asto this $145, 

000 for special-facility service. How can this committee justify that 
sum? If there was in this bill eight or nine hundred thousand or a 
million of dollars tor special mail facilities, that would serve all of the 
interests of all parts of this country over all of the great trunk lines 
of railways, there would be a possible reason for it. If special-facility 
appropriations can be justified at all there might be some reason if it 
was provided in sufficient amountand equally for all parts of the country 

But a special facility which serves only two or three lines of railway to 
the exclusion of all the others can not be justified on any ground that I 
can imagine. No reason can be given for it except—well, | will not say 
what I wasabouttosay. But no justification, certainly none consistent 
with public interests, can be given for any such action. 

It is taking from the Treasury a large sum of money to serve certain 
private interests. A newspaper in New York says that it is to benefit 
a ‘‘newspaper syndicate,’ and that it is this syndicate that demands 
this $185,000. Here is an article from the Albany Argus which I will 
ask the Clerk to read, and so much as he can not read in the time al 
lotted to me I will ask to have printed as a part ofmy remarks. That 
paper calls attention to the matter and shows that it is this newspaper 
syndicate which demands special facilities for the distribution of certain 
I ask the Clerk to read the article. 

The Clerk read as follows 

THE FAST-MAIL FRAUD IN ANOTHER LIGHT 

In 1875 what is known asthe fast-mail fraud began. The beginning, bowever, 
showed a bad start. Congress had appropriated $150,000to enable the Postmas 
ter-General to make contracts with the Central-Hudson and Pennsylvania Rail- 


road Companies for fast trains, to be composed, in part at least, of mail cars ex 
clusively. The fast-mail train was to leave New York city at4.15 a.m. It was 
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discontinued after a little while, because Congress reduced the appropriation 10 
er cent, 
. The New York morning newspapers then made themselves virtually into a 
syndicate and demanded that Con, should renew and imcrease the appro- 
priation and that the Post-Office rtment should make contracts with the 
railroads which could * boom” their circulation at the expense of the Federal 
Treasury by fast trains. No contracts were to be made, or were made, or ever 
have been made with any other railroads. The project was strictly limited to 
giving the New York morning papers a monaney at the expense of the tax- 
myers of the United States, Accordingly the Hudson-Central, running to Al- 
oo ; the Pennsylvania Central, running through New Jersey to Phi Iphia, 
and the New York, New Haven and Hartford road, running through New En- 
land, were the only roads with which contracts were meant to be made or ever 
iave been made. The Chicago, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, 
Saint Louis, and New Orleans papers, and other papers of other great cities were 
not to have and never have had such a monopoly. It was tobe and is the monop- 
oly of the New York morning papers exclusively. 

n its thrifty and special effort the a syndicate of New York was suc- 
cessful. The fast-mail fraud was resumed. The appropriation was, in fact, in- 
creased frem $150,000 to $450,000, in course of time, but the increase threatened 
to defeat the monopoly purpose for which the syndicate was formed, There 
was cnough money to enable contracts to be made with roads running out of 
other great cities where other papers were printed, Accordingly, aftershrewdly 
getting Congress to appropriate $600,000 last year—under the pretense of sup- 
plying every section with a fast mail and thereby absting. positon to itamong 
members—the Post-Office Department, in the interest of the New York morning 
newspaper syndicate, made no contracts whatever with any roads e the 
three which could“ boom ”’ the circulation of the syadicate’s newspapers. Only 
$155,000 of the $600,000 was spent, on the advice of a prominent member of the 
syndicate, ‘to keep the ring small.” 

Thus the intention of Congress was defeated. The scheme of the syndicate 
was effected, The syndicate and the Department have most beautiful reasons, 
however, to explain why the Western roads would not touch a cent of the 
$415,000 of the Government, which Congress ordered should be used up in con- 
tracts for fast-mail trains out there. The aversion of all railroads, especially of 
western railroads, to make or take any money, particularly any money of the 
United States Treasury, is so well known, that the marines at the Washington 
barracks have shed tears over the difficulty of the Postmaster-General and over 
his failure to force the Government money on those corporations. Neverthe- 
less, the tax-payers continued to foot the bills for the monopoly which the syn- 
dicate of New York morning papers had out of the Treasury, and despite the 
heroic efforts of the Postmaster-General the papers of every other city “got 
left.”’ 

Convinced of the obduracy of those western railroads, the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, this year, ask only for the $185,000, It does not intend to expose itself to 
insult from those western roads any longer. It will deal only with the three 
roads which, by mere accident, can “boom” the circulation of the syndicate 
papers alone, and it will contract to pay them, by a like accident, only for the 
distance to which the papers of the syndicate can be profitably carried in the 
early morning. It is one of the most touching and encouraging signs of the ex- 
alted nobility of human nature that a reformer has ever witnessed to note that 
the syndicate newspapers are unanimously in favor of this unselfish course. 
Their unskilled talent warmly supports it in theirethical columns. Their skilled 
talent ably uses the customary arguments of its kind down in Washington for 
the same pure purpose, 

The practice which they are now pressing the House to continue, by agreein 
with the action of the Senate, is this: The transmission of three fast-mail-frau 
trains from New York, each merning, as follows: For Albany at 4.35 a. m.; for 
New Haven, &c., at 5a. m.; for Philadelphia, &c., at 4.30 a.m, 

These trains are loaded up with the New York morning rs. The bundie 
for each station between the points of destination and New York is thrown off 
en route, A rate of nearly fifty miles an hour is kept up, until the distance trav- 
ersed is such as reaches the limit of profit in the circulation “boom” of the 
syndicate’s papers. ‘Then these trains hitch on to slow locals and become hum- 
drum way affairs. Now, to show the minimum of letter parcels and the maxi- 
mum of the syndicate’s paper parcels carried by this swindle train, look at the 
statistics from December 1 to mber 6, inclusive, as conf by the New 
York Herald itself and by ‘‘ Superintendent” Jackson, to whom this job gives 
title and vocation : 
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A pouch may have one or more letters in it. It is locked up, all the same. 
A sack must be full of papers to be carried—else the number of sacks is reduced 
by using just the quota which the papers will fill. This will enable _ 
men and tax-payers to see the pro nm between the syndicate’s New York 


morning ne rs and that of public’s letters, shown by these 
Nothing more is necJed to present the merits and demerits of the matter to 
public scrutiny. The 


l appropriation is a fraud on the Treasury exclu- 
sively for the New York morning ee. In view of the dem ion by 
facts, which proves it to be such, let 

their duty, and with reference to their future account with the press and the 
taxpayers of the Union. 


Before the reading of the above article was concluded the hammer 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has ex- 
pired. 
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Mr. DUNN. I ask permission to t the remaind i 

There was no objection. ] ee er of the article. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now ask gentlemen on the other side 
going to divide their twenty minutes to take some part of it 

proceed. : 

Mr. CASWELL. Then I-yield five minutes to the gentle 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. = 

Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I think the gentle- 
men on the other side have the negative; and the committee on con- 
ferenceacting as the servant of this House under all of the ordinary rules 
of parliamentary procedure, has the right to be enlightened as’ to the 
points made by the other side. I certainly desire to hear the eloquent 
gentleman from New Jersey before I am called upon to reply to his 
opposition. 

Mr. ROBESON. Ido not ask gentlemen to take all of their time 
now; but they have twenty minutes and we have fifteen, and I 
they will take some portion of the time. 

Mr. CANNON. I haveso much respect for the gentleman from New 
Jersey that I would like to hear what he has to say, so that I may re- 
ply in the light of the wisdom of the argument which he is to submit 
in opposition to this report. 

Mr. ROBESON. DoI understand that gentlemen decline to occupy 
any part of the time now? j 

Mr. CASWELL. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
Illinois shall proceed now for a part of the time if he desires it. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from Illinois”? absolutely declines 
to proceed until he has had an opportunity of hearing what is said 
against this conference report. 

Mr. ROBESON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that the gentlemen 
think they must play this game with all the advantages. But still | 
desire to present the case fairly to the House; and in presenting it, | 
shall speak to my associates on my own side of the House, for with them 
and their principles and the position of their party I and my politica! 
views and interests must stand or fall. 

The condition of this case is just this, and if I do not state the facts 
clearly I trust gentlemen will interrupt and corgect me, Under the 
provisions of the law, as they used to stand, the Postmaster-General 
was authorized under certain regulations in the postal code to fix by 
weight and distance the price to be paid for carrying the United States 
mails. If he had authority to do that over railroads which were built 
by private capital and not affected by public grants he had certainly 
the legal right to do it when authorized by Congress to exercise simi- 
lar control over roads which were chartered by the United States and 
which were affected by public interests, That proposition no man can 
deny. By an amendment ‘to the postal code known as the ‘‘ Iiolman 
amendment’’ it was provided some years ago that land-grant railroads 
should receive only 80 per cent. of what the other railroads who had not 
received land grants from the Government for this service received. It 
was supposed when that amendment was adopted that it would apply 
to all of the land-grant railroads. But it was found when the Post- 
master-General attempted to apply it to the Pacific railroads that they 
claimed by a special provision in their charters that they were ex- 
empted from the enforcement of such a provision or condition on the 
part of the Postmaster-General unless their charter was amended. || 
of the ordinary roads built by private capital and private subscription 
submitted to the rate fixed by the Postmaster-General. But the Jand- 
grant roads declined. All of the other roads submitted to 80 per cent. 
of that rate, but the roads which received not only land grants, but 
also the guaranteed bonds of the General Government, and which now 
amount to an indebtedness of $103,000,000 in the way of subsidies to 
these land-grant roads said; ‘‘ No; we will not accept this; roads that 
have received no bonds or no grants may submit; but we absolutely 
decline to accede to these conditions.’’ 

Is that true or false? Is that statement of fact right or wrong” 
When the Postmaster-General attempts to do it they go to the Court of 
Claims. And the Court of Claims finds against them. They appeal to 
the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court in the opinion delivered by 
Mr. Justice Matthews says that they are right. Why? Because the 
Legislature has not shown any intention to repeal that clause in their 
charter which would authorize them to do it; because this question is 
not judicially before it. He does say that the court will not say what 
it would de if it were before it. But the decision and the ground of it 
is that we have not sufficiently legislated to bring that question before 
the court. I will read upon that point: 

The legislation referred to furnishes, therefore, no evidenee of any intention 
en the part of Congress to alter the relation between the appellant and the Gov- 
ernment established by the sixth section of the act of 1862; and we are of the 
opinion that the company is entitled, under its provisions, for the services ren- 
dered during the posted covered by the present claim to fair and reasonable 
rates of com: on, not to exceed the amounts paid by private parties for the 
same kind of services. To what extent and consi: ions Congress 
has the power to make such under the reservations in the act, in a case 
where it manifests an intention to do so, is a question which does not arise in 
this suit, and has not been considered. 

And further on he says: 

The Revised Statutes referring to this provision, as we have found, do not ap- 
ply to, and therefore do not alter, this case. 

Now, then, in looking at that charter we find that the Congress which 
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granted it expressly reserved the right to amend and modify it in all 

i The 
ge rape they reserve the right to do by amendment whatever 
¢ hey could have done in the original bill. Is that a legal proposition 











hi man will dispute? When Congress or a legislative body re- 
pi = right to amend and modify an act they reserve the right to 


do by amendment whatever they might have done in the original bill, 
subject to rights of property acquired under it. But they reserve the 
right to alter and amend it as a rule of law. ' 

Now, then, in this bill we give legislation which the court says we 
had not given before. And if we do not give it we must submit—to 
what? Why, that railroads which the Government has never benefited 
receive one rate from the Government; that railroads to which the Gov- 
ernment hasgiven hundredsof thousands of acres of land take 80 per cent. 
of that; that railroads to which the Government has given twice as much 
land and $103,000,000 of money charge express rates on the mails more 
than any other railroad and stand upon their rights under their char- 
ters. And then members of this House, as representing their senti- 
ments, come in and ask us to say we will not give the courts a chance 
even to try this case in the interest of the people. That is all. 

There were two provisions in this bill. One was for special facilities, 
or rather the Senate have put that in. My friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] says that the body originating legislation if it is not agreed 
to by the other body must yield. Why does not the Senate yield on 
that provision ? 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. ROBESON. 

Mr. CANNON. For the reason —— 

Mr. ROBESON. But not in my time. Why do they not yield? 
Why do you not say, “‘ You should yield that; this is affirmative legis- 
lation which we do not agree to.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the gentleman out of my time a quarter 
of a minute that I may answer his question now. ‘The provision for 
special mail facilities is in the law for the current year, and is in har- 
mory with existing legislation. 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes; but it is not in the law for the next year, and 
it is not in the law which this House passed. And ifthe Senate passed 
it, it puts it in as affirmative legislation. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, are two places where the House planted itself on 
ihe rights of the people as against the railroad company. In both of 
them, and on directly opposite principles, the railroad companies re- 
sisted; and the conference committee, permit me to say, yielded both 
of them on direetly opposite principles. 

I have only to say that the people of this country are loyal. They 
believe in the execution and not in the perversion of law. They be- 
lieve the laws should be made for the benefit of all the people of the 
country. They do not believe they shall be made safeguards and for- 


Does the gentleman want a reply now ? 
Yes, sir. 


tifications behind which organized wrong shall shelter itself forever. | 


And if that be so, they at least will ask their representatives to take 
such means as the laws and the Constitution provide them to legislate 
so that that question can be fairly presented to the courts in the rights 
of the people. 


It is admitted that these rates are not reasonable because they are | 


higher than the rates we pay to other railroad companies which have 
not received the same benefits. The question whether they are reason- 
able or not is a legislative and not a judicial question. And I think, 
as a representative of the interests of the people, we are bound to take 
notice of the situation. The American people, as I have said, are loyal. 
They stand by the law and all the rights that it guarantees. They are 
patient. They afe forbearing. They are conciliatory. Let me say to 
my friend they feel like the Indianchieftain. ‘‘ Metamorais like flint,”’ 
exclaimed the old chieftain. ‘‘Grate on him and he will bear it; but 
strike too hard, he will burst and show his heart is fire.’’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON, In the five minutes which I have allowed me let 
me say that I haveno self-consciousness of any necessity in this House 
or before the country for me to make any defense against any insinua- 
tion that may have come from the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
DUNN] or from any other member touching the conferees of the House 


in presenting this report. I shall pay no further attention to that in- 
sinuation. 

Mr. DUNN. I meant no insinuation against the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I stand here with my colleagues, as the servant of 
this House, reporting thisagreement. I do not care whether the agree- 
ment be adopted or not. It will be your report if youadopt it. Your 


conferees have done the best they could to carry out your views and 
they could not do it. They were not ready to march up to the defeat 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill in order to strive to carry out the 
opinions of certain gentlemen in this House who profess to be consti- 
tutional lawyers and who have not yet read the law; who profess to 
instruct the House and the country as to what these railroad charters 
mean and what the courts have held that they mean, and yet stand here 
admitting that they have never even read what the courts have said. 
This committee of conference reports this agreement, doing the best 
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| they could, doing all they could in good faith, to carry out the wishes 
of the House. We make this report in good faith for your consideration ; 
| that is all there is of it. Ihave no care whether you adopt or reject it. 

The gentleman from New Jersey says that the question of the pro 
tection of the rights of the people is involved in this matter. That 
touches the merits of the question. I say that the question of the rights 
of the péople are involved in this matter. What are they? What do 
these charters provide? They provide that these railroad companies 
shall transport the mails and the troops of the United States ‘for a 
reasonable price,’’ not exceeding that paid by private individuals. 1] 
read from the act. 

What is a reasonable price? The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr 
ROBESON } says that one-half of what you pay to other land-grant rail 
roads is a reasonable price. I deny that to be a reasonable compensa 
tion, and if it be law it is not justice. I stand here in my capacity as 
a legislator the advocate of every right under the law, whether it bene 
fits a railroad company or an individual or the Government. 

Now, let us see how far it is in the interest of the company. What 
are the facts? Give the railroad companies every cent that they claim 
for transportation and then the total amount under the Thurman act 
will leave these railroad companies, when the principal of their in- 
debtedness to the Government shall mature, indebted to the United 
States over $100,000, 000. 

Now, it is doubtful whether we have the right to make this partie- 
ular legislation, and if we have it, it amounts to comparatively nothing 
What have we the right to do? The Thurman act has been sustained 
by the courts, taking 25 per cent. of the net earnings of thes compa 
nies for the sinking fund. Now, if you can take 25 per cent. you can 
take 50 per cent. Iam for doing that, for taking enough to go into the 
sinking fund to make provision for wiping out this indebtedness when 
the bonds shall mature. That lies along in the line of the interest of 
the people. 

But I want to say to my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Ropeson ]—and 
I say it with the greatest respect, for I respect him and his opinions—I 
want to say to him that this is not the first proposition I have seen in 
volving legislation which by name ran in the interest of the people but 
in substance was nothing. It has the roar of water running over the 
dam, but there is no machinery tupned by it, and if adopted it will be 
found that like the apples of Sodom it will turn to ashes on the lips. 
It is worse than useless, as it will tend to obstruct and defer legislation 
that will accomplish something 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. I now vield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] one question, for I know he does not wish to make a false 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman has spoken of this provision as one 
which would reduce the rates of compensation to these roads to 50 per 
cent. of what other land-grant roads receive. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. That was the original proposition; but as amended 
on motion of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. DUNN ] it reduced their 
compensation to exactly what other roads received. 

Mr. DUNN. To 80 per cent. of what other than land-grant roads 
receive. 

Mr. CANNON. 
same. 

Mr. ROBESON. And the same as other land-grant roads receive. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe we have six more working 
days in this Congress. We put upon thisappropriation bill a provision 
which certainly was new legislation. Under our rulesit was competent 
to put such a provision on this bill. The Senate struck it off, for the 
reason that it was new legislation and the Senate was opposed to new 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 

It is not a matter of appropriation which is involved in this. It is 
whether we shall insist upon new legislation upon an appropriation bill 
when the effect of so insisting will be to defeat the bill. I warn gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House and upon the other side of the House 
also that we have not much more time to work, and there is abundance 
of work which we must accomplish before Congress adjourns. I would 
always have been willing to have substituted for the provision which 
was reported in this bill and agreed to by the House a provision send 
ing this question to the courts for them to determine what was just and 
reasonable compensation to railroads for mail services. And it has 
transpired that that question is now pending in the courts. It is true 
that the question before the courts is not whether the exact reduction 
which was made by former legislation should have been made or not, 
but the question as to what is just, fair, and reasonable compensation 
is now before the courts. 

Shall we then attempt to take that question from the court; shall we 
attempt to settle and dispose of it here, when I apprehend the House in 
the first instance would have been willing to adopt upon this bill a pro- 
vision of that kind? Mr. Speaker, shall we insist upon the provision of 
the bill in the face and eyes of the exhibit made here by the gentleman 


Well, 80 per cent. let it be; the merit remains the 
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from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that under the law to-day this railroad 
company will be indebted to the United States for over $100,000,000, 
whether this provision be adopted or not? Why, sir, when gentlemen 
here talk about the conferees being influenced by the ‘‘ light of the loco- 
motives,’’ I am almost tempted to retort that gentlemen favoring this 
provision, in the face and eyes of the statement which has been made, 
desire to precipitate a sale of these railroads and the crushing out of the 
stockholders in the interest of the bondholders. There are two sides to 
this question. There are stockholders and bondholders, and _ there is 
the indebtedness to the Government. Upon the statement which has 
been made and which can be verified it is at least an even question 
whether reducing the compensation to be paid these railroad companies, 
instead of being what the “‘ railroad magnates’’ object to, is in their 
interest and at their invitation. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments remaining for 
debate it will be utterly impossible for me to review all the arguments 
which have been presented here. But I wish to say to my friends on 
the other side that when they resort to the argument that some undue 
influence seems to have intervened to govern the minds of the confer- 
ence committee or members on this floor, it shows conclusively to my 
mind that they have no other argument left. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] says that for some reason 
there has suddenly appeared a doubt upon this question of the right to 
control these railroad companies with reference to rates for Government 
transportation. I want to remind the gentleman that when this clause 
was under consideration in the House I objected at the very threshold 
to the proposition upon two grounds: first, that Congress had not the 
power to divest these corporations of the rights they had acquired; and 
second, that if we should do so it would be a fruitless victory, because 
whatever is earned by the transportation of the mails is simply credited 
on the enormous amount that is due to the Government of the United 
States from these companies. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] says it can not be 
questioned that Congress has the right under these charters to adopt a 
provision of this kind; that the right to do so is reserved in the char- 
ters. Let me call attention to the exact language in which the grant 
was made to these companies. The charter is on the condition, among 
other things, that the companies shall transport the mails fora reason- 
able and fair compensation, not exceeding that paid by individuals for 
similar service. Now, the reservation referred to by the gentleman from 
New Jersey is this: 

And the better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the 
miblic interests and welfare by the construction of sai railroads and telegraph 


ines and keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the Government 
at all times, and particularly in time of war, the use and benefits of the same for 


postal, military,and other purposes, Congress may at any tim ving due re- 
= for the rights of said companies named herein, add to, alter, and amend 
this act. 


In the first place, in this provision Con guarantees to these com- 
panies a reasonable compensation for all Government transportation. 
In the second place, Congress reserves the right to amend this charter, 
having due regard for the rights of the companies. The Supreme Court 
in its decision upon the funding act says that clauses of this nature are 
a contract between the Government and the railroad companies. Now, 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and my friend from Arkansas 
{Mr. DunN] seemed to labor under the impression that the Supreme 
Court has decided something as bearing upon this question. I say to 
those gentlemen that the Supreme Court has not decided asolitary point 
involved here. It has decided with reference to the Thurman act that 
the laying aside of 25 percent. for the sinking fund is inno way in con- 
flict witha single right guaranteed to those companies under the charter, 
that it simply provides for a sinking fund and does not conflict in any 
manner with the charter which gave the com es their existence. In 
no case that I have examined can I find that the Supreme Court has 
decided that where a right is reserved, as in this case, that these com- 
panies shall have reasonable compensation for ing the mails and 
for Government transportation, Co has the power afterward to 
say to the companies, ‘‘ You shall have only 60 per cent. or 80 per cent. 
of that rate.’’ I can not see how gentlemen can claim for a moment, 
in view of the embarrassed condition of these companies, that it would 
be just and equitable for this great Government to repudiate this con- 
tract now and assume the ground that it will allow these companies for 
their services to the Government not a reasonable compensation, but 
one-half or 80 per cent. of that amount. Legislation of this kind, if 
proper, ought to be put in some general act, not in an appropriation bill, 
and that is one of the reasons I have opposed it from the very begin- 
ning. Ido not wish to have incorporated upon this bill a general ex- 
tension of the Thurman act ora revision of the laws governing the 
transportation of the mails. 

Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he sits down. If we vote down this conference report, can not the 
House conferees go back, and, taking these two things, one in one hand 
and one in the other, not letting their right hand know what their left 
hand does, obtain a compromise which will save a little for the House? 

Mr. CASWELL. Thave no intention in my action on this floor — 
any business proposition to conceal from my right hand what my left 
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hand is doing. 


I am here sim 
of the country. Whether the concerned 
tions or individuals or the Government of the United States 


ply to do what I think is for the inte 
parties are rai <a 


only to do justice between the parties. 


Mr. CANNON. By consent let ‘me answer that question. 


the House should do what it chooses on this pro 


pride about it. 


House. 
the Post-Offi 


Mr. ANDERSON. 


pr chon It is oa act—not mine—from 
ve sought to carry the House proposition, 
would not recede. 


Mr. ROBESON. I should like to say—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has demanded the 
previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


corpora- 


Tpo 
, I seek 
ue I think 
ition. I have no 
nning toend. | 


but the Senate sai 
ecede. In good faith we tried to carry out ‘ll of on 
It is with you, and if you send it back and risk the defeat of 
ce appropriation bill I have not a word to say. 
The Senate will back down. : 


the will of the 


The question recurred on the adoption of the conference report. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 76. 
Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
114, nays 133, not voting 44; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 
Aiken, Grout, McLean, Jas. H. 
Aldrich, Hall, Miles, 
Bingham, Hammond, John Money, 
Bisbee Harmer, Moore, 
Bliss, Harris, Benj. W. Morey, 
Briggs, Heilman, Morse, 
Browne, Henderson, Norcross, 
Buck, Hepburn, O'Neill, 
Burrows, Julius C. Hill, Parker, 
Butterworth, H 5 Peirce, 
Calkins, Hooker, Pettibone, 
Campbell Horr, Phelps, 
Candler, Hubbell, Pound, 
Cannon, Hubbs Ranney, 
Carpenter Humphre > Ray, 
Cassidy, Jones, Phineas Rice, Wm. W. 
Casweil Jorgensen, ch, 
Chace, Joyce, Richardson, J. 8. 
Crapo, n, Ritchie, 
De Motte, Kelley, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Dezendorf, Ketcham, Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Dwight, Lindsey, Russell, 
Ellis, Lord, ton, 
Errett, Mackey, Shallenberger, 
Evins, Marsh, Shultz 
Farwell, Chas. B. Mason, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Farwell, Sewell S. McClure, Smith, A. Herr 
Fisher, McCook, Smith, J. Hyatt 
George, McKinley, Spaul 5 
NAYS—133. 
Anderson, Davis, George R. Hoge, 
A : Davis, Lowndes H. Holman, 
Atherton, Dawes, House, 
A . Deering, J " 
Bayne, Deuster, Jadwin 
Beach, Dibrell, Jones, George Ww 
Belmont, Dingley, Jones, James K 
| aie —— King, 
xey, Klotz, 
Restbenn, Dugro, Lacey, 
Blanchard, Dunn, Ladd, 
Bland, Dunnell, Leedom, 
Blount, Ermentrout, Le Fevre, 
Flower, Lew 
Brewer, Ford, L 5 
Brumm, Forney, ning, 
Buchanan, Frost, n, 
Buckner, Fulkerson, McCoid, 
rrows, Jos. H. Garrison, McKenzie, 
well, Gedd MeMillin, 
Carlisle, Godshalk, Miller, 
Chapman, Guenther, Mil 
Clardy, Gunter, Mo: n, 
Clements, Hammond, N. J. Moulton, 
Cobb, Hardenbergh, Muldrow, 
Colerick Tardy, Murch 
Converse, Harris Henry 8 Mutchier, 
Cook, Haseltine, Neal, 
a, ‘a Haskell, ~ 
‘ox, Samuel S. Hatch, son, 
Cox, William R. conan a - Peelle, 
vens, ewitt, G. W. Phiste 
Culberson, arte, Prescelt, 
Cullen, Hoblitzell, Randall, 
NOT VOTING—-44. 
Barbour. Cutts, Latham, 
Barr, Darrall, Martin, 
Belford, Davidson, McLane, Robt. M. 
Black, Gibson, Mosgrove, 
Bo 4 Hazelton, Nolan, 
aw Howitt Abram S. Page 
’ ram ’ 
Car a 
Cro i ieee : Rice, John B. 
wiley, fm) 
Curtin, Knott, Wm. E 
The report was rejected. 
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Speer, 
Spooner, 

ne, 
Strait, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Taylor, Josq@ph D 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 


Ward 
Washburn, 
Watson, 
Webber, 

West, 

White, 
Whitthorne, 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wise, Morgan R. 
Wood, Walter A, 


Reagan, 


Rice, Theron M. 
chardson, D, P. 


Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 


Smalls, 
—_. Dietrich C. 


— 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 

Wheeler, 
Williams, Thomas 
Wise, George D. 


Shelley, 
Skinner, 


iS) r, 
Phanbeto, Wm. G. 


Urner, 

Valentine, 
Wellborn, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 

Wood, Benjamin 


. Young 
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Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 
Foreign Aflairs, | move to take from the Speaker's table 
resolution 123, providing for 


by instruction of the Committee on 
Senate joint 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT W 
The SPEAKER. 


the termination of articles nnmbhanadl 10 | UWiliéaess A Mic. 





ASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
The next committee in order is the Committee oe» 
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The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. LATHAM. 

Mr. Pacuco with Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. SPRINGER. = e 

Mr. THompson, of Iowa, with Mr. Hewitt, of New York. 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. URNER with Mr. McLANE of Maryland. 

Mr. HAZELTON with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr, VALENTINE with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. HovK with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. CURTIN. 

Mr. CAMP with Mr. WELLBORN. 

Mr. CURTIN. Iam paired with Mr. BELForD. 
I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. KENNA. If not paired, I would have voted ‘‘no.”’ 

On motion of Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
rejected; and also voted that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House ask for a further confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers of said conference 
on the part of the House Mr. CASWELL, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. ELLis. 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer some other should be appointed than 
myself. 

Mr. ROBESON. 

Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. 
must decline. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines. 
will fill the vacancy during the day. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the proceeding under 
the ‘* Pound”? rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is not the first thing in order the call of States for the intro- 
duction of bills ? 

The SPEAKER. The Pound rule providesin the body of it that the 
hour shall commence immediately after the reading of the Journal; and 
the call of States will follow. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The rule reads that immediately 
after the reading of the Journal the call of States and Territories shall 
begin for the introduction of bills. 

The SPEAKER. This is a special rule and takes precedence. 

On last Saturday when the hour expired the Committee on Agricult- 
ure having been called had presented for consideration a bill creating 
an agricultural commission, which had been read and was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp. It is nowin order to resume the consideration 
of that bill at the point reached by the House at the expiration of the 
preceding hour. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 


If he were present, 


I hope the gentleman will not decline. 
So do I. 
The gentleman has told us he acts as the agent of 


Under what I understand to be the precedents, I 


The Chair 


I rise to make a privileged report. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. §Freserve all points of order upon this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINS. I thought the gentleman intended to have this bill 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am entirely indifferent as to whether it is recom- 
mitted or not. 

_ Mr. ATKINS. That was the understanding in committee this morn- 
ing. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I never heard of it. 
Mr. ATKINS. Why, the gentleman made it himself. 
_ Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman is entirely mistaken; he asked me 
if certain amendments were adopted to the bill if they would be moved 
48 Committee amendments, and I said they certainly would be. But 
I have no objection to the recommittal of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not suppose that we would consider amend- 
ments to a bill that was not before the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There isno need to have the bill before the commit- 
tee for that purpose; these amendments can be offered as amendments 
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of the committee. Still I have no objecti 
gentleman prefers it. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill which has bes 


nordered 
to be printed will be recommitted to the Committee on Appr 


WrTriLatlons 
Meas ee ; | 
Phere was no objection, and it was ordered according] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATi 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSoN, one of its clerks, at 
nounced that the Senate returned tothe House the bill (IT. R. 5538) to 


reduce internal-revenue taxation, recalled by the Senate to correct cer 
tain errors in the engrossment of the amendments to the same. said 
errors having been corrected. 


YEMEISSION 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will the t'tle of the bill which 
1 


was pending when the hour under the Pound rule expired on Saturday 
last. , 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (I. R. 6920) to create an agricultural ec 


Mr. ANDERSON. In the temporary absence of the chairman 
Committee on Agriculture, whom I do not se« 


L cal 
reading of the report accompanying that bill 


of the 
l tor the 


Mr. PAGE. Will that be read in the time allowed for discussion 

The SPEAKER. It may be read for tive minutes under the rule 
The bill was read on Saturday last. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The Chairdid not ask for obies 
tions to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The time had not then come 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask for the reading of the re port 

The SPEAKER. It may be read betore objection is asked for in lieu 
of a statement for tive minutes. 

The report was read, as tollow 

The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. ¢ 


create an agricultural commission, respectfully report the same to the Ho 
with amendment and recommend the early consideration and passage of ¢! 
bill as amended 

It provides for the appointment by the President of a commissio 
of nine persons to investigate and report upon the tran sportation of t 


heagricult 


ural products of the United States from the point where produced to their tinal 
market, the actual cost of such transportation to the common carrier and his 
charge to the shipper together with such cognate matters as practically affect the 


difference between the price received by the farmer and that paid by the con 


sumer, It contemplates the division of the commission into sub-committecs of 
three persons each, who may visit such points in the United States as they shall 
deem expedient and take testimony which shall be distributed to members of 
Congress as was that of the Tariff Commission, and requires a final report Ds 
cember 3, 1883. , 

Thirty millions of our people are dependent upon profitable farming for Wy 
port. In 1s8s0the value of all agricultural products was estimated at $0,000.00 


writ 
and that of all manufactured products at 36,000,000,000, so that the farm yielded 60 
per cent. of the aggregate product of these two great branches of national in 
dustry. These significant facts would alone not simply justify but imperatively 
demand such an investigation of transportation charges as may indicate any 
legislation that will protect the producer to tend to render the pursuit of agri 
culture more profitable than it has been heretofore, because the prosperity of 
the nation is but the aggregated prosperity of the individuals who compose it 
and anything which tends to increase the wealth of three-fifths of our popula- 
tion tends to increase the prosperity of the nation. The action of many of the 
States in not only scrutinizing but regulating the charges made by common ear 
riers and the widespread belief that an unjust proportion of the final price re 
ceived foran agricultural product is withheld by the carrier from the tarmerare 
fair evidences of the popular demand for such an investigation of the whole sub 
ject as shall place the exact facts before Congress and the country. If there was 
wisdom in the appointment of a tariff commission to investigate the protection 
that should be given to our manufacturing industries, then there is greater wis 
dom by one-half in availing ourselves of the labors of an agricultural commis 
sion, since the annual value of our agricultural products is one-half greater th 
that of manufactured articles. 

An additional reason for the favorable recommendation of this bill by your 
committee exists in the important part which farm products play in our foreign 
commerce, So long as we sell more toother nations than we buy from them we 
shall grow rich, and when we buy more than we sell we 
nation. 

During the last sixty years agricultural products have composed four-fifths of 
our exports, and in L880 they constituted 83 per cent. of the total value of ex 


ikih 


shall grow poor as a 


ports. Our imports willalways be affected by exports, and asthe chief source of 
national revenues is the import duty, Government has a peculiar interest in 
stimulating agriculture by making its practice protitable to the farmer nel 
hence in causing a thorough investigation of allcharges now made from the time 
a product leaves the farm until it reaches the consumer 

Since the great transportation companies are usually carriers of passenvers 
as well as of freight, and since the profits on their whole business must neces 
sarily be affected by their profits on the passenger traflic, your committee have 
amended section 4 by inserting the following in line 7 after the word “ prod 


ucts:”? “And in order that full and adequate justice shell be had between said 
company or corporation and the people, said Commission shall investigate and 
report upon all questions relating to the establishment and maintenance of rea- 
sonable and just interstate transportation tariffs; and said commission is en 
powered to issue subpcenas,” &e. 

The consideration of this subject, in connection with that of the transporta 
tion of agricultural products, is so evidently proper and necessary, both to the 
interests of the people and the carriers, as to require no further comment. We 
have amended the title of the bill accordingly, and earnestly recommend early 
and favorable action by the House 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the | 
whether or not the bill shall now be considered. 

The question was submitted. 
bill was not considered. 


fouse 


Ten gentlemen rising in 0] 


yposition, the 
FISHERIES TREATY. 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. 
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Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. By instruction of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, | move to take from the Speaker's table Senate joint 
resolution 123, providing for the termination of articles numbered 18 
to 25, inclusive, and article numbered 30 of the treaty between the 
United States of America .nd Her Britannic Majesty concluded at Wash- 
ington, May 8, 1871, and put the same upon its passage 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., Tha in the judgment 
of Congress the provisions of articles numbered 15 to 25, inclusive, and of arti- 
cle 30 of the treaty between the United States and Her Britannic Majesty, for an 
amicable settlement of all causes of difference between the two countries, con- 
cluded at Washington on the 8th day of May, A. D. 1871, ought to be terminated 
at the earliest possible time, and be no longer in force; and to this end the 
President be, and he hereby is, directed to give notice to the government of Her 
Britannic Majesty that the provisions of each and every of the articles aforesaid 
will terminate and be of no force on the expiration of two years next after the 
time of giving such notice, 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give and communi- 
cate tothe governmentof Her Britannic Majesty such notice of such termination 
on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1883, or as soon thereafter as may be. 

Sec. 3. That on and after the expiration of the two y .ars’ time required by said 
treaty, that each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have ex- 
pired and be of no force and effect, and that every department of the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the prem- 
ises) in the same manner and tothe same effect asif said articles had never been 
in force; end the act of Congress approved March 1, A, D. 1873, entitled * An act 
to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, relating 
to the fisheries,’ so far as it relates to the articles of the said treaty so to be ter- 
minated, shall be and stand repealed and be of no force on and after the time of 
the expiration of said two years. . 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. [Lam instructed by the Committee on 
Poreign Affairs to move the adoption of the resolution; and I will ask the 
House to listen for a moment to a brief explanation of it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Before leave is given to consider this resolution 
I wish to ask my friend a question. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I thinkif the gentleman from Minne- 
sota will hear the explanation which I will briefiy give it may, per- 
haps, satisfy him on all points with reference to the propriety of the 
adoption of this measure. By the treaty of Washington certain sections 
were devoted to rights given in British waters to American fishermen. 
The amount that the United States was to pay for the privilege was to 
be settled by the Halifax commission. The sum that was to be awarded 
by that commission paid for that right for the term of twelve years and 
no longer. The sum awarded by the Halifax commission was five and 
one-half millions of dollars. We must now give notice by the Ist of next 
July of the abrogation of these clauses of that treaty, and provision is 
contained in the treaty for the abrogation of these clauses and nothing 
else. So that the matter stands by itself, or else we enter upon another 
term for which England may demand ample payment from the United 
States according to the enormous and unjust awards of the Halifax com- 
mission for privileges which nobody in the United States who has investi- 
gated the subject considers worth keeping. The Senate Committee on 
Foreign Affairs unanimously reported this resolution. It was adopted 
by the Senate without an objection; and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of this House, having fully examined the matter, unanimously 
instructed me to move the adoption of the resolution by the House, 
which I now do under that instruction. 

With this explanation I trust that no objection will be made to the 
consideration of the resolution, which I am very sure I can satisfy every- 
body ought to be adopted, to avoid liability to further payment of an 
extortionate sum to Great Britain for that which is not considered worth 
anything to us by parties who are interested in the matter and who have 
examined into it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask the gentleman from Massachusetts whether 
the passage of this joint resolution will in any way interfere with sec- 
tion 2866 of the Revised Statutes which provides for the carrying of 
goods in transit through this country ? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Those provisions are excepted from 
the operations of this resolution in terms in the resolution. This ap- 
plies only to the fisheries. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If that is the case, I have no objection to the 
passage of the resolution; otherwise I would have objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question whether there 
is objection to the present consideration of this joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is before the House for .on- 
sideration. Does the wentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick] desire 
to be heard on it? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I do not desire to occupy any time. 
The SPEAKER. Does any gentleman desire to be heard in — 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair does not observe any gentleman 
rising in opposition. ‘The question is on the third reading of the joint 
resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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SOLDIERS’ HOME AT WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER. The next committee in order is the Committee on 
Military Adairs. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to move that the bill (S. 1821) prescribing the regulations {ij 


| the Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, in the District of Col Coan 


and for other purposes, be taken from the House Calendar, and that i} 
be passed with certain amendments recommended by the Committes 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., Thatthe Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home sha}! 
every year report in writing to the Secretary of War, giving a full statement of 
all a and disbursements of money, of the manner in which the funds are 
inv , of any changes in the investments, and the reasons therefor, of ali ad- 
missions and discha: , and generally of all facts that may be necessary to a 
full understanding of the condition and management of the home. The Sec. 
retary of War shall have power to call for and ——- any omitted facts which 
in his judgment should be stated to be added. This annul report shall be. by 
the Secretary of War, together with the report of the inspecting officer herein. 
after provided for, transmitted to Congress atthe first session thereafter, and he 
shall also cause the same to be published in orders to the Army, a copy thereof 
to be deposited in each garrison and library. 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of War ll, once in each year, detail a suitable ofi- 
cer from the inspectors’ corps of the Army, who shall thoroughly inspect the 
home, its records, accounts, management, discipline, and sanitary condition, and 
—* report thereon in writing, together with such suggestions as he desires to 
make, 

Sec. 3. Tha! no new buildings shati be erected or new grounds purchased, nor 
shall any expenditure of more than $5,000 be made, until the action of the board 
thereon shall be approved by the Secretary of War. All suppliesthat can be pur- 
chased upon contract shall be so purchased, after due notice by advertisement, 
of the lowest responsible bidder, Such bidder shall give bond, with proper se- 
curity, for the performance of his contract. 

Sec. 4. Thatany inmate of the home who is receivinga pension from the Gov- 
ernment, and who has a child, wife, or parent living, shal be entitled, by filing 
with the pension omnt from whom he receives his money a written direction to 
that effect, to have his pension, or any part of it, paid to such child, wife, or pa- 
rent. The pensions of all who now are or shall hereafter become inmates of the 
home, except such as shall be assigned as aforesaid, shall be paid to the treasi- 
rer ofthe home. The money thus derived shall not become a part of the funds 
of the home, but shall be held by the treasurer in trust for the pensioner to whom 
it would otherwise have been paid, and such part of it as shall not sooner have 
been paid to him shall be paid to him on his discharge from the institution. The 
board of commissioners may from time to time pay over to any inmate such part 
of his Naeger oe pd as they think best for his interest and consistent with the 
discipline and good order of the home, but such pensioner shall not be entitled 
to demand or have the same so long as he remains an inmate of the home. In 
case of the death ofany pensioner, any pension-money due him and remaining 
in the hands of the treasurer shall be paid to his legal heirs, if demand is made 
within three years; otherwise the same shall escheat to the home. 

Sec. 5. That a suitable uniform shall be furnished to every inmate of the home 
without cost to him. 

Sec. 6. That the board of commissioners are authorized to aid persons who 
are entitled to admission to the home, by out-door relief, in such manner and to 
such an extent as they may deem proper; but such relief shall no t exceed the 
average cost of maintaining an inmate of the home. 

Sec. 7. That the officers of the home shall be selected as now provided by law, 
except that they shall hereafter, upon expiration of present detail, be taken from 
the retired list of the Army; and preference shall ven to such as were dis- 
abled by wounds received in the line of duty. And the treasurer of the home 
shall be required to give a bond in the penal sum of $20,000 for the faithful per- 
formance of his duty. 

Sec. 8. That all funds of the home not needed for current use and which are 
now invested in United States registered bonds shall, as soon as received, or as 
soon as present investments can be converted into money without loss, be de- 
posited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the home as a per- 
manent fund, and shall draw interest atthe rate of 4 per cent. per annum, which 
shall add pee quarterly to the treasurer of the home; and the p s of such 
registe: bonds, as they are paid, shall be deposited in like manner. No part 
of the principal sum so ited shall be withdrawn for use except upon a res- 
olution of the board of commissioners stating the necessity, and approved by 
the Secretary of War. 


Sec, 9. That no officers of the home shall borrow any money on the credit of 


the home for any pu nor shall any pledge of any of its property or secur- 
ities for an be valid a 


pur 3 
Sec. 10. That the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home shall here- 
after consist of the Surgeon-General, the Commissary-General, the Adjutant- 
General, the Quartermaster-General, and the r-General of the Army. 
Any three of them shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business. _ 
Sec, 11. That all laws and of laws to the Soldiers’ Home now in 
force and not inconsistent with this act are continued in force, and such as are 
inconsistent herewith are to that extent repealed. ; 
Sec. 12. That the sum of $10,000 is hereby + yo out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise conc to expended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the employment of additional clerical force to be used in ad- 
ng the accounts in the Second Auditor's Office of those funds which under 
the law belong to the Soldiers’ Home. 
Passed the Senate June 20, 1882. 
Attest : F. E. SHOBER, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Iask that the amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs may be read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] desire to have the report read or to make an explanation ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask that the amendments reported by the 
committee may be read. R 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question as to objec- 
tions. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Only one gentleman objecting, the bill is before the 
House for consideration. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to offer the following amendm 


ents: 
In line 3, section 1, strike out the words “ board of commissioners"’ and insert 
the “governor;” and in line 4 insert the words “administer the affairs 


thereof, ‘and shail;”’ so that it will read; ‘That the governor of the Soldiers’ 
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Mr. BRAGG. 


Mr. ANDERSON. 


I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kan- | did not contribute to them, I trust that no me 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] if he has taken the trouble to read this bill? 

No, sir, I have not; I have not had the time. 
That is the magnificent beauty of this new mle: somethine ic nonned 


object to this resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conside 
this reanlntion 7 
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Home shall administer the affairs thereof, and shall every year report in writ- 
ing,” &e. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to be heard on that. 

Mr. FLOWER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON Ja question. In the sundry civil appropriation bill, passed 
on Saturday, there are some provisions in relation to soldiers in these 
soldiers’ homes. Does this bill interfere with those provisions? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; this is for the Soldiers’ Home here, at 
the city of Washington, and I should like, if I can have unanimous con- 
sent to do so, to state that this bill bas been prepared by the Senate 
committee, after a thorough investigation of the Soldiers’ Home, and 
that the bill is approved by the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, with the amendments which are proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BROWNE. Do I understand the gentleman to state that this 
pill simply applies to the Soldier’s Home at Washington? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is all. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Now, I woulkd like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois whether the government of that home at present is not in 
the hands of a commission; whether this bill as prepared by the Senate 
does not contemplate that it shall remain in the hands of the commis- 
sion; and whether the amendment of the House committee is not to 
substitute the governor of the home for the commission? If that be 
the case, and I have no doubt it is, then it seems to me an unwise amend- 
ment to be made, with only a five minutes’ debate, to take the conduct 
of that home out from under the control of the body in whose hands it 
is now vested by law and put it in the hands of the governor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Henper- 
son] yield? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman is rapidly running out. 

Mr. SPARKS. I desire to say that the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
AnpERSON] is, I think, mistaken. The bill does not confer extrava- 
gant or undue power on the governor. It does, however, confer powers 
on the governor beyond those now authorized, and which the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs of the House thought it wise to confer. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘This puts it on the same footing as all other homes. 

Mr. SPARKS. The commission is abolished, but a board of visitors 


is provided for, increased by two members over the present board of 


commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
son } desire to be heard? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would say this tothe House. I think it has 
been found difficult, if not impracticable, to administer well the affairs 
of the Soldiers’ Home by a board of commissioners, and the intention 
is toclothe the governor with authority to administer the affairs of the 
home subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, and subject to 
a board of visitors instead of a board of commissioners, who are required 
to visit the institution as often as once every three months, and to ex- 
amine into and report the condition of the home, with such recommen- 
dations as they may deem necessary, to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say that at present the governor, while 
nominally in charge of the home, has not the power to purchase any- 
thing whatever that may be necessary and proper for the home; it has 
to be done by this board of commissioners. The governor can not, as I 
understand it, even have a gate put up which has blown down or pur- 
chase a box of matches that may be necessary or put in a pane of glass 
that has been broken. But the commissioners must be hunted up for 
these purposes; so that while the governor is nominally responsible for 
the administration of the affairs of the home, he really has no authority. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of the House believe it would be 
wiser and better to clothe the governor of the home with some powers 
and to make him responsible for the proper management of the same. 


They think it far better todo this, subject always to the approval of the | 


Secretary of War, and to constitute a board of visitors, who shall, from 
time to time, visit the home and investigate the books and accounts 
and the management of the home, and report thereon to the Secretary 
of War, with such recommendations as they may deem necessary and 
proper. 

Mr. ANDERSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
proposed to give the governor of this home the power to make what- 
ever regulations he pleases? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He is only the administrative officer tocarry 
out the law. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
the committee in submitting these amendments was unanimous. 

Mr. BRAGG. The difficulty with the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 


ANDERSON ] is the farm connected with the home; he seems to have got | 


a little off on that farm. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. There are various amendments recommended 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to this bill, which I ask may he 
now considered. 
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If I understand the gentleman’s statement, it is | 


I only desire to say further, that the action of 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the amendments be 
read consecutively through the bill, and unless some question is raised 
they will be considered as adopted. That will save time 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well. 

The Clerk read the several amendments to the bill; which were 
adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the various votes adopting 
the amendments; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the governorof the Soldiers’ Home shall administer the 
| affairs thereof gnd shallevery year report in writing to the Secretary of War, giv 

ing a full statement of all receipts and disbursements of money, of the manner in 
which the funds are invested, of any changes inthe investments, and the reasons 
therefor, of all admissions and discharges, and generally of all facts that may be 
necessary to a fall understanding of the condition and management of the home 
The Secretary of Warshall have power to call for and require any omitted facts, 
which in his judgment should be stated, to beadded. This annual report shalt be 
by the Secretary of War, together withthe report of the inspecting officer here 
inafter provided for, transmitted to Congress at the first session thereafter, and 
he shall also cause the same to be published in orders to the Army, acopy thereof 
to be deposited in each garrison and post library. ‘ 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War shall, once in each year, detail a suitable of- 
ficer from the inspectors’ corps of the Army, who shall thoroughly inspect the 
home, its records, accounts, management, dis ipline, and sanitary condition, 
and shall report thereon in writing, together with such 
to make. 

Sec. 3. That no new buildings shall be erected or new grounds purchased, nor 
shall any expenditure of more than $1,000 be made, until the action of the gov 
ernor thereon shall be approved by the Seere tary of War. All supplies that can 
be purchased upon contract shall be so purchased, after due notice by advert 
ment, of the lowest responsible bidder. Such biddershall give bond, wit 
security, for the performance of his contract 

Sec. 4. That any inmate of the home who is receiving a pension from the Goy 
ernment, and who has a child, wife, or parent living, shall be entitled, by fi 
eWith the pension agent from whom he receives his moriey a written directic 
to that effect, to have his pension, or any part of it, paid to such ehild, wife, o1 
parent. The pensions of all who now are or shall hereafter become inmates of 
the home, except such as shall be assigned as aforesaid, shall be paid to t! 
treasurer of the home. The money thus derived shall not become a part of thy 
funds of the home, but shall be held by the treasurer in trust for the pensic 
to whom it would otherw have been paid, and such part of it as shall not 
sooner have been paid to him shall be paid to him on his discharge fron the 


sugyestions us he desires 


it 
s&tution, The governor may from time to time pay over to any inmate such 
part of his pension-money as he may think best for his interest and consistent 
with the dicipline and good order of the home, but such pensioner shall not be 


entitled to demand or have the saine so long as he remains an inmate of the 
home. In case of the death of any pensioner, any pension-money due him and 
remaining in the hands of the treasurer shall be paid to his legal heirs, if ck 
mand ismade within three vears; otherwise the same shall escheat to the hon 

Sec. 5. Thata suitable uniform shall be furnished toevery inmate of the home 
without cost to him. 

Sec, 6. That the governor is authorized to aid persons who are entitled to ad- 
mission to the home by out-door relief, in such manner and to such an extent 
as they may deem proper; but such relief shall not exceed the average cost of 
maintaining an inmate of the home. 

Src. 7. That the governor of the home shall be selected by the President of 
the United States, and all other officers of the home shall be selected by the 
Secretary of War, and the treasurer of the home shall be required to 
bond inthe penal sum of $20,000 for the faithful performance of his duty 

Sec. 8. That all funds of the home not needed for current use, and which are 
not now invested in United States registered bonds, shall, as soon as received 
or as soon as present investments can be converted into money without loss, be« 
deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the home as a 
permanent fund, and shall draw interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, 
which shall be paid quarterly tothe treasurer of the home; and the proceeds of 
such registered bonds, as they are paid, shall be deposited in like manner. No 
part of the principal sum so deposited shall be withdrawn for use except upon 
a warrant of the governor stating the necessity, and approved by the Seere 
tary of War. 

Sec. 9. That no officers of the home shall borrow any money on the eredit of 
the home for any purpose, nor shall any pledge of its property or sccurities fo 
any purpose be valid, 

Sec. 10. That the Surgeonu-General, the Commissary-General, the Adjuotan 
General, Quartermaster-General, and the Judge-Advocate-Ciencralof the Army 
shall constitute a board of visitors, whose duty it shalibe to visit and inspect the 
home at least once in every three months, and examine into the condition and 
management of said home and the books and accounts of the treasurer, and re 
port the same, with such recommendations as they may deem necessary ane 
proper, to the Secretary of War. Any three of them shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business, 

Sec. 11. That all laws and parts of laws relating to the Soldiers’ Home now in 
force and not inconsistent with this act are continued in foree, and such as ure 
inconsistent herewith are to that extent repealed. 


rive a 





The bill as amended was then ordered toa third reading and read the 
third time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
bill? 
| The SPEAKER 
yet been taken. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to say one word. I am not con 
versant with the details of this bill, but [ am inclined to think that the 
| change proposed here is not a wise one. I only want to express with 
due deference my opinion in opposition to that of gentlemen who have 
| examined into the subject more carefully. 

I say this for the reason that I fear that the affairs of the home will 
not be subject to that supervision and close observation which ought to 
characterize the government of that institution. What I am afraid ot 
is that in giving the governor of this home power to put in a pane oi 
| glass, which, of course, he ought to have, and the power to do some 
| other little things, which of course he ought to have, you will after a 
| while find out that you have given all the power over this home to him, 
| and that I do not think ought to be done 


Is there five minutes allowed in opposition to th: 


The five minutes in opposition to the bill have not 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | -— in consequence of the absence of proper instructions by thi 
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Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] if he has taken the trouble to read this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No, sir, I have not; I have not had the time. 
That is the magnificent beauty of this new rule; something is popped 
up here when you are not expecting it and can not examine it. Whether 
I have read the bill or not has nothing to do with this proposition; 
that is a question of fact. Ido not believe this bill should pass. 

Mr. McCOOK. Has the gentleman read the Senate report in regard 
to the management of this home? 

Mr. ANDERSON. *'The gentleman’’ has read a part of the report. 

Mr. McCOOK. And yet the gentleman says, after reading that re- 
port, that this is a dangerous bill to pass. 

Mr. ANDERSON. So far as I understand it, I think so. 

Mr. McCOOK. I do not think so. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have not the information which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McCook] and other members of the committee 
have. 

Mr. McCook. 
enough. 

Mr. ANDERSON. It is because of that report that I do not wish to 
see all power put into any one man’s hands. That is all I have to say. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


If you have read the report you have information 


COLOR-BLINDNESS IN THE NAVY, ETC. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to call up from the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for consideration at this time the joint 
resolution (IH. Res. 135) relating to color-blindness and visual acute- 
ness in persons employed in the Navy and merchant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it is important that definite and uniform standards of examination for 
color-blindness and tests for visual acuteness in persons employed in the Navy 
and merchant marine should be established which shall be in harmony with 


such standards and tests as are or may be established by other nations: There- 
fore, 


Resolved, &c., That the President ee bee gna and directed toappoint 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, some suitable person qualified 
for such service, who, with one line officer of the Navy and one medical officer 
of the Navy, to be detailed or designated by the Secretary of the Navy, shall at- 
tend and a the United States in any international congress or convention 
held by authority of law in any European nation to consider and act on said sub- 
ject ; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and expended, or so much 
thereof as may be needed, under the direction of the President, to compensate 
the person so appointed and defray the necessary expenses of the person so ap- 
pointed and ofthe officers of the Navy so detailed or designated. And the person 
so appointed and the officers of the Navy so detailed or designated under the pro- 
visions of this act shall join in a report of the proceedings of such con; or 
convention, and of the conclusions reached thereby, if any, to the President, to 
be by him laid before Congress, to the end that an international system of ex- 
aminations for color-blindness and tests for visual acuteness, and standards for 
colors for signals used at sea, may be established by law. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Without calling for the reading 
of the report, which is somewhat long, I will state in two or three 
minutes the purpose and scope of this bill. It was reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on Naval Affairs to the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, but was not reached upon the Calendar, and therefore was 
not passed, 

It is known, I suppose, to every member of the House that the sub- 
ject of color-blindness of persons engaged in navigating vessels of the 
Navy and the merchant marine has been found to be of the very great- 
est importance affecting the safety of vessels at sea. This bill pro- 
poses, if foreign countries shall join with us, to establish an interna- 
tional congress to determine upon the tests of visual acuteness, and 
also to determine the necessity of uniform signals at sea in the navies 
and the merchant marine of different countries. Professor Holmgren, 
of Sweden, who started the inquiry into this subject, has induced his 
own government to recommend the adoption of a system such as that 
proposed in this bill; and the King of Sweden has announced his readi- 
ness to join the United States in organizing a commission. The English 
Government also has had the subject under consideration. 

It must be manifest to every gentleman that it is of no use for the 
United States to establish tests as to color-blindness or to establish 
standards for lights and signals at sea unless the same system prevails 
in the marine service of other nations. If an American vessel be pro- 
vided with men who have been thoroughly examined as to their visual 
acuteness, and if the lights and signals of our service can not be re- 
sponded to by vessels of other countries, it is as if nothing had been 
done, This joint resolution provides simply for a commission on the 
part of our Government, to consist of three members, to unite with 
such persons as may be appointed by other governments, to examine 
and report upon this subject in the hope that all the commercial nations 
of the world may join in a uniform system which shall have the effect 
to make life upon the sea tolerably safe. In view of recent marine 
disasters, of which no man can say that the want of visual acuteness 
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did not contribute to them, I trust that no member of the House y ill 
object to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. SPARKS. I think this is a measure in the right direction: put 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris} why 
this commission on the part of our Government should not consist e1- 
tirely of naval officers, thereby avoiding the creation of new offices ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I will answer the gentleman. In 
this country the subject was investigated first by gentlemen not con- 
nected with the Navyy—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I believe the question 
was put upon objecting to the resolution. A number of gentlemen have 
risen to object. 

The SPEAKER. Eight members objecting, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 2507) to punish the false personation of officers or employs 
of the service of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; and 

A bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and spu- 
rious teas. 

The message further announced that the Senate had insisted on its 
amendments disagreed to hy the House to the bill (H. R. 7482) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, and Mr. CockRre.t. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7181) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes; had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate, Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWes, and Mr. CocKRELL. 


VALIDATION OF MAIL CONTRACTS. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads being called, 

Mr. BINGHAM said: By instruction of the Committee on the lost- 
Office and Post-Roads, I ask consent to have taken from the House Calen- 
dar for immediate consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validat- 
ing certain contracts executed by the Postmaster-General. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resloved by the Senate and House of Representatives, d-c., That the contracts exe- 
cuted by the Postmaster-General for routes numbered 6772, in the State of New 
York, under ac vertisement of February 10, 1881; 3266, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, under advertisement of Feb) 10, 1881; 23532, in the State of Illinois, 
under advertisement of June 20, 1879; 10295, in the District of Columbia, under 
advertisement of March 10, 1882, are hereby validated and declared to be in full 
force and effect, an omission in said contracts to conform to the requirements 
of the statute notwithstanding. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [Iask for the reading of the report, which is very 
brief. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred I. 
Res. 333, submit the following report : 

The committee recommen passage of H. Res. 333 for the reasons contained 
in the letter of the Postmaster-General herewith submitted : 


, Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, D. C., January 31, 1583. 
Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a resolution to validate 
contracts for star service on routes 3266, 6772, 10295, and_ 23532, in the States of 
Massachusetts, New York, the District of Columbia, and Illinois. These con- 
tracts are for service in the cities of Boston, New York, Washington, and Chi- 
cago, and wereirregularly drawn, and did not conform to the advertisements 
for the service. The advertisements atiguinted that all additional service re- 
quired during the term of the contracts should be performed without addition! 
compensation, and that there should be no decrease of compensation for decrease 
of service ; and the contracts were irregularly drawn to pay pro rata for all ad- 
y ane service required, and to decrease compensation pro rata on all service 
these contracts should be now annulled, it would be impossible to obtain 
temporary service at the rates of pay authorized by law, while to continue them 
as mail-messenger service would be im ble, as the appropriation for that 
branch of the service would be inadeq to meet the expense. If the service 
could now be Seueoeenss provided for without danger to the postal interests in 
the cities named, it sen not be relet without large additional expense, for the 
reason that this kind of service can not be provided for without delay and a 

oN and in some cases the term of the contracts has meaty expres. 
I : ~ the honor to request that early action may be taken on this proposed 
resolution. 


» a t, 
Very respectfully, your obedient wervens ©. HOWE, Fostmaster-General. 
Hon. H,. H. Bryewam, 
Chairma 


n Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, ; 
House of Representatives. 
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this joint resolution ? [Apause.] Noone rises to object, and the joint 
resolution is before the House. ; se ea ia 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker [cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’}, I am 
verfectly Willing to rest this question upon the report. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like toask the gentleman why these contracts 

d validating? 
— BINGHAM. The contracts were drawn in error. They have 
been examined at the Post-Oflice Department in consequence of the fail- 
ure of a contractor, and it has been found that four contracts were er- 
roneously drawn. Service is now being performed under them. The 
simple purpose of this measure is to validate them. The matter has 
been thoroughly investigated. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONFIRMATION OF PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. POUND. Mr. Speaker, I desire, on behalf of the Committee 
on the Public Lands, to call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in all cases where lands reduced in price to $1.25 per 
acre by the act of June 15, 1880, but which have not been offered at public sale at 
such reduced price, were inadvertently sold at private entry by the officers of 
the Land Department between the date of the passage of said act and the date of 
the receipt at the local offices of the instructions of the Commissioner of the Gen- 


The SPEAKER. _ Is there objection to the present consideration of | 





eral Land Office relative thereto of October 10, 1851, the entries so inadvertently 


permitted to be made by innocent purchasers, and which are regular in all re- 
spects except as to time of entry, shall be confirmed as of the dates of entry, re- 
spectively : Provided, however, That no valid adverse claim to any of such lands 
had attached prior to the date of such entry: And provided further, That where 
lands have been entered since the approval of said act, and a § 
therefor than said reduced price, such excess shall be refunded to the purchaser 
or his legal representatives in the same manner as repayments of excess pur- 
chase-money are made in other cases under existing law, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task for the reading of the report under the rule. 

Mr. NEAL. The hour has expired. 

Mr. POUND. I ask, by unanimous consent, the report and bill be 
printed in the REcoRD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish the report read, and under the rule we have 
five minutes for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired, and the bill goes over. 

Mr. POUND. I desire before the bill goes over to move an amend- 
ment to strike out the last proviso. Let the report be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

It is as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
3492) “relating to the public lands of the United States, and construing and 
amending the act entitled ‘Anact relating to the public lands of the United 
States, approved June 15, 1880," report the same back with a substitute, the 
adoption and passage of which is recommended. 

The third section of the act of June 15, 1880, reads as fallows 

“Sec. 3. That the price of lands now subject to entry whi 
$2.50 per acre and putin market priorto January, L861, by reason of the gr: 
alternate sections for railroad purposes, is hereby reduced to $1.25 per acre.” 






reater price paid | 


| 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the 


and in consequence of the absence of proper instructions by this office 
this state of facts the legislative relief desired by the parties 
opinion, proper to be affYorded.”’ 

In these views the Secretary of the Interior concurs, and reco 
sage of the substitute. 


Under 


nterested is, in my 


LhLle¢ nds the pas- 
TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the amended tariff bill from the Senate 

be printed. 

Mr. HASKELL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion, 
as that takes it out of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, it does not. My motion relates merely to the 
matter of printing. I do not propose to take it out of the House. It 
is merely to print it, in order that members may see what the Senate 
has or has not done in the way of amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
bill to-day ? 

Mr. KELLEY. 
may do. 

Mr. KELLEY’s motion was agreed to 


Does the gentlefman propose to eall up the 


I do not; but I do not know what other gentlemen 


PRODUCTION OF GOLD AND SILVER 


Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring there Phat 9.000 


copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the annual production of gold 
and silver in the United States be printed ; 4,000 copies for the use of the House, 


use of the Director 





of the Mint. 


Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS’ EXHIBIT AT THE CENTENNIAI 

Mr. VAN HORN also, from the Committee on Printing, reported joint 
resolution ( H. Res. 359 to print 5,000 copies of the report of the board on 
behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the international 
exhibition of 1876; which was read a first 


and second time 
The joint resolution was read, as foll 





hOWs 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed and bound, in continuation of the series of 
volumes heretofore published by Congress under joint resolution of June 20, IS79, 
containing the tinal report of the United States Centennial Commission on the In 
ternational exhibition of 1876, and uniform therew ith. 5.000 « ofthe report of 

the board on behalf of the United States Executive Depart its at dex 
bition, being the report which was submitted to Congress by the Pre t f the 
United States by special message of February 0, IS77, and a n in his ar il 

message of December 3, 1877, of which number 3.000 copies shall be for the Hous 
| 1,000 copies forthe Senate, 200 copies for the Smithsonian Institution for distribu 
tion to such foreign governments and others as made contributio from such 
exhibition to the National Museum, 300 copies for the late members of said 
board, and 500 copies for distribution by the hite president of the Centennial 


h were raised to | 


After the passage of this act the local land agents in several districts, under | 


direction and authority of the General Land Office, sold a quantity of lands of 
the class referred to in the above section at the price of $1.25 per acre. The in- 
structions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of date July 17, Isso, 
ee or recognizing the authority to make such sales, contained these 
words; 


* The third section reduces to $1.25 per acre the price of any lands which were | 
subject to ordinary private entry at $2.50 per acre at the date of the approval of 


the act, having been doubled in price by reason of the grant of alternate sections 
for railroad purposes, and which were put in market at that price prior to the 
Ist of January, 1861. Lands which have not been put in market forsale at ordi- 
poy private entry at $2.50 per acre, or which were so put in market subsequent 
to the Ist of January, 1861, are not changed in price by this section. You will 
carefully observe the rule, as to price, thus introduced. By reference to your 
official records, it will be in your power toascertain the facts with regard to any 
lands from which to decide as to its applicability tothem. In case of doubt you 
may correct your records to exhibit the facts by correspondence with this office.”’ 

These sales were made at private entry without a reoffering of the lands at 
public sale first being had. The parties purchasing acted in good faith, and in 


many instances have made improvements, begun operations on the land, and 


expended considerable sums on the faith of the purchase. 

After the la 
structed to sell no more lands at the reduced price of $1.25 per acre, for the reason 
that the lands had not bee 
the lands had been offered at $2.50 per acre, and had been in market at that price 
for over twenty years. Thereafter some lands were sold at $2.50 per acre, of the 
class reduced in price by the act of 1880. By later instructions the Department 
has held that the lands must first be reoffered at public sale, and has suspended 
the sales so made. 

The action of the Department works a grievous hardship on the purchasers. 
If the sales are canceled they will in some instances lose all their improvements 
and expenses incurred on the faith of the purchases. In others, which have been 
made known to the committee, the purchasers have made contracts to convey 
and give title, and the cancellation of the sales to them will subject them to 
actions for breach of contractand onerous damages. 

The substitute proposed is prepared by the Commissioner of the General Land 

hice, and is approved by him and by the Secretary of the Interior. The Com- 
——ae, in a letter answering inquiries respecting the proposed legislation, 

“Such entries were made, however, in good faith by the respective parties. 
They were allowed by the local officers through a misapprehension of the law, 


Commission, the printing to be done by the e Printer, under the super 
vision of the late chairman of said board, ups | 





ose order may be allowed by 
the Public Printer to the late secretary of the rd not exceeding S00 for sery 
ices to be performed and incidental xpenses neurred in com t there 
with: Provid Phatthe photographic view ( hinentex! t se 1 

panying the manuseript report shall not be Lor reproduced for put 
lication herein authorized 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
time: and being engrossed, it was according] 
passed. . 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the which the 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon 
laid on the table. 


and read a tl d 
y read the third time, and 
vote by hone 
der be 


ORDER OF 


BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER. Theregularorder being called for, this being Mon- 
day, the first business in order is the call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, also resolutions calling 
for executive information, for printing and reterence to their appropriate 
committees. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order for reference to their appropriate com- 
mittees. 

Mr. PAGE. 


I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call 


| of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 


of nearly a year, the officers of the local land offices were in- | 


Mr. RANDALL. I object. 
Mr. PAGE. I move to suspend the rules for that purpose 
The SPEAKER. It is not usual to dispense with the call of States 


n offered at public sale at the reduced price, although | for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 


MEMPHIS, ATLANTA AND SAVANNAH RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R to grant the right of 
way over the public lands in Alabama, and to grant lands to said State 
in aid of the Memphis, Atlanta and Savannah Railroad, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF COTTON TAX. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H.R. 7639) to provide for 
refunding to the several States certain sums of money which were col- 
lected from persons residing in said States asa tax upon cotton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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MRS. E. C. COWLES. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (HL. R. 7640) for the relief of Mrs. 
FE. C. Cowles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JAMES A. WARE, DECEASED. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (IL. R. 7641) for the relief of 
the estate of James A. Ware, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. JUDKINS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7642) for the relief of 
the estate of William T. Judkins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOUN C. JUDEINS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of 
the estate of John C. Judkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. JUDKINS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7644) for the relief of 
the estate of James H. Judkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL GEORGE W. GETTY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 7645) to reward the long, 
faithful, and distinguished services of Colonel George W. Getty, Fourth 
United States Artillery, and brevet major-general, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CARTE DEL MADERA DEL PRESIDIO. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a resolution of inquiry relative to the pri- 
vate land claim in California known as the Carte del Madera del Pre- 
sidio; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land-Claims. 

PENSACOLA AND PERDIDO CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (If. R. 7646) to incorporate the Pen- 
sacola and Perdido Canal Company; which was read a tirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CALUMET RIVER, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. 7647) to preserve and pre- 
vent encroachment upon the excavated channel of the Calumet River, 
Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF GERMAN WINES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
360) prohibiting importation of wines from Germany until some means 
can be provided by law to prevent the importation of deleterious wines 
from that country. 

Mr. GUENTHER. [ask that this joint resolution be read for the 
information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Its reading does not necessarily take it into the 
Recorp. If the gentleman desires to have it read for information the 
Chair will order it to be read. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I would like to have it read. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr.GUENTHER. That ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRAGG. Civil Service Reform would be the proper committee. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. 
Means. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Ways and Means ought to find out 
how to get money into the Treasury, not to prevent its collection. It 
had better go to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

The SPEAKER. The proper reference for the joint resolution is the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Lask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a matter relating to commerce. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think it could be referred either 
to the Committee on Commerce or the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I have no objection, however, to the reference indicated by the Speaker. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. PAYSON presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois relative to the increase of pensions in certain cases; 
which were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BRIDGES ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. PAYSON also presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Illinois relative to the protection of bridges, &e., on the 
Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


It will be referred to the Committee on Ways and 


TAX ON THE MANUFACTURE OF STILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 
section 3244 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
time, referred tothe Committee on W. 
printed, 


7648 ) to amend 
a first and second 
ays and Means, and ordered to be 


JOHN C. REED. 
Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 7649) for the relief of John 
C. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH M. CARRIERE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7650) for the 
relief of certain persons therein named; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH SEVOIS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HEPBURN also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7651) for 
the relief of Joseph Sevois and certain persons therein named: whic h 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. WILBERDING AND OTHERS. 

Mr. H EPBURN also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7652) for the 

relief of John H. Wilberding and certain persons therein named; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (IH. R. 7653) to define the man- 
ner of settling controversies between settlers under the pre-emption 
and homestead lawsand corporations claiming title under Congressional 
land grants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH DAVIDSON, 


Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7654) to 
provide for the payment to Elizabeth Davidson of compensation due her 
late husband, Edward C. Davidson, of Louisiana, in the Forty-third 
Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD P, BLACKISTONE. 

Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of Rich- 
ard P. Blackistone; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Ciaims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT FUND OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. 7656) to regulate the use of the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives in the payment of the 
funeral expenses of deceased members; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD GRANTS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STRAIT presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, requesting that the land grants for the aid of rail- 
road companies in said State be immediately adjusted, and that said 
land may be subject to taxation; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. 

JOHN FENSKE. 


Mr. STRAIT also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Minnesota, praying that a pension may be granted to John 
Fenske; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FRANK BACKOF. 

Mr. MCLEAN, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 7657) for the re- 
lief of Frank Backof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF TAXES. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7658) to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the balance due to various persons from whom 
certain illegal taxes were collected and to whom partial payments have 
been made; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ REUNION AT HASTINGS, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 361) granting 
the use of artillery, tents, &c., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at 
Hastings, Nebraska, in the month of September, 1883; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PREPAID MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 3940 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DOUBLE POSTAL CARD. 





Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 7660) to amend section 32 
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of the act of March 3, 1579, directing the Postmaster-General to intro- 
duce and furnish for use a double postal card; which was read a first | 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEGED ARREST OF EMIGRANT ON BRITISH SHIP. | 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, submitted the following resolution ; | 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: | 

yof S inform this House whether the officers 
Cree ee oe tp Republic co Ragga days past held an emigrant un- | 
der arrest until they sent forthe British consul and held a pretended trial before | 
the British consul within the territory of the United States before allowing said | 
emigrant to land, 
RELIEF OF ENGLAND, ETC. | 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 362) for the relief of England, the benefit of Ireland, and the 
glory of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. As that joint resolution is of some 
importance, I should like to have it read at length and published in the | 
RECORD. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The joint resolution looks to the 
annexation of Ireland to the United States, thereby getting her out of her 
present thralldom. I should like to have it read and published in the 
RecorD. It simply recites the situation of Ireland, and declares that 
she can never be happy in that situation. It is for the relief of England 
I offer it. | 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. For the information of the House | 
I think the joint resolution had better be read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. It is principally for the benefit of 
England, which seems to be troubled with possessions she can not govern. 
There is nothing disrespectful in it. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read at length and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROSINA HEINEMAN. 
Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7661) for the relief of Rosina 
Heineman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. GLEASON. 
Mr. COX, of New York, introduceda bill (H. R. 7662) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Gleason; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ASHBY. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (I. R. 7663) 
for the relief of Mary Ashby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | 


SCHOOL DISTRICT IN BURKE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 363) for the relief 
of the committee of the first common-school district (colored) for Burke 
County, North Carolina; which was ead a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. M. E. SWEENEY. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 7664) granting a pension to 
Mrs. M. E. Sweeney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 





CONDEMNED CANNON AND CANNON-BALLS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (IH. R. 7665) donating two con- 
demned cast-iron cannon and two cannon-balls to Strong Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Jamestown, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TARIFF LEGISLATION. 

Mr. RANDALL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Pennsylvania in reference to the speedy adoption of tariff 
legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Pennsylvania in reference to the bill for the in- 
crease of pensions to soldiers of the Union who Jost an arm or a leg in 
the war for the preservation of the Union; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bount y, and Back Pay. 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. RANDALL also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Pennsylvania in reference to the navy-yard at | 
League Island; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


INDIAN POLICY. 


Mr. RANDALL also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- | 
Jature of the State of Pennsylvania in reference to the proposed Indian 
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policy of the Government; which was referred to the Committee on In 
dien Affairs. 
LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD 

Mr. CURTIN presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania 1n reference to the navy-yard at League Island: which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CURTIN also presented a resolution @the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania in regard ‘o the bill increasing to $40 a month the pensions 
of soldiers who lost a leg or arm in the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TARIFF LEGISLATION 

Mr. CURTIN also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Penn 

sylvania for legislation on the tariff; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Way sand Means, 


INDIAN POLICY. 

Mr. CURTIN also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania in reference to the Indian policy proposed by the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD 

Mr. WATSON presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania in reference to the navy-yard at League Island: which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

INDIAN POLICY 

Mr. WATSON also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla 
ture of Pennsylvania in relation to the proposed Indian policy of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PARIFF LEGISLATION 

Mr. WATSON also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- , 
ture of Pennsylvania in reference to the speedy adoption of tariff legis- 
lation; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS } 

Mr. WATSON also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla 
ture of Pennsylvania for an increase of pensions to soldiers who lost 
a leg or an arm in the war for the preservation of the Union; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

INDIAN POLICY 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania in reference to the Indian policy of the Govern 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

TARIFF LEGISLATION, 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania for the speedy adoption of tariff legislation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also presented avesolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania in reference to an increase of pensions to sol- 
diers of the Union who lost an arm or a leg in the war for the preserva- 
tion of the Union; which was referred to the Select Committee on the | 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania in reference to the navy-yard at League Island; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TUCKER. Should not these resolutions go to the Committee on 
Rules? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there are so many of them they 
should be divided up among the committees. 

Mr. TUCKER. I think it would be well to refer them to the Com 
mittee on Rules. 

MYRON BARNES. 

Mr. JADWILN introduced a bill (H. R. 7666) for the relief of Myron 
Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF LEGISLATION, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the Legisla 
tive Assembly of Pennsylvania relative to tariff legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

INDIAN POLICY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also presented aresolution of the Leg 
islative Assembly of Pennsylvania in regard to the Indian policy of 
the General Government; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also presented a resolution of the Leg- 


| islative Assembly of Pennsylvania for an increase of pensions to soldiers 


having lost an arm or aleg; which was referred to the Select Committee 


| on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty and Back Pay. 
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SARAH D. PRENTISS. 

Mr. WALKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7667) granting 
arrears of pension to Sarah D. Prentiss; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7668) for the relief of certain 
persons therein named; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Wa@®Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON STATE BANKS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of South Carolina relating to the 
repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on State banks; which was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR MEMPHIS. 

Mr. SIMONTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7669) to en- 
able the Secretary of War to purchase, build, or accept as a donation a 
macadamized road from the city of Memphis to the national cemetery 
located near said city; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ZERIAH BURKE. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 7670) granting a pension to 
Zeriah Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A, WHEELER. 

Mr. GROUT also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7671) for the 
relief of John A. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. FERDINAND AXT. 

Mr. FULKERSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7672) for 
the relief of Dr. Ferdinand Axt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA WOOD. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISEASE AMONG CATTLE. 

Mr. GUENTHER also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin relating to the suppression of disease among 
cattle; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ MAIL ROUTE IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin for the establishment of a mail route between Es- 
daile and Herbert, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

EXTRA PAY FOR CAPITOL POLICE. 

Mr. RAY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 364) to pay the Cap- 
itol police one month’s extra pay; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MOUNT OLIVET METHODIST CHURCH, 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7674) for the re- 
lief of the Mount Olivet Methodist church; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY (by Mr. AINSLIE) presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the Territory of Arizona in reference to the Papago Indian 
reservation, in Arizona; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

STANLEY J. MORROW. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of 
Stanley J. Morrow; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Chiims, and ordered to be printed. 

“ARTESIAN WELLS IN MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Montana, asking an appropriation for the construction of 
two artesian wells in Montana; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR MONTANA. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Montana concerning the appointment of an additional 
justice of the supreme court of Montana; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT FORT BENTON, MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Montana SS emges the erection of acustom-honse at Fort 
Benton, Montana; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 





EXPENSE OF GOVERNOR’S OFFICE. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a memorial of the Legis] 
Territory of Montana concerning the expense of the gove 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. JACOB submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to continue the force who are e in preparing the alphabetical |ist 
of private claims in order to complete and include the second session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. Also to prepare an alphabetical list of papers received 
from the late Commissioner of Claims, which shall contain such action as was 
had thereupon, and that he be authorized to employ not more than two addi. 
tional clerks so that the work shall be completed on or before the meeting of Co), 
my in December next; the expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent 

und of the House. 


ature of the 
Tnor's office; 


SHEAR-BOOMS. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented joint resolution of the thirty-third Genera] 
Assemby of the State of Illinois in favor of securing the placing of shear- 
booms at the various bridges crossing the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. ALDRICH also presented joint resolution of the thirty-third 
General Assembly of the State of Illinois in favor of the passage of the 
bill in the United States Senate for increase of pensions to loyal soldiers 
who lost a leg or an arm in the military service of the United States to 
$40 per month; which was referred to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

DAVID H. BELL. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of David If. 
Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI PRICE. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. 7677) for the relief of Levi 
Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS IN UTAH. 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 7678) providing for the election 
of certain officers in the Territory of Utah; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for bills and 
joint resolutions is now concluded. 

Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to dispense with the regular order. 

Mr. NEAL. To-day is set apart for the consideration of husines 
coming from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and, Mi 
Speaker, I will, by unanimous consent, state, on the part of that com- 
mittee, we propose to call up only two Senate bills of minor impor- 
tance. I do not think they will take more than afew minutes to pass 
them. I hope the gentleman from California will withhold any prop- 
osition he has to submit until those two bills have been considered and 

ssed. 

Mr. PAGE. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. NEAL. I hope the gentleman will not raise it until I can dis- 
pose of these two bills. 

Mr. WHITE. Lask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. How much time does the gentleman think the two bills 
he refers to will consume? . 

Mr. NEAL. Certainly not more than ten minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Will they provoke any debate? 

Mr. NEAL. I do not think they will. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; I withdraw my motion for the present. 

ISHERWOOD ESTATE. 


Mr. NEAL. I move to take from the Speaker’s table for present con- 
sideration Senate bill No. 1342, authorizing the trustees of, the Isher- 
wood estate to amend a certain plan of subdivision of said estate recorded 
in the land records of the District of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up and read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the trustees of the Isherwood estate are hereby author- 
ized to withdraw or annul so much of the plat or subdivision of said estate 
which has been approved and placed on file in the office of the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia as relates to squares thereon numbered 7 and 13 and the 


street between said squares, are permitted to resubdivide the said squares 
and lines of street running through and between the same, and to place the new 
subdivision of the squares above named on file in the office of the surveyor of 
the District of Colum 


ja; and u filing said new subdivision the present street 
between said squares 7 and 134s hereby vacated: Provided, That if the vested 
rights of any person or persons who have purchased land in said Isherwood 
estate from the trustees or their beneficiaries shall be injuriously affected by the 
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: 7 i s e liable in damages therefor : 
change as herein Ber That any Se eens wacsander call te treagh 
<ithin one year from the date of the passage of this act. 

Mr. NEAL. Just one word. } [she 
and one of them is Mr. Clark, the Architect of the Capitol, caused to 
be surveyed a plat of that estate. Mr. Forsythe, the county surveyor, 
made a mistake and located a spring right in the middle of a street. 
They wish to vacate that street and to locate a street on each side of 
the spring. None of the lots have been sold, but out of abundant can- 
tion the Senate have put in a proviso authorizing anybody who might 
find themselves injured to bring suit to recover damages. 


| in the service and pay of contractors; which was referred to the Com- 
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| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed 


The trustees of the Isherwood estate, | 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read | 


the third time, and passed. 


Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; | 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DANIEL BREED. 
Mr. NEAL. 
(S. 2316) for the relief of Daniel Breed for present consideration. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ke it enacted, &c., That the deed of conveyance executed by the trustees of 
public schools for the county of Washington, District of Columbia, to Daniel 
Breed, on the 6th day of February, 1873, of lots numbered 42 and 43, as num- 


| quest, of the gentleman trom New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON ] as; 


CONFERENCE ON POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BIL1 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the appointment, as an 
additional conferee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the post-oftice appropriation bill in place 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], excused by his own re- 
member 
of that conference. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAGE. I wish to make a privileged motion. 
Mr. NEAL. I believe the special order is not yet exhausted 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman 
from Ohio had anything else to present on behalf of the District Com 
| mittee. 
Mr. NEAL I stated that | hoped the questicn of consideration 


I now move to take from the Speaker’s table the bill | 


bered on plat-book numbered 1 and folio 62 of records of land surveys of said | 
county, and recorded in liber numbered 702, folio 407, one of the land records | 


for Washington County, District of Columbia, be, and the same is hereby, ap- 


proved and the sale aflirmed; and the commissioners of the District of Colum- | 


bia are hereby authorized to make and execute any other deed of assurance in 


law for the more sure and effectual conveyance ofthe said premises in conform. | 


ity to the terms of the said deed. 


Mr. REAGAN. Why is it we are called upon to’confirm private 


deeds? 

Mr. NEAL. There was a small school lot out here near Mount 
Pleasant. The trustees of the school were not satisfied with the loca- 
tion. They bought another lot and built the school-house upon it. 


Under what they supposed was adequate authority in the premises, 
they sold the first lot for the sum of $1,100. There is some question 
as to whether the purchaser of the same secured a good title. In ordet 


that there should be no question about it a bill was introduced in the | 


Senate, passed the Senate, and is now before the House, to settle the 
question of title. This bill, therefore, which I now present, is merely 
to confirm the title of this lot. I have prepared a report setting forth 
the facts which I shall ask to have printed in the Reconp. The attor- 
neys of the District recommend the passage of this bill and there is no 
objection to it anywhere. 

The report referred to by Mr. NEAL is as follows: 

Mr. Neat, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

That said committee have had under consideration said bill and do find that 
“ prior to the year 1873 a small school-house had been built on the outskirts of 
the village of Mount Pleasant, in the District of Columbia, and located on lots 
numbered 42 and 43,as numbered on plat-book No.1 and folio 62 of records of 
land surveys of said county, and recorded in book No, 702, folio 407, one of the 
land records for Washington County, District of Columbia. On account of its 
insufficient size and inconvenient location it was abandoned, and another and 
larger building erected in a more central location. On account of its abandon- 
ment and the improbability of its ever again being required for a school-house 
or school-house site, it was deemed advisable by the trustees of the public schools 
of the county of Washington, and so recommended by them to the then District 
government, to sell said property, and the sale was officially authorized by Gov 
ernor Cooke, advertised over his official signature, and the property was sold to 
Daniel Breed for $1,110, the consideration paid therefor, and warranty deed was 
executed to him by the trustees, who, believing themselves under the act of the 
Legislature of August 21, 1871, the successors of the schoo] commissioners created 
under the act of June 25, 1864, supposed they had the legal right to convey real 
estate, and Mr. Breed, the innocent purchaser, now finds himself threatened with 
litigation to perfect the title of his grantee.” Upon the foregoing state of facts 
said committee report said bill favorably and do recommend the passage of the 
same, 


The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read by its title a first 
and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL, 
now in reference to certain House bills 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires at this time to lay before the 
House certain executive communications. 





VACANCIES UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a tabular statement in regard 
to the number of vacancies that have occurred at the United States Mil- 
itary Academy for each year during the last five years preceding July 
1, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAIL CONTRACTS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 


letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the annual report of 


offers and contracts for carrying the mails, the report of land and water 
mails, report of allowance to contractors, and the report of curtailment 


would not be raised. There are a number of House | 
committee would be glad to call up 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order 

Mr. REED. I desire to call up at this time the proposed amendment 
to the rules reported by the Committee on Rules and laid over 

Mr. PAGE. Pending that I rise to a 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to move that the House do now resolve it into 
Committee ot the W hole llouse on the state ot ti Union t on 
the river and harbor appropriation bill 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, without deciding whether 


ills which the 


privileged motion 


The gentleman will state it 








that is a privileged motion or not, that the right of the genth trom 
Maine to call up the proposed amendment to the rales is a mutter of 
high privilege. 
Mr. CARLISLE And against that I raise the question « 
tion. 
The SPEAKER The Clerk will read the rule 
Mr. PAGE. Does the Speaker decide that I do not wt 
tion of privilege? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair only decides that it is not a 
higher privilege than the motion of the gentl iM 
Mr. PAGE. I desire to submit to the Speake her it i 
question of higher privilege, this being a general ; ppropriation bill 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the mu i ‘ ‘ 
man from Maine is of higher privilege 
Mr. PAGE. Then, if I have the right to do so, | ill an © 
that motion with the motion which [I have made. unl I understand 
the Chair to decide that [ can not antagonize 
The SPEAKER The Chair does not so decide: the 
antagonize the motion if he so desires 
The Clerk will read the rule r ported Vv the Committe 
The Cierk read as tollows 
During the remainder of this session it shall} order at " 
to suspend the rules, which motion shall be ce led bya 
from the Speaker's table ILouse bill No. 5538 ththe Senate ar 
entitled * A bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation ind to de 
ment with the Senate amendment tothe san and to ask fo 
conference thereon, to be compo Lof five menmibers on the partof the Ilo 
If such motion shall fail, the bill shall remain upon the Speaker 
fected by the decision of the House upon said motion 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon that I raise the point of ord 


the purpose of the gentleman from California, chairman of the Commit 
tee on Commerce, to antagonize the motion of the gentleman trom: Maine 
by raising the question of consideration I will content myself with re 
serving the point of order upon the resolution re ported by the gentle 
man from Maine from the Committee on Rules, until that 
consideration may be determined. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 


«plu tion of 


I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Kentucky raises the question 
of consideration. The question is: Will the House 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order is reserved? 


The SPEAKER. It may be reserved. The question is: Will the 


| House now proceed to consider the rule just read? 


I hope the question of consideration will not be raised | 


Mr. RANDALL. Upon that I ask the yeas and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 126. not 
voting 31; as follows: 


YEAS—134 
Aldrich, Carpenter, Farwell, Sewell 8S. Hiseock, 
Anderson, Chace, Fisher, Horr 
Belford, Crapo, George Houk 
Bingham, Cullen, Godshalk, Hubbell 
Bisbee, Cutts, Grout, Hubbs 
Bowman, Davis, George R Guenther, Humphrey 
Brewer, Dawes, Hall, Jacobs, 
Briggs, Deering, Hammond, John Jadwin 
Browne, De Motte, Harmer Jones, Phineas 
Buck, Dezendorf, Harris, Benj. W. Jovee, 
Burrows, Julius C. Dingley, Haskell, Kasson, 
Butterworth, Doxey, Hazelton, Kelley, 
Calkins, Dunnell, Heilman Ketcham 
Campbell, Dwight Henderson, Lacey 
Candler, Erret, Hepburn, Lewis 
Cannon, Farwell, Chas. B. Hill, Lindsey, 
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Tord, 
Lynch, 
Mackey, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
McClure, 
MecGoid, 
MeCook, 
McKinley, 
MeLean, Jas. H, 
Miles, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Neal, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Parker, 
Payson, 


A iken, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Rayne, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Jos. H, 


‘aldwell, 
‘arlisle, 
‘assidy, 
‘ardy, 

‘lark, 
lements, 
‘obb, 

‘olerick, 
Jonverse, 
‘ook, 
‘ovington, 
‘ox, Samuel 8. 
‘ox, William R. 
ravens, 
Culberson, 


ee 


Atherton, 
Barbour, 


Idack, 
Blanchard, 
Cabell, 
Camp, 
Caswell, 


So the House agreed to consider the report of the Committee on Rules. 
I desire to state I am paired with my colleague from 
If he were here, I should vote 


Mr. HITT. 


Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] on this question. 


» 
ay. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 


Peelle, 
Peirce, 
Pettibone, 
Pound, 
Ranney, 


Reed, 

Rice, John B. 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Ritchie, 

Robeson, 


Robinson, Geo. D. 


Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Townsend, Amos 
Tucker, 


Robinson, Jas.8. Tyler, 
Russell, Updegraff, 
Ryan, Urner, 
Scranton, Valentine, 
NAYS—126. 
Curtin, Hooker, 
Darrall, House, 
Davidson, Hutchins, 


Davis, Lowndes H, 


Deuster, 


Jones, Geo. W. 
Jones, James K. 


Dibrell, Jorgensen, 
Dowd, Kenna, 
Dugro, King, 
Dunn, Klotz, 
Ellis, Knott, 
Ermentrout, Ladd, 
Evins, Leedom, 
Flower, Le Fevre, 
Ford, Manning, 
Forney, Matson, 
Frost, McKenzie, 
Fulkerson, McLane, Robt. M. 
Garrison, MeMillin, 
Geddes, Miller, 
Gibson, Mills, 
Gunter, Money, 
Hammond, N.J. Morrison, 
Hardenbergh, Moulton, 
Hardy, Muldrow, 
Harris, Henry 8. Murch, 
Haseltine, Mutchler, 
Hatch, Nolan, 
Ilerbert, Oates, 
Hewitt, G. W. Phelps, 
Hoblitzell, Phister, 
Hoge, Prescott, 
Holman, Randall, 
NOT VOTING—31. 
Chapman, Morse, 
Cornell, Mosgrove, 
Crowley, Pacheco, 
Herndon, Page, 


Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hitt, 

Latham, 

Martin, 


would vote ‘‘no.”’ 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. THOMAS with Mr. BARBOUR. 
Mr. Hitt with Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. WILLIAMs of Alabama. 
I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay.’’ 


Mr. URNER. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. SCRANTON, 


Mr. 


Mr. JORGENSEN. 
Mr. FISHER. 


Mr, TUCKER. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. TUCKER. 


consideration. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. REED. 


aul, 
Robinson, Wm, E. 
Skinner, 
Smith, J. Hyatt 


If Mr. SPRINGER were here, he 


Van Aernam, 

Van Horn, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 

Wait, 

Walker, 

Ward, 

Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 

West, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits 
Wood, Ww 
Young. 


alter A. 


Reagan, 

Reese, 

Rice, Theron M. 
Richardson, J. 8. 
Robertson, 
Rosecrans, 

Ross, 

Scales, 

Scoville, 

Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
‘Townshend, R. W. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Willis, 

Wilson, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Speer, 

Springer, 
Taylor, Ezra B., 
Tho 


mas, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 


Williams, Thomas 
Wood, Benjamin. 


I change my vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘ay.”’ 

I change my vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘ay.’’ 

ROBINSON, of Ohio. I change my vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘ay.”’ 
I change my vote from ‘‘ay’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 


I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I change my vote from ‘‘ay’’ to ‘‘no.”’ 
The names of members voting were then read. 
I change my vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘ay.”’ 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
Mr. REED and Mr. TUCKER rose. 


to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Mr. GIBSON and Mr. TUCKER called for the yeas and nays on the 


latter motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. McLAN 


journ. 


The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 


70, noes 104, 


Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland, and Mr. WISE, of Virginia, called for 


of Maryland. 


the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered—42 members voting therefor. 


——<_ . —-_ -_ -  . oo.  — aa 


The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 
I changed my vote for the purpose of moving a re- 


The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 
I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and alsomove 


I move that the House do now ad- 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, 


voting 36; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
—, 
Try, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cook, 
Cox, William R. 
Cravens, 
Davidson, 


Davis, Lowndes H. 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 


Browne, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 


Burrows, Julius C, 


Burrows, Jos. H. 

Butterworth, 

Calkins, 

Campbell, 

Candler, 

ee. 

rpenter, 

Caswell, 

Chace, 

Chapman, 

Colerick, 

Converse, 

Covington, 

Cox, Samuel S. 
rapo, 

Culberson, 

Cullen, 

Curtin, 

Cutts, 

Darrall, 

Davis, George R. 

Dawes, 

Deering, 

Dezendorf, 

Dingley, 

Doxey, 

Dunnell, 

Dwight, 


P, 


YEAS--81. 


Dibrell, Jones, James K. 
Dowd, Kenna, 

I . King, 

Dunn, Knott, 

Ellis, Leedom, 

) \ Manning, 
Forney, McLane, Robt. M. 
Fulkerson, MeMillin, 
Garrison, Mills, 
Gibson, Money, 
Gunter, Morrison, 
Hammond, N. J. Moulton, 
Hardy, Nolan, 
Harris, Henry S.  Phister, 
Hatch, Randall, 
Herbert, Reagan, 
Hoblitzell, Reese, 
Hoge, Richardson, J. S. 
Hooker, Robertson, 
House, Rosecrans, 
Hutchins, Scales, 

NAYS—174. 
Ermentrout, Lewis, 
crrett, Lindsey, 

Farwell,Chas.B. Lord, 
Farwell, Sewell S. Lynch, 
Fisher, Mackey, 
Flower, Marsh, 
Ford, Mason, 
Geddes, Matson, 
George, McClure, 
Godshalk, McCoid, 
Grout, McCook, 
Guenther, McKinley, 

§ McLean, Jas. IH. 
Hammond, John Miles, 
Hardenbergh, Miller, 

Harmer. Moore, 

Harris, Benj. W. Morey, 
Tlaseltine, Morse, 
Haskell, Muldrow, 
Hazelton, Mutchler, 
Heilman, Norcross, 
Henderson, Oates, 
Hepburn, O'Neill, 
Hewitt, G. W. Page, 
Hill, Parker, 
Hiscock, Payson, 
Holman, Peelle, 
Horr, Peirce, 
Houk, Pettibone, 
Hubbs, Phelps, 
Humphrey, Pound, 
Jacobs, Prescott, 
Jadwin, Ranney, 
Jones, George W. Ray, 
Jones, Phineas Reed 


Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
Klotz, 


Lacey, 
Tadd, 
Le Fevre, 


Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. S$ 


NOT VOTING—3%6. 


Cornell, 
Crowley, 

De Motte, 
Deuster, 

Frost, 

Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hitt, 

Hubbell, 


Latham, 
Martin, 
McKenzie, 


Paul, 
Robinson, Wm. E. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were aynounced: 
Mr. HUBBELL with Mr. MCKENZIE. 

Mr. SmitH, of New York, with Mr. MARTIN. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
with the reading of the names. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. I object. 
The names of those voting were then read, and the result was an- 
nounced as above stated. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House decided to proceed with the 
On this question the yeas and nays 


consideration of the proposed rule. 


have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 122, not 
voting 33; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 


Barr, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 


Bowman, 


—_™ es" wr we TO 


YEAS—136. 
Brewer, Candler, 
B , Conpes ~ 
uck, nter, 
Burrows, JuliusC, Caswell, 
Butterworth, Chace, 
Calkins, Crapo, 
Campbell, Cullen, 


w wTwTrrTrrrewys 


nays 174, not 


Scoville, 

Shelley, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 

Talbott, 
Thompson, P. BR 
Townshend, R, W. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


tussell, 

Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Smalls, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, Jos. D. 
Thomas, 


Valentine, 
Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 


Webber, 

West, 

White, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Chas. G, 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Ross, 

Skinner, 

Smith, J. Hyatt 
Speer, 

Springer, 

Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, Wm.G. 


U n, 
Wood, Benjamin. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense 


Cutts, 

Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
Deering, 
Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 
Doxty, 


























Oe ae en 





1883. 


— 
—_— 


Dunnell, 

Errett, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell 3. 
Fisher, 

Ford, 

dyoorge, 
Godshalk, 

Grout, 

Guenther, 

Hall, 

Hammond, John 
Harmer, 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Haskell, 
Hicilman, 
Henderson, 
Hepburn, 


Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 
Jadwin, 

Jones, Phineas 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Caldwell, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
hapman, 


C 
C 
Clements, 

Cobb, 

Colerick, 
Converse, 

Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, Samuel 8, 
Cox, William R, 


Atherton, 
Black, 
Blanchard, 
Browne, 
Brumm, 
Cabell, 
Camp, 
Cornell, 
Crowley, 


Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 
Kasson, 
Kell ‘y, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Lynch, 
Mackey, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
MeLean, Jas. H. 
Miles, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Page, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Peelle, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Peirce, 
Pettibone, 
Pound, 

Prescott, 
Ranney, 

Ray, 

Reed, 

Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron M 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. 5 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 


NAYS—122. 


Cravens, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 


Davis, Lowndes I. 


Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, 
Flower, 


Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 

Gibson, 

Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Hardy, 

Harris, Henry 8. 
Haseltine, 
Hatch, 

Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 


Holman, 
Hooker, 
House, 
ILutchins, 
Jones, Geo. W. 
Jones, James K 
Kenna, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 
Ladd, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Matson, 
McLane, Robt. M. 
MeMillin, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
Mutchler, 
ates, 
Phelps, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 


NOT VOTING—33. 


Darrall, 

De Motte, 
Dwight, 
Hazelton, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hitt, 

Hubbell, 
Latham, 


So the motion to lay on the 


agreed to. 


The following additi 
Mr. DwiGcur with 


Martin, 
McKenzie, 
Mosgrove, 
Neal, 
Nolan, 
Pacheco, 
Paul, 
Phister, 
Skinner, 


table the motion 


al pairs were announced: 
. PHISTER. 


Mr. EzrRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. BARR with Mr. ATHERTON. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
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Spooner 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Jos, D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Acrnam, 
Van Horn, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Walker, 

Ward, 
Washburn 
Watson, 
Webber 

West, 

White, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Wood, Walter A. 
Young 


Richardson, J. 8 
Robertson, 
Robinson, Wm. E 
Rosecrans, 

Ross, 

Seales, 

Scoville, 

Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W 
Singleton, Otho R 
Sparks, 
Stockslager, 
ralbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wise, George D 
Wise, Morgan R, 


Speer, 

Springer, 

Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Wilson, 

Wood, Benjamin, 


to reconsider was | 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
voramunicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed a bill 
and joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 6957) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
184, and for other purposes; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 337) to provide for the admission free of 


duty of articles intended for a special exhibition of machinery, tools, 
implements, apparatus, &c., for the generation of electricity, to be 
used in Philadelphfa by the Franklin Institute; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 346) to print certain eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late William M. Lowe; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 347) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
delivered in Congress upon the late Godlove 8. Orth; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 348) to provide fot the publication of the 


memorial addresses delivered in Congress upon the late Jonathan T. 


Updegraff; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 349) to provide for the publication of the 


memorial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. R. M. 
A. Hawk, of Illinois; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 356) accepting the invitation of the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution to attend the inauguration of the statute 


of Joseph Henry. 





AMENDMENT OF RULES, 

The House resumed the consideration of the r 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. REED 
question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN \ point of order has been submitted 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. BLAacKBURN] 
stated, before the vote was taken on the question of consi: 


” J 
If there is no objection, 


ration, that 
he reserved a point of order, but no point of order was disclosed to th 
Chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Tam ready to submit it now 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
rule submitted by the gentleman from 
does not constitute and is not a rule 

I do not, at this stage, undertake to disé and effect of the 
proposition under consideration. | certainly will waste 
futile etfort to describe and tithy characterize the 


e 


Che point of order I make against the proposed 
Maine |Mr. REED] is that it 


USS the SCOP 
ho time mn a 
method which the 
majority of the Committee on Rules have seen fit to embody in this 
proposition, to accomplish the purpose to which their desperate strait 
has driven them. That will come upif this point of order be 
tained, and if the majority side of this House sees fit in 


not sus- 
sott-« mployed 


magnanimity toallow adiscussion on a proposition so radical and revolu 
tionary as this. 

At that time I will ask to be heard upon the merits, if merit there be 
in the arbitrary proposal to which the attention of this House is now in 
vited 1 will endeavor to econtine myself legitimately and tairly to a 
discussion of the point of order; and I promise in : nee that it shall 





be my best effort (and I feel sure that I shall succeed) to keep 


0 clo 
to a discussion of the point of order technically considered that no gen 
tleman upon the other side shall have reason to complain 

The proposition submitted to this House is in these word 

During the remainder of this session it shall be in order at any time t 
to suspend the rules, which motion shall be decided by a majority vote 

That surely changes the existing rule of this House We are now 
within the last six days of the session, and under the rules at present 


existing you may at any time move to suspend all ral but 
to carry your proposition the rule require 


In orae!r 


that you shall show a two 


thirds vote. The first clause or sentence of the proposition here is to 
accomplish that purpose by a bare majority vote It goes on defining 
the purpose for which this motion may be mad 

To take from the Speaker's table Tfouse bill No. 5538, with the Senate amend 
ment thereto, entitled “‘a bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation mid tod 


clare a disagreement with the Senate amendment to the same, and to ask for a 
| committee of conference thereon to be composed of five members onthe | 
the House 


mart of 
The proposition is to limit and restrict the power to suspend the 
rules by a majority vote for the remainder of this session, and make it 
| applicable to one bill and none other. Not only that, but you are lim 
ited and ruled down to one motion upon that bill, and that a motion 
to disagree with the amendment submitted by the Senate. Not only 
| that; it goes on to declare that you shall have the power to ask tor a 
conterence—a conference upon what? Upon a bill not one sentence o1 
line or syllable of which was ever in this House before. The bill which 
you sent tothe Senate was an internal-revenue taxation bill. ‘The bill 
which is sent back to you carries one hundred and ten pages of printed 
matter, not one word or syllable of which was in the bill when you 
sent it from this Chamber. The Senate has even changed the title 
has left not an atom of your bill except the enacting clause ‘Be it 
enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled’’ is every atom of these one 
hundred and ten printed pages that you sent to the Senate Chamber. 

Now, you are proposing here to do—what ? 
this House suspend all rules and take up that bill for but a single mo 
tion, not to agree to the amendment of the Senate, not to consider the 
amendment of the Senate, but to disagree and ask for a conference, 
under the operation of the previous question, which the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] a moment ago indicated his purpose to demand, 
on a great internal revenue taxation and tariff bill originating, in the 
face of the Constitution and against its express limitations, in the other 
wing of this Capitol. The gag law is to be applied to the representa 
tives of the people, and they are to be stripped of their right to origi 
nate all bills for raising revenue. 

That is not all. The proposition is that the only motion you shall 
make is to non-concur; that you shall not have the right to move to con 
cur; you are limited to the motion to non-coneur 

More. Unwilling totrust toa count which, if common rumor is to be 

| credited, has been carefully made—a count made upon a written agres 
ment signed by members on the other side binding and obligating them 
selves to stand for this report and to stand for the motion of non-con 
currence—though with care and particularity, as rumor has it (and J 
doubt not correctly) you have taken time since the Kasson resolution 

| was sent to the Committee on Rules, two weeks ago, to marshal your 
forces, to obligate them in every manner that is binding, unless it be 
in an open bond with *‘ good and approved securities, ’’ for the perform 

| ance of the contract—in the face of all this the majority side of the House 


lo let a bare majority of 











3308 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 26, 








dare not allow a motion which is admitted under every parliamentary | what every deliberative body in this and every other country on earth 
Jaw or parliamentary rule or parliamentary practice ever known among | has in every age of the world’s history had without being forced to de- 
civilized men. You dare not allow a vote to be taken to concur in the | mand it We have come to ask that this House if it is to be Stripped of 
Senate amendments to the text of the bill. You go further and say that | its constitutional pre tive to originate tariff legislation shall at least 
when you have made your motion to non-concur—mark the lastsentence | have the opportunity of concurring in that which the Senate n 


. ces . 4 My Orig- 
of your resolution as you propose it— inate if it shall commend itself to our best judgment. 

If such motion shall fail, the bill shall remain upon the Speaker's table un- : I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, if we could lay aside all partisan preju- 
affected by the decision of the House upon said motion. dices, by which, I doubt not, to a degree at least we are all influenced 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to the question whether the resolution = — rege baal oan w a Regt he necemiticn of party 
+ nee pes apse sts, 8 aes sof this ‘ What is a rule? | * proposi re repo rom the Committee 
submitted can be construed as a rule of this House. na on Rules, I can not but believe that the unb . 
: : sey triagdboege tera ls iia Pat sae , iased judgment of every 
I admit that this House as a deliberative body has the constitutional intelligent man on this floor would force him to th ~ hat 
~ ; oslian x which it wi t its busi I ad- gen , ce him to the conclusion that it is 
power to adopt rules under which it will conduct its business. a makeshift under party exigency and t be fairl ; 
. : a ie "i a Jie . : “aR ee y gency and can no arly incorporated into 
mit that this body has the power to change those rules in its discretion to on : : sg fis 
- ; erage ! é e e system of rulesof this House. It is nota rule; it will not be a rule 
from time to time at its pleasure. But I deny that the proposition sub- the day after ¥ it. if indeed : ; ' 
0 agg dane — ; pat - e day after you pass it, if indeed you pass it. You will have accom- 
mitted here can be construed or denominated a rule. If you adopt it : . rth ia : 
what happens? It goes into your Manual and list of rules as a stand- plished  epectSe purpose, and you will have done it—and I speak the 
co heleor this Hows (to a te in all probability functus officio within word not with ——_ ntion of being offensive—you will have done it 
thirty minutes after its enactment) that for the rest of this session by oF s of indi — by a parliamentary twist of the wrist. You 
: wegine “panes - , _. | Will have reached legislation that you can not reach inside the present 
you may have this unknown, unprecedented right and power apply- linsitations of the law 
ing toa single motion upon a single bill which is no longer pending The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
as ¢s » of legislati j = & d » Ini Sts . ; sas . - “ ery « ’ 
pact hon arte of le — = a ~ieeas ae be — ome | Kentucky the Chair would hold was made too late if it were not for the 
rs r aioe Pon, apa = a ‘distin . snaetiiies ee " Sacinenin tn the | !ct that the gentleman would have the right toclaim that he reserved 
- ied wag mn La my mang am ai Reteltlens all conclusions, all | 2 Tight to make it before the question of the consideration of that 
—_ <n aud : sense me hiuatters. You will find the greatest En- | Tle was submitted to the House. The Chair was not advised of the 
“Ai in of as a oe a oa vi ma Aelia thinnn lente temeiainall = the world, | B&ture of the point of order reserved by the gentleman; and the Chair 
Mr. ie "Blac ierlateay d eleven when he comes to define a rule, as is clearly of the opinion that it ought to have been stated before the 
~ * — diemaaieediag ‘ . » * | House decided to go forward with the consideration of the resolution: 
srnatens for that is now the action of the House, and the Chair does not very 
Municipal on aan is properly defined to ~  odyed — ne well see how his decision now would affect that order or override the 
luct prescribed by the supreme power in a state, commanding what is right anc Re | ° > . ram if 34+ o » ha » : . : 
oa ee bed byt oe so poses jee ne open bo-aenenal enebe action of the House, even if it should be held that the point of orde: 
erties as they arise out of this definition, And, first, it is a rule, not a tran- | Was good. The Chair, however, will take no advantage 
sient, sudden order from a ee grin $e a oa ragpe mee —— ; ef Mr. BRAGG. Let me inquire, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair did not 
something permanent, uniform, and universal, Therefore a particular act of | co4, 2 : , a ee Blas aaa . =e 
tan Lectintens to conieuite the goods of Titius, or to attaint him of high trea- | state to the gentleman from Kentuc ky that the point of order could be 
son, does not enter into the idea ofa municipal law, for the operation of this act reserved ? 
is spent upon Titius saty — 43° ~1 relation a —— in eer pet ~ | TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not intend or propose to take any 
is rather entence than a law. ut an act to declare that the crime of which | . 9.0 ,40¢, . . 43 : Sa Sal : . on hea Re dl 
to rath Suantene ee a high treason, thie has permanency, unifornm- advantage of the condition in which this resolution has been place d Iyy 
ity, and universality, and therefore is properly a rule. It is also called a rule to | the action of the House. But at the time that this reservation of th: 
distinguish it from advice or counsel, which we are at liberty to follow or not | point of order was made of course it could not be foreseen what action 
as Wwe see proper, and to judge upon the reasonableness or unreasonableness of. | the House would take on the question of consideration 
» thing advised. , “ her : ; : 
—— | Mr. BRAGG, But the Chair expressly stated that the reservation of 
He says further ** upon these accounts law is defined to be a ‘rule.’’’ | the point of order would be observed. 
And so all the authors have held. | TheSPEAKER. The Chair repeats that it has no intention of tak. 
L ask you, Mr. Speaker, to look at the effect if that resolution shall | ing advantage of the situation, and remembers very well all thot took 
be adopted. ‘Tell me whether it constitutes in any just sense of the | place. 
term a rule of the House of Representatives? Does it not practically It is proper for the Chair to say that with the question of the consti- 
constitute legislation itself? Answer he who will and tell me what is | tutional prerogatives of the House, in the matter of originating revonw 
the difference between the proposition submitted by the gentleman from | bills, the Chair now at least has nothing to do. That question docs no 
Maine [Mr. Reep] and the motion made by any member of this House | enter into the decision of the point of order made by the gentleman from 
when he asks unanimous consent to take up a certain bill and pass it? | Kentucky. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point of orde: 
Or, to make the analogy closer, and I think identical, answer and tell | and rests his point solely upon the claim that this resolution, ifadopted, 
me What is the difference between the proposition here submitted and | would not bearuleof the House. It would be rather early for the Chair 
that of a member of a committee who comes in when he has authority | to undertake to decide on that which is not before the House. — It is re- 
and by its instruction upon a call of committees on suspension Monday | ported as a rule from the Committee on Rules. 
and moves to suspend the rules and pass a bill that his committee has But passing that, it is perfectly competent, as the Chair thinks, for this 
designated and indicated? What is this but an order from the Com- | House, when thesubject is properly brought before it, to change every rule 
mittee on Rules to move a suspension, in order that a particular bill | of the House and all of the rules that have a by the House 
may he reached? And the limitations applied rule you down toasingle | And early in this session a resolution of the ase Was adopted au- 
motion and deny to this House every other right in connection with | thorizing the Committee on Rules to report at any time any change 01 
that legislation. modification of the rules or any new rules. That right of the commit- 
Mr. HOUSE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question for in- | tee has been exercised perhaps in this case. But in this case the Com- 
formation ? mittee on Rules has reported this rule asa substitute for various propo- 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. sitions of a similar character that have been introduced in the House 
Mr. HOUSE. I understand under this resolution that a motion to | and referred to the committee. This comes from the committee as a 
non-concur in the Senate amendment may be made. substitute for them all. ° 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; that is the only motion under this Its effect, if the Chair is to look to that, may be, in this exceptional 
rule which can be made. case named, to put aside other rules which would prevent the motion 
Mr. HOUSE. Suppose one member of this House votes for the mo- | that the rule proposes to allow. But the greater certainly includes the 
tion to non-concur and two hundred vote against it, do you mean to | lesser. It was in the power of the committee to report a rule to sus- 
say the one man overrules the two hundred? pend the whole of Rule XX, which would require an amendment 0! 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I do mean to say that, and nothing more or | the Senate, on the point of order being made, to go to the Committee 
less. I mean to say when that motion to non-concur is made, if there | of the Whole House on the state of the Union. It is in the power ot 
be not a single member in this House to vote for it, if the mover of the | the committee to report to the House a proposition%o suspend the rule 
motion refuses to support it, if two hundred and ninety-two members | that authorizes the suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote. In 
vote against it, their vote is not counted, simply because the gag feature | other words,a rule might have been reported from the committee, 
of this resolution refuses to allow it to be considered. Itis what Black- | and properly, which would suspend or repeal or annul or set aside every 
stone has denominated, not a rule, nota law, but asentence pronounced | rule of this House, standing or special; and if the House so decided to 
and that without a hearing. affirm that report by a majority vote it could do so. In this case, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know I have authority, or even the sem- | though it may apply to a single great and important measure now pend- 
blance of authority, to express an opinion as to what is or may be the | ing before Congress, it seems perfectly clear to the Chair that it would 
purpose of any memberof this House except my own, but I do sincerely | be a rule to the extent that it goes; and perhaps gentlemen, on consid- 
declare that I have no purpose of offering any obstruction or interpos- | eration, may see that in this particular case it goes far enough. 
ing any improper difficulties in the pathway of this House if it means | The Chair overrules the point of order. 3 
to make an effort toward tax or tariff legislation. Mr. BLACKBURN. With all proper deference to the opinion ot the 
We do not want to make threats, for we have no purpose of putting | Chair I beg leave respectfully to appeal from that decision. 
them into execution so far as I knowor believe. We have come to ask Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask unanimous consent, as we are now 
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within ten minutes of the time fixed for the recess, to revoke the order 
for a recess this evening so that we may go on and dispose of this mat- 
ter. [Cries of “Not”? No! *] sin d 7 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me understand the proposition of my friend 
from New Jersey. wre : 

The SPEAKER. The Chairwill state it. The gentleman from New 
Jersey asks unanimous consent to dispense with the special order for 
this evening, which requires the House to take a recess from half past 
5 until half past 7 o’clock. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’ ] 

Mr. ROBESON. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How long does the gentleman propose to con- 
tinue in session to-night if that order is revoked ? 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. The gentleman from New Jersey has 
withdrawn the request. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the order providing for a night session. 

Mr. ROBESON. That was my intention. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I make that request. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, Mr. MILLS, Mr. SPARKS, and others ob- 
jected. [Cries of ‘ Regular order! ’’] 

" The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky appeals from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I move that the appeal be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And upon that I call the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
upon the point of order made by the gentleman from Kentucky stand 
as the judgment of the House?’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand that the gentleman from Maine 
moves to lay that appeal on the table. 


The SPEAKER. That is the pending question. The gentleman 


| 


| ask if we can not agree to revoke the 


from Maine moves to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair on | 


the table; and on that motion to lay the appeal upon the table the 
gentleman from Kentucky demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
common consent to revoke the order for the night session and go on 
until 6 or 6.30 o’clock, or such reasonable hour as gentlemen on the 
other side may deem proper? 

Mr. KASSON. Let us go on until we have finished this subject. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
might be able to get through with this matter without the necessity of 
returning to-night; but I understand objection is made on all sides to 


dispensing with the special order, and I have therefore withdrawn the | 


request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House, if desired, again. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Would it be in order to move now that the House 
take a recess till half past 7 o'clock ? 

The SPEAKER. The House in the course of a few minutes will 
have to take a recess in pursuance of its own order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is there objection to my proposition ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
renews the request that the special order requiring a recess to be taken 
from half past 50’clock till half past 7 o’clock be rescinded for this day. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. HAZELTON, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay on the table 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair. On that question the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN } demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is sufficient busi- 
ness perhaps on the Speaker’s table, Presidential messages and other 
matters, tooccupy the time till half past 5; and if there be no objection, 
the yeas and nays having been ordered, those matters will be submitted 
and the roll-call will not be commenced before the hour for taking a 
recess. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. If the roll-call is commenced before the hour fixed 

for the recess, will the roll-call stop when that hour arrives? Or what 
will be the situation ? 
_ The SPEAKER. Unless it was on the motion to adjourn the Chairis 
inclined to hold the roll-call would stop at the hour of recess. That 
has been held to be a motion of a different character from other busi- 
ness. But if a roll-eall was proceeding on other business, no matter 
what, there would have to be a recess declared. 

Mr. ROBESON. A recess declared interru 


If there is objection, I withdraw it. 


Chair's understanding of the rule. 
Mr. ROBESON. 
postponed? Or if it be necessary to bring it about I will call for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The 
Mr. RANDALL, 
this. 


yeas and nays have been ordered. 
I would suggest a motion that would accomplish 
I move that the House now take a recess till half past 7 

That would not be now in order. 

It could be done by unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. BLACKBURN 





May I ask unanimous consent that the roll-call be 


Now, I want to ask if we can not agree by | 


My idea was that as we are all present now, we | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman froin Kent 
his proposition again. 
Mr. BLACKBURN 


) 1 : 
ucKV desires to submit 


Objection being withdrawn on this side I nov 
order for a recess at half past », 
with the understanding that we will go on now till 6, or hal 


whatever time you please ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. That is, we will go right or 
ish it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question he 
man from Kentucky |[Mr. BLACKBURN] renews his request t] 
special order requiring a recesss to be taken at half past 5 
wast 7 shall be set aside for this day. 

Mr. HASELTINE and others objected 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinoi Is there LV Special ore 
night ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so understand 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to make a privileged motion l move 

that the House concur in the recommendation of the Comm eon Ay 
propriations todisagree to the Senate’s amendments to the 1 ippro 
priation bill and ask for a committee of conference 

Mr. ATKINS I suggest to the gentleman from N Cerne W 

the Speaker to submit to the House the various mat here ferred 
to, and in that way we will reach the hour of re« 

Mr. RANDALL. | would suggest to th hy ntleman trom Ne rsey 
| there might be some amendments of the Senate in w! we want to 
| coneur. 

Mr. MILLER I move that the House do now adjoi 

The SPEAKER Phat motion could not now be d posed ‘ 

the hour for recess arrives. [Cries of ** Regular order 

The SPE AKER Phe revular order can not b | roceeded with unless 

the House is in orde 

Mr. MILLER. J insist on my motion that the Housed 1 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 

House do now adjourn 

The question being 1aken on a viva voce vote, the Speaker 
in the opinion of the Chair the ‘‘noes’’ had it 

Mr. MILLER. 1 eall for a division 

The House divided; and there were—aves 86, noes 96 

Mr. MILLS and othe rs called tor tellers 

Mr. MILLER. I call tor the yeas and nay 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, the Speaker 

said that evidently a sufficient number had voted in the aflirn 


The Chair will submit the matter tothe judgment | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





D pting the call of the roll? 
The SPEAKER. Yes; except on a motion to adjourn. That is the | . oar RP wre 
. | indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


| 





Mr. ROBESON. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the hour of half past 
5 having arrived, the House in pursuance ol its order is now in recess 
until half past 7 o'clock p. m 


EVENING SESSION 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 

o’clock p. m., the Speaker in the chair. 
ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the members of the 
Committee on Enrolled Billsreport that the labors of that committee at 
this period of the session are so great that they are unable to get through 
their work without further assistance. ‘The Chair therefore asks unani- 
mous consent of the House to be allowed to appoint two additional mem- 
bers on that committee. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as additional members of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills Mr. SPAULDING of Michigan and 
HAnrpy of New York. 


half-past 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILI 


Ih 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to print in the Recorp 
some remarks which I failed to make on the Congressional Library bill 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. — | 
Appendix. | 

Mr. BELMONT asked and obtained leave to print in the 
some remarks prepared by him relative to the bill (H.R. 7417 
free importation of works of art. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD asked and obtained unanimous consent to print 
in the RECORD some remarks prepared by him on the educational bill. 
[See Appendix. ] 


Seg 


RECORD 
for the 


LEAVE OF 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. MATSON, 


ABSENCE 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HASELTINE. I ask unanimous consent to take up for pres 


nt 


| consideration a bill reported unanimously from the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on a propo 
sition which is now pending, and which is the first business in ordet 

Mr. HASELTINE. If unanimous consent is granted there can be 
no objection, can there ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HASELTINE] 
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asks unanimous consent to take up for present consideration the bill 
(I. Rt. 6391) to amend an act dividing the State of Missouri into two 
judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof 
into divisions, and to prescribe the times and places for holding court 
therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equivalent to 
an objection, and the bill is not before the House. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith for the information of Congress a copy of the annual 


report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific Railway Company, 
under date of the 19th instant, 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
Executive MAnstion, Washington, D, C., February 26, 1883. 
DAMAGE BY FLOODS ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in further response to the House resolution of February 
17, 1883, relative to damages by flood or otherwise to the works of 
channel improvement at or near Plum Point, Mississippi River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in further response to the House resolution of the 17th in- 
stant calling for information as to the damage done to the works for 
channel improvement at or near Plam Point and at or near Lake Provi- 
dence in the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

RicumonD, Ky., February 22, 1883. 
To the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The Kentucky Mexican veterans, on the anniversary of the battle of Buena 
Vista and the birthday of the Father of his Country, send greeting to the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and hope that it will not adjourn without showing its appre- 
ciation of the services of the men who added an empire to the national domain. 

SPEED 8. FRY 
President of the Association. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ROBESON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back 
with the Senate amendments thereto the bill (H. R. 7314) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes, and moved that the amendments of the 
Senate be non-concurrred in and that a conference be requested of that 
body. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House, 
Mr. Roneson of New Jersey, Mr. KercHam of New York, and Mr. 
ATKINS of Tennessee, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and agreed to the further 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. PLuMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. Breck. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 361) granting a pension to Wellington V. Heusted; 





A bill (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to George C. Rust: 

A bill (IT. R. 6833) granting a pension to Kate Quilligan: and 

A bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major- 
General G. K. Warren. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5771) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act granting 
sion to A. Schuyler Sutton,’’ approved June 4, 1872; and 

A bill (H. R. 6181) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8. 276) granting a pension to John C. Hargrave; : 
A bill (S. 319) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia Zei- 

en; 

A bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Betsey A. Mower; 

A bill (8. 1530) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Major D. 
Williams; 

A bill ( 

( 


a pen- 


S. 1546) to increase the pension of George W. Bousman; 
A bill (8. 2139) granting a pension to A. M. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 2218) for the relief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker; 

A bill (5. 2367) granting a pension to Fannie 8S. Beaumont; and 
* A bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby. | 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. At the time the House took a recess this afternoon 
the pending question was upon the call of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MILLER] for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 
The Chair does not know whether that motion should be regarded as 
pending or not. If not insisted upon, the Chair will treat it as with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not understand the question tobe in the form put 
by theSpeaker. The yeas and nays by a viva voce vote had been ordered, 
thereupon the gentleman from New Jersey called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. That call was pending at the time the House took 
the recess. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TUCKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TUCKER. I wish to know whether it is in order to withdraw 
the motion of a gentlemen who is not present ? 

The SPEAKER. A recess was taken, and the Chair does not under- 
stand that the motion is insisted upon; but if it is, the question will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood merely that the Speaker had said that 
in the absence of objection the motion would be considered as with- 
drawn. The gentleman who made the motion wasnothere. I thought 
perhaps he ought to be consulted in the matter. 

The SPEAKER. If all the members of the House who are present 
consent, the Chair thinks no harm can be done by treating the motion 
as withdrawn, although the gentleman is not here. If there be no ob- 
jection the motion will be considered as withdrawn by unanimous con- 
sent. The Chair hears no objection. The question recurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to lay on the table the 
appeal taken by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
from the decision of the Chair. On that question the yeas and nays 
had been ordered. 





ah DEO ANIA TIN = 





Mr. WHITE. 


I ask unanimous consent to make a report at this 
time from the Committee on Woman Suffrage. [Laughter, and cries of 
‘Regular order !’’] 

The question was taken; and therewere—yeas 116, nays 97, not vot- 
ing 78; as follows: 


YEAS—116. * 


- Anderson, Godshalk, Lord Robinson, Jas. 8. 

A bill CH. R. 507) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington; Bisbee, Grout Lynch, Russell, 

A bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of Ralph P. Ford; - wl Guenther, —. er asia 

A bill (HL. R. 1188) granting a pension to Thomas Allcock; ioe, Hammond, John McCoid, Shultz, ’ 

A bill (H.R. — granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; Brumm, | ny . a  MeCook, Smalls, 

A bill (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White; hs Re - 5 se 

A bill (1. R. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; Calkins, ” Hazelton, Moore,’ | | _—s Spaulding, 

A bill (HL R. 2095) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey; Candler, Neilman, Morey, Spooner, 

A bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of William M. Meredith; oe —— — — 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting relief to the heirs-of Kunigunda A. Sectrall, 7 Hil Q oe Page, z Strait, 
Miller, deceased ; Chace, Hiscock, Parker, Taylor, Een B. 
a R. 3106) restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the pen- Cutts, 2 Hubliet, P celle, Townsend, Landes 

A bill (HL. R. po granting a pension to Anthony B. Graves; Dawes, one Humphrey, Pettibone, Valentine, 

A bill (HH. R. 4562) for the relief of Julia A. Stimers; De ae, —- Sea be — ae 

A bill (FH. R. 5118) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weinstein; Dezendorf, Jones, Phineas Ranney, Wadsworth,” 

A bill (H. R. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to the pen- | Dingley, Jorgensen, Ray Walker, 
sion-roll; Dunneil aaa Rice, John B Washburn 

A bill (IT, R. 5808) to rerate the pension of Frank S. Sowers; Errett. , Kelley, Rice. Wm. W. Webber, - 

A bill (HL. R. poe granting a pension to Harriet N. Abbott; Farwell, Chas. B. Ketcham, Rich, West, 

A bill (H. R. 6400) granting a pension to Mrs. Orpah Meechs m; es ae —— Willismos, Chas. G 

A bill (H. R. 6425) to increase the pension of Robert Henne; George, Lindsey, Robinson, Geo. D. Willits. 

4 
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NAYS—97. 
Aiken Cox, William R. House, Rosecrans, 
‘Armfield, Cravens, Hutchins, " Ross, 
Atkins, Culberson, Jones, James K. Seales, 
Bayne Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, Simonton, 
Bosch, Dowd, arr —, Otho R. 
% Dugro, <nott, Sparks, 
uLbers, Dunn, Ladd, Speer, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Leedom, Stockslager, 
Bland Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Talbott, 
Bliss, ; Evins, Manning, Thompson, P. B. 
Blount Flower, McKenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Bragg, Forney, McLane, Robt. M. Tucker, 
Buchanan, Fulkerson, MeMillin, Turner, Henry G. 
Caldwell, Garrison, Miller, Turner, Oscar 
Carlisle, Geddes, Mills, Upson, 
Cassidy, Gunter, Money, Vance, 
Chapman, Hammond, N.J. Morse, Warner, 
Clardy, Hardenbergh, Muldrow, Wheeler, 
Clark, Hardy, Mutchler, Williams, Thomas 
Clements, Harris, Henry S. Nolan, Willis, 
Colerick, Hatch, Oates, Wise, George D. 
Converse, Herbert, ’ Randall, Wise, Morgan R. 
Cook, Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, 
Covington, Holman, Reese, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hooker, Richardson, J. 8. 
NOT VOTING—738. 

rich, Curtin, Martin, Shelley, 
ye Darrall, Matson, Singleton, J. W. 
Barbour, Davidson, McClure, Skinner, , 
Barr, Deuster, Miles, Smith, Dietrich C 
Belford, Dibrell, Morrison, Springer, 
Belmont, Dwight, Mosgrove, Thomas, 
Beltzhoover, Ford, Moulton, Thompson, Wm.G. 
Bingham, Frost, Murch, Updegralff, 
Black, Gibson, Neal, Urner, 
Bowman, Haseltine, Pacheco, Van Horn, 
Buckner, Herndon, Paul, Wait, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Hewitt, Abram S. Phelps, Watson, 
Butterworth, Hitt, Phister, Wellborn, 
Cabell, Hoblitzell, Rice, Theron M. Whitthorne, 
Camp Richardson, D. P. Wilson 
Campbell, Houk, Robertson, Wood, Benjamin 
Cobb, Jones, George W. Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A. 
Cornell, King, Ryan, Young. 
Crapo, Latham, Scoville, 
Crowley, Marsh, Scranton, 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ALDRICH with My. Frost. 

Mr. MARSH with Mr. DIBRELL. 

Mr. CRAPO with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. URNER with Mr. HOBLITZELL. 

Mr. SmirH of Illinois with Mr. Mouton. 

Mr. WAIT with Mr. SHELLEY. 

Mr. VAN Horn with Mr. SINGLETON of Illinois. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. RoBrnson of New York. 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. BARBOUR. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. SCOVILLE. 

Mr. BOWMAN with Mr. ATHERTON. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. CuRTIN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have voted, supposing my vote might be neces- 
sary for a quorum; if not, I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 

The. result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be but little prospect of 
debate on this subject, I will call for the previous question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] whether he will allow an amendment to be offered to this propo- 
sition, so that the House may have an opportunity to vote either to 
—s to non-concur in the Senate amendment to the bill of the 

ouse 


Mr. REED. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine demands the previous 
question. 

Mr. UPSON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
121, nays 105, not voting 65; as follows: - 


YEAS—121, 





Aldrich, Chace, George, Hubbell, 
Anderson, Cullen, Godshalk, Hubbs, 
Bayne, Cutts, Grout, Humphrey, 
Bingham, 1, Guenther, Jacobs, 
Bisbee, Davis, George R. Hall, Jadwin, 
Bowman, Dawes, Hammond, John Jones, Phineas 
Brewer, Deering, Harmer, Jorgensen, 
, De Motte, Harris, Benj. W. Joyce, 
Browne, Dezendorf, Haskell, Kasson, 
Buck, Dingley, Hazelton, Kelley, 
Burrows, JuliusC, Doxey, Heilman, Ketcham, 
Calkins, Dunnell, Henderson, Lacey, 
Candler, Errett, Hepburn, Lewis, 
Cannon, Farwell, Chas.B. Hiil, Lindsey, 
Carpenter, Farwell, Sewell 8. Hiscock, Lord 
Caswell, Fisher, Horr, Lynch, 


| 


Mackey, Pettibone, Shultz, Van Aernam, 
Mason, Pound, Smalls, Van Voorhis, 
McClure, Ranney, Smith, A. Herr Wadsworth, 
McCoid, Ray, Smith, J. Hyatt Walker, 
McCook, Reed, Spaulding, Ward, 
McKinley, Rice, John B Spooner, Washburn, 

| McLean, Jas. H Rice, Wm. W Steele, Watson, 
Moore, Rich, Stone, Webber, 
Morey, Richardson, D. P. Straight, West, 
Norcross, Ritchie, Taylor, Ezra B. White, 
O'Neill, Robeson, Taylor, Joseph D. Williams, Chas. G 
Parker, Robinson, Geo. D. Thomas, Willits 
Payson, Robinson, Jas, S$ Townsend, Amos 
Peelle, Shallenberger, Tyler, 
Peirce, Sherwin, Valentine, 

NAYS—165, 

Aiken, Cox, Samuel 8, Hoge, Reagan, 
Armfield, Cox, William R. Itolman, Reese, 
Atherton, Cravens, Ilooker Rice, Theron M 
Atkins, Culberson, House, Richardson, J.S 
Barbour, Curtin, Ilutehins, Rosecrans, 
Beach, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, James K Ross, 
Berry, Dowd, Kenna, Scales, 
Blackburn, Dugro, King, Simonton, 
Blanchard, Dunn, Klotz, Singleton, Otho R. 
Bland, L-llis, Knott, Sparks, 
Bliss, Ermentrout Ladd, Stockslager, 
Blount, Evins, Leedom ralbott, 
Bragg, Flower, Le Fevre, rownshend, R, W, 
Brumm, Ford, Manning, fucker, 
Buchanan, Forney, McKenzte, Turner, Henry G. 





Caldwell, 


Fulkerson, 


McLane, Robt. M. 


Carlisle, Garrison, MeMillin, Upson 

Cassidy, Geddes, Miller, Vance 

Chapman, Gunter, Mills, Wheeler, 

Clardy, Hammond, N. J Money, Williams, Thomas 
Clark, Hardenbergh, Morrison, Willis, 

Clements, Hardy, Morse, Wilson, 

Cobb, Harris, Henry 8 Muldrow, Wise, George D 


| Colerick, 


Haseltine, 


Mutcehler, 


Converse, Hatch, Nolan, 
Cook, Herbert, Oates, 
Covington, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, 


NOT VOTING—6. 


Wise, Morgan R 


Barr, Dwight, Neal, Speer, 

Belford, Frost, Pacheco, Springer, 
Belmont, Gibson, Page, Thompson, P. B 
Beltzhoover, Herndon, Paul, rPhompson, Wm. G 
Black, Hewitt, Abram S. Phelps, Updegraff, 
Buckner, Hitt, Phister, Urner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Hoblitzell, Prescott, Van Liorn 
Butterworth, Houk, Robertson, Wait, 

Cabell, Jones, Geo. W Robinson, Wm. E. Warner, 

Camp, Latham, Russell, Wellborn, 
Campbell, Marsh, Ryan, Whitthorne, 
Cornell, Martin, Scoville, Wood, Benjamin 
Crapo, Matson, Scranton, Wood, Walter A 
Crowley, Miles, Shelley, Young 
Davidson, Mosgrove, Singleton, Jas. W 

Deuster, Moulton, Skinner, 

Dibrell, Murch, Smith, Dietrich C 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk's desk: 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. THOMPSON of Kentucky. 
Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. MATSON. 
Mr. BARR with Mr. Frost. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 
and the pair was not announced. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
confined to his room. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 


Hitt. 


I am paired with Mr. VAN Horn, 


Mr. MATSON by advice of his physician is 


Mr. SPRINGER is paired with Mr 


On motion of Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 








Mr. REED. I suppose we have now one-half hour of debate, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] would have charge 
of the time in opposition. 

TheSPEAKER. Underthe rule fifteen minutes is allowed in support 
and fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My colleague does not appear to be in the House 
at this moment, and I presume there will be no objection to gentlemen 
on this side occupying the time. For myself I wish to be heard only 
a few minutes, simply to say that in my judgment—— 

Several MEMBERS. Letus have order, so we may hear what is said. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairrecognizesthe gentleman from Kentucky, 


and members will resume their seats and observe order. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I do notsupposeany amount of debate or any form 
of argument which might be submitted to the House will change the 
final result on this proposition. In my opinion it is a most monstrous 
proposition. It is one which for a particular purpose and to mect a 
particular exigency sets aside or proposes to set aside all the rules of 
this House and permit a majority to do just as it pleases with this 
one measure. It was correctly argued by my colleague this afternoon 
that this is not a rule but simply an order to be made for this one put 
pose, an order which will cease to be operative the moment the occa 
sion passes. ' 

But, sir, if it be the purpose of this House to set this example, then 
it seems to me that the friends of the measure ought at least to accord 
to gentlemen who differ from them the poor privilege of casting their 





ey en ee ee 


—e 


yells, 


oe 





5 
+ 

















3312 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 





votes according to their honest convictions and have them counted. 
With ‘that view I propose to recommit the resolation with instruction 
that if it shall be again reported to the House it shall be so amended 
that the House may be permitted to vote either to concur or to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments. And on that at the proper time I 
shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose to submit this at the 
present time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield five minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It may be read now as a part of my speech. 

The SPEAKER. Is it proposed now? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I propose it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer it now ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do. 

Mr. REED. If it is offered now I may desire to make a point of 
order on it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. [send it up to be read with the full understand- 
ing that it can not be voted upon under the practice of the House until 
the debate is ended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to understand whether it is offered 
now or whether it is merely read as a part of the gentleman’s remarks. 
The Chair desires it to be understood clearly. Is it sent up to be read 
as a part of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I offer that to be voted upon at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the proposition now under consideration be recommitted to 
the Committee on Rules, with instructions that if the same shall be again re- 
ported it shall be so amended as to permit the House to vote upon a motion 
cither to concur or to non-concur in the amendment of the Senate to the bill of 
the House No, 5538, entitled “ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation.” 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was going to ask whether this comes out of 
the fifteen minutes allowed for debate on this side ? 

TheSPEAKER. Only that part that relates to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Kentucky comes out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make the point of order upon that motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. The point of order I make is this: that there is no rule 
of the House, thereis nothinginoursystem of parliamentary procedure, 
which permits an amendment of that kind to be offered after the pre- 
vious question has been ordered by the House upon the adoption of a 
new rule. And in order to make the point clear, and to more fully ex- 
plain the objection which I have to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I shall call his attention to the seventeenth rule of the 
House, which is the only rule that we have permitting a motion to re- 
commit with or without instruction. If he will examine the termgjof 
that rule he willobserve that there is no allusion whatever made toa 
proceeding of the nature of this upon which we are engaged to-night. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. TUCKER. There never was anything of the kind. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman may make a very easy catch on that 
statement; but if he had attended to what I have been saying he would 
have observed that his criticism would be more suitable and proper if 
he had addressed it to his own side, and by them it would be more 
likely to be appreciated. 

The language of the rule is as follows: 

The previous question may be asked and ordered upon asingle motion, ase- 


ries of motions eliowahie under the rule, or an amendment or amendments, or 


mee be made to embrace all authorized motions or amendments and include the 
yi 


And I call attention particularly to this language— 


the bill to its engrossment and third reading, and then on renewal of said motion 
to its passage— 


That is the passage of the bill— 
or rejection. Itshall be in order pending the motion for or after the previous 
passage— 





question shall have been ordered on its 
To wit, the bill— 

for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit— 
That is the bill— 


with or without instructions, &c. 


That is the clear and explicit language of the rule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the gentleman from Maine claim that this 
rule has no application ? 

Mr. REED. It has no application to the pending proposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In other words, we are to understand the remarks 
of the gentleman from Maine to be to the effect that he holds it is not 
possible to apply this rule to anything except to a bill, and that it does 
not apply to a motion of any kind or to any other object unless it be- 
gins ‘‘be it enacted,’’ &e. 

= REED. I hold that it does not apply to a motion to insert a new 
rule, 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is to say, the gentleman holds that the term 








‘*pill’’ as used in the rule is not a generic term and that the rule can 
apply to no motion or proposition that is not in the form of a bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the practice of this House has been always, ever 
since the adoption of our present rules, and the practice of all parlia- 
mentary bodies as far as 1 have ever had any knowledge of them is also 
to apply their general rules to any proposition pending before it, and 
upon which the House is called to vote after the previous question has 
been ordered. There have been propositions made here in the House 
to recommit resolutions; the gentleman from Texas made a similar 
motion. 

Mr. MILLS. I made a motion to recommit the resolution creating 
the Tariff Commission. , 

The SPEAKER. That was a joint resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. It was a resolution nevertheless. 

The SPEAKER. But it was in the form of a bill, and required en- 
grossment and third reading. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman will find that it is entirely jn 
accord with the statement I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have any precedent that 
the gentleman from Kentucky can cite. The recollection of the Chair 
is that the question has been decided frequently and by himself at least 
once and in this session. Butifthereis any precedent the Chair would 
like his attention called to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not aware of the case to which the Chair re- 
fers. I never have heard it contended before that this does not apply 
to resolutions as well as to bills. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis not a new one; it has been decided 
before. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this rule to which attention has been 
called allows the previous question on what? The language of the ruie 
is this: 

The previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion. 


Now, this proposition is a single motion, and either before or after 
the previous question has been ordered on that single motion it is en- 
tirely competent for any one to move to recommit this single motion 
with or without instructions. The very object of the rule, the very 
object of using the expression ‘‘a single motion,’’ or ‘‘a series of motions 
allowable under the rule,”’ or ‘‘an amendment,”’ is to make it applica- 
ble to all. The operation of that rule has been—what? We have been 
permitted to call the previous question on a single amendment, and 
having obtained it in that way it shows plainly that that rule meant 
there should be these distinct propositions upon which the previous 
question could be called, and when that single motion embraced an en- 
tire subject, as it does in this case, that it was competent to make and 
entertain the motion to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will my friend from Pennsy1- 
vania allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would be glad to hear the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman’s question in re- 
gard to the previous question operating upon a single motion is un- 
doubtedly pertinent and correct. But he will see, and his recollection 
willaccord with the result of an examination of the rule, that this mo- 
tion to commit with instructions or without iustructions only follows 
upon the motion leading to the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an entirety. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania must of course know the present Speaker has again and again 
ruled, and so I think has his predecessor, the gentleman from Pennsy1- 
vania, that that motion can not be made except on the final passage. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why, sir, this is on the final passage. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. To wit, the final passage of a 
bill, not the single motion my friend from Pennsylvania speaks of. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, following the line of the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Maine that Rule XVII by its language refers to 
bills or joint resolutions or resolutions of that character, and to show 
that the rules continually from beginning to end make distinctions be- 
tween motions, resolutions, and bills, I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to clause 3 of Rule XVI: 

When any motion or proposition is made the question is, Will the House now 
consider it, &e. * 

Over on the next page, in clause 2 of Rule XVIII: 

No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution, &c. 


And scattered through the rules are many places where bills and res- 
olutions are spoken of and other places where motions are spoken of. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says that we have 
the right to move the previous question on a single motion or a collec- 
tion of them. There is no doubt about that. The right to move the 
revious question is not called in question by anybody on this side. 
The right to move the previous question upon a motion is not denied. 
The right to move it upon a bill is not denied, because it is clearly set 
forth. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania would have us believe that 
because we can call the previous question upon a motion we could recom- 
mit the motion toacommittee—a manifest absurdity not contemplated by 
the rule. And hence when he undertakes to make the word “‘ motion” 
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in this place cut the same figure as a “‘bill’’ by calling our attention to 
4 right we have to move the previous question upon a motion, and makes 
that argument when we stand here discussing the question of the right 
to recommit, then he impliedly would make an argument to show that 
we have a right to recommit with instructions a motion to a committee. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is too old a parliamentarian 

Mr. RANDALL. Letmeask thegentlemana question there, whether 
a motion would not be in order to lay this proposition on the table? 

Mr. HASKELL. I will not raise that question; if raised I will be 
glad to debate it. fat : 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask if it would not be in order? 

Mr. HASKELL. I will be glad to debate that question when raised. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would like to answer the ques- 
tion now. I say that is in order under another rule, clause 4 of Rule 
Mr. RANDALL. Andit isin order also under this rule. By clause 
1 of Rule XVII a motion to lay upon the table is in order on the second 
and third reading. ; 

Mr. REED. Ofa bill. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania read 
the last words of the sentence? He began to quote the clause, but did 
not read the last words. The rule provides: 

A motion to lay upon the table shall be in order on the second and third read- 
ings of a bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isay, this subject being before the House in its 
entirety, it is competent under that rule—and there never has been, I 
think, a contrary decision—for the Chair to entertain a motion to com- 
mit with or without instructions. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And does the gentleman not see 
that the proposition to lay on the table is in order specifically under 
clause 4 of Rule XVI? 

Mr. RANDALL, It is in order there too as well; but it is in order 
here on the second or third reading. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Not atall; because this applies 
to the second and third readings of a bill and the other does not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
proceedings of the House on the 19th day of January, 1882, being in 
the first session of the present Congress, when the House had under con- 
sideration certain proposed amendments to the rules, reported by the 
Committee on Rules. On page 338 of the Journal will be found these 
proceedings: 

Mr. Ropgson demanded the previous question, which was ordered. 

Here we have the previous question demanded and ordered by the 
House on the report made by the Committee on Rules. 


The question being on aqeens toa motion submitted by Mr. WIL.Is to the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PaGE; 

Pending which, 

Mr. Joyce moved that the report of the Committee on Rules and all amend- 
ments — thereto be recommitted to the Committee on Rules. 

Pending which, after further debate, 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to amend the motion of Mr. Joyce by adding the follow- 
ing instructions, to wit: 

* That the report of the Committee on Rules be recommitted with instructions 
to report to the House within one week an amendment to Rule X v hich shall 
provide for the appointment of the committees of the House by the House in- 
stead of by the Speaker, and that the minority of the House shall be represented 
on the committees as nearly in proportion to their numbers in the House as pos- 
sible, and that the appointment of the minority members on each committee 
shall be under the control of the minority in the House, but not to affect the 
committees of the House as now constituted. 

Mr. CALKINS made the point of orderthat thesaidamendmentof Mr. SPRINGER 
was not in order, the House having by a yea-and-nay vote on yesterday ruled 
out of order a kindred proposition submitted by Mr. Orth. 


That proposition had been ruled out of order the day before upon 
the ground that it was not germane to the proposition pending before 
the House. 


she Speener sustained the point of order, and the said amendment was not 
received. 


The question then recurred on Mr. JoYCE’s motion torecommit, and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. CALKINS rose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman will wait a moment. We have 
here a plain case in which the Speaker entertained and the House 
voted upon the proposition of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Joycr] 
to recommit that report to the Committee on Rules. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] undertook to amend the motion to re- 
commit by giving to the Committee on Rules certain instructions, 





and the Speaker very properly ruled that the motion of the gentleman | 
from Illinois was out of order because the House on the day before had 
decided substantially the same proposition to be out of order. But the | 
clear substantive fact that appears on the face of this Journal, that after 


the previous question had been demanded and ordered on a report made 
by the Committee on Rules to amend the rules, the gentleman from 
Vermont moved to recommit, the Speaker entertained the motion and 
put it to the House, and on a vote by yeas and nays the yeas were 
159, the nays 90, not voting 49. So the proposition was sustained by 
pig og — the og of the Committee on Rules was recommitted 

motion 0: ntleman from Vermont. [Applause on the 
I ge [App 


the chair. 
Mr. CALKINS. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
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ic side.] And that was a ruling of the present occupant of 





Kentucky to the fact that no point of order was made in that case against 
the motion to recommit, and consequently the question which now arises 
was not then presented. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said a while ago that such a point of order had 
never been made in this House so far as I knew. 

Mr.CALKINS. But, Mr. Speaker, if the point of order was not made 
in that case so that it was not decided by the Speaker or by the House, 
does my friend from Kentucky say that that is a precedent bearing upon 
the present case, the point of order being now made? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I doso understand, because I say in the first place 
that independently of this precedent the rules of this House were in- 
tended fairly to cover every proposition coming before the House upon 
which you may move the previous question, and were intended upon 
every such proposition to give the right to make the motion to re 
commit. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman will allow me to put a case. We 
have another rule providing that amendments changing existing law 
shall not be in order upon general appropriation bills unless such amend 
ments retrench expenditures. Now, suppose an amendment had been 
offered and no person had made a point of order upon it, would the gen 
tleman quote that case as a precedent against the enforcement of the 
rule with respect to an amendment on which the point of order was 
made ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
Mr. CALKINS. 
logic of his position. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Texas, 
although this whole debate is running on in violation of the rule 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Chair will hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call attention specially to the language 
of Rule XVIT, under which this decision must be made. I think this 
rule ought to go into the Record upon this question: 


Not at all. 
The gentleman might as well do so; that is the 


There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all de 
bate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or ques- 
tions on which it has been asked and ordered 

There is nothing here about a bill or resolution. ‘The language is 
“question or questions.”’ 


The previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a 
series of motions allowable under the rules 

Not a bill or resolution, but a motion or motions— 
or an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all authorized 
motions or amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third read 
ing, and then, on renewal and second of said motion, to its passaye or rejection 
It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a 
motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select commit 
tee. 

This all relates to a motion or motions, to a question or questions 
not to a bill or resolution. Now, the last clause of the rule, separated 
by a semicolon from the balance of the sentence, is this: 

And a motion to lay upon the table shall be in order on the second and third 
reading of a bill. 

The only place in which the word bill or the idea of a bill is pre 
sented in Rule XVII is with reference to the motion to lay on the ta 
ble—not in relation to the motion to commit with or without instruc 
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, almost anywhere on earth but here I should feel like 
making an apology for reading this rule and calling attention to its 
unquestionable etfect. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I believe that under the general sys- 
tem of parliamentary law and under the rules which governed this 
House before the adoption of the present code no motion to commit 
with or without instructions was in order after the previous question 
had been ordered. If this motion to recommit be in order now, it 
must be so under some rule of the House. Whatis that rule? It is 
said to be Rule XVII. Ifthe proposition that this motion isin order is 
founded upon that rule it can not apply to anything but bills, for this 
reason: when we undertake to construe a rule altering a general pro 
vision or rule of law we must construe the exception strictly. That is 
the first general principle. The second general principle is that if any 
authority for an exception be found in the rule, it must be found with- 
out doubt in the language of the rule construed according tothe ordinary 
acceptation and meaning of language and according to the rules of 
grammatical construction. If these propositions are true they make 
the basis of my conclusion. Now let me read this provision: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage— 


Observe the pronoun “‘its.”’ I read the whole paragraph before | 
state it. I commence at the period before ‘‘its’’ and I read the whole 
paragraph on this subject: ‘‘After the previous question shall have been 
ordered on its passage.’’ What substantive noun does that pronoun 
‘its’? refer to? There is none other in that passage except ‘‘the bill.”’ 
‘It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous 
question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to en- 
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tertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, 
to a standing or select committee; and a motion to lay upon the table 
shall be in order on a second and third reading of a bill.’’ Of a bill! 
That is all there isin it. Its passage? Why, the passage of the bill, 
and the bill is the only noun substantive there to which that provision 
can possibly refer. Is itanythingelse? Is ita motion? Is it a rule? 
Is itanything else except the passage of abill? There isin all that clause 
nothing else to which that pronoun “‘its’’ relates. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman will allow me, I will point him 
to something else. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not hear the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me point out to the gentleman from New Jersey 
the first clause of that Rule XVII. 

Mr. ROBESON. Iam not dealing with the first clause. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know that you are not, and I want you to deal 
with it. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then comes a new proposition, a new paragraph, 
whick might have been a new clause, which has but one noun substan- 
tive and one pronoun. [Criesof ‘‘Rule!’’ ‘‘Rule!’’] 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the con- 
struction of this rule by the other side is very narrow. 

Mr. ROBESON. Of course it is. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. They stick in the letter possibly, but 
certainly they stick in the bark. I think the letter is against them. 

Let us look at this rule to see what it embraces before I criticise its 
language. ‘The first sentence covers the effect of the previous question 
when ordered. The second sentence covers the compass of its operation. 
The third sentence covers the time when other motions may be made be- 
fore or after the previous question. The last clause is the motion to lay 
upon the table a bill. Of course there can be no application of the last 
clause of this rule to anything but a bill, because a resolution to change 
the rule can not get on the table. That motion to lay on the table is 
a proposition wholly distinct from the previons question added to the 
other. Let me-read the rule in the light of this exposition as I under- 
stand it. And that I may do it as I understand it I will for the time 
leave out the second sentence. And then it would read as follows: 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by 
a majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all 
debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which it has been asked and ordered. 

Now, if the words ‘‘ question or questions ’’ do not embrace an amend- 
ment of a rule, or the making of a new rule, pray tell me where the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. RrEep] found his authority for calling the 

revious question on this rule? I do not know any authority but that. 

fe has applied the previous question to a proposition to change the 
rules because that is the pending question. 

Now, that being the effect of the rule, I come to the next sentence: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage— 

That is, the passage of the question, whatever it is— 
for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without 
instructions, to a standing or select committee. 

Can it be true now that that second sentence in the rule does not 
relate to the ‘‘question or questions’’ in the first sentence? If we 
must stickle on words does not the pronoun ‘‘its’’ refer to question? 

Now comes the compass of the rule in the second sentence : 

The previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a 
series of motions allowable under the rules, or an amendment or amendments, 
or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or amend ts and includ 
the bill to its engrossment and third reading, and then, on renewal and second 
of said motion, to its passage or rejection. 

. Now make it read as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] wishes 
it read, that it shall apply to nothing but a bill, and let us see how ab- 
surd will be the language. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered on a single ‘* motion toa bill.’? Whoever heard of a ‘‘ motion 
toa bill?’’ Ora ‘‘series of motions toabill?’’ And yet that is what 
it must mean unless the gentleman from Maine is grossly in error. 

We had a like question with this the other day when the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] proposed to take up the whole section of 
very many pages of the House tariff bill. 

Under that rule which provided for the consideration of the bill by 

hs an effort was made to limit debate upon the whole; and 
they insisted that technically the word “‘section’’ could possibly, by 
one construction, cover the whole bill. And yet it is a fact known to 
the House and to the country that the gentleman from Kansas did not 
dare to let the Speaker decide that question; and your opinion of it, 
Mr. Speaker, remains to-day a secret, because your own side did not 
dare to ask you to decide upon such a technicality. They believed that 
you could not stand such miserable pleading as that. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. With pleasure. 

Mr. HASKELL. I want to state for the information of the gentle- 
man from Georgia that the motion I made the other day was a motion 
in order under the rules of the House, and if I thought—— 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. That is what the gentleman said the 
other day; but we denied it, and he has never submitted it to the de- 
cision of the Chair. I repeat, sir, that he dare not submit it, 











Mr. HASKELL. I want to say that if that motion would succeed 
in cage hes legislation I would force it yer 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Where is that bill? Why do you 
not bring up that motion, if it was a proper one, to the attention of the 
Chair and demand a ruling? 

Mr. HASKELL. I repeat, if it would result in tariff legislation | 
would insist upon it to-night. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls both gentlemen to order. This 
debate has been allowed to run by consent, and the Chair thinks it is 
time now to check it. The Chair has indulged gentlemen in this dis- 
cussion for a long time, and will now rule on the point of order. 

Having promised to recognize the gentleman from Indiana, he wil! 
now do so, however, if the gentleman desires to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am entirely satisfied with the argument submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and do not desire 
to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear no further debate, then. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to have aclause in the Manual read 
before the Speaker rules. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will indicate what he refers to 
the Chair will cause it to be read. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire the Clerk to read a clause on page 330, 
covering this point. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will send it up the Chair will 
have it read. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will read it myself: 

In the “ revision of the rules” in the second session Forty-sixth Congress the 
rule was changed in several important respects. But one vote is now required 
to accomplish what formerly required two, i.e., one vote to second the demand 
for the previous question and another to order the main question—an unneces- 
sary proceeding, as debate and amendment were precluded by a second. It is 
now in order to demand the previous question on a motion or series of motions 
allowable under the rules, and it may be called upon a section or sections of a 
pending bill or only an amendment oramendments pending. It is also in order 
to submit one motion, pending the motion for or r the previous question is 
ordered, to commit the pending proposition to a standing or select committee 
with or without instruction, but this motion is of course not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I would trespass upon the courtesy 
of the Chair for a moment—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of order 
and will hear no further debate upon it. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I do not desire to debate the propo- 
sition; I only wish the Chair to allow Rule XXIV to be read before 


eciding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that rule has no reference to the 
pending proposition. It includes two pages, and unless the gentleman 
from Maryland will refer specially to that part of the rule he desires 
to have read, the Chair thinks it will bea useless consumption of time. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am sure the Chair will observe the 
application of the rule, if the House does not. 

The SPEAKER. With reference to that partof the Digest which has 
just been read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] the Chair 
desires to say that it follows the precise language of the rule, Rule XVII, 
until it comes to state that the motion to recommit may be made upon 
7 roposition, and there it diverges. 

r. McLANE, of Maryland. The Chair is so considerate I hope 
that he will permit me to have this rule read. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Maryland claims that Rule 
XXIV relates to this subject the Chair will stop the business of the House 
and have it read. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I think it does refer to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then cause the rule to be read if 
the gentleman insists upon it. . ° 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. It contemplates a proceeding which 
is not with reference toa bill, butasimpleresolution, showing that the 
motion to recommit is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The rule covers two pages, and the Chair hopes the 
gentleman from Maryland will indicate that part of the rule which he 
thinks bears on the question. The Chair believes that the rule has no 
application whatever. 

r. McLANE, of Maryland. I do not desire to trespass upon the 
Chair or the House, but this debate has been going on on the assumption 
that a bill alone is referred to in this seventeenth rule. Now, the 
twenty-fourth rule provides that a resolution of inquiry, a simple reso- 
lution, shall go toa committee and come back in one week, and when it 
comes back it is in order to move to recommit it. 

The SPEAKER. That has nothing to do with the operation of the 
previous question, which is now the pending proposition. 

The Chair will state that thus far no precedent has been cited that 
sustains the right to recommit in the present instance. The Chair will 
state further with reference to the case cited by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] that it turns out on examinatigqn of that 
precedent is not a precedent in support of the right to recommit as 
cited here for two reasons. First, that when that motion was made to 
recommit the previous question had not first been ordered. 

Mr. CA LE. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment, if the gentleman pleases. The mo- 
tion to recommit was made on the 18th day of January, 1882, and ac- 

















oot as wit OAR 

















CONGRESSIONAL 


1883. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





cording to the RecorD it appears that it was arranged between the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey on the one part and the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Joyce] that he should have that right after the time 
had arrived (January 19, 1882), when the previous question was or- 
dered, as stated by the Chair at the time the motion was made. The 
Chair will quote the exact language used: 

The SPEAKER. Under the arrangement made between the gentleman from Ver- 
mont and the gentleman from New Jersey there has been a motion made to re- 
comunit. 

That was made upon the previous day. So that for that reason it is 
not a precedent. And for the further reason that the Chair would have 
entertained the motion to recommit now as it did then if no member 
had made the point of order. The language of Rule XVII was not 
called to the attention of the Chair, and no member made a point of 
order. For that reason the case cited is not a precedent. 

Now, the difficulty seems to be in there not being time to look up 
the precedents. The Chair feels quite certain that the motion was 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to recommit a 
proposition that was presented here. The point was made and decided 
in this session or in this Congress—the Chair thinks in this session, but 
it may have been in the last. And there the Chair decided according 
to its then opinion of the fair reading of this rule. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the Chair permit me to suggest, 
as it is late, that he yield to a motion to adjourn and have the prece- 
dents to-morrow. It is now after 9, and this is a very important mat- 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair understands its importance and does 
not desire to be hasty about it. If there be any general disposition on 
the part of the House to adjourn the Chair will not proceed. [Cries 
of “No!” “No!’’] 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. To test the sense of the House on that 
point I make the motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KASSON. I make the point of order that while the Chair is 
addressing the House a motion to adjourn is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asked permission of 
the Chair to make the suggestion. But the Chair does not feel inclined 
to yield unless such is the general desire of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I am sorry the Chair retracts its per- 
mission. How can we ascertain whether the sentiment be general or 
not unless by a vote? 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen indicated what was the sense of the 
House by cries of ‘‘no,’”? &c. The Chair does not say the gentleman 
from Georgia interrupted the Chair improperly. 

The effect of the motion for the previous question is very clearly 
stated in the first paragraph of Rule XVIT: 

There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all de- 
bate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or ques- 
tions on which it has been asked and ordered. 

There can be ne doubt but what the previous question can be asked 
und ordered upon a single motion, whether in writing or orally, or upon 
a series of motions, or upon an amendment or amendments; and it may 
be made to embrace all authorized motions or amendments and include 
the bill to its engrossment and third reading. 

The principal purpose of the previous question is to bring the House 
to a direct vote upon the pending question, and if other things intervene 
to delay such vote it must be by virtue of a plain provision of the rule. 

And then— 

The rule goes on to say— 
on renewal and second of said motion— 

After the previous question has been ordered on a bill, before en- 
grossment and after it has been engrossed and read a third time, which 
is only usual with bills or joint resolutions, which under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States have the effect of bills and are treated as bills 
for all purposes of legislation—the rule then provides that— 
on renewal and second of said motion— 

The previous question on the passage or rejection may be ordered. 
Now, the plain reading of this part of the rule is that it is dealing with 
the passage of a bill. Then the rule further provides: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question 


shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 
mit a ti to it, with or without instructions, to a standing or select 


committee, 
__It would be wholly unnecessary to use any such language in a rule 
if it were not for the fact that a bill has several stages through which 
it must pass before it can be brought toits passage. This refers, in the 
opinion of the Chair, to the passage of a bill and only a bill. 

Then the motion to commit with or without instructions, in the 
opinion of the Chair, can only be made pending or after the previous 
question has been ordered on the passage of the bill, and it is only by 
virtue of the rule that that motion can be entertained. 

The latter clause of this same paragraph seems to make this per- 
fectly clear. It states that— 


wean” lay upon the table shall be in order on the second and third read- 
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question was ordered a motion to lay upon the table would not be in 
order. It is only such motions as are expressly authorized to be made 
by this rule after the previous question is ordered that can be made at 
all, and a motion to recommit a single proposition, a single verbal mo- 
tion, or a written motion can not be made, because in no stage of it can 
it be said, within the contemplation of the rule, tobe on itspassage. But 
on a bill which goes through its various stages to its final passage, the 
rule provides for a motion after the previous question has been ordered 
on its passage to recommit with or without instructions. 
In the opinion of the Chair the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] is well taken, and it is therefore sustained 
Mr. CARLISLE. I take an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
Mr. REED. I move to lay that appeal on the table. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 102, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—125 
Aldrich, Farwell, Sewell S. Lynch, Russell, 
Anderson, Fisher, Mackey, Shallenberger 
Bayne, George, Mason, Sherwin, 
Bingham Godshalk , McClure, Shultz, 
Bisbee, Grout, McCoid, Smalls, 
Brewer, Hall, McCook, Smith, A, Her: 
Briggs, Hammond, John McKinley, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Browne, Harmer, McLean, Jas. H Spaulding, 
Brumm, Harris, Benj. W. Miller, Spooner, 
Buck, Haskell, Moore, Steele, 
Burrows, Julius ©. Hazelton, Morey, Stone, 
Butterworth, Heilman, Neal, Strait, 
Calkins, Henderson Norcross laylor, Joseph I) 
Campbell Hepburn, O'Neill, Thomas, 
Candler, Hill, Parker, rownsend, Amos 
Cannon, Hiscock, Payson, Tyler, 
Carpenter, Horr, Peelle, Valentine 
Caswell, Hubbell, Peirce, Van Aernam 
Chace, Hubbs, Pettibone Van Voorhis, 
Cullen, Humphrey Pound, Walker, 
Cutts, Jacobs, Prescott, Ward, 
Darrall, Jadwin, Ranney, Washburn 
Davis, George R Jones, Phinea« Ray, Watson 
Dawes, Jorgensen, Reed, Webber, 
Deering, Joyce, Rice, John B West, 
De Motte, Kasson, Rice, Wm. W White, 
Dezendort, Kelley, Rich, Williams, Chas. G 
Dingley, Ketcham Richardson, D. P. Willits, 
Doxey, Lacey, Ritchie, Wood,Walter A, 
Dunnell, Lewis, Robeson, 
Errett, Lindsey, Robinson, Geo. D 
Farwell, Chas. B. Lord, Robinson, Jas. $8 
NAYS—102 

Aiken, Cox, Samuel S Hoge, Richardson, J. 8 
Armfield, Cox, William R Holman, Robertson, 
Atherton, Cravens, Hooker, Rosecrans, 
Atkins, Culberson, House, Ross, 
Barbour, Davis, Lowndes Hf. Jones, James K Seales, 
Beach, Dowd, Kenna, Simonton 
Belmont, Dugro, King, Singleton, Otho K 
Berry, Dunn, Klotz, Sparks, 
Blackburn, Ellis, Knott, Speer, 
Blanchard Ermentrout Ladd, Stockslage 
Bland, Evins, Leedom Talbott, 
Bliss, Flower, Manning Thompson, P. B 
Blount, Ford, MeKenzis Townshend, R. W 
Bragg, Forney, MeMillin Pucker, 
Buchanan Fulkerson, Mills, Turner, Henry G 
Caldwell, Ciarrison Money, Purner, Oscar, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Morrison Upson, 
Cassidy, Gunter, Morse, Vance, 
Chapman Hammond, N. J Muldrow Warner 

| Clardy, Hardenbergh, Murch, Wheeler, 
Clark, Hardy, Mutehler Williams, Thomas 
Clements Harris, Henry 8 Oates, Willis, 
Colerick Haseltine, Randall Wilson, 
Converse Hatch, Reagan Wise, George D 
Cook, Herbert, Reese, 


Covington 


Barr, 


The Chair is of opinion that but for that clause, after the previous | 


Hewitt, G. W 


Rice, Theron M 


NOT VOTING—6t 


Dibrell, Matson, Singleton, J. W 
Belford, Dwight, McLane, Robt. M Skinner, 
Beltzhoover Frost, Miles, Smith, Dietrich ¢ 
Black, Cieddes Mosgrove Springer, 
Bowman, Guenther Moulton Taylor, Ezra B 
Buckner, Herndon, Nolan, Thompson, Wm. G 
Burrows, Jos. H Hewitt, Abram 5. Pacheco Updegraff, 
Cabell, Hitt, Page, Urner, 
Camp, Hoblitzell, Paul, Van Horn 
Cobb, Houk, Phelps, Wadsworth 
Cornell, Hutchins, Phister, Wait, 
Crapo, Jones, George Robinson, Wm. FE. Wellborn, 
Crowley, Latham, Ryan, Whitthorne 
Curtin, Le Fevre Scoville, Wise, Morgan R 
Davidson Marsh, Scranton Wood, Benjamin 
Deuster, Martin, Shelley, Young 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid upon the table 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. BARR with Mr. FRost. 


Mr. 


Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. MATSON. 
Mr. BOWMAN with Mr. Copp. 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. MCLANE of Maryland 
Mr, Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr, GeEDDES 


3UTTERWORTH with Mr. THoMPpson of Kentucky 











3316 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 





*~ 


chasetts [Mr. Crapo] is pai 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is informed that no such announcement 
has been filed with the Clerk. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. I agreed to pair with that gentleman for to-mor- 
row. As he is not here to-night, I will withdraw my vote and consider 
the pair as beginning to-night. 

The book y the vote was then announced as above stated. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
will now be recognized to control the remainder of the time for debate 
in opposition to the resolution. The gentleman has thirteen minutes’ 
time remaining. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield five minutes of that time to the gen- 
tleman from New York (air. Cox]. 

Mr. OOX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, after the rulings which have 
been made by the Chair on the points of order which have been sub- 
mitted, I think it would be wise in a few sentences to clear away the 
débris in order that we may see what is the proposition which gentle- 
men are forcing, to use the language of my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
HASKELL], ‘‘on the attention of the American people.”’ 

We have here a bill from the Senate upon which there is a desire for 
a fair, ordinary vote. Gentlemen on the other side desire an unfair 
extraordinary vote on it. We desirea vote to non-concur. Gentlemen 
on the other side avoid that vote and say that they desire only a vote 
for non-concurrence. 

There is a proposition submitted here which outrages every principle 
of parliamentary procedure. It isa sinister mode of conducting our 
proceedings. Why should I say so? On the authority of our rule, 
which says: 

The question which first arises on a resolution, amendment, or conference 
a eal on concurrence, Asthenegative of concurrence amounts to the affirm- 
ative of non-concurrence, no question is afterward put on the latter motion. 

It being the object of all votes of this character to bring the two 
Houses, if possible, into agreement. 

It is a part of the very science of legislation—the refinement of leg- 
islation—that we should, if possible, concur with what has been done 
in the other House. 

Gentlemen come here and say to us: You shall have a vote to non- 
concur; you shall not have a vote to concur. And therefore we are to 
have no debate on the propositions submitted to us from the Senate; 
therefore every principle of parliamentary law, all the traditions belong- 
ing to the popular branch of the Legislature, to the popular representa- 
tion, are outraged by this lopsided proposition of gentlemen on the other 
side. 

For one I am opposed to making general rules for specific cases; it is 
neither reasonable nor just nor parliamentary. You propose to make 
a case for a single bill here, and call ita rule. Why, sir, it is no rule. 
A rale is something uniform; a regulation; a rule of conduct; a law 
unto the House. This is not any rule, except a gag rule. 

I am therefore opposed to giving up the “‘ privileges of the commons ”’ 
to gentlemen on the other side who do not any more represent the peo- 
ple of this country on this question. For myself, if I stand alone here, 
I will not vote on this matter ev to give you non-concurrence. [Ap- 
plause on the Democraticside.}] I will vote for the old rule, first to concur 
and then to non-concur; but never one vote of mine shall be given 
here on this mode of procedure. [Renewed applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] It is a fraud on parliamentary law; a fraud on all that is 
just and fair in our politics; itis revolutionary. {Continued applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now yield four minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. House]. 

Mr. HOUSE. ‘‘Whom the gods wish to destroy they first make 
mad.’’ The animus and the object of this extraordinary proceeding is 
well understood in this House, and it will be equally a understood 
by the country. The report made from the Committee on Rules is a 
crime against the American people, who will hold the party responsi- 
ble that dares to commit it. It is an open, unblushing attempt to con- 
coct in the secret chamber of a packed conference committee a tariff 
bill which the promoters of this movement know can not be passed u 
the floor of House under the rules which govern it. It is an at- 
tempt by an indefensible, arbitrary, revolutionary act, to wrest from 
the representatives of the —— the right of legislation—to tie their 


Mr. LE FEVRE. I desire to inquire if the gentleman from Massa- 
? 


hands and to deny them even poor privilege of lifting their voices 
in protest it. 
When 


Mr. Speaker, in the legislative halls of a free people 

was such an ou us effort ever made? One e bill, desi 
by name and number, the proposition being icable to no other bill 
and no other occasion, has been selected here; and a majority of this 
House virtually say to us, ‘‘ We will make a motion to non-concur in 
the Senate amendments. If that prevails, all right; we will have our 
conference committee. If a majority shall vote against the tion 
to non-concur, then.the vote not be counted; it go for 
t.?? 

ee eee A) 

r. BLACKBURN. . Speaker, I now that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], who is controlling the time on the other side, 











will go onand leave the minute or whatever it is, remaining i 
side to be employed at a later stage the debate” _— 

Mr. REED. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. Kasson], and will then yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Speaker to hold in reserve whatever 
time I may have. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘a crime against the American peo- 
ple!’’ ‘‘ Anoutrage upon the American people!’’ Whatisthis ‘‘crime”’ 
we are about tocommit? What is this ‘‘outrage”’ by which the peo- 
ple are about to suffer? Taking off from $60,000,000 to $75,000,000 of 
taxation from their backs and restoring freedom to the business of the 
country. [Applause on the Republican side]. ‘‘A crime against the 
American people’ to hear the voice of their President, that has been 
sounding to us for two years in favor of diminishing the burdens that 
afflict the business of the country, and giving satisfaction to the demands 
of the people. Thisis the “‘crime’’ that weare charged with attempt- 
ing to perpetrate. God grant the Republican party may never attempt 
to perpetrate a worse crime than this! 

Mr. Speaker, why do we want this rule? We want to reach the bil! 
by which alone this relief can be furnished to our people. Some rule 
of this kind has been no sudden thought. For nearly three weeks it 
has been under consideration on both sides of this House; and, sir, if 
we were disposed to leave its propriety to rest upon the inconsisten- 
cies of its opponents we might safely do so. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] who first spoke told us that by this rule 
we are attempting to secure a vote of non-concurrence and send the bil! 
to a conference committee before it has been considered by the House: 
that one hundred of the bill have not been considered by the 
House, and therefore he is opposed to the adoption of a rule which 
shall secure its consideration by a legitimate committee of this and the 
other House. The two gentlemen who last spoke complain because we 
do not give them an opportunity to vote at once to concur in the bill 
and make it a law before a committee of the House or the House itself 
has read these one hundred One objects to any action because 


. it enables us to consider what is in the bill; the others object to any 


action because we do not allow them to the bill and make it alaw 
without consideration. That is the attitude of the opposition on this 
floor. 

Now, is it n to have the bill considered? I have here a few 
words which I think will be as authority by gentlemen on 
the other side of the House. t Iam about to read has appeared 
in print within a day or two, and wes received by me in a letter to- 
day. I will give the name of the writer presently: 

To the editor of the Evening Post : 

3 the Senate bill d before the H , I mus' 
aes the bill as it Lopate in reninion, be Seeant 
a commercial calamity. | By that I mean to say that its absurdity of language 
and numerous con ictory provisos are of a nature that will throw the im- 
porting business into endless litigation. The effect would be that importation, 
especially of iron, steel, and its manufactures, will be hampered and duties will 
be paid under —- The wwe ey all this confusion can only be found in 
the numerous interests that clam for some advan and the frequent 
amendments that were made without a proper knowledge of the cost or quality 
of the article legislated on. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

. KASSON. This, with more of the same sort—— [Cries of 
** Order! ’’ 

Mr. R . Lyield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. KASSON. This, with more of the same sort, is written by the 
man known as the ‘‘ Parsee Merchant,’’ who has, in the view of the 
other side of the House, furnished more information to the opponents 
of tariff legislation than any other man, American or English. That is 
his declaration about this bill, whigh we on this side say should be re- 
vised before we are asked to vote ay or no on its passage. Let this bill be 
considered ; let the reductions which are proper be made; let its clauses be 
harmonized; let the merchants of this country know what duties they 
have to pay. Instead of this mixture of provisos and innuendoes, let 
us havea clear, intelligible law; let us make a reduction of as many mill- 
ions as can be taken off with safety to the interests of the country; and 


pon | then happy shall we be to let gentlemen on the other side vote to concur 


or non-concur in the conference report. 
Mr. REED. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from Iowa 
Mr. Kasson] claim credit for relieving the people of this country of 
5,000,000 annually in the shape of taxation by refusing to the Repre- 
sentatives of this House the right to vote a concurrence in that legislation 
of relief? Does he appeal to the author of anti-tariff information and 
quote him on the House and at the same time tell us that he dare not 
into Committee of the Whole to consider and perfect the legislation 


? 

Mr. KASSON. In the last six days of the session. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, the founders of this Government 
were so jealous of that taxing power they declared by a provision of 
their fundamental law that nowhere on this broad continent should a 
revenue bill find its origin emgert in the American house of commons, 
among the representatives people. They declared it must origi- 
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come from the representatives of sovereigns, and not from the 
porns on of sovereignties. They refused to allow the American 
house of lords to have that important power in their keeping, removed 
as they were from all popular expression of opinion. And yet we find 
this rule, or proposed rule, by which we are confronted virtually gives 
over to the other wing of the Capitol not only the power of origination 
of revenue bills, but the right under the manipulations to which it is 
subjected here to strip the representatives of the people of any right to 
consider, to debate, or to amend. — ; ' 

Now, sir, I do declare, and I believe that the sober judgment of this 
House will sustain the declaration, that nothing but partisan necessity, 
nothing but dire strait of political danger, could ever have suggested or 
driven the majority to a resort as revolutionary as this. 

In the English Parliament the House of Lords is not permitted to 
amend a revenue bill. It must take it as it comes from the Commons, 
and dare not offer to it. For one I will never agree to surren- 
der here in an je ne, to a representative body that does 
not come directly from the people a power that is deemed in monarch- 
ical England too valuable and too sacred for the people to abandon. 


You may this rule, if rule it be, and I say now, and I speak but 
for my for I disclaim the authority to speak for any other, you will 


never do it by my assistance either by an affirmative or a negative vote 
on this proposition, for they mean thesame thing. You have got your 
majority in your seats—you may not have a constitutional majority 
to it. 

Other gentlemen may do as they deem best, but for one, in the face 
of the vote upon the passage of your rule, I wipe my hands of all re- 
sponsibility and tell you that if this revolution is to be accomplished, 
if this outrage, repeating the expression that seems to have stirred up, 
if not tooffend, my friend from Iowa [Mr. KAsson ]—if this outrage is 
to be effected, for me your side shall be alone responsible; I will have 
none of it. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think it eminently suitable in closing 
this discussion, if I happen to doso, that there should be some plain state- 
ment of the actual situation of affairs. And I trust I may be able to 
show, in what I have to say, somewhat more consistency of idea than 
that presented by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], 
who with one breath blames us for not giving him a chance to vote for 
the Senate bill without consideration, and at the next breath proclaims 
it a constitutional outrage to take a vote upon the subject of the Sen- 
ate bill at all. (Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

I admit that the proceedings here to-night are unusual in their nature 
and very forcible in their character. I admit that unless there was a 
great emergency I should not be in favor of the passage of this rule. 
And it therefore becomes us carefully to consider whether or not the 
state of legislation and of the country is such as to justify our action. 

At the beginning of this session it was understood that there should 
be a revision of the tariff. We had submitted the question to a com- 
mission for information; and judging from the readings of the testimony 
taken by them made on the other side, they evidently furnished that 
side with about all the information that they had on the subject. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Having, therefore, determined and announced to the country that 
we would undertake to accomplish a revision of the tariff gentlemen 
upon the other side of the Chamber began, from the very first word and 
line of the schedules, a systematic course of determined obstruction. 
Will gentlemen tell me they were interested in glue and crude soda 
and chemicals to the extent that their talk would indicate? Every 
man in this House, whether on the floor or in the galleries, knew that 
that talk was for the purpose of defeating any consideration of the seri- 
ous and important schedules of the tariff. And there was witnessed 
day by day a race between this House and the other as to who should 
finish its work first. 

And hence we find ourselves face to face to-day with a bill which in 
my judgment was got up without due reference to the principles which 
should govern under our Constitution. Why is it that the question 
is not raised here to-day? Why is it that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky contents himself with language upon the subject, instead of a 


resolution bringing that subject directly before the House and com- 


plaining of the violation of the Constitution which he alleges has taken 
place? Why is it that no one else brings it up? It is because the 


country so earnestly desires of us a revision of the tariff, if a proper 
revision can be made, that it would be impatient of any mere legal ob- 
jJections. And why is it that they so desire it in the last days of a ses- 
sion and in the face of a constitutional objection? I will tell you, Mr. 
Speaker. It is because the business men of this country dread to fall 
into the hands of the Democratic party which in a moment of mistake 
they have elected. [Applause on the Republican side.] It is because 
they know that the business interests of this country are in danger from 
the gentlemen on the other side. That is the true origin of the clamor 
that is pressing upon us to-day. 
But on the other hand it is our duty like men to stand up against 
any clamor which may be unreasonable. While we desire a revision of 
the tariff we desire an honest and careful revision of it. We donot 
sire to silence the clamor, which may be merely temporary, at the eX- 
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pense of the destruction of the business interests, which destruction 


will be permanent. 


These are the reasons why we believe that this 


bill should go into a committee of conference, and why this bill ought 
not to be passed by thé House without considering its schedules. 
Whenever gentlemen complain against us and say that this rule is a 
violation of the ordinary principles of parliamentary law, I say to them 
it is true that the ordinary principles of parliamentary law look to- 
ward an agreement and not a disagreement between the two Houses. 
But in a bill like this, in a bill containing as many items and carrying 
as many business interests as this does, it is the universal custom, it 
has been always the custom, to have the voice of difference settled in 
the quiet of a conference committee [derisive laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side], where the various interests can be laid before them, and 
then finally be laid before the two Houses for their deliberate judg- 


ment. 


I repeat, it has been the universal custom. 


point to anything else or show a contrary practice. 
men who smile out loud know what I say is the truth; and it is the 
truth that they raise their clamor upon. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
question. 


Mr. REED. Oh, yes; of course. 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine how 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 


I defy any man to 


And even gentle- 


May I ask the gentleman from Maine a single 


he knows that there is any point of difference between the two Houses 


on this question? 
Mr. REED. 


How do I know it? 


Why, every man knows it; the 


instructor of the gentleman whose language has been read on the floor 
by the gentleman from Iowa has shown that it is plain there is a dif 


ference. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
speaks of my ‘‘instructor?”’ 
Mr. REED. 


{ Applause on the Republican side. ] 
To whom does the gentleman refer when he 


Oh; I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I referred to the 


other gentleman from Kentucky; one who is instructed on this sub 


ject. 
The SPEAKER. 


{ Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 
The time allowed for debate has expired. 


The 


question is on agreeing to the resolution reported by the Committee 


on Rules. 
Mr. CARLISLE. 


ing 151; as follows: 


YEAS—120. 
Aldrich, Godshalk, Lynch, 
Anderson, Grout. Mackey, 
Barr, Guenther, McClure, 
Bingham, Hall, McCoid, 
Bisbee, Hammond, John McCook, 
Brewer, Harris, Benj. W. McKinley, 
Briggs, Haskell, McLean, Jas. H 
Buck, Hazelton, Miles, 
Burrows, JuliusC. Heilman, Moore, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Morey, 
Calkins, Hepburn, Neal, 
Candler, Hill, Norcross, 
Cannon, Hiscock, O'Neill, 
Carpenter, Hitt, Page, 
Caswell, Horr, Parker 
Chace, Hubbell, Payson 
Cullen, Hubbs, Peelle 
Cutts, Humphrey, Peirce, 
Davis, George R. Jacobs, Pettibone, 
Dawes, Jadwin, Pound, 
Deering, Jones, Phineas Prescott, 
De Motte, Jorgensen, Ranney, 
Dezendorf, Joyce, Ray, 
Dingley, Kasson, Reed, 
Doxey, Kelley, Rice, John B 
Dunnell, Ketcham, Rice, Wm. W 
Errett, Lacey, Rich, 
Farwell,Chas.B, Lewis, Richardson, D. P. 
Farwell, Sewell 5S. Lindsey, Robeson, 
George, Lord, Robinson, Geo. D 

NAYS—®20. 
Bayne, Fisher, Ladd, 
Beach, Ford, Miller, 
Campbell, Hardenbergh, Morse, 
Darrall, Harmer, Rice, Theron M. 
Ermentrout, Haseltine, Ritchie, 

NOT VOTING—151. 

Aiken, Buckner, Cravens, 
Armfield, Burrows, Jos.H. Crowley, 
Atherton, Cabell, Culberson, 
Atkins, Caldwell, Curtin, 
Barbour, Camp, Davidson, 
Belford, Carlisle, Davis, Lowndes H. 
Belmont, Caasidy, Deuster, 
Beltzhoover, Chapman, Dibreli, 
Berry, Clardy, Dowd, 
Black, Clark, Dugro, 
Blackburn, Clements, Dunn, 
Blanchard, Cobb, Dwight, 
Bland, Colerick, Ellis, 
Bliss, Converse, Evins, 
Blount, Cook, Flower, 
Bowman, Cornell, Forney, 
Bragg, Covington, Frost, 
Browne, Cox, Samuel 8. Fulkerson, 
Brumm, Cox, WilliamR. Garrison, 
Buchanan, Orapo, Geddes, 


On that I demand the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 20, not vot 


Robinson, Jas. 8 
Russell, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Shultz, . 
Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herz 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 

Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 

Weat, 

White, 

Williams, Chas, G. 
Willits, 

Wood, Walter A. 


Speer, 

Walker, 
Whitthorne, 
Wilaon, 

Wise, Morgan R. 


Gibsgn, 

Gunt#r, 
Hammond, N. J 
Hardy, 

Harris, Henry 8 
Hatch, 

Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 

Holman, 
Hooker, 

Houk, 

House, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, Geo. W. 
Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 
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King, Moulton, Ryan, Tucker, 

Klotz, Muldrow, Scales, Turner, Henry G. 
Knott, Murch, Scoville, Turner, Oscar 
Latham, Mutcbler, Scranton, . on ga 
Leedom, Nolan, Shelley, pson, 

Le Fevre, Oates, Simonton, Vance, 

Manning, Pacheco, Singleton, Jas. W. Van Horn 
Marsh, Paul, Singleton, Otho R. Wadsworth, 
Martin, Phelps, Skinner, Wait, 

Mason, Phister, Smith, Dietrich C. Warner, 

Matson, Randall, Ss " Wellborn, 
McKenzie. 4 Springer, Wheeler, 
McLane, Robt. M. Reese, - Stocks! r,- Williams, Thomas 
MeMillin, Richardson, J.8. Talbott, Willis, 

Mills, Robertson, Taylor, Ezra B. Wise, Geo: Dd. 
Money, Robinson, Wm, E. Th-mpson, P. B. Wood, Bent 
Morrison, Rosecrans, Thompson, Wm. G. Young. 
Mosgrove, Ross, Townshend, R. W 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. HITT said: Iam paired with my colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
SPRINGER, on political questions, but with the condition that I should 
be permitted to vote to make a quorum. Therefore I now cast my vote 
and vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. NEAL. Lam paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
BLAND, but it was understood I should vote if necessary to make a 
quorum. I therefore vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. MASON with Mr. RICHARDSON of South Carolina. 

Mr. BROWNE with Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

The names of members voting were read. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the ayes are 120, the noes are 20. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ona matter so important as this I feel bound 
to make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. ROBESON. A quorum not having voted on this roll-call I 
move that there be a call of the House. There is evidently a quorum 
here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The record does not show it. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that no quorum has voted. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsON] moves a call of the House. 

The motion of Mr. RoBESON was agreed to, and a call of the House 
was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Atkins, Dwight, Mason, Seranton, 
Beltzhoover, Frost, Matson, Shelley, 

Black, Geddes, McLane, Robt. M. Singleton, Jas. W. 
Bland, Herndon, Money, Skinner, 
Bowman, Hewitt, Abram S, M ve, Smith, Dietrich C 
Buckner, Hoblitzell, Moulton, Springer, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Houk, Pacheco, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Cabell, Jones, Geo, W. Paul, Thompson, W. G. 
Camp, Ketcham, Phelps, Updegraff, 

Cobb, Latham, Phister ait. 

Cornell, Mackey, Richardson, J. S. Wood, Benjamin 
Crapo, Marsh, Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A. 


Davidson, Martin, Ryan, Young. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. MOORE. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. HovuK, was com- 
pelled to leave the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. My colleague from Ohio, Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, 
is absent on accountof sickness. He remained in the House as long as 
he possibly could. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Money, 
came to me and said he had to leave the House as he was feeling yery ill, 
and asked me to secure him a pair. 

Mr. ROBESON. I beg to inquire of the Chair, does the roll-call re- 
veal a qnorum ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call shows 237 members present. The 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Roneson] moves to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HASELTINE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on a viva voce vote, the Speaker stated that 
the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 86. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
New Jersey, Mr. Ropeson, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
BLACKBURN. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 97, noes 96. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HASKELL and Mr. CANDLER called for the yeas and nays. 
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Th. yeas and nays were not ordered, there being but 17in the affirm. 
ative—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of 25 citizens of the third Congres 
sional district of Virginia, for the repeal of the arrears-of-pensions act— 

, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establishment 
of a mail route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in relation to 
suppressing disease among cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. AIKEN: The resolutions of the Legislature of South Caro- 
lina, relating to the repeal of the tax on State banks—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AINSLIE: Two petitions of citizens of North Idaho Terri- 
tory, for the establishment of a post-route—severally to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The resolutions of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, in reference to increase of pensions of soldiers of the late 
war who lost an arm or a leg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in reference 
to an Indian policy—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative to 
League Island navy-yard—to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

Also, the petition of ship-owners and shipping merchants of the port 
of New York, relative to the bill to remove certain burdens on Ameri 
can merchant marine—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolutions of the American Seamen’s Friend Society, pro 
testing against the passage of the bill relating to the American merchant 
marine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The concurrent resolutions passed by the sen- 
ate and house of representatives of the State of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of speedy adoption of tariff legislation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, in favor of increase of pensions for soldiers who lost a leg or an 
arm in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, in favor of the retention of League Island navy-yard—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, in relation to the proposed Indian policy—to the committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB: The resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana, for re 
peal of the arrears-of-pensions act—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 
| By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of F. Wert and others, for the es 
| tablishment of a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
| Post-Reads. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of Freeman Sitler, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The resolutions of the Chicago Stock Exchange, 
recommending the passage of a joint resolution making provision for the 
repeal of article 11 of amendments to the Constitution, and for enforce- 
ment of State contracts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: The petition of George Juenemann, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Paper relating to the pension claim of Kelsey 
Curtis—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVINS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of South 
Carolina, in favor of the repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on State banks— 
to the same committee. 





Commerce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, relative to the repeal of article 11 
of the amendments to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: Concurrent resolutions passed by the Senate and 


speedy adoption of tariff legislation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, in favor of increase of pension for soldiers of the Union who 
lost an arm or a leg in the war for the preservation of the Union—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, in favor of the retention of League Island yard—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, in relation to the proposed Indian policy—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JADWIN: Theresolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
in reference to an increase of pension to the soldiers of the late war 
who lost an arm or a leg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania in relation to 
the Indian policy—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. _ 

, the resolution adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania in 
reference to the navy-yard at , Pom Island—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 





By Mr. GUENTHER: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 


house of representatives of the State of Pennsylvania in favor of 
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By Mr. LEWIS: The resolution of the Legislature of Illinois relat- 
ing to bridges crossing the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Com- 


ay the resolution of the Legislature of Illinois asking for increase 
of pensions for soldiers of the late war who lost an arm or a leg—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ é' 

By Mr. LORD: The petition of 100 citizens of Michigan, protesting 
against the transfer of the revenue-marme service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the Illinois Legislature for increase 
of pension to soldiers of the late war who lost a leg or an arm—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Illinois in relation to bridges 
across the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The following concurrent resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania: 

In favor of speedy adoption of tariff legislation—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, in favor of increase of pensions for soldiers who lost a leg or an 
arm in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, in favor of the retention of League Island yard—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, in relation to the proposed Indian policy—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. J. L. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of Georgetown, 
South Carolina, protesting against the transfer of revenue-marine service 
to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of citizens of California, pro- 
testing against the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy 
Department—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The following concurrent resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania: 

In favor of speedy adoption of tariff legislation—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, in favor of increase of pensions of certain soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, in favor of the retention of League Island yard—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, in relation to the proposed Indian policy—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: The resolution of the Legislature of Illinois 
relating to railway bridges crossing the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolution of the Legislature of Illinois, asking for an in- 
crease of pension for all soldiers of the late war who lost a leg or an 
arm in the service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALLS: The petition of citizens of Beaufort, South Caro- 
lina, relative to the revenue marine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. H. SMITH: The resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania relative to the navy-yard at League Island—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of Rufus E. Lester and others, of the 
president and 33 members of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, W. A. 
Fuller, and 27 others, protesting against the transter of the revenue- 
marine service to the Navy Department—severally to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE. The petition of Samuel Edmondson, of 
Tennessee, for compensation for stores and supplies taken for use of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following memorials and petitions relating to tariff legislation 
were presented, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By the SPEAKER: Of the Bronze Powder Manufacturing Company 
of Verona, New Jersey. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Of Fred. Church and 108 others, artists and art 
"= and of 104 art students, sculptors, and patrons of art, of New 

ork. 
, By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Of resolutions of the Book Trade Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Board of 

e. 

Also, of Samuel J. Hale & Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Resolutions adopted by the Chicago Shoe and 
Leather Association. 

By Mr. 8. S. FARWELL: Of J. H. C. Peterson & Sons and others, 
of Davenport, Iowa. 


By Mr. JADWIN: Resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania. ; 





By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. MANNING: Of Mitchell Blanton, Nathan Stuart, and 150 | 
others, colored laborers of De Soto County, Mississippi. 
By Mr. O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Book Trade Association of | 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
' rd Mr. PEELLE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Indianapolis, 


By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Of Frederick Mitchell and 51 others, 





employés of McKee, Anderson & Co.; of Hartman Steel Company, of 
McKee, Anderson & Co., and of J. H. McMahon, Beaver Falls: of W. 
D. Wood & Co, of Cunningham & Co., and of Thomas Wightman & 
Co., of Pittsburgh; and of Conrad D. Waldie & Co., of New Brighton, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Of John S. Benjamin and 400 others, resi 
dents of Broken Bow, Nebraska. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, February 27, 1883. 
The Senate met at 11 0’clock a. m. 
D. D., of Richmond, Virginia. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HoArand by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


Prayer by Rev. Moses D. Hoar, 


NOTICE OF RESIGNATION OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication, which will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Vick-PRESIDENT's CHAMBER, February 26, 1883 
To the Senate : 
In view of possible exigencies that might affect the public service, | deem it 
arin, to give notice of my intention to resign the office with which the Senate 
1ionored me, at noon on Saturday the 3d of March proximo. 
DAVID DAVIS 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Railroads, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 


I transmit herewith, forthe information of the Congress, a copy of the annual 
report of the Government directors of the Union Pacitic Railway Company 
under date of the 19th instant. 

The copy of the report referred to accompanies the message to the House ot 
Representatives. 

CHESTER A. ARTTHIUR 
EXECUTIVE MAnsiIon, February 26, 1883. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 9,000 
copies of the reportof the Director of the Mint on the annual production of gold 
and silver in the United States be printed ; 4,000 copies for the use of the House 


of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for 
the use of the Director of the Mint. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla 
tive Assembly of Montana ; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 


House joint memorial concerning pleuro-pneumonia in cattle. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled 

Your memoralists, the council and house of representatives, composing the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana, most respecttully represent 

That one of the chief industries of this Territory is the growing of neat-cattle 
for export and sale, and many of our citizens have large sums of money invested 
inthat business. We hear with alarm that contagious pleuro-pneumontiais preva- 
lentamong cattle in the States of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Columbia, and that it isa disease exceedingly dif 
ficult to cure, if it is not wholly incurable; that the raising of neat-cattle for ex- 
port and sale on the pasture lands of the Western Statesand Territories is yearly 
growing in importance, and that herds of cattle kept entirely for milking and 
dairy purposes are not uncommon with those who are engaged in these indus- 
tries; a laudable spirit of improvement is manifest, and every year a large num 
ber of thoroughbred cattle are brought from the older States to the grazing 
ranges of the West; that the great transcontinental lines of railways and their 
network of branches are rapidly penetrating to all the valleys and grazing 
ranges of the West; that there is imminent danger of the importation of dis 
eased cattle into these grazing ranges, while the possibility of spreading the 
direful contagion all over the United States and Territories by the indiserim 
inate use of cattle-cars that may have been used in the transportation of dis 
eased cattle, and thereby become infected, is deemed a serious cause of alarm 
that the system of breeding and rearing cattle on the great grazing ranges of 
the far West is such that if the contagion is once inoculated into the herds in 
these ranges it would be a matter of utter impossibility to take any precau 
tionary measures to check the ravages of the disease, and it would of a neces 
sity have to be allowed to run its devastating course until it had swept the coun 
try from the Rio Grande to the British line, and every hillside and valley, every 
spring and water-course, all the shady groves and natural places of resort for 
cattle, would be contaminated by the carcasses of animals that had fallen by the 
disease where, from the very nature of (he surroundings, circumstances, and con 
ditions, they must lie unburied, to spread the germs of contagion until nature 
shall counteract their effect. The efforts thus far put forth by the States where 
it exists for its suppression have proven wholly ineffectual, and the prevalence 
and spread of the disease is damaging our export trace in live cattle to the 
amount of many millions of dollars annually. In our judgment the disease is 
so widespread, so virulent, and so damaging to the cattle-growing interests as 
to become a matter of national importance, well deserving your immediate 
action. We, your memorialists, therefore respectfully request the passage of 


| some measure by your honorable body which will tend to effectually eradicate 


this fearful disease, and if no better or surer method is offered we would beg 
leave to suggest the purchase by the Government of all cattle affected by the 
disease, and their immediate destruction. Trusting that you will appreciate 
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the vital importance of this matter to the business of cattle-growing, we, your 
memoriaksts, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 
ALEXANDER E. MAYHEW, 


Speaker of the House o ives. 
GRA ILLE 8T T, 
President of the Council. 


Mr. COKE. I present five several memorials, signed by a large num- 
ber of citizens of Texas, protesting against any increase of tax upon iron 
ties and bands used in baling cotton. I move that the memorials lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of Patrons of Husbandry, Dodge 
Grange, No. 58, Walker County, Texas, praying that the House bill 
creating the office of Secretary of Agriculture may be taken up and 
passed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONAS. At the sequest of the Senator from California [Mr. 
FARLEY], who is detained from his seat by sickness, I present a me- 
morial of the Legislative Assembly of Arizona, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorn, and referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, and hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior, asking for a commissioner to investigate mat- 
ters at Papago reservation. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, 

in Congress assembled, and the honorable Secretary of the Interior : 

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the Territory of Arizona, res fully 
represents: That in the year 1873 the President of the United States ed an 
order setting aside a large tract of land situated in the county of Pima, in this 
Territory, to be used as a reservation for the Papago indians. That the setting 
aside of said lands encroached upon one of the most important settlements in 
our Territory, the lines of said reservation reaching to within five miles of the 
city of Tucson, and embracing fully one-third of the arable and irrigable land 
within said county; that prior to the setting apart of said lands and up to the 
present time the Indians have made no use of said lands but simply withheld it 
from public use and occupation. 

That years before the ident ordered these lands to be set apart a large 
number of families had settled thereon and were in the occupation of 
farming and stock-raising; that these settlers continued to live en and occupy 
their lands without molestation whatsoever till the Ist day of January, 1882. 
Upon that day a certain Roswell G. Wheeler, who atthe time was United States 
Indian agent forthe Pima and Maricopa Indians, accompanicd by a force of fift 
armed Par Indians, visited the farms of the above-mentioned settlers and, 
without having given them any former notification, drove them from their 
homes, burned and razed their houses to the ground, and drove their herds to 
the hills, where they were slaughtered indiscriminately by his Indian allies; 
that the citizens who were thus driven from their homes were of the most peace- 
able and law-abiding of our Territory; that the act of said ne Ros- 
well G. Wheeler, in destroying the property was uncalled for, unjustifiable, and 
grossly wanton; that the said settlers have been unable to obtain redress in the 
an | of the Territory, the judges claiming they have no jurisdiction in the 
premises. 

Wherefore your petitioners pray that a commissioner or board of commission- 
ers be appointed to investigate the matter set forth in this memorial with a view 
to the revoking of the President's order of 1873, remunerating said settlers for 
+ ened a of property, and restoring them their lands for use and occupation : 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the secretary of the Territory be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to transmit at once a copy of the wr -y memorial to the honorable 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior, and to our Delegate in Congress, and that our Dele- 
wate in Congress be, and he is hereby, requested to use all honorable means to 
bring this matter to their earnest and favorable consideration. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of a committee 

of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York in favor of an 
appropriation by Congress to continue the work on the improvements 
in Charleston Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a memorial in the form of 
a telegram, Pps against the passage of an act to prevent the em- 
ployment of members of the typographical union at the Government 
Printing Office, signed by Samuel Gompers, chairman legislative com- 
mittee of Organized Trade and Labor Union of the United States; one 
signed by Richard Lyon, president of the Buffalo Type Union, and sev- 
eral others, all of the same nature and all of which are requested to be 
entered as memorials. I send them to the Secretary’s desk, and ask 
their reference to the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegrams will lie on the table 
for the present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have a tel in the nature of a petition, 
which I present. Ata meeting of the Trades and Labor Assembly of 
Indianapolis, representing the organized labor of that city and vicinity, 
they passed a resolution and forwarded it to me to be presented to the 
Senate, which I do. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Trades and Labor Assembly of Indianapolis, ting 
the organized labor of this city and vicinity, earnest!y est tnrough Senator 
against any action a eyes of members of union 


in Government Printing : 


STEVE. A. BED 
President Trades 4 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move that it lie on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have a paper signed by Mr. A. W. Thompson, 
president of the typographical union of Cleveland, and a similar one 
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from Cincinnati, stating that a bill is pending here disqualifying unie, 

printers from holding situations in the Government Poluting Ofc 7 

am not aware of any such bill or proposition being made here. 
Mr. ANTHONY. | Thereis no such bill and nosuch proposition, and 

no suc on e in the Senate : 

in the other branch of Co » OF, to my Knowledge, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Still I present the memorial. Th. 

send these dispatches must be under a misapp © persons who 


rehension, fi 
know of any such proposition as they descri Ses having tlgedeeg 


Mr. ANTHONY. Nobody proposes to proscribe the members of the 
“Rie VOORHEES. 1 

r. EES. Iam very glad to have the assurance of Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. I did cot know that he intended vale 
such a statement, and it was not with the view of an intention of th 
kind =) oo I omg = a It is possible, how- 
ever, e es union at Indianapolis have got suc i ‘- 
sion at that distance. “ yer om Eatgece 

Mr. ANTHONY. The impression is wholly unfounded from anv- 
thing that I know of. All that has been seeaitned is that the Givens. 
ment Printer may be allowed to employ non-union compositors as well 
as union compositors. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to state that I received several telegrams 
yesterday to the same import, and I answered the parties that there 
were no such propositions pending. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps as others are doing so I ought to acknowl- 
edge the receipt of two or three dispatches, but I took them as being 
directed to myself personally rather than to be intended for presenta- 
tion to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Lam in receipt of a telegram addressed to my col- 
league and myself from the printers’ union to the same purport; and 
I hope the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island will be the 
answer which ought to be made to that telegram and will be noticed 
by the senders. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 have a similar dispatch from the typograph- 
ical union of Cincinnati pertaining to the same subject, and T ask that 
it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present also a memorial of the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Memorial Association of Cincinnati, protesting against the con 
sideration by the Senate of the House bill affecting the present pre-emp- 
tion, homestead, and timber-culture laws. ‘‘It is ordered that the 
action be telegraphed to you that it may be laid before the Senate.”’ 
I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have a resolution from the typographical union 
of Memphis, Tennessee, addressed to myself and colleague, on the sub- 
= referred to about the Printing Office. I move thatit lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have received a telegram from the Philadelphia Typo- 
graphical Union, in which they protest against action of which they are 
apprehensive. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the action. 

Mr. BLAIR. Action hostile to the typographical union. 1 do not 
propose to lay the telegram upon the table. I merely call attention to 
the fact that I have received the telegram. I do not think it isin a 
form which makes it proper to be laid on the table of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a resolution adopted by 
the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, to this effect: 

The chamber of commerce heartily approving of the joint resolution proposed 
in Con by Hon. WILLIAM R. Moors, of _ sehen making provision for 
rescinding the eleventh article of the amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, and for the legal enforcemeftt of the obligations of contracts en- 
tered into by any of the States of the Union, ully request the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress from Wisconsin to support and vote for said 
joint ition, as the best way now open to bring the Siates in default on their 
public obligations back to credit and their former good name. 

_I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.GROOME. I present tothe Senate certain documentary evidence 
relating to the application for the relief of Eliza J. Yarnell, and move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions, before which a bill is 
pending for her relief. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present the petition of quite a number of professors 
and officers of colleges, which I will read: 

ILLINOIS WESLEYAN UNIVERSITY, 
Bloomington, February 12, 1883. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


The National Observatory its efficiency in the past has proved that its 
existence and maintenance er aumanaed by the highest latorexte of the coun- 


rT ee cctantite. 
in the has been the result of its 


at 


both 
"Tis Seperetendoncy beingunder - 
the immediate con of men of marked a nments. 


that the present observatory is inefficient and 


management of 
interests of science, we ition as follows: 
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detrimental to the hi 2 
1, That Congress take immediate steps to place the control of the National Ob- 
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lely in the hands of a skilled scientific corps who will maintain its 
servi tion and subserve the highest ends of its existence. 
4 That the building of the proposed new observatory be placed under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of the pe Tyme! by onan on of scientific men who 
the needs of such an institution. 
know paenny W. H. H. ADAMS, 
President Illinois Wesleyan University. 
H. H. DE MOTTE, 
Vice-President and Professor Mathematics. 
SUE M. D. FRY, 
‘essor Belles Leitres. 
CHAS. M. MOSS, 
Professor of Greek. 
ALBERT J. NAST, 
Professor of Latin and German. 
LUCIEN M, UNDERWOOD, 
Professor Geology and Botany. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present resolutions adopted by the Chicago Stock 
Exchange approving of the joint resolution introduced in the House of 
Representatives by Hon. W. R. Moore, of Tennessee, making provision 
for the repeal of article 11 of the amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. I move that these resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. The eleventh amendment prohibits suits against 
a State by citizens of another State in United States courts; and its re- 
peal is a very important and grave question. Of course I do not sup- 
pose the committee will beable to consider the question at this session, 
but I should like to hear the resolutions read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows. 

Resolutions adopted by the Chicago Stock Exchange and ordered presented to 
the Congress of the United States. 


Whereas article 11 of the amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
has taken from the citizen all redress in the courts for injustice done him by a 
State, and for loss sustained by reason of a State passing a bill or law impairing 
the obligation of its contract with him: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That this exchange heartily approves of the joint resolution intro- 
duced in Congress by Hon, W. R. Moore, of Tennessee, making provision for 
the repeal of article 11 of the amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, and for the legal enforcement of contracts entered into by any of the 
States of the Union. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from this State, with a request that they do every- 
thing in their power to facilitate the early passage of the joint resolution pro- 
posed by Hon. W1LL1aM R. Moors, of Tennessee. 


A copy from the records of the exchange. 
Attest: 


WM. C. NICHOLS, Secretary. 
CuHicaao, February 21, 1883. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 


ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 


purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes | 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GEORGE M. RosBe- | 


son of New Jersey, Mr. J. H. KetcHAM of New York, and Mr. J. D. 
C. ATKINS of Tennessee managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, to | 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. S. Montell, 


executrix of the estate of James E. Montell, to report it without amend- | 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. This bill has passed the | 


Senate at a former Congress; it has also passed the House previously, 


and now has passed the House again. In two minutes it can become a | 


law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- | 


tion. 
The Acting Secretary read the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am perfectly willing to pass this bill; but we | 


have eight or ten House bills now on the Calendar reported at the last 
session, and others reported at the beginning of this session, reported 
favorably from the committees of the Senate. 

They are entitled to equal precedence with this bill just reported. 
It is not fair, it is not right that a committee shall come in near the 
close of the session and insist that its bills shall be taken up when re- 
ported. Wehavetime, if we will join in it, to take up and pass all the 
House bills and do equal and exact justice to others. Those of us who 
have heretofore made reports of House bills favorably from committees 
are placed in a condition to be censured all over the country, inasmuch 
as we neglect to attend to those cases upon the Calendar. I must ask 
that this bill take its place on the Calendar. I have a motion pending, 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has a motion pending, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the House cases reported favorably on the 
Calendar; if that is done, equal and exact justice will be done to all of 
us, and none of us will be plaeed in a condition to be censured and 
reprimanded for not calling up the House bills we have reported. I 
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have House bills on the Calendar to-day, and I am getting letters from 
half the States in this Union urging me to have them taken up and 
passed upon. I have no excuse in the world, no pretense if I let every 
bill that comes here from a committee go through unless the others 
| shall be taken up by unanimous consent and passed 

Mr. MORRILL. A single objection defeats action on the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It takes it over. 
| Mr. MORRILL. 1 ask leave to submit a report from the Commit 
| tee on Finance of another House bill, the bill (H. R. 6308) for the reliet 
of C. H. Miller. Ido not ask to have the report printed, because it 
was not printed by the House. It is a mere informality in the trans- 
fer and assignment, a technical objection in the Department being raised 
so that relief cannot be granted under present law. The bill ought to 
be passed, but I do not ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Justas soon as we get through the morning busi 
ness I am willing to take up the House cases and pass them all. We 
can do it in thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Chair was the bill forthe relief of 
Montell before the Senate, or was it merely read for information? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read for information. That 
is always done. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does a single objection prevent its consideration ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret it was made, simply because the bill would 
have passed but for the objection of the Senator from Missouri in less 
time than he took to object to it. Every one knows that it is after all 
a practical question. I think we ought to do ail that can be done for 
both public and private interest here; but because all can not be done 
I do not understand the policy that objects to anything being done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One objection takes the bill over. 

Mr. WINDOM. laminstructed by the Committee on Foreign Re 
lations to report back a message from the President of the United States, 
with the report of Mr. George Earl Church on Ecuador. I ask to have 
it printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hear it read. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impossible that it should be 

read; it is too long. 
| Mr. BECK. I should like to know what it is 

Mr. WINDOM. It is a report made by Mr. Church in compliance 
with the direction of the Secretary of State in 1881 upon the condition 
of Ecuador, covering its agricultural, its commercial, and all other in 
terests, so far as I know. 

Mr. BECK. I only wanted to know what it was. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is simply giving information in reference to that 
country. The Committee on Foreign Relations examined it somewhat 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to offer a resolution of inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not in order at this time 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the matter regarding Ecuador disposed of yet? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. The Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I refer to the Ecuador matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print was made; that 
was all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill waive any objection. It is a large document 
| and one of those things that swell the expenses of the Printing Office 
I do not know that it is necessary 
upon Ecuador, two years old. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is full of information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
| object to printing the paper? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had asked if there were 
| any objection. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H 
R. 1443) granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TABOR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1860) grantinga pension to Daniel M. Morley, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda Stokes, reported it 
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without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Joint Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6189) donating cannon to the White Haven 
(Pennsylvania) Soldiers’ Monument Association, reported it adversely, 
and moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5735) donating condemned cannon to the city of Lynn, Massa- 
chusetts, reported it adversely, and moved its indefinite postponement; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 2460) to authorize the Secretary of War to turn over to J. A. Mower 
Post, No. 59, of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Stromsburgh, Ne- 
braska, one condemned cannon and forty stands of condemned mus- 
kets, reported it adversely, and moved its indefinite postponement; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These bills are reported adversely for the reasons 
heretofore given in the printed reports made by the same committee. I 
am also directed by the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 140) granting the use of articles, tents, &c., at the 
soldiers’ reunion to be held at Hastings, Nebraska, in the month of 
September, 1883, to report it adversely; and I move its indefinite post- 
ponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By direction of the same committee I am author- 
ized to report back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 357) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Ex-Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Association at Columbus, Ohio, and to the Grand Army of the Republic 
at Denver, Colorado, recommending that it be indefinitely postponed for 
the reasons heretofore given in the reports presented from the same 
committee. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to report 
adversely the bill (H. R. 4992) for the relief of John R. Smith. I ask 
that it be placed on the Calendar, and I call the attention of both the 
Senators from Indiana to the case. Both of them have spoken to me 
in regard to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. What is the case? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the case of John R. Smith, where it is claimed 
there has been a mistake in rating by the Pension Office and that he 
should have a corresponding increase for a certain period of time. 

Mr. HARRISON. How is it reported? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is reported adversely by the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Lask that it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is the bill? - 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the case of John R. Smith, of which the Senator 
has spoken to me. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I join in the request that it go on the Calendar 
so that we may have time to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have drawn no formal report, but the action of the 
committee is adverse. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Min- 
nesota, a port of entry, in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota, 
reported it without amendment. 

fr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 306) for the relief of Abbie Sharp, reported it | 


without recommendation. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2324) for the relief of Drusilla H. Swanger, reported it without 
recommendation. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Select Committee to Investigate and Report 
the Best Means of Preventing the Introduction and Spread of Epidemic 
rar Shenk an amendment ~ to L-. proposed - the bill 
(H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civi of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 
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ae _ referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain 
contracts executed by the Postmaster-General, reported it without 
amendment. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimpus consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore, 


The PRESIDENT — tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr, LOGAN, and 
Mr. DAvis of West Virginia. 


HAWAIIAN RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 122) providing for the termination of 
the reciprocity treaty of January 30, 1875, between the United States 
of America and His yj the King of the Hawaiian Islands, reported 
it with an amendment, submitted a report theron, which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, towhom were referred the bill (S. 
742) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘ An act to carry into effect a convention 
between the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875,’’ approved 
on the 15th day of August, 1876, and the joint resolution (S. R. 20) as 
to giving notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His 
Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, asked that the committee be 
os from their furtherconsideration and that they be indefinite], 

poned. 

Mr. WINDOM. I tried to get the floor before the order of the Sen- 
ate was made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therewas noorder made. The joint 
resolution was simply on the Calendar. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to move to refer both joint resolutions and 
the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It is a question 
which I think belongs to the Committee on Foreign Relations rather 
than to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks to 
refer the bill and joint resolutions to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust that will not be done. This matter after 
full consideration was referred by the Senate to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. It been carefully considered by that committee and the 
report made. It will be open for the consideration of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or any member of it. I trust therefore that it 
will not at this late hour be referred to any other committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is a very remarkable order it seems to me for 
the Senate to take upon a proposition to abrogate a treaty without per- 
mitting the Committee on Foreign Relations to consider it. I think it 
never has been done before in the history of the Senate. We simply 
ask that the Committee on Foreign Relations may have an opportunity 
to consider it. The Senator from Vermont says that after full consid- 
eration it was referred to the Committee on Finance. I think many 
Senators voted to refer it because they expected that both committees 
would consider it. It does seem to me that it is in violation of all the 
rules and courtesies of the Senate to att upon a proposition abrogating 
a treaty without permitting the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
consider it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator from Vermont stated when 
the reference was made to the Committee on Finance that he would 
offer no objection when he made the report to having it referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from Caifornia is correct, and 
I withdraw the objection. I also remember that I stated at the same 
time that the Committee on Foreign Relations would be understood to 
be under obligation to report back the measure either adversely or favor- 
ably so that we could have action upon it by the present Congress. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. He made that statement. 

Mr. WINDOM. Has the subject passed from the consideration of 
the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on referring the joint 
resolutions and the bill to Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is agreed to. The Senator from Vermont 
agrees that that shall be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont agree 
to that? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not object to the reference; but I still insist, 
as I did on a former occasion, that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
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are not to bury this proposition so that the Senate can not have some 


trol of it. _ 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and the joint resolutions 
with the accompanying papers will be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. , 
Mr. MORRILL. They will be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed, of course. 
SOLDIERS’ HOME AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home lo- 
eated at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, to report a recommendation that the Senate non-concur in the 
amendments. I move that the Senate non-concur and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. LoGaN, Mr. 
SEWELL, and Mr. HAMPTON were appointed. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1883. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mzr. President, I rise to perform the melancholy 
duty of reporting a joint resolution, on which I suppose our committee 
will be voted down. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural 





Report for the year 1883, have instructed me to report it with amend- | 
ments. The resolution as it came from the House provides for the print- | 
ing of 300,000 copies, at an expense of $220,000. The Committee on | 


Printing have taken the liberty to recommend that the number be cut 
down one-third, which will reduce the expense to about $150,000. I 
ask for the present consideration of the joint resolution. The proposi- 
tion of the committee might as well be voted down this morning as at 
any time. 


Mr. BLAIR. I will say that I long represented a rural district, agri 
cultural almost wholly, and I never saw a farmer yet who was not 
glad and thankful to get a copy of this report. If there are copies 
wasted it is because they are not properly sent to the agricultural pop- 
ulation. I think the report improves from year to year, and I do not 
believe the farmers are likely to get any larger number than they ought 
to have. There may be frauds in the distribution; | know not 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
300,000 to 200,000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I want to say a word on this sub 
ject. There has certainly been an abuse inconnection with the matte: 
of public documents. Who is responsible for it I do not pretend to 
say. I do not wish to reflect upon anybody, but there has been a great 
abuse in regard to furnishing Agricultural Reports. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtr] says that he represents an agricultural 
country and they are sought after. I know that is pre-eminently true 
There is no book for which Congress spends money that is so mitch 
sought after or so welcome in the farming communities as this work on 
agriculture. Whether all of it is valuable or not-——there is not a publi- 
cation but what contains something of value, some new suggestion, 
some thought that practical and experienced agriculturists take up and 
improve their work upon. 

I do not think that I have had my quota as aSenator in three years, 
nor scarcely any portion of what I am entitled to of that work. Idoubt 
if I have a book of the kind at my command now, and I can hardly re 


It reduces the number of copies trom 


| member when I had. I do not know why it is, but I know it ought 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for | 


information. 
The joint resolution was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Printing | 
with amendments, in line 3, to strike out ‘‘three."’ betore ‘‘ hundred,” | 


and insert ‘‘two;’’ in line 5, to strike out ‘two,’ before ‘ hundred,” 


sand,’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ in line 7, to strike out ** fifty-six,’ betore 
‘*thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ and in line &, tostrike ont ** thirty,”’ 
before ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert *‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 

That there be printed 200,000 copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for the year 188%; 140,000 copies for the use of members of the 
House of Representatives, 40,000 for the use of members of the Senate, and 20,000 
copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand 300,000 is the usual number. 
Mr. ANTHONY. That was the number last year. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And has been for a number of years. 


not to be this way. The reports are back, Ido not know how long. | 
ask the chairman of the committee how tar they are behind in the pub 
lication of the Agricultural Reports ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Commissioner of Agriculture has adopted a 
new system in regard to the reports by which they will be furnished to 
members of Congress a year earlier. This is the report of 1883, which 
generally has not been ordered until December of that year. But Iam 
surprised at the Senator saying he does not get his quota. They are 
printed and they are sent here, and I am quite sure that the oflicers ot 
the Senate must fulfill their duties in distributing them to Senators a 


| cording to their quota. 
and insert ‘‘one;’’ in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ fourteen,’ before ‘‘thou- | 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator what is the last year for which 


| they have been published and distributed to Senators? 


Mr. ANTHONY. The number has been constantly increasing until | 


it has got up to 300,000. 


years. 
Mr. ANTHONY. It was 300,000 last year. Ido not remember what 
it was the year before. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 1 understand it has been 300,000 for four or five | 


Mr. ANTHONY. For 1881 and 1882. The Commissioner put 1881 
and 1882in one volume so as to bring it up to the level chronologically, 
including eighteen months in the last report 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me speak a moment to the amendment. | 
am opposed to cutting down this publication a single volume, and | 
call attention now to this proposition. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Cutting down how ” 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the amendment is to reduce the 
number to be published. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The last one that is already printed has been fur 


| nished. The Commissioner brought it up to the time of the publica 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was 300,000 the year before and the year he- 


fore that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1! dare say. The Senate has always voted tor the 
largest number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not say a word about it except that you 
can buy all you want forabout 5centsacopy. You can buy a cart-load 
for about 5 or 10 centsavolume. It shows how much they are needed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A year or two ago there was a deficiency, owing 
to some mistake in the Printing Office, in the number of copies printed, 
and instead of reprinting the report the Public Printer bought the 
needed copies at second-hand hookstores at very much less than the 
cost of printing. 


tion, putting in eighteen months instead of one year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
ing about the number. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I misunderstood the Senator 

Mr. VOORHEES. Idesire to know what number of the reports it 
is proposed that we are to have. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The committee propose to reduce 


The Senator trom Indiana is speak 


the number 


' from 300,000 to 200,000. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iam opposed to that, and in the interest of the 
agriculturists of this country, who get less benefit from the money that 


|} is spent here than any other class, [I shall stand by their right at 


Mr. COCKRELL. How are they bought? They have to be first | 


printed, and those Senators and Representatives who happen to be from | ments to work an hour more ina day, and they call that economy 


States and districts not agricultural I suppose let them pass from their 
hands in some way or other, and they thereby get into the hands of the 
second-hand book-sellers. Those who represent agricultural States can 


not supply the demand that is made for them when we get 711 copies | 


each under the 300,000 printed. 
Mr. ANTHONY. There would not be enough if every Senator had 


a million copies. There is no limit to the demand for books that are 
given away. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Youcanbuy atthe second-hand bookstores public | seizes upon certain Senators and affects the action of Congress ina very 
documents of which Senators get only three or four copies, documents 


thatare exceedingly valuable. You can go to a second-hand bookstore 


and generally get such a document before it is delivered here at the 
document-room. 


least to have a full supply of agricultural information. I hope that 
this amendment will not be adopted. Economy is a nice thing; [like 
it; but when it becomes a question of saving a drop and wasting 2 
bueketful at some other place it is not so attractive to me. 

A class of persons come here in public life who seem to think that 
they will incur great favor at home by causing the clerks in the Depart 


Others come here and propose in the interest of economy to take a few 


| books away from the old ftarmer’s fireside, and waste millions upon mill 


ions upon unfinished and impossible ironclads in private ship-yards 
That is not my kind of economy. I would commence upon the large 


| things and then the small things would take care of themselves. | 


stand here for a book a piece for all the farmers in this country if 


| necessary. We spend money on every other interest most freely, but 


| 


when it comes to an interest like this it seemsthataspasm of economy 


small way. 

I do not believe that the people appreciate this kindof saving. Ido 
not believe the farmers of this country will applaud the action of Con- 
gress in limiting and curtailing the publication of information of value 
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. them. I do not believe they will think better of this Congress in its 
ing hours when we economize at the expense of their information. 
or that reason, Mr. President, I shall vote against this amendment, 
and I hope it will be voted down. I ask for the yeasand nays on agree- 
ing totheamendment. [‘‘No! No!’’] Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. I want to 
see the economical Senators put their names on the record. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Those who do not want the yeas and nays need 
not call for them; I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing, on which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 
already read are really one amendment, the subsequent ones depend- 
ing on reducing the number named in the first amendment from 300,000 
to 200,000. The question will be taken on all together. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I donot know 
how he would vote on this proposition, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry }. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 


ae 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McDILL. Understanding from his colleague [Mr. GrorGE] 
that the other Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] would vote 
‘‘nay’’ if here, I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 


JONES]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 42; as follows: 

YEAS—12. 
Anthony, Frye, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, Morrill, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Platt, Van Wyck. 
NAYS—42. 
Barrow, Garland, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Bayard, George, Lapham, Pugh, 
Beck, Groome, I n, Ransom 
Blair, Grover, MeDill, Slater, 
Brown, Hampton, MeMillan, ‘Tabor, 
Call, I s, McPherson, Vest, 
Camden, Harrison, Maxey, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hill Miller of Cal., Walker 
Ooke, Ingalls, Miller of N. ¥., Windom. 
Davis of Ill., Jackson, Mitchell, 
Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Morgan, 
ABSENT—22. 

Aldrich, Fair, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Allison, Farley, Lamar, Sewell 
Butler, Ferry, Mahone, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Plumb, w illiaims. 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I wish my friend from Indiana would make 
the motion to carry out what he indicated as his desire to have a book 
apiece for every farmer. I think it would be likely to pass in the pres- 
ent temper of the Senate. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES. There are a great many good things in this world 
that I wish for that I can not expect Congress to carry out. 1 should be 
glad to have every farmer have a book of this kind for himself and one 
tor his wife and children, but I am not going to ask Congress to furnish it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The remaining numerical amendments fall with 
the first one, but there is another amendment making an appropriation 
for this printing. Weare in the habit of ordering printing to be done 
and not making appropriation for it, and then condemning the Printing 
Bureau for its extravagance. There is an amendment making an ap- 

iation. It was put at $150,000. Let that be made $220,000. It 
was fixed at $150,000 for the reduced number. 
—s PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to add to the 
bill: 
And the sum of $220,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated to defray the cost of publication. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether that is 
the estimate of the cost? oe ae pears to me larger than usual. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is cost of last year’s publication. This 
resolution is passed in advance of the publication in order that the book 
may be out at the next assembling of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Was not the report for two years in- 

? 


cluded in the last This is for one year. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was eighteen months in the last report, but the 
a pages was the same. It will take that amount of money 
undoubtedly. 


The joint t resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendmen concurred in. 


it was 





The amendment was ordered to be and the joint 
Pe snepanne me engrossed joint resolution 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. ANTHONY ee Mr. MORGAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 7595) 
appropriations for enh civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1 and for hay purposes; which were referred 
to the Committee on A; 


Mr. CAMDEN su Redan coeesterentiatnstid to top by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7637) making a to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 
1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 

unless some Senator objects to the introduction of further morning busi- 
ness the Chair will receive it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a resolution of inquiry to offer which I have 


been sore ee Se oe Seve. 
The 2 protempore. The first order is ‘‘the introduction 
of bills and joint reeplutions.” If there are no bills or joint resolu- 


tions to be introduced, ‘‘concurrentand other resolutions’? are in order. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the fo resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous — and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate with any 
information, recently received, a may have in regard to the condition and 
progress of the work for the improvement of Charleston Harbor in addition to 
that transm:*ted with ea eee of Semenay 5, S08, dn eqpenne to the Senate reo- 
olution of December 13, 1882. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be direeted to ascertain whether 
the land pont the Atlantic and fad Pacific Railroad Company a thw a — ap- 
eeeenaniedaedatainaieted reat the pub net ae 
vocemner > subject said lan asa ° ic meine the 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the present ‘in mae of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then let it be printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
go over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WINDOM. If the morning business is closed, I wish to move 
an executive session. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask for a vote on the resolution I of- 


fered eee Pa regard to the order of business. 
M. I want to make my motion as soon as morning 
aie is closed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to modify the order so that after the pend- 
ing pension bill is disposed of we proceed to consider House bills favor- 
ably . That is the substance of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Ordered, That the Senate proceed e consideration o ion bills reported 
favorably ; second, to House bills es favorably. postureees - 
Mr. SHERMAN. I modify the first clause so as to proceed to the 
consideration of the pending pension bill, and then to House bills re- 
ported favorably. 
Mr. FRYE. There were some pension bills reported this morning. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A pension bill is the unfinished busi- 
ness. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am told there are some pension bills reported 
y- 

Mr. COCKRELL. They will be reached as House bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House bill 1410 is the unfinished 
business, and the Chair would simply suggest that perhaps the order 
had better be modified so as to that after the disposition of the 
unfinished business the Senate proceed to the consideration of pension 
bills and House bills. 

— MORGAN. The present unfinished business will come up after 

whe PRES business is completed, under the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill wes toh an wminished 

; as the Chair is told. 

Mr. oir EDMUN . ‘The pension bill was the unfinished business when 
we adjourned. It will come up at 1 o’clock. 
oe eennneaes seg pee The resolution will be read as modi- 

ed 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


bill 
a 8s | eee of pending pension bills; 
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RESIDENT pro tempore. Thatisnotcorrect. ‘‘ After the un- 
Pe) business is ser of,’’ the Senator from Ohio wants it. 
Mr. BECK. Is that agreed to? f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. ; 
Mr. BECK. I desire to make a request as soon as that is agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to have the Senator who offered the propo- 


for ? 
one SHERMAN . I believe we can get through to-day, but whether 
to-day or to-morrow I have no doubt this will be the most rapid and 
beneficent way of disposing of our time, to consider the House bills that 





} 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I move to take up now House bill No. 6018. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a resolution of the Senator 
from Ohio before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I should like to state why I hope it will not 
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| pass. I ask to have it read first. 
sition explain it. Does he mean that this is to be a standing order, or | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Ordered, That the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pending pension 


| bills afterthe unfinished business is disposed of; second, House bills reported 
| favorably 


are favorably reported from committees. Wecandoitrapidly. [would | 


be willing to confine it to those reported at this session, but there are 


some bills reported at the last session not yet disposed of. I would com-_ 
mence at the place we left off on the Calendar and take up the House | 


bills favorably reported. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not be right, because a single objec- 
tion has carried over a good many House bills that ought to be acted 
on. If we are to pass any more Senate bills at all, it seems clear to 
my mind that we ought now to give them a preference. If we are 
going to have a division of work as to the bills of the two Houses, 
instead of taking them as they come, we ought to begin with the 
Senate bills, so as to send them over to the House as early as possible, 


| 


| 
| 


because they will require action of the House. The House bills that | 


are passed without amendment will require no further action in that 
body, and consequently we can pass them down to the last moment of 
time. Therefore it appears to me that this proposition as offered is to 
put a quietus upon the passage of any Senate bills, because by just as 
much as hour by hour we delay the passage of a Senate bill, by so 
much we delay the opportunity of the House of Representatives con- 
sidering it at all. So 1 should think, if we are to try to go on with 
the Senate bills at all, that we should proceed to-day to consider Senate 
bills favorably reported that are on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itwas the intention of the Pension Committee to 
propose to the Senate to consider, first, Senate bills favorably reported, 
and second, House bills favorably reported, for the reason stated by the 
Senator from Vermont. My judgment isthat that would be the best way 
of powcr bay to go through with Senate bills reported from the 
committee where there are minority reports, where the cases are con- 
tested; there are a number of those cases on the Calendar, and we de- 
sire action upon them. There are no Senate pension bills unacted on 
where there are not minority reports, except those presented this morn- 
ing, which are not yet on the Calendar. 

I suggest, therefore, that the Senator from Ohio modify his resolu- 
tion, so that the Senate after the disposition of the unfinished business 

to the consideration of Senate bills reported favorably, and 
secondly to House bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish now during the few hours that are left, 
which will not be appropriated by the Appropriations Committee, to do 
the largest amount of business that will be effective. If we commence 
at the point reached when the Calendar was last under consideration we 
can go through with great rapidity the House bills that have been sent 
to us and have been on our Calendar and require our concurrence. In 
that way we can dispose of the greater number of bills, taking up only 
those that are reported favorably. Weshould waste no time about con- 
tested matters. I believe that is the best way. We formerly acted in 
that way, though I do not know whether it has been so in the last few 
years. If we have any time left after disposing of House bills we can 
take up Senate bills, and if there is any bill of special importance that 
in the opinion of a majority of the Senate ought to have precedence that 
can be taken up on the motion of any Senator at the proper time and 


considered. 1 think if there are no special cases of that kind the best | 


way to dispose of our time is to devote ourselves to considering the House 
bills favorably reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are severalspecialcases. There is one bill, 
the Utah bill that we have had under consideration and partly finished, 
that is of great public importance to anybody who cares anything 
about making an end of the polygamy of Utah. Therefore it ap- 
pears to me that the better way is, as I said before, to go on for to-day 
with the Senate billsand then we can take upin time to dispose of them 
= House bills which will not need further action on the part of the 

ouse. 

So I move to amend the order proposed by the Senator from Ohio by 
striking out the word ‘‘ House ’’—if that is the word there—and insert 
“Senate,” so as to go on now with the Senate bills favorably reported. 
That will test the judgment of the Senate as to which we had better 
begin with. 

Mr.PLATT. May I inquire precisely what is the question before 
the Senate, and whether it refers to anything beyond the morning hour ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It refers to all day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It becomes a standing order of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The hour will be consumed in talk. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot know whether I can make the motion I pro- 
= to make, though I think it will be in order. First, I should 
ike to inquire if the pension matter which was under consideration 
yesterday is not the unfinished business ? 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] is to strike out ‘‘ House’? and insert ‘‘ Sen 
ate’’ before ‘* bills’’ in the second clause. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope that will not pass, for this reason: The Hous« 


| of Representatives passed a bill, which is far down on the Calendar, No 
6018, which relates to the recovery of damages for the infringement ot 


patents, and | think I know that a majority of the Senate desire to act 
upon it. It has been reported from the Committee on Patents unfavor 


| ably, substituting in place of it Senate bill 1238, which was reported 
some time ago by the Senate Committee on Patents 


I hope that this 
resolution will not pass, and if it does not I will move to take up this 
bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. May [| ask the Senator from Connecticut whether 
there is not a better prospect of reaching this bill under the resolution 
as « House bill which has not been unfavorably reported, because it has 
been reported favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substi 
tute? Is there not a greater likelihood of reaching the bill, in which 1 
feel great interest, as a House bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I think there is no question of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Than there would be by attempting to make it 
a special order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that we can reach the bill and pass it, but 
I shall vote against taking it up now. 

Mr. PLATT. I simply give my opinion about it, that if we wait to 
reach it on the Calendar as a House bill it will not pass in time to be 
come a law at this session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it will 

Mr. INGALLS. The only sensible thing to do is to keep on talking 
about what we shall do until the time is all gone, and then nothing can 
be done! 

Mr. BECK. | rise to make a request; 1 do not know if the Senate 
will grant it. There are now two House bills on the table of the Sen 
ate, and which passed the House unanimously, which were examined 
by the Committee on Finance and there agreed to, relative to allowing 
articles to be brought in free of duty for the Louisville exposition and 
the Denver exposition. I hope they will be allowed to pass. They 
are exactly in language of similar acts for the centennial exposition 
and I bel‘eve they are approved by all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am in favor of those bills, but I believe the only 
just and fair way is to take up the House bilis and act upon them in 
order. I think we shall reach those cases. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Ohio will allow me a word. I wa: 
not able to be in the Senate all day yesterday, and shall not be to-day 
and perhaps to-morrow, beisg engaged in the Appropriations Commit 
tee. If the Senator from Ohio will take charge of those bills and call 
them up I will not ask for their consideration now 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will take charge of those two bills when they 
come up in their order, and see that at least they have a fair chance. 

Mr. BECK. That is all I care about 

Mr. FRYE and others. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


| of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] to strike out ‘‘ House”? 





and insert ‘‘Senate,’’ so that Senate bills shall be first considered after 
pension bills instead of House bills. 

The amendment was not agreed to: there being on a division—ayes 
13, noes 27. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the resolution of the Senator from Ohio[ Mr. SHERMAN]. TheChair 
would ask whether it is the intention to go back to the commencement 
of the Calendar, or to the point last reached in its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The intention must be according to the written 
order of the Senate. We must take that for our guide. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to avoid all misapprehension, I propose 
to commence at the point reached when the Calendar was last under 
consideration under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that will not be done, because there are 
some bills which were passed over without prejudice owing to the 
absence of Senators interested in them and for other causes. We cer 
tainly ought not to exclude such bills. They are entitled to prefer 
ence, if anything. 

Mr.SHERMAN. They have had their call; and | think it would be 
better to commence at the point reached when the Calendar was last 
under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Ohio modifies his 
resolution. 
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Mr. BLAIR. 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Ohio will be read as modified. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pending pen- 
«ion bills after the unfinished business it disposed of; second, House bills reported 
favorably, commencing at the point reached when the Calendar was last under 
consideration 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken | should like to have the 
existing order stated. 

. Mr. VOORHEES. The existing order is House bill No. 1410. 

Mr. BLAIR. But there was an order yesterday in regard to what 
cases should be taken up. Are not the pension cases now in order’? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘They ave enough to keep us at work a day or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as modified by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. It is a very 
important order, which cuts off all action on Senate bills. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to ask a question in relation to the resolu- 
tion now proposed, whether the wording of it prevents the considera- 
tion of cases on the Calendar prior to the point that we last reached ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It commences at the point where the 
Senate last left off when the Calendar was under consideration. 

Mr. SLATER. Suppose prior cases were passed over without prej- 
udice ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That point was raised by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH] a few moments ago. The Chair 
can not tell what is meant by it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the present order excludes all bills 
passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is clear. 

Mr. SLATER. That would be manifestly unjust. Thereare «a num- 
ber of cases passed over simply without prejudice because of some mo- 
mentary objection. Those cases ought not to be excluded. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator refer to House bills that have been 
passed over? 

Mr. SLATER. 

Mr. INGALIS. 
way. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We shall be wasting our time on matters that 
will come to nothing if we go on considering Senate bills, for the House 
will pay no attention to them. We had better take the Calendar up at 
the point indicated by the Senater from Ohio and pass on the House 
bills. I hope the order will be made. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]; but I understand that if pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question, and I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
37, nays 16; as follows: 


I should like to have clearly stated the existing order 


The resolution of the Senator from 


House bills or Senate bills. 
There are not three House bills passed over in that 


YEAS—37. 
Barrow, Davisof W.Va., Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Garland, 01 Sawyer, 
Brown, George, MeDill, Sewell, 
Butler, Gorman, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Grover, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hampton, Mitchell, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Morgan, Windom. 
Cockrell, Harrison, Pendleton, 
Coke, Hill, ~. 
Conger, Ingalls, Rollins, 

NAYS—I6. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Mahone, Plumb, 
Anthony, rye, Miller of Cal., Ransom, 
Blair, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Davis of Il., Lapham, Platt, Vest. 
ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Beck, Groome, Ke m Slater, 
CameronofPa. Hale, Lamar, Tabor, 
Dawes, Hoar, a, Vance, 
Fair, Jackson. M rson, Williams. 
Fariey, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
So the order was agreed to. 
STATUE TO GENERAL W. H. LYTLE. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the action 
of the Senate last Saturday on the bill (H. R. 6408) granting eight 
condemned cannon to be used in the erection of a statue to the m 
of General William H. Lytle, of Ohio. The was made by the 
Military Committee, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. I have 
consulted with the gentleman who made the and it is entirely 

ble to him that that order should be reconsidered and the bill 
on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the reconsider- 
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ation’ The Chair hears none, and the vote by which the bill was in. 
definitely postponed will be regarded as reconsidered and the bill placed 
on the Calendar. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ATTORNEYs. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to call up for consideration and passage 
the resolution I offered on the 14th of February, asking for certain in- 
formation. 

The resolution was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the Sen 
ate copies of vouchers and items audited by the First Auditor of the Treasury 
on account of expenses incurred by the Department of Justice since January j 
1882, with the names of special or assistant attorneys, and by what authority in 
law he audited the bills and accounts of said special or assistant attorneys. 


MAJOR WILLIAM LUDLOW. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 ask unanimous consent to pass a joint resolution 
giving Major Ludlow leave of absence because Philadelphia wants him 
on the Ist of March, and it is an exception to the rule, I think. Ido 
not know of anybody who objects to the merits of the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the merits, but I do not make any ob- 


jection to taking it up. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] isthe 


objector now. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I! think we ought to go through and see if we can 
not make some progress under the order just made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope this will be allowed to go through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection if others have none. It is not 
for me to regulate the order of business; but the Senate have adopted 
an order and I hope they will stick to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If any Senator asks unanimous con- 
sent, of course the Chair does not interpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thisis a great public service to which I think there 
is no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to accommodate one private gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; it is to accommodate one million of people. 

The Acting Secretary read the joint resolution (H. Res. 355) to eu 
thorize Major William Ludlow, United States Army, to accept a civil 
position, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

It permits Major William Ludlow, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, to accept acivil position in the service of the city of Philadelphia. 
without a forfeiture of his military commission. This permission is to 
terminate on the 1st day of April, 1885, and Ludlow is not to receive 
from the United Statesany pay orallowance whatsoever during the period 
of his absence from the military service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The resolution isunanimously reported by the Mili- 
tary Committee. The Secretary of War approvesit. The city of Phil- 
adelphia by its councils, a majority of both parties, and by a memorial 
of leading citizens, say they want Major Ludlow, and they want him to 
commence on the Ist of March for the management of the new water- 
works, involving millions of dollars. They have looked around and 
found him about the only man they could get. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the resolution before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; there was no objection, and 
it is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the letter of the Secretary 
of War read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Here itis. Itis a short letter, and I send it to the 
desk to be read. 


The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, February 19, 1883. 

Str: I have to acknowledge the a ~ of your letter of the 17th instant in 
reference to Major Ludlow, Co: of neers, asking whether the granting 
by Congress of permission to jor Ludlow to accept a civil a 
chief engineer of the water department of the city of Philadelphia, with a leave 
of absence for two years, without pay, woultl, in my judgment, impair the serv- 
ice or militate against the discipline of the 5 
_ Lhave the honor to state that Major Ludiow been nearly nineteen years 
in service, and I am advised that he has devoted himself during that time as- 
siduously to his duties, having only had a little more than five months’ leave of 
absence, while under the lations he would have been entitled to nearly 
fourteen months more, with full pay. It is understood thatit is Major Ludlow's 
puree to resign from the Army on or before the expiration of the proposed 
eave if he should find his new ocew m congenial. If an officer of his rank 


intment as 


and services desired to enter civil and should make cation for a leave 
of absence of twelve months, pene -| mayen by his on, to take effect on 
the expiration of such leave, it be granted. Four months of that leave 
would be on full pay and the remainder on sat pee. Iam advised by the Chief 
of neers that the proposed leave to Major ow can probably in no way 
prej ice the interests of any other officer in the way of promotion or otherwise. 
and inasmuch as Major 


Ludlow wishes to waive all pay during the leave, I sce 
no objection to his ted. 


ication lo 
I inclose to you a statement ofthe military service of Major Ludlow. 
Tam, very y, yours, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War 
Hon. WiLLiAM D. KELiey, Jf. C., 
Ww D.C. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to put in my earnest but unavailing oppo- 
sition to this measure; not because Major Ludlow is not a very fine offi- 
cer—that is one of the reasons why it ought not to pass I think—but be- 
cause it does disturb the order of the Army and it is unequal and un- 
fair to other officers. Casualties naturally occur which may entitle 





Major Ludlow to promotion while he is rendering no service; or else it 


\ 
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will stop all promotion during this period of two years. The general | 
law of the United States prohibits officers of the Army from taking 
office under any other prince, power, potentate, state, or sovereignty 
whatever, or being employed by them. Now we come to personal and | 
special legislation for one gentleman and for one city because that city | 
has peculiar confidence in his capacity as an engineer to build a water-_ 
works. Major Ludlow is unwilling to resign his place in the Army for 
the purpose of taking this civil appointment, but wishes to hold the | 
opportunity to return to the Army at or before the expiration of the | 
two years. Therefore, it is special and personal legislation, against the | 
general intent, effect, policy, purpose, and fairness of the statutes of 
the United States. + 

In the next place, if this be a civil appointment, as the resolution 
says it is, that he is to take, it is directly in the face of the constitution 
of Pennsylvania, which like the constitution of Vermont and the con- 
stitution of nearly every State, if not every State, absolutely prohibits 
any person from holding any office or appointment under the authority 
of the State while he holds one under the United States. My friend | 
from Connecticut says that he has discovered or is informed that this 
is not acivil appointment, but it is only a private employment that the | 
city of Philadelphia under its municipal charter is authorized to make, 
making this gentleman a municipal officer and that the Philadelphia 
lawyers hold that such a municipal officer does not come within the 
prohibition of the constitution of Pennsylvania. 

That is all I haveto say. I think itisa wrong principle; it is special 
and personal legislation against the statutes of the United States and | 
it is bad in every way of principle and policy that I can think of My 
duty is done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only one word. The legal point is decided. 
shown it to the Senator and can show it to others. 
in favor of his right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notas this resolution states it. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG}. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced- 
yeas 48, nays 6; as follows. 





I have | 
It has been decided 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—48. 


Aldrich, Davis of Ill., Hawley, Platt, 
Anthony, Dawes, Hill, Plumb, 
Barrow, Frye, Hoar, Rollins, 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Saulsbury 
Beck, George, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Call, Groome, Mahone, Sherman, 
Camden, Grover, Maxey, Tabor, 
Cameron of Wis., e, Mitchell, Van Wyck 
Cockrell, Hampton, Morgan Vest, 
Coke, Harris, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Conger, Harrison, Pendleton, Windom 
NAYS—6. 
Brown, Johnston, Pugh, Walker 
Jackson, MeMillan, 
ABSENT—22 

Allison, Farley, Lamar, Saunders, 

lair, Ferry, Logan, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, McDill, Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., JonesofFlorida, Miller of Cal., Williams. 

unds, Jonesof Nevada, Millerof N. Y., 

Fair, Kellogg, Ransom, 


So the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that question is put, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is on his feet, I should like to ask him 
if his committee have reported the resolution in regard to international 
arbitration. 

Mr. WINDOM. It has not been reported yet. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the committee will be able to report that reso- 
lution before the Senate adjourns. It attracts the interest and atten- 
tion of a large number of our philanthropists. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
bly get time to consider that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WINDOM] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After four hours and twenty-seven min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


__ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
‘ts Clerk, announced that fhe Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 


I ask for the yeas and nays on the third reacting | 


We hope to have another meeting, and may possi- | 


| General G 


lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 361) granting a pension to Wellington V. Heusted: 

A bill (H. R. 507) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington 

\ bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of Ralph P. Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Thomas Alleock; 

A bill CH. R. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; 

A bill (H.R. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White 

\ bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; 

A bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey; 

A bill (HL. R. 2877) tor the relief of William M. Meredith; 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting relief to the heirs of Kunigunda A 
Miller: 

A bill (LE. R. 3106) restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the pen 


| sion-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to Anthony B. Graves: 

A bill (H. R. 4562) for the relief of Julia A. Stimers: 

A bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weinstein: 

A bill (HE. R. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to the 
pension-roll: ; 

\ bill (HL. R. S808) to rerate the pension of Frank 8. Sowers 

A bill (H. R. 5906) granting a pension to Harriet N. Abbott; 

A bill (HL. R. 6400) granting a pension to Mrs. Orpah Meacham 

\ bill (H. R. 6425) to increase the pension of Robert Henne: 

\ bill (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to George C. Rust; 

\ bill CH. R. 6833) granting a pension to Kate Quilligan: 

\ bill (H.R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major 
kK. Warren: 

A bill CH. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; and 

A bill (HL. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and 


| spurious teas 


|; out the words ** 


RATES O1 

The PRESIDENT pro temoore, The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is House bill No. 1410 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing 
the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The pending question is on the 
amendmentof the Senator trom Missouri [ Mr. VEsT], in line 7, to strike 
or shall have sutiered disability equal thereto.”’ 

I suppose perhaps as the reports stand in the Senate 


PENSION 


Mr. BLAIR 


| the first question may be upon the indefinite postponement of the bill. 


| 





sut I rise in the absence of the chairman of the committee, assuming 


charge of the bill only during his temporary absence. I do not know 


| but that he may be in the room now. 


Several Senators desire that the consideration of the bill shall yo over 
until to-morrow morning, and that the Senate shall now or very soon 
adjourn. 1 donot think that that action should be taken unless it can 
be the unanimous understanding that the bill be taken up immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, and that when 
the Senate adjourn it adjourn to meet at 100’clock in the morning. We 
have been here for many hours shut up in this close room, this box, in 
this fetid atmosphere, and if it is thought generally that it would be 
better to adjourn, | think as a friend of the bill I would make no ob 
jection; but we ought to commence upon it immediately after the con 
clusion of the morning business to-morrow, and to meet at 10 o’clock 
in the morning. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it would be utter nonsense to adjourn to 
meet at any hour before 11 o’clock. We can not get a quorum before 
11 o’clock and several committees must meet in the morning. The 
committees can not meet so early as 9 o’clock. I think it would be 
much better to spend an hour longer here now than to come here so 
early in the morning as 10. 

Mr. VEST. What is the motion of the Senator from New Hamp 
shire? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have made no motion; I have simply made a sug 
gestion, in the absence of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
taking charge of the bill temporarily. I expect him in the room every 
moment. Many Senators express a desire to adjourn at this time, and 
I was not objecting to that if there can be a unanimous understanding 
that we shall take the bill up immediately after the conclusion of morn 
ing business to-morrow, and that when we do adjourn it be to meet 
at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. We can not get that understanding 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that we had better go on with this bill for a 
little while, anyhow, I understand that some Senators wish to addres: 
the Senate upon it. We can listen to one or two speeches this evening 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwishto makea parliamentary inquiry. What isthe 
question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] striking out the words ‘‘or 
shall have suffered disability equal thereto,’’? in Jine 7. That is the 
only motion that has been mace. 


Mr. HOAR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it not the stand 
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ing order of the Senate to meet at 10 o’clock, unless otherwise or- | 


dered ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is. 

Mr. HOAR. So that it requires no unanimous consent to meet at 10 
o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
taking up the bill immediately after the conclusion of the morning 
business to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is quite certain that will be done. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hardly think that will be done if there is not a 
unanimous agreement for the purpose. 

Mr. ROLLINS. _ I wish to suggest that if there is any real purpose 
to act on the bill, it seems to me that it would be proper to continue 
the consideration of it at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill was reported to the Senate, as I understand, 
adversely by a majority of the committee. How does the Senate get 
charge of the bill to consider it unless a vote is first taken on the in- 
definite postponement of the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If anybody moves to postpone the 
bill indefinitely, that takes precedence. 

Mr. HARRIS. No motion has been made to indefinitely postpone. 
The majority report recommended that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned, but that is not a motion. 

Mr. PLATT. I do desire that vote, but I did not know but that it 
was necessary to vote on that question. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not insist on that motion just 
at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 20, 
noes 22. 


The question is on the motion of the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. hk. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation, and asked a conference with the Senate on the di i 
votes of the two Houses thereon, to be composed on the part of the House 
of five members. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1342) authorizing the trustees of the Isherwood estate to 
amend a certain plan of subdivision of said estate recorded in the land 
records of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Daniel Breed; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 123) providing for the termination of arti- 
cles numbered 18 to 25, inclusive, and articlenumbered 30 of the treaty 
between the United States of America ond Her Britannic Majesty, 
concluded at Washi nm May 8, 1871; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 355) to authorize Major William Ludlow, 
United States Army, to accept a civil position. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the message of the House of Representatives returning the bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the message, as follows. 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


ry 27, 1883. 


Resolved, That the House non-concur in the nts of the Senate to the 
bill (H., R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and ask a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, to be composed 
on the part of this House of five members. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for on the part of the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. The first question is, Will the Senate take up the 


bill for consideration ? 
Will the Senate at the present time 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consider this motion ? 

Mr. MORGAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not a conference report. The 
Chair begs pardon. The matter is before the Senate now, and the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before that question is put I should like to ask the 
Senator from Vermont, as the action of the House is somewhat unusual 
in the fact that it appoints five conferees on this bill, if that action is 
to be acquiesced in; that is, if we grant the conference is it his 
that we appoint the usual number of conferees on the part of - 


ate? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; BS ny rosea ne aes int 
the same number of conferees on the part of the Senate that the 
have already appointed on their part. We have no joint rule on this 


a 





it would require an understanding with reference to | 


subject, and there may be appointed whatever number each House may 
< \ 


see 

| Mr. HARRIS. So I undersiand. 

| Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator how it is intended 
| to select the conferees on the part of the Senate ? 

Mr. MORRILL. If I could have any voice about it I would hay 
the Chair appoint them, and I would advise the Chair to select thre 
from the Republican side and two from the Democratic side. 

Mr. INGALLS. Irrespective of their views about the particular 
features of the bill ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not think we can select them exactly wit], 
particular reference to their views. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. Mornrii. that the Senate insist on its 
amendments to the revenue bill and agree to the conference asked for 
by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire whether the bill in the shape that 
it is now before the Senate is a privileged question; whether it presents 
a question of privilege, and whether the Senate is now bound to sus- 
pend the regular order and take this bill up? 


The PRSIDENT protempore. It is done usually, and the Chair would 
say it is a privileged question. It is done always. 
Mr. MORGAN. I know that a report of a conference committee js 


always in order, but this is not a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is submitting to the Senate a bil! 
from the House. The Chair always submits to the Senate bills from 
the House and always where a committee of conference is asked for it 
is either granted or refused at once. 

Mr. HARRIS. This seems to me to be simply a message from the 
House as all other messages from the House, to be dealt with by the 
Senate as we deal with every other message from the other branch of 


Congress. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
Mr. MORRILL. But it has always been regarded as a privileged * 
question. 
Mr. HARRIS. There is no privilege about it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no privilege, but it is al- 
ways considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. _I can not help what is always done outside of the 
rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A majority of the Senate can deter- 
mine. 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘The rules ought to prevail here, and no mere cus 
tom ought to set them aside; no courtesy or anything of that sort. J 
this bill is now entitled to the right of way before the Senate, under 
the rules of the Senate, of course I have no right to object; but I insise 
that it is not a privileged question and it will not become such until 
it comes back from the hands of the conference committee. _It is then 
a privileged question and can demand the attention of the Senate at 
any time. I therefore call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the Senator from Alabama is too 
late with his suggestion. Theruleof course requires bills from the House 
and amendments from the House to be laid before the Senate the first 
thing in the morning after the morning business, but the custom of the 
Senate is otherwise. The Chair did that, and the Senate received it and 
heard the announcement. Then the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] rose and made a motion which was put from the Chair, and not 
only was it put, but one Senator certainly who has addressed the Senate 
inquired of the Senator from Vermont of his intention as to the proper 
number of conferees. That was given. Now, it seems to me, it is al- 
together too late, when the Senate has progressed in the debate, to say 
that the original laying of this matter before the Senate was out of 
time. = . 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chair, as I understand it, has the right at any 
time when some Senator is not on the floor to lay the action of the 
House before the Senate, but the question as to- whether the Senate 
must proceed to the consideration of it is a question to be submitted 
to the body and to be determined by a vote. It is not a question of 


privil 
The PRESIDENT pro tem Of course it has to be determined 
by a vote whether this motion of the Senator from Vermont shall be 


adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask to have the report read again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House will be 
read 


The Acting Secretary again read the message. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are the names of the conferees mentioned ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are not. The Secretary has 
read the entire message. , 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like then to inquire, not being very fami!- 
iar with these matters, if it is not customary that the names of the 
House conferees should be mentioned when a committee of conference 
is asked for by the other House ? 

The P ENT The Chair believes it is. It is not 
necessary, but it is nearly always done. The Chair supposes it is not 
done in this case because the House has asked for an unusual number. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Is there any reason why they should not name 
those they have appointed as well as the number? They ask for an 
unusual number, and that is an additional reason why they should 
name whom they appoint. ’ . ; 

Mr. INGALLS. _ It is impossible to hear, owing to the coufusion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
was asking whether it was not usual to name the conferees. The Chair 
supposes the reason is that the House wanted to get the consent of the 
Senate to a committee of conference of five members on the part of 
each House. ; , 

Mr. MORRILL. Is not that the motion now pending? 

Mr. BUTLER. I was simply inquiring whether it is not customary 
to name the conferees on the part of the House on a conference com- 
mittee before asking the Senate to agree to the conference. I see it is 
omitted in this particular instance. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is not invariably the usage. They may be 
named at any time after the conference is agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the Senator from Vermont will be able to 
answer, is it not usually done? Has it not been the invariable custom ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It isnot theinvariable custom, but it is frequently 
done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that it is usually done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thepending question is onthe motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorR1L1}. 

Mr. MORGAN. I called for the regular order. I understand that 
the Chair—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decides that this matter 
must be disposed of; that it is too late to call for the regular order after 
the Chair has laid before theSenate the bill. The Senate can do as they 
please about the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

« The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thepending question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.1} that the Senate insist on 
its amendments to the revenue bill and consent to the conference asked 
by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of that resolution to- 


day. 

Vir. INGALLS. Before voting on the question I should like to hear 
read the names of the conferees who have been selected on the part of 
the Senate. [Laughter.] I understand they have been sent to the 
Chair already. Iask that they may be read by the Secretary. [{Laugh- 
ter.] It will control my action in this matter very much. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. One moment. Let us hear who has been selected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a question of order. It is impossible to 
hear this discussion at all, there isso much confusion in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please be seated, and 
those who are here by the courtesy of the Senate will sit down. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the reading of the names of the conferees 
who are to be selected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call the Senator from Kansas to order. It seems 
to me, in my ignorance, that that is a sort of discourteous reflection on 
the Chair that ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before this thing is voted on, I propose to know into 
what hands this bill is to be confided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is impossible. 

Mr. INGALLS. But asI understand that the names of the conferees 
have been selected and written down and sent to the desk of the Pre- 
siding Officer, I want to know who they are, and I shall not take any 
lessons in courtesy from the Senator from Connecticut. 1 know what 
my rights are, and I have a right to ask, inasmuch as a designation has 
been made, that we may know who it is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Connecticut may offer some val- 
uable lessons to the Senator from Kansas. Whether he chooses to avail 
himself of them is another question. I have no doubt about the ten- 
dency of his inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senate has not yet even agreed 
to a conference, and still less has it yet authorized the Chair to appoint 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if any Senator, as every Senator on the floor might 
properly do, had é a suggestion to the Chair as to the persons to be 
appointed in case the Senate should take those two steps, it would be 
4 private communication between two Senators which no other Senator 
would have any right to ask for; or if he has a right to ask, the Senate 
has no it to inquire into. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
right about that. The Chair would answer the Senator from Kansas 
in this wise: that ever since he has been in the chair, where there has 
been occasion for a committee of conference on a revenue bill, members 
of the Finance Committee have been selected. 

Mr. ce i ye = intentional discourtesy about my ob- 
servation. no desire of offering any affront either to the Presiding 
Officer or the Senator from Yemen ” ¥ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Presiding Officer did not con- 
sider it. so. 

Mr. INGALLS. But it isa matterof very great importance to know 
into whose hands this bill is to go as conferees on the part of the Senate; 
and inasmuch as the designation had confessedly been made and the 
list was in the hands of the Presiding Officer, which was admitted by 
everybody and was soon to be announced to us, that that is a private 
and contidential communication between two Senators is a laughable 
travesty. 

Now, Mr. President, it appears to me that the Senator from Vermont 
could have no reasonable objection to advising the Senate who the con 
ferees are who are to be selected, and I again ask that it may be an 
nounced. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, if any Senator has not confidence 
enough in the Chair to intrust him with the appointment of this con 
ference committee, of course that Senator will vote against the motion; 
but there is no motion before the Senate that the Senator from Vermont 
shall appoint this committee. Whenever that motion is made I dare 
say the Senavor trom Kansas will vote against it; the Senator from 
Kansas will vote against the Chair being authorized to make this ap- 
pointment if he has not confidence in the Chair. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the Chair isa Senator from Illinois, 
and every other Senator is a Senator from some other State except his 
own colleague; and there is no information coming from the House of 
Representatives on this subject or any other to the Senate of the United 
States to which the Chair is more entitled thanthe rest of us. This is 
all wrong. ‘TheSenator from Kansas is right. ‘Che Chair knows I am 
utterly incapable of the slightest feelingor tinge of discourtesy to him; 
but if the Chair has knowledge of and in its possession the names of 
those who have been appointed by the House as conferees on this great 
question, it is the duty of the Chair to so announce, 

Several SENATORS. It is the Senate committee that is referred to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Still more so then as between members of this 
body and the Chair. The Senator from Vermontand the Senator from 
Illinois occupying the chair can take no close corporate possession of 
a question of this kind. I ask that the Senate may be advised as 
much as the Chair is; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A paper was handed to the Chair; 
but—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Chair be kind enough to advise us—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tie Chair has not got it now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Chair be good enough to advise us 
whether the conferees on the part of the House were announced ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are not named in the message. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘This is very unusual, and I have a few words to 
say on that. I do not remember a single instance where a conference 
has been asked by the House where the request has not been accom 
panied by the names of the conferees on the part of the Hlouse. I do 
not remember a single instance; I doubt if Senators about me do. It 
is well known that very unusual, not to say revolutionary, proceed- 
ings have taken place in the House. A request is sent here for a con 
ference, withholding the names of the conferees on the part of the 
House. I understand the House sends here a request for a conference 
I understand the House non-concurs in the amendments made by the 
Senate and asks for a conference, and in asking for a conference has 


asked us to agree to that blindly without knowing whom it appoints _ 


as conferees. Am I right about that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
names. 

Mr. VOORHEES. They do not mention their conferees ? 

Phe PRESIDENT protempore. They ask for a conterence of five nem 
bers, three being the usual number. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I insist that the bill ought to be sent back with 
a request for the House to name the conferees they appoint; or else, if 
we agree to their request for a conference, we should withhold the names 
of our conferees until they name theirs. Should we appoint our com 
mittee of conference before they appoint theirs? It is our right to see 
the names of the men they select, and select ours in accordance there 
with. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this is a very simple matter. There is 
no rule fixing the number of conferees to be appointed by either branch 
The custom of the two Houses is to have «committee of three trom each, 
two persons in favor of the bill 6r other matter in dispute and one ot 
the minority in each branch. But here is a bill which involves very 
large and various public interests, and the House have proposed under 
the circumstances (and as it seems to me very properly) an unusual 
number. They have also, asthe number is unusual, very properly with- 
held their appointment of their conferees till they see whether the Sen- 
ate assents to that unusual number. If they had appointed five, and 
the Senate had said, ‘‘ We prefer to have the usual number, the three, 
and no more,’’ the House would have been lett and the Senate would 
have been left in a very awkward condition. Therefore it was outof 
abundant courtesy to the Senate that the House refrained from appomnt 
ing its conferees until it learned whether the Senate agreed with it in 
the opinion that there should be this extra number. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator pardon me for a suggestion? If 


The message does not mention any’ 
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they had sent here five names as their conferees they could change all 
of them to-morrow ? 

Mr. HOAR. Of course they could; they can always do that. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Therefore there is nothing in the point. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, with great deference to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VoorneEes], that the matter which he has criticised 
is a mark of especial courtesy on the part of the House to the Senate. 
I do not understand that the Presiding Officer of this body can have 

»ssibly, or that anybody else can have, any knowledge as to who the 

fouse conferees are to be, because they are not yet announced, very 
likely not vet determined upon by the presiding officer of that body. 

It is always customary that the committee who have reported a bill 
signify, make suggestions, to the Presiding Officer of the persons whom 
they deem suitable for conferees, and the Presiding Officer of this body 
accepts or rejects such propositions at his discretiou. I remember a 
case very well where the present Presiding Officer of the body did not 
take originally as its conferees the persons suggested by the committee 
who had the matter in charge, but took other persons. I have the right 
to suggest to the President of the Senate at this moment, either in 
writing or orally, the names of the persons who I think should be ap- 
pointed on this conference, and so has every other Senator; and it is a 
private communication of mine to the Chair which I should not think 
the Chair had a right to make known to any other Senator if he thought 
I would not consent to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the message from the House 
of Representatives read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5588) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and ask a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, to be composed 
on the part of this House of five members. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly simple and straight. The House 
of Representatives has informed the Senate that it disagrees to our 
amendments and asks a conference. It has informed us, which it was 
not obliged to do, that it proposes to have five gentlemen of that House 
compose its committee. We have a perfect right to agree to that con- 
ference and inform the House that we have appointed twenty members 
or two members or three members or five, because the two Houses meet 
in conference as equals and each House has a right to choose its own 
delegates and its own number of delegates. But the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said, departing from 
the ordinary practice in this matter, has informed us that it proposes 
to be represented by five of its members. We have no right to know 
who they are until they are selected, and it is none of our affair whether 
they are good men or bad men; they are supposed to represent the 
House of Representatives and nobody else. And they have no right to 
know who or how or why we choose ours until we inform them of what 
we have agreed upon. 

Now, Mr. Presiuent, the Chair has no power of appointing these con- 
ferees unless the Senate agree that he may, and the common and the 
customary phrase in putting the question is, after the question is put 
on agreeing to the conference, ‘‘ How shall this committee be appointed 
on the part of the Senate?’’ If no motion as to numbers is made, of 
course the Chair would take the usual course, and if everybody said, as 
we always do, *‘ by the Chair,’? by unanimous consent he would make 
the appointment; for every committee, whether of conference or other, 
must be appointed by the Senate except by general consent. We have 
a right to suggest to the Chair ‘‘ make it five,’’ and we can make it ten 
or any other number. So the question is perfectly simple and perfectly 
tree of difficulty. 

The first and only question now is, will the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, or will it recede, which is a motion perfectly in order; 
and having said that we will insist and agree to the conference, then 
the question is, how is the committee to be appointed and of how many 
shall it consist? That is entirely a subsequent question; and after we 
have agreed to the conference and insisted upon our amendments, the 
Chair will then submit to the Senate, ‘‘ How shall this committee be 
appointed and of how many shall it consist?’’ Ordinarily that question 
would not be put to the Senate, because it is a matter of course to have 
three; but in this case the Chair would ask, ‘“‘Of how many shall this 
committee consist, and how shall it be appointed?’’ A motion may 
then instantly be made that it consist of ten, if you please, and that it 
shall not be appointed by the Chair. That part of the motion is un- 

, because then the Senate would have to ballot for the com- 
mittee; but the common course would be, and it will be now, of course, 
that it shall be appointed by the Chair after we have fixed the number; 
but that is an entirely subsequent question. The simple question now 
is, will the Senate insist upon its amendments and agree to the confer- 
ence? 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit that the question is not before the Senate 
whether the Senate will now insist upon its amendments and to 
a conference. To-day we established by a vote of the Senate, b 
yeas and nays, what the order of business should be, and the first busi. 
ness in order is that to which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLATR] called the attention of the Senate, the unfinished pension bill. 





That also came over from yesterday as the unfinished business, and 
when a suggestion was made by him before this report came from th. 
House that he would ask unanimous consent that thatshould go over | 

objected, and that kept it the business before the Senate. Thereupon th: 

message arrived from the House of Répresentatives stating that the 

had non-concurred in the amendments of the Senate to this revenu+ 
bill and agreed to appoint a committee of conference, and invited us {., 
a similar course of action. The Chair stated the question to the Sey 

ate to be upon concurrence in the request of the House for a conferenc:- 

I raised the question of consideration immediately; the Recorp wil! 
show it. The Senate has not taken any vote; the regular order stands 
in the way of this order. I raised the question that this was not . 
privileged matter. The rules of theSenate bear me out init. There jx 
nothing that is privileged in connection with this subject at all except 
the report of aconference committee. This businesscoming here comes 
as any matter of business from the House, as any bill that the House 
might pass, or any other business whatsoever. It has no right of way 
until the Senate of the United States has voted to give it the right or 
way, and to do that it must postpone the existing order. ’ 

I therefore insist that my call for the regular order is a call that is in 
order, and that the question to be put to the Senate is the regular order: 
and upon a motion to postpone it, that of course the Senate can deter 
mine. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that after the message had been read 
I made the motion that the Senate should insist upon its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for, and then the Senator from Ala 
bama rose and interposed an objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I did. I could not object to the motion 
before it was made. I insisted, as I now insist, that the regular orde: 
of business must be moved out of the way by a vote of the Senate bh 
fore the Senator from Vermont has a right to call the attention of th: 
Senate to the message from the House. That is my point of order. 

Mr. INGALLS. There have been so many precedents in this matte: 
that I think it can no longer be regarded as unsettled that when a mes- 
sage of this character comes from the House the proper course is to act 
upon it immediately. I do not remember that there has ever been an) 
exception to this rule. 

It appears to me, obviously, therefore, that under the precedents, 
whether it is the written law of the Senate or not, this message has the 
right of way and ought to be acted upon at once. 

I should like very much indeed if the Senate could agree to that por- 
tion of the motion of the Senator from Vermont stating that the Senate 
insists upon its amendments and agrees to the conference asked for }) 
the House, leaving the question of the appointment of the conferees to 
be provided for after the selection has been made by the House, which 
ordinarily should first have been done. It seems to me if the Senator 
can assure us that the motion to be taken now would be limited to 
that there would be no trouble; but I understood that the purpose was 
to follow that immediately by the customary motion that the conferees 
on the part of the Senate be designated by the President pro tempore. 
Having reason to believe that in that event great interests might be 
periled, and that the entire aspect of the bill might be changed, it ov 
curred to me that it would be wise, inasmuch as we did not know what 
the action of the Hotise had been, that we should first be advised what 
the action of the Senate would be upon the personnel of the committce 
of conference. I should like, as I say, very much if the action of the 
Senate could be confined to the single question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is certainly the first question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I agree to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no doubt that the questions will have to 
be taken separately. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that the 
only advantage in having them taken now is to enable the conference 
committee to meet at once in ordeg to proceed with the business, and 
that their report may be made in time so that the Senate can either ac 
cept orrejectit. It is forthe purpose of having ample time to consider 
this subject that I desire early action upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “Inreply tothe Senator from Alabama 
the Chair will state that itis the universal practice that all business has 
been interrupted when a message from the House of this kind came; and 
when the Chair has received it, it has been customary to dispose of it at 
once. Inasmuch as no objection was made when the Chair laid before 
the Senate the message of the House, and the Senator from Vermont 
made his motion, the Chair is of the opinion, from all the precedents, 
that it ought to be considered now. The question, then, is upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrrv], that the Senate insist 
upon its amendments to the revenue bill which has been returned from 
the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And agree to the conference asked for by the 


House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Andagree tothe conference asked for 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 will not appeal from the decision of the Chair upon 
this subject, for the reason that I suppose the Senate on the next occa- 
sion, when a majority desire it, will reverse this ruling immediately, 
and that all the rules of the Senate are to be made subservient entirely 
to the accommodation and convenience of the powers that be, the ma- 
jority, without reference to the rights of the seoinati.. 
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I shall therefore address myself for a few moments only to the ques- 
tion of agreeing to a conference upon this bill. : 

This revenue bill has been a very peculiar measure from the begin- 
ning. It is the first bill on the subject of the tariff that ever originated 
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in the Senate of the United States. There has been a constitutional as | 
well as a traditional policy in this country that bills for the raising of | 


revenue should originate in the House of Representatives. 
We borrowed that from our English ancestry, who for a great many 


years past have declined to permit the House of Lords to originate bills | 


of revenue. ‘Thus power has been confined to the immediate and direct 
representatives of the people. Our fathers in the adoption of that prin- 


ciple found it necessary, as they supposed, for the protection of the | 


people who had the taxes to pay, that it should be incorporated in posi- 
tive terms in the Constitution of the United States. 

This bill when it went t> the House of Representatives was avery vo- 
Inminous one, that occupied the attention of the Senate of the United 
States, bestowed with extreme industry, from the 9th day of January un- 


tilwithina few dayspast. Yesterday the Senate by its resolution recalled | which intelligent and legislative action has never yet been taken and 


the bill from the House, finding that it had sent a copy to the House | 


of the action of the Senate which was incorrect. That error was here | 
corrected; and now this afternoon we find the bill back before the Sen- 


ate of the United States. I have no right, I believe, to refer to any- 
thing that has been done in the House of Representatives except that 


which is laid before us; but I will say that this is the most miraculous | 


performance in the way of legislation that any country has ever yet 
witnessed. How could the House so speedily consider a bill that dis- 
poses of taxation over thousands and thousands of articles, that inter- 
ests the people of every section of the whole country—immediately and 
directly interests them; a bill that has given rise to more of deep con- 
cern, and searching debate, and thought, and, it is said, of agitation 
among the people of the United States than any other bill that ever 
appeared in this legislative Hall or elsewhere on the subject of taxa- 
tion? é 

It has been more thoroughly investigated in the Senate and dis- 
cussed more in detail than any tax law that was ever debated in a par- 
liament in the world. It went tothe House of Representatives, and the 
House instantly rejected every word and every amendment that the 
Senate has put upon it. Are we to infer that this act of peremptory 
rejection has been one of due and reflective consideration by those men 
who stand next to the people, and who under the Constitution are the 
immediate guardians of their rights in respect of taxation? Are we to 
shut our eyes to what everybody in the country knows, that this bill 
has never received one moment of consideration in the House, that it 
has never been read in that body ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order to refer to what has or has not 
been done in the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the question whether we are to shut our eyes 
to what everybody knows? I do not state what has taken place there; 


which it is about to take now bows a suppliant knee to the lashings of 
the party whip. It is doing that which no Senator here, when the 
party pressure is removed, would find himself at liberty to do, con 
sulting his own manhood, the independence of his own thoughts and 
feelings, and the great responsibilities which bear upon him Acting 
thus he would say to the House, ‘If I confer with you it must be atte: 
you have understood that which we are to confer about. | can not go 
into conference with you when your House has instructed you about 
nothing, when there has not been a word of debate expressive of the 
opinions of any man in the House of Representatives; not a word ot 
debate, or the reading of the bill, by the assistance of which we can 


compare our thoughts and wishes together and find the best means of | 


bringing the Houses together through consultation upon this matter.’ 

Sir, this is not the Houses coming together; it is only the meeting ot 
a committee fixed up by each body in the interests, and on the sugges 
tion, and at the request of certain individuals in each body to devise 
and send to us for ratification a law which they shall dictate to us upon 


has been rendered impossible. The country will stand aghast when 
they are informed that, after all, the taxing power of this land is not 
in the House of Representatives or in the Senate through the power of 
amendment to constitutional action of the House, but that the real tax 
ing power of this land is in the hands of a select committee picked out 
by party leaders, and that, too, after a conference had been first agreed 
to. When imposing this tyranical measure upon the people of the 
United States they might at least have had the grace to have named 
the tyrants through whose agency it is to be perpetrated 

These usurpers of power might have done the people of the United 
States at least the honor of having informed them, when they came to 
the Senate to ask for our assistance, who it was that had been selected 
by the House to conduct the manufacture of a law to suit themselves 
But, sir, they have not done it. They have resolved that those names 
shall not be known to us until we have first resolved that we will con 
fer with them upon this bill. They have resolved to keep matters in 
their own hands and in the dark until they have first obtained from 


| us the authority under which this star-chamber commission, created to 


but everybody knows that the bill could not have been read in the | 


House of Representatives since we sent it back there. 


ical ease. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam making a hypothetical case upon every prop- 
osition to which I allude. I have stated nothing here except as to the 
fact of the Senator from Vermont having his eyes shut if he has not 
seen what everybody knows. His eyes are always open. I doubt if 
he does not sleep with them wide open. But whatever the Senator 
trom Vermont may have seen or may not have seen, this country has 
seen something about the bill which I think I have a right to refer to; 
that is, that the representatives of the people of the United States, 
charged by the Constitution with the duty of raising taxation by law, 
could not have read this bill, could not have considered it. 

There are Senators here now who claim to be Democrats who, for- 


getting their responsibilities to the Constitution and the laws of the | 
people, are willing to send the bill into the hands of those self-consti- | 


tuted manufacturers of the laws, of whom it was predicted early in this 


controversy that they at last would be the men who would enact a tariff | 


for the people of the United States—five, it appears, to be chosen in the 
House and five chosen in the Senate. We do not know yet who they 
are to be. 


The House of Representatives, contrary to the usual practice, violat- 


ing every precedent, so far as I have witnessed the proceedings, that | 


has ever yet obtained in the United States or in the other House, has 
sent a blank message to us, naming none of the conferees; and the peo- 
ple of the United States, represented on this floor by Senators sent from 
the respective States, are now in the deepest doubt and under great ap- 
prehension as to who are to become the legislators to make this bill. 
The House takes the bill and before it has had time to read it sends it 
back. Whether I may speak of the actual fact or not I predict that 
history will show, when the records of the action of the House go before 
the world, that not one line or syllable of this bill has ever been read 
in that body. 

Mr. President, under ordinary circumstances this matter could not 
occur. The majority of the Senate of the United States in the action 





make 2 tariff, is to be formed. Never before has so flagrant an attempt 
been made to make a law in the name of Congress and by its author 
ity, of which one of the Houses is necessarily ignorant—totally igno- 
rant. 

It is well for this country, well for its honor, and for its peace, and 
for the contidence of the people of the United States and the Govern 
ment in Washington city, that the history of our legislation has never 
before recorded an act so tyrannical and so entirely out of the reach of 
the restraints of order, duty, and right It is well for this country that 
the people have been heretofore lett in ignorance of the tact that they 
can be taxed, not by the intelligent voice of their representatives sent 
here, but through the operation of a gag rule which takes a bill and 
rushes it into a conference committee, there to receive its first reading. 
without ever giving it a reading or a moment of consideration on the 


| part of the House of Representatives 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can make a hypothet- | 


These are not idle or unmeaning remarks, nor are they trifling ques 
tions. These are not matters that the people can turn their backs upon 
and flatter themselves that they still possess constitutional liberty 
These are not subjects that can be nut under foot, in the presence of an 
intelligent, thoughtful, and powerful people. Sir, they will spurn us, 
and they will spurn the House of Representatives, when they find out 
that we have abdicated the duties of legislators and have remitted the 
whole of the power that we possess upon this great question into the 
hands of a select committee of the two Houses, shut up in the secrecy 
of the committee-room, there to be legislated upon by only ten men 

More than a month ago warnings were given and often repeated be 
fore the Senate, and through the Senate to the people, as to this des 
perate purpose. ‘The people were told then that there was no inten 
tion or expectation of the majority party to accomplish the passage ot 
a tarif?! law in accordance with parliamentary usage and the Constitu 
tion. They were told that this measure would be taken into a confer 
ence committee and it would be there coopered and doctored up to suit 
the men who have had the control of the subject on the Finance Com 
mittee and the Ways and Means Committee all the time, and have re 
solved that their will should become law They have been told that 
there was to be no liberty of action or of speech on this bill. While 
Senators were quarreling with us on this floor for consuming time in 
laying before the country the facts in reference to the tariff, the strug- 


gling minority were mapping out in advance, as with the tongue of 


prophecy, exactly what would occur. We then knew, as the country 
now knows, that after all we would come to the point where the Sen 
ate and the House would abdicate their powers under the Constitution 
to legislate upon the subject of taxation, and would relegate the whole 
matter into the hands of a select committee of coniereice, to be there 
disposed of as it might please them. 

The country will no longer be deceived upon this question. Your 
committee of conference will meet; you will vote your power into ther 
hands, for you are afraid to allow this session of Congress to adjourn 
without some pretense of legislation on the subject. You are afraid to 
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go before the country with the bill that was voted here by a strong ma- 
jority in which both political parties participated. You are afraid to 
stand on the solemn judgment, given as under oath, in favor of a bill 
which you yourselves brought into this body, amended and adjusted 
in all of its bearings, so that you were at last willing to give it the sanc- 
tion of your votes, and you send it to aconference committee that they 
may reverse your votes and so save you from responsibility. 

The Senate of the United States will ingloriously retire from the 
ground that it has taken, will allow this subject to be drawn into the 
secret conferences of this committee and permit it to be there treated to 
suit the purposes of those who have been determined from the outset 
to contro! theentire subject for the benefit of the special interests which 
they represent on this floor. And when your conference committee’s 
report comes back, you will be prepared to adopt it, and I fear it will 
be found that some Democrats here will be prepared to adopt it also. 
There are men on this floor who would recall everything they have 
voted, every speech they have made, every announcement they have put 
before the world, showing the least consideration for the people in order 
to yet a chance to put into the statute-books a law which will cripple the 
prosperity of the whole country for the sake of building up certain 
special industries. 

This vast mass of laboring and groaning men who bear the heavy 
burdens of life, the real body of the people of this country, the great 
agricultural and producing industries of this country, are here to-night 
to be plucked. They are here to be victimized. The onslaught is now 
to be made upon them. Whatever change is made in this tariff will be a 
change .to the disadvantage of the agriculturists and the other toilers 
who feed and clothe the human family. 

They supply the taxes, they supply the power of the Government 
with the ballotand the bayonet, and what they are able to supply is to 
be made a fund into which these gentlemen will dip their hands and 
draw to their hearts’ content for the purpose of lavishing it upon their 
pets, their patrons, and their favorites. That is to be the resultof this 
strange action this evening by the majority; and yet the Senate hurries 
forward to do this, violates its own rules, breaks down the very organ- 
ization of the body, sets at defiance all parliamentary law, sets aside a 
pension bill pending here, which isthe regular order now, for the benefit 
of the wounded soldiers of the war, throws it aside without considera- 
tion, and rushes headlong to seize upon the power that they think they 
have got to ride down the people of this country with illegitimate, 
partial, and unconstitutional taxation. 

Sir, I got my consent, after a painful effort, to vote for the bill we sent 
to the House in order that something might be done which would give 
rest and relief to the people of this country, something that looked in 
the right direction. Perhaps there was scarcely a man on this floor to 
whom that bill was more objectionable than it was to myself; but I 
yielded to it or would have done so but for a pair with the honorable 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM], the support of the power of 
the State which I have the honor to represent in company with my dis- 
tinguished colleague, against whose judgment reluctantly voted. And 
yet, sir, when I gave that vote, I felt perfectly sure that the House of 
Representatives never intended to consider that bill; and they have not, 
but I supposed they would read it. 

This will be the first bill that ever found its way upon the statute- 
books of the United States which was never read in one of the two 
Houses. That fact will stand monumental in history through the com- 
ing cycles of time; and no man need think that he can ever force it down. 
The greatest tariff bill in the breadth of its provisions that was ever 
enacted in the country, spreading itself over every industry and every 
human being in the United States, if it becomes a law, will find its way 
upon the statute-book without ever having been read in one of the 
Houses, 

That is the attitude in which men place themselves when they rush 
headlong to do such things at the bidding of party and on the demand 
of great monopolies. God grant that the day maycome when men who 
are brave enough to face death upon the battlefield will be bold enough 
to refuse to obey the demands of their party or of their supporters 
when they are made in this desperate way; when Senators will be bold 
enough to say to any party who may undertake to hold them in its 
leash, ‘‘ You can oot lead us to violate all the principles of legislation 
and the Constitution of the United States and to depart from the tra- 
ditions of every free government by putting that upon the statute-book 
which has never received a moment’s consideration in one of the Houses 
and is sent to the other as a measure upon which it has acted.”’ 

Until that time shall arrive the Senate of the United States will not 
meet the expectations of the people of a great republic. 

Having said this, sir, I leave this subject in the hands of the Senate 
to do with it as you will; but remember that the peopleof the United 
States are not all asleep; they are not all indifferent to their rights, and 
they will hold this Senate to a reckoning for what they are now doing, 
which will have its marked effect upon this body for a half century of 
time to come. 

Foe MITCHELL. What is the question beforethe Senate, Mr. Pres- 
ident ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] that the Senate insist on its 








amendments to the revenue bili and agree to the conference asked hy 
the House. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is thatquestion divisible? Can I ask for a divis. 
ion of the question so that the first question shall be upon insisting on 
the Senate amendments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is, first, Will the 
Senate insist on its amendments to the revenue bill which has been re- 
turned from the House of Representatives? 

The motion to insist was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the conference asked by the House? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before that vote is taken I wish to say a word. 
It is customary of course to appoint a committee of conference, but | 
desire to say that I apprehend the gentlemen who shall compose the 
committee in this case will have a very responsible duty devolving upon 
them. It has been intimated by the Senator from Alabama that this 
bill has not been considered by the other body of Congress. There has 
been an announcement made that they have disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate and have asked for a conference committee. If the 
intimation of the Senator from Alabama is true that the questions in- 
volved in our amendments have not been considered in the other House. 
it may be that the only point which the conference committee will con- 
sider will be the right of the Senate to have attached the amendments 
to the original bill that the House sent to us. 

Now, it seems to me that the honor of the Senate, if that is th 
question presented, is somewhat involved. While I have no doubt that 
the gentlemen who shall compose the committee will endeavor te vin- 
dicate the rights of the Senate in the action it has taken, yet I say in 
advance that I should be very sorry if there were any recession by the 
conference committee from the position which the Senate has assumed 
that it had the right to attach these amendments, and if they should 
come back with a report agreeing simply to the House bill that was 
sent to us at the last session. 

I make these remarks because I know I shall not be a member of the 
committee, and have no disposition to be; but I think the gentlemen 
composing it will have devolved upon them a very responsible duty to 
perform. I do not hesitate to say in addition that if suchaction should 
be taken as in any way to impeach the right of the Senate to make the 
amendments, involving, as I think it would, the character and honor 
of this body, I would oppose any report which might be made by such 
a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives con- 
sisting of five members? 

The question being put, was determined in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall this committee be ap- 
pointed ? 

-Mr. EDMUNDS and others. By the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been intimated here that the chairman of 
the Finance Committee as a matter of course furnishes the names to the 
Chair. That is always understood in such a case; but I ask if the pro 
gramme and proposition is for the committee to abandon this tari bill 
and bring in an internal-revenue bill alone? If we can not get some 
information on that point I object to the Chair appointing the commit 
tee. If we can get any information about whether we propose to stand 
by the work of the Senate, then I am willing for the Chair to appoint 
so far as I am concerned; but if we can not do so, if it isa mockery and 
this whole tariff legislation is to be abandoned and we are to have a 
bill brought in here repealing all the internal-revenue taxes, I want to 
know it. 

Mr. DAWES. It would not bes very free or full conference if the 
Senator from Missouri should have an indication from the Senate under 
what instructions the committee should act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Isthere objection, I should like to ask, to the Chair 

inting the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There seems to be objection to the 
Chair appointing the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. We must trust the conferees on the part of this body 
to confer with the conferees on the part of the House and report to this 
body what in their opinion ought to be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there objection, Mr. President, to the Chair 


qa the committee? 
r. INGALLS. I have discovered who they are to be, and I have 
no objection, Mr. President. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us understand that. I wish the Chair would 
put the question, *‘Is there objection ?”’ 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas announcing that he has no 
objection, I suppose the Senate will consider that the thing is done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair ask if there be objection? 

Mr. VEST. On this side of the Chamber we have not the informa- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, and we should like to have it pub- 
licly announced who the conferees are to be—— 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas seems to know, and I wish 
he would give us that information. = d 

Mr. INGALLS. Having received it in strict confidence, I do not 

ropose to impart it. ’ 

Mr. VEST. There can hardly be any confidence in regard to a public 
matter of this sort. ; . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair usually appoints from the 
committee having charge of a bill; for instance, on a bill of this kind 
from the Committee on Finance, and the names are almost always sub- 
mitted to him. emt 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is a very great choice in the personnel of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, able as that committee is. I should like to know 
what members of that committee have been selected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to know if there is objection to the Chair 
appointing this committee. Will the Chair ask if there be any? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not interrupt Senators. 

Mr. VEST. If the fact exists as stated by the Senator from K unsas, 
that this appointment has already been made, we are entitled te know 
it. It has been publicly stated here by a Senator upon the opposite 
side of the Chamber that this appointment has been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been made by the Chair. 
It may have been agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas has stated here, that having 
ascertained who the conferees were he would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who they were to be; not who they were. 

Mr. VEST. We are certainly entitled to know before we vote on 
this question. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us vote. 

Mr. VEST. I amas anxious to go home as the Senator from Maine, 
but I desire to have that information. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Missouri will draw near me I 
shall be glad to tell him. 

Mr. VEST. I want no confidence of that sort, much as I respect the 
Senator from Kansas. This is a public matter, entirely a public mat- 
ter, and this subject has been brought up by a member of the domi- 
nant party. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not propose to say anything in regard to 
the action of the House of Representatives; but, putting a hypothetical 
case, suppose this state of the case to exist: that after two months here 
of elaborate discussion of this tariff question a bill has been perfected 
and sent to the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States, and the House of Representatives refuse to read the bill or to 
know what the Senate has done, so that not only does the House refuse 
to read the bill but the House further declares by resolution that the 
Senate has exceeded its constitutional power and has passed a bill 
which it had no right to consider or to originate at all. Suppose, fur- 
ther, that the House of Representatives after making this declaration 
sends usa request for a committee of conference in regard to a bill that 
violated the Constitution of the United States; having stated in one 
breath that no such bill exists because it was unconstitutional it then 
asks the Senate of the United States for a committee of conference in 
regard to a bill that is null and void. 

A member of the dominant party in this Senate has declared that the 
appointment has already been made. He first rose in his place and de- 
clared that he was not prepared to vote upon the question of a conter- 
ence until he knew what the Chair knew, as he said, who the members 
of this conference committee were to be, and now he says that he is pre- 
pared to vote, knowing who they are to be, and the rest of us in the 
minority are required to vote without that information. Then after, 
in the imaginary case which I have put, the Senate has been slapped in 
the face by the House of Representatives and told that its members have 
violated their oaths, trampled upon the Constitution of the country, 
still they are willing, without telling us what conferees they have ap- 
pointed, to confer with us in regard to this unconstitutional measure. 
After the country has known that, I shall be satisfied with the result, 
whatever it may be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I repeat my inquiry, is there objec- 
tion to the Chair appointing this committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the committee 
of conference being appointed by the Chair? 

Mr. VEST. I object, Mr. President, not to the Chair appointing, 
but to the Chair appointing until we have the information which the 
Senator from Kansas has publicly announced that he has. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an objection. I move that the Chair ap- 
point the committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. In order to ease the mind of the Senator from Mis- 
souri I will say, as the Senator from Kansas asked him to draw near, 
that I was sitting here and I whispered to the Senator from Kansas who 
the appointees would be, without any knowledge whatever on my part, 
but merely in a jest, and I guess that is the information the Senator from 
Kansas has. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been corroborated from an entirely authori- 
tative source. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, under no circumstances would I 
object to the present occupant of the chair appointing any committee 
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that the Senate authorized to be appointed; but the Chairand the Senate 
need not be mistaken about the facts surrounding this matter, as it now 
appears to bean affair of jugglery. The country will take notice of it. 
I am a member of the Finance Committee, and it seems that other pet 
sons knew a great deal more about the selection of the conference com- 
mittee than Ido. I know nothing whatever. I would not serve as a 
member of the conference connnittee if I were appointed, and I am quite 
sure that I am not one of those who will be designated. Why ther 
should be any mystery, why there should be any secrecy, why this talk 
should arise at all, is beyond my comprehension, and it is not for the 
best interests or the reputation of those who are engagedin it. I repeat 
that I am a member of the Committee on Finance, and have been ever 
since I have been in the Senate, and I sit here in silence and hear gen 
tlemen not connected with the committee at all announce their readi 
ness to accept the appointment of the Chair because they know what it 
will be. I do not care who it is; I care nothing about it personally. 

I repeat that the personnel of the conferenceon the part of the Senate is 
a matter of entire indifference to me. 1 know that it will bo composed 
of able, conscientious, faithful men. There can be no selection from 
the Committee on Finance that would not fill the deseription which | 
have just given. I take it of course the chairman [Mr. Morrti.] will 
be one of the committee, and it is right that he should be. I know 
that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], with his great ability and 
his wise experience and knowledge in affairs, will be one of them 
Without being informed at all who is going to be upon the committee, 
I can not tell who is going to be, for I am not on the inside, as some 
other Senators, the Senator from Ilinois and the Senator from Kansas 
seem to be. I think the Senator from Rhode Island [Mx 
who largely represents the manufacturing industries— 

Mr. LOGAN. I willsay that I am not on any “ inside 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understood that the Senator from Illinois 
whispered something to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator that what I was doing he 
has just been doing, guessing. I just whispered to the Senator trom 
Kansas the names of five men in a joke 
about who will be on the committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘The Senator from Illinois was guessing privately 
and I am guessing publicly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. ‘ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I guess that the three Senators whom I have 
named will compose the conference on the other side, and I think that 
isright; I think those are the men who should be on it. Then when 
we come to this side of the Chamber, length of service, experienc 
and ability would indicate the Senator from Delaware {Mr. BAYARD | 
as one of the conference committee; and then the zeal, the industry, 
the attention which was given to the whole subject from beginning to 
end would point out the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] as the 
other. Everybody will see directly how nearly I have guessed this list 
and how trifling and worthless it was to try to conceal the whole thing 
That is the committee that ought to be appointed, and I should be will 
ing to risk something that that is the committee that will be appointed 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as the Senator has referred to me and he 
is guessing at that committee, I ask him is.he not guessing at the cor 
mittee from this standpoint, that if he was the Chair himself thos« 
the men he would appoint? 

Mr. VOORHEES I have no more doubt of it than the 
when he whispered the names 

Mr. LOGAN The Senator does not understand 
that inasmuch as he has named five men, he has named five men whom 
he thinks ought to be appointed Is not that the 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam guessing that they will be appointed, and 
expressing my entire approbation of their appointment. 

Mr. LOGAN, If they should be, there would be no objection 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not quarrel with the Senator from Illinois; 
he was guessing who would be appointed, and so was the Senator from 
Kansas, without the slightestinformation. Ithoveht I would indic 
my guess because of my knowledge of the fitness of things, so that the: 
should be no mystery and no nonsense about this matter at all. 

I may have misunderstood the question asit first came before the Sen 
ate, but the only matter that concerned me was this, that the Ho 
of Representatives disagreeing to our work asked for a eommittec o 
conference, they initiating the question of a committee, and they should 
in asking for a committee of conference have indicated and appointed 
their own, and then we should have treated with them. I call the at 
téntion of Senators on the other side to the fitness of this kind of a pro 
ceeding. When one body of Congress asks for a conference committe: 
it should first appoint and indicate its own, then ask us to agree to thei 
request and to appoint our members to fill up that committee. This 
comes here wrong end foremost. They ask for a committee of confer 
ence, and ask us to appoint our committee first. That is not in accord 
ance with the usage of the two Houses, as I well know, and it is not 
fair tous. It puts us in the attitude of naming our committee first 

We are not asking for a committee of conference; we are not asking 
anything of the House. We have done our work. They disagree to it 
and ask for acommittee, and instead of appointing their committee and 
asking us to fill it, they ask usto appoint first and let them fill it. That 


ALDRICH], 


I do not know anything 


Senator bad 


mit lL only say 


fact ? 
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is the point thatconcernsme. What cught to be done, Mr. President— 
and I presume it will not be done perhaps for that very reason—is this: 
The Senate ought to insist upon its amendments and agree to the con- 
ference without naming the members of that committee, and send the 
question back to the House with an agreement to theirrequest to appoint 
a committee of conference and let them then name their committee, and 
when it comes back here let us name ours. That is the regular order for 
this kind of business. I have no fear or concern about the personnel of 
thecommittee of conference of this body—not the slightest in the world. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa question of order. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpuNDs] made a motion which was in order, and it has 
not yet been stated from the chair. I desire before my friend from 
Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] proceeds that the motion shall be stated, so as 
to be pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis, Will the Senate—— 

Mr. HOAR. I refer to the motion made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMUNDs] that the Chair be authorized to appoint the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the Chair ap- 
point the committee? The Chair stated it plainly, but Senators have 
risen to speak. 

Mr. HARRIS. This whole debate strikes me as very singular, Mr. 
President. The questions addressed to the Chair according to the 
invariable usage of the Senate should have been addressed to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] in charge of the bill. I presume 
that no Senator on this floor expects him to make terms with the Pre- 
siding Officer of this body; nor do I know any reason why the Presiding 
Officer should be asked to indicate the appointment of the committee 
that he will make, because the invariable practice of the Senate is that 
the Chair appoints the conferees indicated by the Senator in charge of 
the bill. 

I take for granted that the guess of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
VooRHEES], certainly so far as this side is concerned, is a very shrewd 
and correct guess, and I am inclined to think his guess is a good one as 
to the other side. Certainly the appointments indicated by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana ought to be indicated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance so far as this side of the Chamber is concerned, and 
I take for granted will be indicated by the Senator in charge of the bill 
if the Chair is authorized to appoint. But why these questions should 
be propounded to the Chair, I can not quite understand. 

I hope that the order may be made that the Chair may appoint the 
committee of conference, and I suppose when the order is made the rule 
which has invariably controlled the appointment will be recognized by 
the Chair, and the appointment will be as suggested by the chairman 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the conference 
committee be appointed by the Chair? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To the number of five. I propose that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To the number of five, being similar 
to the one appointed by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Morr1L1], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] (the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] having declined serving onthe committee), the Senator 
trom Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I call attention to the prophecy I uttered a few 
minutes ago. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a very good guess. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am compelled to decline this appoint- 
ment, if the Chair will allow me. [‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!” 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg the Senator from Kentucky to allow me one 
minute. 

Mr. BECK. Let me state why first. I have not been able to be in 
this Chamber since yesterday morning until a few moments ago, and 
have heard none of this debate, and I hardly know what has been done. 
I am on the Committee on Appropriations and was selected at the be- 
ginning of the session to take charge with the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] of the sundry civil 
bill. We worked on that sub-committee of three till 11 o’clock last 
night, we began this morning early, and expect to be at work until 
midnight to-night. The whole committee will meet to-morrow morn- 
ing and we expect to report the bill to-morrow and take itup on Thurs- 
day. It is one of the most difficult bills even for a sundry civil bill 
that I have had anything to do with and as the term of the Senate ex- 
pires on next Saturday night or Sunday at noon, it will be utterly im- 

ible for any new member of the committee on this side of the Cham- 

r to learn the facts and details of that sundry civil bill and if that 
bill is lost of course an extra session will be had. I do not claim any 
particular ability more than anybody else, but I have had forty-eight 
hours of work on that bill and learned in that time things that no one else 
can now learn, and I must be on the floor when that bill is up. Sothe 
Senator from Iowa thinks, so I think myself. The Senate can appoint 











from two or three other members of the Finance Committee some one 
to take my place on this conference. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now let me say a word to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. There is nobody on the Finance Committee who can take his 
place on the tariff question. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg pardon. But there is a Senator here who 
can take the Senator’s place on the sub-committee of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. There are many whocould havedone so; any other Sena- 
toron the Appropriations Committee could have done so just as well as 
if we had known that this entanglement would have arisen, but now | 
have done forty-eight hours’ work on the sundry civil bill that no other 
Senator can possibly learn. I ought not tobe required to leave it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 am going to make a motion directly. I know 
the Senator from West Virginia [| Mr. DAvis] has had long and large ex 
perience as a member of the Committee on Appropriations and he can 
take the place of the Senator from Kentucky on the sundry civil bill, 
and I know that nobody on this side of the Chamber can take his place 
on this committee of conference. I say that, being a member of the 
Finance Committee myself, and if it is in order, I would move that the 
Senator from Kentucky be not excused from service. 

Mr. BECK. It does not require any motion. If the Senate wil] 
not excuse me on my own statement, I shall serve. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me, I desire 
to say that important as is the sundry civil appropriation bill, and im- 
portant as I know to be the services of the Senator from Kentucky in 
the management of that bill, there is no question, there are no ten ques- 
tions combined pending before this body of equal importance to the one 
in respect to which he has just been appointed as a conferee. He can 
only be excused by vote of the Senate from serving upon that commit- 
tee, having been appointed as one of the conferees, and I very earnest] 
hope that a majority of the Senate will never consent to excuse him from 
service upon that committee, however much it may require him to neg 
lect his duties in respect to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let us supply his place there. 

Mr. HARRIS. His place is already supplied there, because the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is full; he chances to be on the sub-commit- 
tee having in charge the sundry civil bill, but there are other members 
on the committee who can represent him to some extent at least, if not 
fully. I know that there are some advantages in the attention he has 
already given to it, but we can get along with the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill with such aid as the Senator from Kentucky isable to give 
us while he is yet performing whatever duties he may have to perform 
as one of the conferees of the Senate, and I for one will never consent 
to his going off that committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that I should be very unwilling to 
have the Senator from Kentucky excused from service on this confer- 
ence committee. He knows the bill by heart, and if he is on the com- 
mittee we can get through with the conference report at a much earlic 
day than we can by taking any one who is not as familiar as the Sen 
ator from Kentucky confessedly is. I agree with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that it is vastly more important than the sundry civil bill, even 
if there should be some things in it that he does not agree to. 

Mr. BECK. I have stated the whole case, and as to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from Indiana I suppose 
they can take my place in the conference; but they seem to have objec 
tions to serving. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON | is 
not here. In this condition of affairs I shall serve wherever I am placed. 
but I ought not to be required to do so. [‘‘ All right.’’] 

Mr.EDMUNDS. TheSenuator from Kentucky withdraws his request. 

Mr. BECK. I withdraw it. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
reported an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GROOME submitted an amendment intended to be proposed hy 
him to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
eies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1872. 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the claimant have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers filed with Senate bill No. 1326, first session Forty-seventh Congress. 


RATES OF PENSION. 
Mr. PLATT. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the 


Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the bill 
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(H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of 
soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the service. — 

" Mr. EDMUNDS. It is necessary about getting on with the business 
in the time that is left that we should have a short executive session. 
| move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


I 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
and printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Ep- 
MUNDSs] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. ao . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened; and on motion of Mr. EDMUNDs (at 6 
o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to meet to-morrow 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


| 

| 
tr. CALL. I offer an amendment to the pending bill to be printed. | 
| 

| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 27, 1883. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO. 

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(8. 1278) for the correction of the military record of Alexander Fran- 
cisco, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. BREWER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 862 for the relief of 
John Fraser, and to substitute it for House bill No. 5680 of the same 
tenor. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. 
before the House. 
LEAVENWORTH, PAWNEE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in response to House resolution of the 2d 
instant, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Otlice con- 
cerning the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


I think we had better have the regu- 


The regular order being called for, the bill is not 





WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, transmitting 
the annual report of the treasurer of that company for the fiscal year 
ending December 31, 1882; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Montana concerning pleuro-pneumonia | 
in cattle; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. McCLURE asked and obtained consent to have printed in the 
RECORD some remarks prepared by him upon the subject of the tariff. 
[See Appendix. } 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for by the gentleman | 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and is the further vote upon the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Rules by the yentleman from 
Maine [Mr. ReEp]. Upen that resolution the previous question has | 
already been ordered, and the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. DUNN. I would inquire of the Chair what is the question we 
are now to vote on? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state it. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules by | 
the gentleman from Maine. 

; oe cau Is it in order to move to lay that resolution on the 
able ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing; the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the proposition. 

Mr. DUNN. I make the motion to lay the whole subject on the 


| Cassidy, 











table, if that is in order. 





Mr. HASKELL. 
Mr. REED. 
do that now. 
Mr. DUNN. 
Mr. REED. 
The SPEAKER. 


Why not? 


dededed 


We are in the midst of a roll-call 
The Chair thinks that after the yeas and nays have 


been ordered that motion would not be in order. 


Mr. DUNN. 
Mr. REED 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. DUNN. 
The SPEAKER. 
present. 


Mr. DUNN. 


I raise the point of order on that motion. 
I make the point of order that it is not competent to 


But the roll-call on the yeas and nays has never begun 
Yes, it has begun. 

There was a vote taken by yeasand nays yesterday 
Does the Chair rule the motion out of order? , 
At this time; the Chair will not go any further at 


Then this vote will settle the whole thing, and there 


will be no stage at which the motion to lay on the table can be made 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman obtained the floor to make an in 


quiry as to what was before the House, and the Chair stated it. The 
question now is on agreeing to the resolution reported by the gentle 
man from Maine | Mr. REED], and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were 


ing 140; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 
Aldrich, Godshalk, Marsh, 
Anderson, Grout, Mason 
Barr, Guenther, MeCoid, 
Belford, Hall, McCook, 
Bingham, Hammond, John MeKinley 


Bisbee, 
Bowman, 


Harmer 
Harris, Benj. W 


McLean, Jas, H 
Miles, 


Brewer, Haskell, Moore, 

Briggs Hazelton, Morey, 

Browne, Heilman, Neal, 

Buck, Henderson, Norcross, 

Burrows, Julius C. Hepburn, O Neill, 

Butterworth, Hill, Pace, 

Calkins, Hiscock, Parker, 

Candler, Hitt, Paul 

Cannon, Horr, Payson 

Carpenter, Hubbell, Peell 

Caswell, Hubbs, Pe ‘ 

Chace, Humphrey Pettibone, 

Crapo, Jacobs, Pound, 

Cullen, Jadwin, Prescott, 

Cutts, Jones, Phineas Ranney, 

Davis, George R. Jorgensen, Ray, 

Dawes, Joyee, Reed 

Deering, Kasson, Rice, Wm. W 

Dezendorf, Kelley, Rich, 

Dingley, Ketcham, Richardson, D. P. 

Dunnell, Lacey, Robeson, 

Dwight, Lewis, Robinson, Geo. D 

Errett, Lindsey, Robinson, Jas. S 

Farwell, Chas. B. Lord, Russell, 

Farwell, Sewell S. Lynch, Ryan, 

Fisher, Mackey, Shallenberger 
NAYS 

Atherton, Ford, Ladd, 

Bayne, Geddes, Phelps 


Burrows, Jos. H 
Campbell, 
Converse, 
Ermentrout, 


Hardenbergh, 
Haseltine, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, Geo. W. 


Rice, Theron M, 
Ritchie, 
Singleton, Jas. W 


Speer, 


NOT VOTING—H40 


Aiken, Crowley, 
Armiield, Culberson 
Atkins, Curtin 
Barbour, Darrall, 


Beach, 
Belmont, 
feltzhoover, 


Davidson, 


De Motte, 


| Berry, Deuster, 
Black, Dibrell, 
Blackburn, Dowd, 
Blanchard, Doxey, 
Bland, Dugro, 
3liss, Dunn, 
Blount, Ellis, 
Bragg, Evins, 
Brumm, Flower, 
Buchanan, Forney, 
Buckner, Frost, 


Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Camp, 
Carlisle, 


Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gunter, 
Chapman, 


Clardy, Hardy, 

Clark, Harris, Henry 8 
Clements, Hatch, 

Cobb, Herbert, 
Colerick, Herndon, 

Cook, Hewitt, Abram S 


Cornell, 
Covington, 
Cox, William R. 
Cox, Samuel S. 
Cravens, 


Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 


Davis, Lowndes H 


Hammond, N. J. 


Houk 
Hlouse 
Jones, James K 
Kenna, 
King 
Klotz 
Knott, 
Latham 

ae | dom 
Le Fevre 
Manning 
Martin, 
Matson 
MeClure 
McKenzie 
McLane, Robt. M 
McMillan, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Mone y, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Mosgrove, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
Mutchler, 
Nolan, 
Oates, 
Pacheco, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 


Rice, John B 


So the proposed rule was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. SKINNER with Mr. LATHAM. 
Mr. PACHECO with Mr. CABELL. 


yeas 129, nays 22, not vot 


Sherwin 

Shultz, 

Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner 
Steele, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Traylor, Ezra B 
lraylor, Jose ph dD 
Thomas, 
lFownsend 
T'vler, 
Urner, 
Valentine 
Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 

Wait, 

Ward 

Washburn 
Watson, 

Webber 

West, 

Williams, Chas. G 
Willits 

Wood, Walter A 
Young 


Amos 


Walker 
Whitthorne 
Wilson 

Wise, Morgan R 


Richardson, J.S 
Robertson 
Robinson, Wm. I 
Rosecrans, 

Ross 

Scales, 

Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R, 
Skinner, 

Sparks 

Springer 
Stocklager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P.B 
1 hompson Win G 
Townshend, R.W 
Pucker, 

Turner, Henry G,. 
Turner, Oscar 


Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 

White, 

Williams, Thomas 
Willis 


Wise, George D 


Wood, Benjamin. 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Hewitt, of New York. 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. VAN VooRHIS with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. WELLBORN. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. BARBouR. 

Mr. WADsWorTH with Mr. DuNN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by 
the House to the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1584, and for other purposes; 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. LoGAN, and Mr. Davis of West Virginia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 1821) prescribing reg- 
ulations for the Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. LOGAN, Mr. SEWELL, and 
Mr. HAMPTON. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE—ORIGINATION OF REVENUE BILLS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia states that he rises 
to a question of privilege, and offers the resolution which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitute of the Senate (H. R. 5538) entitled ‘‘An act to re- 
duce internal-revenue taxation, and for other pu ” under the form of an 
amendment to the bill of the House (H. R. 5538) entitled “An act to reduce in- 
ternal-revenue taxation,’’ containing a general revision and re l of laws im- 
posing both import duties and internal taxes, is in conflict with the true intent 
and purposes of that clause of the Constitution whieh requires “‘all bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives;"’ and that 
therefore said bill so amended do lie upon the table. 

And be it further resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to notify the Senate of the passage of the foregoing resolution. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make a point of order on that resolution. My 
point of order is that the resolution can not be offered or considered 
until the bill to which it refers is first called up in the House for action. 

Mr. KASSON. That is right; the bill is not before the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The House isoflicially informed thatthe 
bill is here by the resolution which has just been passed and by two mes- 
sages of the Senate on that subject. Last evening when the gentleman 
from Kentucky inquired of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] how 
the House knew what was in this bill he replied tauntingly that every- 
body knew what was in it, and he said truthfully. Now, it is perfectly 
plain, that is, it has been announced in the debates, that the object of this 
rule is to pass if possiblea tariff bill the name of which is given, the num- 
ber of which is given. On the other side it was said that it violated 
the Constitution of the United States but that no one on that side raised 
the question, and the suggestion was made that as yet nobody had raised 
it on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow the Chair 
to make a suggestion? Without any desire to cut the gentleman off, 
the Chair would like to hear from the other side on the point of order. 
The gentleman from Georgia, if he desires to be heard, will be heard 
afterward. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I will be heard, ifthe Chair desires me 
to be heard, afterward. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr,. CALKINS] makes 
the point of order that the resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Georgia is prematurely submitted. The Chair would like to hear the 
gentleman on that proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Llinois. My friend from Indiana will allow 
me to suggest that the vote just taken by the House is evidence of the 
fact that the bill is before us. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to enter into any elabo- 
rate discussion of the point of order, but simply to state that in all the 
precedents in all the cases which I have examined (and I have been 
giving some attention to this matter for the last two weeks) not a case 
is to be found in which a resolution of this kind has ever been offered 
until the bill itself in some way came before the House for action. 
The bill can not be said to be before the House as an amendment to the 
rules, for that simply forms a means or method by which the bill can 
be reached. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the bill was not before the House, 
how could we recognize its existence in adoping a of the rules? 
We have adopted a rule recognizing the existence of bill and the 
fact that it is before the House. 





———__ 


Mr. CALKINS. The fact that a bill of this kind is upon the Speaker’s 
table forms no basis for the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
because the bill may lie upon the Speaker’s table until this House ad. 
bagel i ta yaneol, ied 

The fact a rule , which is extraordinary of itself per- 
haps, in order that the bill may be reached, forms no reason why ~ al 
olution may not be introduced at this point raising the constitutional 
question, for the House may never act under therule. In all the cases 
I have examined there is not a single one where the point has been 
heard until the bill has been up and the House acted on it. It was so 
on the bill reducing the revenue taxes introduced by Mr. Hooper of 
Massachusetts. It was so in the Thirty-seventh Congress on a bil] 
on which the same question was raised after the bill had passed through 
several stages and had gone into the Committee of the Whole. So, in 
all the cases from the First Congress where the point was first raised 
up to the present time, the point has been made when the bill was in 
order, and the Speaker can not rule on a question of that kind unti] 
the bill is before the House for action. 

I had all the precedents collected here, but some gentleman has car- 
ried them off, and I am not able to read them at this time. 

Mr. KASSON. I would like to add one word to what has been said 
on the point of order that it is premature when the bill is not before 
the Speaker and before the House, for this reason that we do not offi- 
cially know that the Senate have acted on an amendment in contravention 
of the alleged constitutional rule. It is not read to the House. It 
must be read to satisfy the Speaker, who decides this point of order, that 
it is a question of privilege. He can not assume, under the statement 
of any one person who has read it, that they have violated that rule. 
It must be brought into court, as it were, in order todetermine whether 
this resolution applies to it or not. While the thing remains in the 
dark, out of sight, the attention of the Speaker can not be called to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is the gentleman aware of the fact 
that the bill is now on the Speaker’s table, and has been ordered to be 
printed ? 

Mr. KASSON. It being on the Speaker’s table does not bring it be- 
fore the House without further proceedings. If it had that effect all 
this proceeding yesterday and to-day would be needless. We none ot 
us know any fact except a Senate bill of a certain number shows amend- 
ments to the original House bill. What those amendments are none 
of us officially know. Any proposition to make a point of order on a 
bill which has not been read must in the nature of things be prema- 
ture. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If none of us know what those amendments are, 
or what the bill is—— 

Mr. KASSON. Officially. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then how could this House vote intelligently on 
the proposition just now adopted on a call of the yeas and nays which 
refers to the bill by its number and by its title. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman thought we could vote intelligently 
to make it a law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say now we know what it is. 

Mr. KASSON. But this is the point of order. When a bill is re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations, no gentleman makes « 
specific point of order, but he reserves any point of order brought up 
when the bill comes up for consideration. Here isa revenue bill on the 
Speaker’s table which is said to be subject to the constitutional point 
of order. How do we know it? The bill has never been read to the 
House. It ison the Speaker’s table, requiring further proceeding to 
reach it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the House has just officially by a vote recog- 
nized the fact there is a bill there on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. KASSON. With a certain title. 

Mr. CARLISLE. With a certajn amendment to it, and that a cer- 
tain motion is in order in regard to that bill. The proposition I make 
is simply this: it is too late for gentlemen to say this House does not 
know officially what is contained in that bill, because the House has 
just acted officially on the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Not on the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But with reference to that bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. With reference to that bill. ; 

Mr. KASSON. We know, inother words, a bill is there with certain 
amendments. That the record shows; further the record shows noth- 


Nir. ROBESON. Let me inquire whether we did not send a bill to 
the Senate, and whether it has not a certain number; whether we do 
not know officially —— 

Mr. KASSON. A certain title. 

Mr. ROBESON. And whether wecan not act on it by that number 
without going into its contents ? 

Mr. N. And by a certain title. ‘ 

Mr. ROBESON. This is aquestion requiring a knowledge of its con- 
tents. 
Mr. KASSON. I have already stated that point, and that is the 
int in the case, that this resolution can only be offered after the House 
has had official knowledge of the contents of the bill. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the gentleman from Iowa takes his seat 
qill he allow mea question? I desire to raise a parliamentary inquiry, 
which I hope he will answer. Now, as I understand it, the gentleman 
from Iowa insists that this point made by the gentleman from Georgia 
is presented prematurely; that it can not be made and could not prop- 
erly be entertained until the House shall have received official know]- 
edge of the contents of this bill. I wish to ask the learned gentleman 
from Iowa if, after the House shall have entered upon the consideration 
of the bill, he would not then hold that the point raised by the gentle- 
map from Georgia came too late? 

Mr. KASSON. I will answer the gentleman that a very substantial 
point will lie — the proposition when it comes up before the House 
at that time. But the objection that I have made is that the gentle- 


man’s proposition can not now be entertained until we have official no- | 


tice of the contents of the bill to which it refers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is very clear, then, from the answer of the 
gentleman from Iowa, that the purpose is to hold the point raised by 
the gentleman from Georgia premature at this time, and then to insist 
when the consideration of the bill is demanded that it comes too late; 
and thus in both ways to rule it out. 

Mr. KASSON. No, I would say upon the same ground that it is too 
late now if that were the point involved, in view of the action of the 
House that the point was not a good one. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. KASSON. But for the present the matter is not officially before 
the House; we have no official knowledge of the contents of the bill; 
and therefore that any point of order made against its contents must 
in the nature of things be premature. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to dispose of this question. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Does the Chair desire to hear further 
on the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the gentleman from Georgia desires to 
be heard. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I submit to the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia is offered by him for the purpose of raising the question of con- 
stitutional privilege, a question involving the constitutional preroga- 
tives of the House in the formation of revenue bills. And in practice 
this has been always held to be a matter of high privilege. The only 
question raised now by the point of order of the gentleman from In- 


diana is as to the matter of time of raising the question, and it is sug- | 


gested that the bill is not before the House for consideration, and hence 
that it is too soon to make the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Georgia. In argument it is said that the House does not know 
officially what the bill contains for the purpose of determining this 
question. 

The Chair does not take that view of the matter at all. The bill has 
been returned to the House by the official direction of the Senate. It 
goes, under the rules of the House, it is true, to the Speaker’s table, 
but the House has taken notice of it there, has ordered it to be printed, 
and it is before the House for its action. It is sufficient to say that if 
the matter was under consideration once in the House under the rules, 
in the opinion of the Chair it would then be too late to raise this 
question of constitutional privilege against it; so that the House must 
look to the bill to determine that question before it proceeds to consider 
itatall. Under the practice points of order must be made on bills, 
amendments, &c., before consideration commences, or they are waived, 
and to make such points of order members must take notice of the con- 
tents of such bill, &e. 

If the bill in dispute were brought up before the House and its con- 
sideration entered upon, under the practice of the House it would be 
then too late to raise the question of constitutionality against it. 

The Chair thinks this is a matter for the House to determine, and for 
the purpose of learning, if the House has not been advised upon the con- 
tents of the bill against which the constitutional question is raised, the 
bill can be read, or so much of it as may be necessary, for the purpose 
of determining whether it is a bill on which the question of constitu- 
tional privilege can properly be raised. It is not for the Chair to decide 
whether the prerogatives of the House have been invaded or not; it 
is for the House; and therefore the Chair now thinks that the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Georgia is in order for consideration, and 
so rules. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One word further. It is said the precedents are 

the consideration of such a resolution before the measure is 
brought before the House for consideration. The Chair has hastily 
looked to one or two instances with reference to similar resolutions, and 
finds that one of a similar character was offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. DAwes, in April, 1872, which involved a revenue 
bill, as this does, and the resolution was offered and entertained and 
considered by the House before the bill was taken up for consideration. 
_Mr. CARLISLE. And a similar point was made in the second ses- 
sion, Forty-fifth Congress, on the post-route bill. 

The SP. ER. Several cases of a similar character to the one be- 
fore the House have arisen in the history of the Congress of the United 
States, but only enough of them have been examined to show that the 
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The gentleman from Georgia is recog 


practice has not been uniform 
| nized. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to argue this 
question upon broad principles. I rely now upon no technicalities. 
Quirk and Gammon and Snap, neither all nor one of them, have any place 
| in this discussion, thank God. . 

This House by a bill raised the Tariif Commission. The report ot 
that commission was made. The House, independently of that, passed 
a bill entitled ‘‘ An act to reduce internal-revenne taxation.’’ That 
bill embraced three sections, occupying two pages and three or four more 
lines of this bill of one hundred and ten printed pages, which I hold in 
| my hand, returned from the Senate 

It was sent to the Senate, and the Senate struck out all after the enact- 
ing clause and inserted the part in italics. The only remaining sylla 
bles of the original act in the amendment of the Senate are these: 





An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of tl 
ica in Congress assembled 


¢ Untied States of Amer 





That is all of our product that now lives. The Senate struck out the 
whole matter of internal-revenue taxation as we had enacted it, added 
to the title the words ‘and for other purposes,’’ and then itself passed 
five sections on the subject of internal-revenue taxation; and then, be- 
ginning at page 7, enacted one hundred and three pages of general tarifl 
revision and tariff administration 

This bill was reported here several days ago. On yesterday it was 
recalled by the Senate because by a misplaced comma the duty on iron 
had been raised to an enormous figure, and because another section 
greatly increased the duty on card-clothing, which increase had been 
expressly voted out by the Senate but had been voted in by its Clerk. 
What other errors there are in it I do not know 
yet had time to read and criticise the bill 

Now we are met on the other side of the House this morning, after 
a week’s fight how to get up that bill and yet not let the 


if 





We have not even 


representa 
tives of the people vote upon it, with the declaration that they do not 
know what is in it; that they do not know that it is a tariff bill at all 
I do not know any more violent rebuke that could have been given to 
the gentlemen making the point than the fact that the Speakerdecided 
against them. That is a very rare treatment of that side of the Hous 

Mr. REED. We very seldom make absurd points of order 

Mr. HUMPHREY. We hear them frequently enough from that 
side. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. If gentlemen desire to interrupt me 
I will be glad they will do it according to rule. They know how to 
make rules and how to change rules 
in existence. 

Mr. REED rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Georgia was kind enough to in 
terrupt me last night in the same manner that I have interrupted him. 
And I will now repeat the reason why we are seldom rebuked on ow 
side is because we seldom make foolish points of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The world may believe quite as much 
of that as the gentleman from Maine himself does 
it believes it a bit more than he does 

Mr. REED. Ido not want it to. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what 
will be the result of this motion. I have made it from asense of duty 
I understand that when one becomes satistied that the Constitution of 
the United States forbids a particular thing he has no right to waive the 
point of constitutionality. I do not understand how the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. ReEp], who has the honor to preside over the Judi 
ciary Committee of this House, can use such language as he did last 
night in his speech when he said 


Let them at least observe those 


] do not SUpPpose 


We find ourselves face to face to-day with a bill which, in my judgment, was 
got up without due reference to the principles which govern under our Consti 
tution. 

He then said practically that the fears of tottering industries, fhe 
clamor of manufacturers, the outcry of bankers and monopolists have 
compelled that side to waive insisting on the Constitution, and that as 
yet no man on this side had raised his voice in favor of that instrument 

The reason he gives was because popular clamor for the tariff meas 
ure had put their consciences to sleep. The reason I give for our side 
is that upon consultation we agreed that your side would not have the 

' hardihood or the effrontery to pass this law and lightly disregard the 
principles of the Constitution which compel you to insist upon the 
prerogatives of this House. We waited to see whether our confidence 
in your virtue was misplaced. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. Yes, sir 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did I understand the gentleman to say or did 
he intend the House to understand that the oflering of this resolution 
and the raising of the point now raised by him was the result of a con- 
ference on this side of the House ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I mean to say that I told certain 
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friends that I felt it to be my duty to raise the question, and they said 
to me, ‘* Wait and see whether the other side will do wrong or not.’’ 
That is all | mean, and I waited in obedience to their wish. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, to disclaim any participation in or knowledge of 
any conference of which this resolution was the product. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I have said not a word about confer- 
ring with the gentleman from Kentucky about anything; therefore he 
need not make a disclaimer any more than need every other gentle- 
man on our side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply felt I had aright to enter a disclaimer 
if the gentleman from Georgia assumed to speak for what he termed 
our side. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I announced that I did not. 

The Speaker, in delivering his opinion upon the point of order this 
morning, alluded to the fact that in 1872 Mr. Dawes, of Massachu- 
setts, presented a like resolution under a like state of facts. I will re- 
mark that my resolution is in the exact words of that one, mutatis mu- 
fandis. I have put it in these words in order to enforce my argument 
by the speeches and the votes on that occasion. That was on the 2d 
day of April, 1872; and the resolution is printed in the Globe, volume 
89, at page 2105. 

Mr. DAWEs first made a general argument upon the antiquity and 
sacredness of this right in the representatives of the people. He was 
followed by other gentlemen, among them Mr. Maynard, of Tennessee. 
I wish to show how exactly parallel the cases are by reading from Mr. 
Maynard’s speech what the original bill was that was transmitted to 
the Senate. 

It was ‘*‘ An act to repeal existing duties on tea and coffee.’’ It pro- 
vided ‘‘ that from and after the passage of this act all tea and coffee im- 
ported from foreign countries into the United States shall be, and the 
same are hereby, admitted free of duty.’’ It came back to the House 
with its title changed to ‘‘ An act to reduce existing taxes.’’ The pro- 
vision for removing the duties on tea and coffee was amended to take 
effect on the Ist of July then next. Then there was an additional pro- 
vision as to tea and coffee which should be in store or bonded ware- 
houses on that day. Then followed sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, ** en- 
tirely different, different in their subject-matter, and different in the 
scope and intention of the legislation which they contemplated.’’ 

The question arose, Where is the limit of the power of amendment by 
the Senate? In England the Lords could not change a tariff bill at all. 
Our Constitution gives tothe House the right to originate revenue bills 
to the exclusion of all interference by the Senate, except that the Senate 
**may propose and make amendments as on other bills.’? That is the 
limit and the sole limit inthe case. The question therefore arises how 
may they *‘ amend other bills ?”’ 

Mr. WILSON. What action was taken on the resolution offered by 
Mr. DAWES? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The resolution offered by Mr. DAWEs 
was passed by a vote of 153 to 9. 

The whole idea was, as Mr. Maynard remarked, the right of the Sen- 
ate to amend revenue bills is a right to make an amendment ‘‘ germane 
to the bill sent.’’ It must be on the subject-matter which the House 
determined shall be voted upon. 

Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, a man still in public life, I believe, used 
this language in that debate: 

First, by undertaking to make of a revenue bill sent there by this body asub- 


stantially new measure, it claims to originate for all practical purposes a money 
bill in defiance of the express provision of the Constitution. 


Later on he added: 


And for that reason, for their sake, I call upon the House to guard at the 
threshold any attempt to extend them or to invade the prerogatives of this 
House, which are in substance the prerogatives of the American people. 

What was the reason he asserted? It was that unless the Senate 
ceased to take to itself unconstitutional power, and to give the strength 
to a few small States to bury the voice of the great American people 
uttered by its representatives, the States would destroy the Senate. 
For that reason he begged the House to give them warning by that res- 
olution. 

Mr. HALE, another man also still in public life, I believe, called atten- 
tion to the fact that it would prevent the of any bill at that 
time; that it was very important to pass the bill at that time. The 
same pressure was brought to bear then that has been breught to bear 
now, and yet the House paid no attention thereto. 

I will not stop to quote from another debate which occurred in 1871 
upon a resolution by Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts, in which Mr. Gar- 
field and other distinguished men, dead and alive, expressed their same 
disapprobation of such conduct by the Senate. 

But I will call attention to one other thing that occurred within the 
parliamentary history of this body. In 1858, upon the regular post- 
office appropriation bill, the Senate placed twenty amendments; among 
them section 13, which increased the price of in some cases 
to 5 cents and in others to 10 cents. And because of that increase of 
postage the House raised the question of privilege, and they had a con- 
ference with the Senate on that subject. 

I call attention to that because it is extremely strong in the light of 


the legislation of this country. Up to that time, so far as I am in- 


formed, the post-office law was never held to be a revenue measure at - 


all. The whole post-office system of the United States was organized 
originally under a Senate bill. True, at common law the post-office 
was one of the means for the king’s revenue. But wedid not so consider 
it when the Department was organized. 

Yet as late as 1858, so strongly did the House stickle for its privi- 
leges, that it disregarded all these facts, disregarded all these prece- 
dents, and refused even to look at the Senate amendments, even to 
regard the other nineteen, but simply said they would have naught to 
do with a bill on which the Senate had placed the thirteenth amend- 
ment, which infringed the privileges of the House. 

Conference reports were made after 11 o’clock on the 3d of March. 
1859. The matter of disagreement was the question of privilege, and 
they undertook to arrange the matter by unanimous consent. The 
House conferees agreed to put in another bill in the words of the orig- 
inal bill and pass it under a suspension of the rules and send it to the 
Senate, and the Senate conferees agreed to accept that bill, each party 
insisting that it had not violated any constitutional duty or any parlia- 
mentary law. But that was not agreed to. 

The House allowed the appropriation bill for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to fail absolutely because the Senate would not admit that what 
it thought had been done from the beginning of the Government in re- 
gard to the post-office was an infringement of the prerogatives of the 
House. The Senate itself, it is true, took no vote upon the conference 
report, but Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, spoke until the hour of 12, and 
thereby defeated its consideration. 

In these speeches to which I alluded in my remarks Garfield, May- 
nard, HOAR, everybody so far as I remember, said that whatever was off 
the subject presented in a revenue bill was outside the privileges of the 
Senate; that inasmuch as the House had sent to the Senate a bill to 
make tea and coffee tree, there was no authority on the part of the Sen- 
ate to go outside of that and treat of anything but those two articles. 

Now, has this House passed upon this question of germaneness? When, 
on the 6th of this month, gentlemen on the other side were complain- 
ing, as gentlemen are wont to complain, that this side of the House were 
obstructing tariff legislation, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morri- 
SON] arose and said to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means [Mr. KELLEY] that we would agree to take the Senate schedule 
on iron, and thereby save the days that must otherwise be passed in con- 
sidering that important schedule. Andthereply of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was, ‘‘ That proposition involves the sur- 
render by this committee of one of the highest prerogatives of the popu- 
lar branch of the legislative power of the Government.’’ Yet when 
the Senate, under the guise of an amendment, sent us an absolutely dif- 
ferent bill from any which we had suggested to them—a bill which swept 
over ground that we had never reviewed at all, that same chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee has worked and voted day by day ap- 
parently to find out how to surrender the highest prerogatives of the 
House of Representatives to originate and debate questions raising reve- 
nue- 

When the vote was taken on the 2d day of April, 1872, on the reso- 
lution of Mr. DAWEs, there was, I am glad to observe, no division by 
party lines. One hundred and fifty-three members voted in favor of the 
resolution; not under a call of the previous question, not without de- 
bate, but after a long and satisfactory discussion pro and con. Only 
nine men voted in the negative. It may argue’ myself ignorant to say 
that I know notoneof the nine. I believe I never heard of one of them. 
But this list of one hundred and fifty-three contains the names of men 
who have made their mark in the field and in the forum of this country. 
Some of them are still in the councils of the nation. I notice the names of 
CoNGER and DAWEs and FRYE and HALE and HoAR and others. What 
change has come over their dreams I know not. Why it is that men who 
in 1872 thought the Constitution violated by such action could repeat it 
in 1882, 1 know not. They ‘‘are wise and honorable and will no doubt 
with reasons answer ’’ those who ask them. I cite the matter now to 
show that when they held in trust as we now hold in trust the privi- 
leges of the Representatives, they declared that they would not even 
take from the table for consideration a bill which, far less than this, 
violated the prerogatives of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty minutes of his hour re- 
maining. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I send a resolution to the Clerk’s desk 
as a substitute. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, ouse, i ways upon its privil under the Con- 
cation’ t ——— ail bili for rating aevenen, an woiving no right there- 
under in respect to House bill 55388 with Senate amendments thereto, hereby 
declares a di t with the ame ts to same, and asks for 
a committee of conference thereon, to be composed of five members on the part 
of the House. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make a point of order on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is this offered by the gentleman from Iowa as a 
substitute ? 





Mr. KASSON, As a substitute. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point—— 


Mr. CARLISLE. That the bill is not now up for consideration tor 
the purpose of agreeing or disagreeing to the Senate amendment. There 
is but one subject before the House. ‘ Pes. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. If we get it up we shall have no 
trouble about what to do with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will be heard on the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. KASSON. I will address myself first to that point, which will 
involve necessarily both the resolutions. The resolution now before the 
House, submitted by the gentleman from Georgia, embraces two things: 
a declaration of unconstitutionality in the action of the Senate, and 


the laying upon the table of the entire bill originated in the House and | 


amended by the Senate. If that proposition does not touch the very 
heart and essence of the final disposition of the bill, I know no motion 
that can do it. If the gentleman from Georgia has the right by a 
resolution submitted asa question of privilege to dispose absolutely 
of the bill and take it away from the jurisdiction of the House and the 
Senate, I have certainly the right to propose a resolution that keeps it 
within the consideration of both Houses and refers the whole question 
to a committee of conference. If the original resolution is in order, 
the substitute is certainly in order and with redoubled force. Is it pos- 
sible that as a question of privilege a motion is in order to laya bill on 
the table forever, taking it away trom our consideration and jurisdic- 
tion, and at the same time a motion to keep that bill for consideration 
before the two Houses is not in order? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentle:nan will allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion. If his proposed substitute is in order—that is to say if the billis | 


now before the House for consideration—I want to know why I may not 
rise in my place and move to aixend the resolution so as to concur in 
the Serate amendment; and J give notice now that I shall make such 
a motion if this substitute is entertained. 

Mr. KASSON. Let me ask the gentleman, does he support the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Georgia ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not involved in this question. 

Mr. KASSON. 
the point the gentleman now makes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman proposes to treat this bill as being 
up now for agreement or disagreement. If up for one purpose it is up 
for the other; and I give the gentleman notice now that if this propo- 
sition be entertained I shall move to agree instead of disagreeing. 

Mr. KASSON. There is no objection to the notice of the gentleman; 
but I ask, if the bill is not in our possession on this question of privilege, 
how can we lay it on the table? That is an ultimate and final dispo- 
sition of the bill. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. KASSON. Does the gentleman trom Maryland rise to a point 
of order ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Ido. The pending question being a 
question of privilege as to whether this House can consider that bill, I 
submit that until this question has been decided it is the height of ab- 
surdity for either the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa or the 
one menaced by the gentleman from Kentucky to be entertained. The 
question pending, Mr. Speaker, is the question of privilege whether or 
not the bill can be considered at all. And until that has been disposed 
of it involves us in an absurd position, independently of any question 
as to the merits. 

Mr. TUCKER. The considering what has been determined not to 
consider, 

Mr. KASSON. To show the absurdity of the position of their reso- 
lution when he rises on a point of order to interrupt me 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I call the gentleman to order, deeming 
that the proper mode of raising the point of order. 

Mr. KASSON. But one question of order is pending. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. The point I make is that the gentle- 
man from Iowa is not at liberty to discuss at present, even for consider- 
ation, any question going to the merits. 

Mr. KASSON. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Maryland is out of order in taking me off my feet on a point of order 
and so we may go on, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa will be heard on the 
poiat of order. 

Mr. KASSON. I say if this resolution is in order, and the Speaker 
ruled it in order, it disposesof the bill in one way; then my resolution 
is in order, which disposes of the bill in another way. And nobody 
can dispute it. If the bill is before the House for disposition to lay 
it on the table, it is before the House for disposition to send all the 
questions toa committee. I hope the gentleman from Maryland ap- 
preciates there is a point of order involved in that. 





’ 


Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I will ask that the gentleman from Iowa 
shall confine himself to the point of order. Now, will the gentleman 


from Iowa yield ? 
Mr. KASSON. Yes. 
Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I ask that the gentleman from Iowa, 
under a a the Chair, shall confine himself to the point of order. 
Mr. KASSON. But the Chair knows I am confining myself to the 





It is most decidedly involved as to the validity of 


| point of order, and F am sorry my friend trom Maryland does not *per- 
celve it, 
| Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
| me a moment? 
| Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 
| Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make the 
further point of order on the gentleman’s resolution: first, that a mo 
tion that the bill do lay on the table cannot be amended as he suggested 
or as a substitute; and, secondly, that there can be no conference ap 
pointed on a bill until that bill has been called up and considered and 
upon the demand of any member, if it be a revenue bill, be considered 
| in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. CALKINS. 1 wish to say 

The SPEAKER 
of order ? 

Mr. CALKINS. My triend from Lowa yields to me for a moment 

Now, the Chair will observe the fallacy of the further point of order 
made by the gentleman trom Georgia | Mr. HAMMOND], that the mo 
tion to lay on the table can not be amended when his question of priv 
ilege was entertained by the Speaker when the bill itself was not be- 
fore the House. Theretore it is not under the rule a motion to lay the 
bill on the table, because you can not lay the bill on the table unless 
it is before the House tor consideration Chere is the fallacy of the 
gentleman's position. Chis is nota motion to lay on the table, although 
the language of his resolution is that the bill do lie on the table be 
cause it is an invasion ot the pre rogutive ot the House, is alleged It 
is not within the rule the gentleman recites at all 

Mr. KASSON. Lhave only to add, Mr. Speaker, that if we are to 
| get indirectly at the killing of the bill under one resolution, I claim 
the right to get at the saving of the lile of the bill under another reso 
lution. 

Mr. McLANE,of Maryland. 

Mr. KASSON 
resolution. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
order is disposed of. 
Mr. KASSON. 
man from Georgia. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to dispose of the point of order 
The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. HAMMOND] offered as a question ot 
high constitutional privilege a resolution which brings up the question 
of the right of the House to originate revenue bills, and also involves the 
right of the Senate to amend a particular bill which passed the House. 
The Chair has held the resolution offered by the gentleman trom Georgiz 
{[Mr. HAMMOND] in order for the purpose solely of taking the sense ot 
the House on the question of the constitutional right of the House to 
originate such a bill as was brought here to the House from the Senate 
in the form of an amendment. he gentleman from lowa | Mr. Kas 
SON ] offers a resolution as a substitute for that, proposing to waive 
whatever rights the House possesses under the Constitution in reference 
to this particular bill, and offering a proposition to declare at once a 
disagreement with the Senate amendments to the bill and ask for a 
conference committee, to be composed of five members on the part of 
the House. Independent of the pendency of the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia, the substitute certainly could not be in 
order, and the question is, can it be made in order by reason of the fhet 
that this constitutional question is made? The Chair thinks not 
Even under the rule just adopted by the House having a special appli 
cation to this House bill 5538, this resolution offered as a substitute 
would not be in order. It does not propose to take the House bill with 
Senate amendments from the Speaker’s table for the purpose of a dis 
agreement, as provided under the special rule. The Chair does not 
think anything can be done in the way of amendment to this resolution 
| offered by the gentleman from Georgia that raises questions other than 
such as grow out of the constitutional question or are incidental to if 
| The Chair does not say the subject might not be referred on disagree 
| 


Will the gentleman from Towa allow 


Does the ventleman desire to be heard on the point 





L understand the proposition is pending 
If it is pending | wish to speak to the merits of the 


That 1 object fo until the point of 


I will retain the floor in order to answer the gentlk 





ment; that is, the subject of the constitutional question might not be 
| referred to a conference committee. 

The Chair does not mean to say that now. But it is certainly not in 
order at this time by way of a substitute to the pending resolution 
until we have disagreed with the amendments of the Senate and the 
committee of conterence has been asked for. It is said that the resolu 
tion offered by the gentleman from Georgia proposes to lav upon the 
table the bill sent from the Senate in the form of an amended House 
bill; and it is said in that connection that the bill is already upon the 
table. That is not quite a correct statement. The bill is not on the 
House table in the parliamentary sense of the word at all. It is upon 
the Speaker’s table as distinguished from the table of the House. ‘The 
precedents seem to allow, where the House is of the opinion that its 
constitutional prerogatives have been invaded, a resolution of this kind, 
which proposes to lay the bill—for the reason that its constitutional pre 
rogatives have been inyaded thereby—upon the table of the House as 
| distinct or distinguished from the Speaker's table. 

The Chair will hold, therefore, that the resolution offered by the gen 
tleman from Iowa as a substitute for the resolution submitted by the 
| gentleman from Georgia is not now in order. 
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MY. KASSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard upon the 
resviution submitted by the gentleman from Georgia. 

I tind in the resolution which he has submitted for the consideration 
of this House a proposition to lay upon the table the entire bill which 
has been returned from the Senate with certain amendments added 
thereto; and I have no question that, under the ruling of the Speaker 
just made upon the substitute which I presented, that part of the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Georgia which proposes to lay the bill upon 
the table is not in order. 

Then I turn to the question of the declaration of a violation of the 
privileges of the House, which the resolution also embodies, and while 
gentlemen at first sight, looking at the rules of the House, might assume 
that the Senate have violated the Constitution because they have not 
acted upon the rule of the House, a second thought will raise great doubt 
in the mind of everybody as to the correctness of that proposition or 
opinion. 

Coming to the Constitution itself, the clause contains but three lines. 
Section 7 of article 1 of the Constitution declares: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives; 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments, as on other bills. 

‘* As on other bills,’’ where they may offer a substitute for the entire 
bills, and are continually doing it—as amendments to the substance 
and form of bills, as they are continually doing upon other bills of the 
House sent to them for action. 

But here it is said that as we proposed a revenue bill, abill touching 
the internal revenues of this Government alone, therefore the Senate 
could not under the Constitution amend the bill by reducing taxes col- 
lected at the frontiers of the country instead of in the interior. 

I ask gentlemen to look to the very heart and core of this question. 
I ask them to consider it in the light of reason and common sense. If 
this is a revenue bill, no matter whether it be internal or exterior; if it 
is a revenue bill, no matter if it embraces twenty items or twenty-one 
items; if it is a revenue bill, no matter whether it relates to internal 
revenue or external revenue or to both, then there attaches under the 
Constitution the power of the Senate to amend that bill on subjects ger- 
mane to the constitutional subject-matter of the bill. What is the con- 
stitutional subject-matter of the bill? Itis revenue. Notrevenue de- 
rived from Schedule A, or revenue derived from Schedule B or any other 
special schedule. It is not revenue derived from the customs at the 
city of Cincinnati or the internal-revenue tax collected in the State of 
New York. Itis revenue coming from the people of the United States. 
That is what makes it a revenue bill. Mr. Speaker, when we have 
originated such a revenue bill and sent it to the Senate for theirconcur- 
rence the Senate may under their constitutional power add one amend- 
ment or two amendments or twenty amendments. They may add 
amendments as in the case of other bills under the Constitution. 

When a subject of the importance and magnitude involved in the 
consideration of the bill to which I refer is presented, there should be 
no mere question of House pride. What we wantis to get at the very 
essence of the Constitution and observe it; and that essence is that they 
can not touch revenue questions in the Senate, having no power to orig- 
inate revenue bills until we send them a bill as the foundation for their 
action. But when we have raised the question of revenue, when we 
have given them jurisdiction of it by our action under the Constitution, 
l ask any gentleman to say to me what class of revenue is excluded 
under the Constitution from their power of amendments? Now, in 
this view I know that there are gentlemen on both sides of this House 
who concur with me. While, therefore, they have gone far in this case, 
they were not bound by the rules of this House which make a tariff 
amendment not germane to a bill relating to internal revenue. They 
have no such rule in the Senate, or if they had sucha rule they had the 
right to waive it. But they could not go beyond the principle of the 
Constitution; and the question here to be determined is whether by 
their action they have added something to this bill, which under their 
rules they had a perfect right to add, though by such addition they have 
violated the rules of this House, and its privileges and prerogatives under 
the Constitution. 

And who would have claimed it, sir, if they had put a simple reduc- 
tion on onearticle, a large article of revenue, and thus sent the bill back 
to the House with but one item? This question would not probably 
have been raised. And yet the same right to add a thousand exists as 
the right toadd one. The point is simply—is ita revenue bill? If it 
be a revenue bill wesend it to them; and under this clause of the Con- 
stitution their right to amend exists, literally as the words are, ‘‘ as on 
other bills.’’ 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. sr we pass a bill reducing the tax on the 
article of tobacco, has Senate the power to go beyond the scope of 
che subject that we send to them? Can they, under the of 
amending a tax-bill on the subject of tobacco, submit to this House a 
bill coutemplating a complete and comprehensive and all-embracing 
revision of the tariff? Is not that an assumption of our power and a 
revolution ? 

Mr. KASSON, I answer the gentleman from Colorado with the Con- 
stitutionvitself. Have.we sent.them a tariff bill? He. answers, yes. 





Have the Senate amended it? Yes. How far have they amended it? 
That is not aconstitutional question. How far, is for the consideration 
of the Senate and then for the consideration of the House afterward 
The Senate has the right of amendment; that no man can deny; and if 
the Constitution does not contain the limitation upon that right, how 
can we fix the limitation without the authority of the Constitution? 

Now, that is all I think I need to say, for it is the gist of the consti- 
tutional argument. 

One word more by way of an excuse for the action which has been 
taken under the Constitution. By the bill creating the Tariff Commis- 
sion, to which the House assented by nearly two-thirds, the report of 
the commission went to both Houses at the same time. At the time it 
went to the Senate it had this revenue bill before it by order of the 
House. We sent the tariff subject tothem through the Tariff Commis- 
sion bill. The session was a short one and they proceeded to act upon 
it under the constitutional power, as doubtless they would not have 
done if the action of the Tariff Commission had not been referred to them 


by law. The whole tariff question was referred to the Senate by law. 
So far for extenuation of the of the amendments made by the 
Senate. Now, here we are in the last five daysof the session. We can 


not afford to lay this bill on the table and thus kill what every industry 
of the country is demanding of us to-day. We have no time even to 
waste on this discussion. I beg pardon for speaking so long as I have 
spoken; but I have desired to call the patriotic attention of both sides 
of the House to the fact that we must not run wild on the theory that 
the rules of the House of Representatives make the constitution that 
governs both bodies. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to offer a substitute for the pending mo- 
tion, and to say a word thereon. 

Mr. PAGE, I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] offers 
as a substitute the resolution which he has sent to the desk, and which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas House bill 5538 entitled “* An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, 
and for other purposes,"’ under the form of an amendment in the Senate to title 
33 of the Revised Statutes, wale. poovinae for duties on imports, has been so 
modified and changed by the introduction of new provisions, containing among 
other things a general revision of the statutes referred to so as both to increase 
and reduce duties on imports, and in many instances to repeal and in others to 
amend the laws imposing import duties; and 

Whereas in the opinion of this House it is believed that such changes and al- 
terations are in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Constitution, 


which requires thatall bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives: Therefore, 

‘esolved, That if this bi!l shall be referred toa committee of conference, it shal! 
be the duty of the conferees on the part of the House on said committee to con- 
sider fully the constitutional objections to said bill as amended by the Senate 
herein referred to, and to bring the same, together with the opinion of the House 
in regard thereto, before said committee of conference, and if necessary, in their 
opinion, after having conferred with the Senate conferees, said conferees on said 
committee may make report to the House in regard to the objections to said bill 


herein referred to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make the point of order on that resolution. 

Mr. PAGE. [rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the Speaker what rights this bil! 
had prio: to the adoption of the new rule a few moments since by this 
House; if we had any right except to go to the Speaker’s table after the 
morning hour and take up the bills thereon for consideration? The 
new rule makes the privilege. The new rule has provided just what 
kind of a motion may be made for the purpose of taking this bill from 
the Speaker’s table and referring it to a committee of conference, and 
that may be done upon a motion to suspend the rules by a majority 
vote. That is a specific, special rule, made for that purpose; and as | 
understand it, was made because there was no other way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Califor- 
nia to rise to make a parliamentary Inquiry. 

Mr. PAGE. That iswhat I did. I wanted to know under what rule 
we could proceed to take this bill from the Speaker’s table, except un- 
der the new rule just made. 

The SPEAKER. It could be taken from the Speaker’s table as any 
other bill if the House decided to go there. 

- PAGE. _Isitin order to make a motion to go now to the Speaker's 
table? : 

The SPEAKER. Not pending this question. 

Mr. PAGE. Did not that new rule provide specifically what sort of 
a motion should be made? 

The SPEAKER. But this is a question entirely independent of 
that. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to know what is now the status of the 
question before the House. I am unable to determine; I admit I can 
not comprehend it. 

The SPEAKER. The question presented is the one by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] in the form of a resolution de- 

the sense of the House on the question of its constitutional 


ht to origi revenue bills. 
. PAG And that is left to the House to determine? d 
The SPEAKER. is for the House to determine, not the Chair. 


Mr. PAGE. I hope the House will determine it. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
pill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

ORIGINATING REVENUE BILLS. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. HASKELL ] offers 
a substitute for the pending resolution submitted by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. Against that substitute the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] makes a point of order, and the 
gentleman will be heard. J 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Before the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] proceeds I desire to make a further point of order, 
and the gentleman can then be heard upon both. 

Under the joint rule of the House conferences are provided for, and 
under no other rule that I am apprised of, except the rule which pre- 
scribes that where there are disagreements upon amendments to a bill 
or a joint resolution there may be committees of conference. 

Now, to appoint a committee of conference in anticipation that pos- 
sibly there may be a disagreement is entirely outside of the practice 
of the House. The resolution of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. HAs- 
KELL], as I understand it, repeats almost the words of my resolution, 


and then declares that instead of the bill remaining upon the Speaker's | 


table where it is now practically, if the House shall vote that its privi- 
leges have been violated, and if certain things happen, there may be a 
conference which can deal with the bill. 

Now, I submit that there can be no conference except upon the dis- 


agreement about the question of constitutional privilege, because that | 


is the only question about which the two Houses may disagree, until 
the bill is taken from the Speaker’s table. I desire to make that addi- 
tional point that the gentleman from Kentucky [{ Mr. CARLISLE] may 
speak upon it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. According tomy hasty reading of the proposed sub- 
stitute, it would confer upon the conference committee the power not 
only‘to take into consideration and report upon the constitutional ques- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], but the 
additional power to take up and consider the objections to the Senate 
amendment or bill itself. In other words, it proposes that if a con- 
ference shall result from this disagreement between the two Houses as 
to the question of their powers under the Constitution the delibera- 
tions of that conference shall not be contined to the constitutional 
question, but may extend to the provisions of the bill. The last clause 
of the substitute is the one to which I refer: 


And the said conferees in said committee may make report to the House in 
regard to the objections to said bill herein referred to. 


Now, if the gentleman from Kansas will say that he means by that | 


only simply to confer upon the committee of conference, if one shall re- 
sult from this disagreement, a thing which may or may not occur, the 
power to consider the constitutional question, the mere question of priv- 
lege existing between the two Houses, then my point of order would 
not be well taken. 

But if the gentleman means now to pass a resolution with reference 
to the substance of the bill, to refer that to the committee of confer- 
ence, I submit that it can not be done unless the bill is now before the 
House for consideration. And if it is now before the House for con- 
sideration, or can be brought before the House for consideration by 
entertaining this proposition, then the first point that would be made 
of course under our rules would be that it must go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. If that point 


should not be sustained, then the next motion having preference under | 


the rules of the House as they now stand would be to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 


If the gentleman will so change the language of his resolution as to | 
confine the deliberations and power of this conference to the question | 
of privilege that may arise, I have nothing to say on the point of or- | 


der. Otherwise there exists to it the same objection as to the one pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. HASKELL. I urge the adoption of the substitute just as it is. 
It speaks for itself. This House by its order has just declared a new 
rule by which a great bill of moment to the people of the United States 
is to be referred to a conference made up of a committee of each House 
of Congress, to the end that we may have and accomplish some legisla- 
tion in the interest of the people. One bill, the one considered by the 
House, is dead, killed by delay and obstruction. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman on the | 


point of order. 
Mr. HASKELL. I am coming to the point of order. There is to- 


day upon the Speaker’s table another bill, coming from the Senate of | 


the United States. Upon that bill arises the question of order. Upon 

that bill hangs the hope and the faith of the people of the United States 
before we adjourn we shall have tariff legislation. 

House has now declared in favor of a conference committee, and 

resolution of mine simply directs that that conference committee 

take cognizance of the constitutional point raised by the gentle- 


iE. 
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man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. The point of order is made that 
a conference committee must confine itself to the constitutional ques- 
tion and that it can in no wise discuss the subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman misunderstands me. 

Mr. HASKELL. That was the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], that the conference upon the con- 
stitutional question is one thing, and that a conference upon the consti 
tutional question and the subject-matter of the bill could not be joined 

Now, I want to show to the House in a few brief sentences how ut 


| terly untenabie that position is. A conference committee is appointed 


on the constitutional question of difference between the two Houses. 
They meet the conferees on the part of the Senate, and to illustrate we 
will say that the Senate conferees agree to withdraw every objection- 
able amendment. 

Now, do gentlemen on the other side of the House tell me that that 
conference committee on the question of constitutional right have not 
the power to report to this House the fact that the Senate withdraws 
its objectionable amendments and vacates its position with reference to 
this bill? Why, of course that conference committee must have that 
power. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman from 
Kansas as to the meaning which he himself gives to the latter part of 
the proposed substitute. 





Mr. HASKELL. Taking the other view of the matter I give this 
meaning: that it is in effect a resolution of instruction to a conference 
committee—a resolution to lay before that conference committee, which 
| will have been appointed upon the bill under the new rule, this ques- 

tion of constitutionality; so that when the House appoints its confer 

| ence on the bill that committee may report back to the House its find- 
ings on the bill and also its finding on the constitutional question raised. 
It is as competent for this House to direct one conference committee to 
examine both questions by order of the House as it is competent for 
this House to appoint two conterence committees; and we proceed under 
the direct order of the House that there shall be a conference com- 
mittee of five upon the subject-matterof the bill. The resolution then 
simply declares that when that conterence committee shall be raised 
there shall be confided to it for its jurisdiction and its report the mat 

| ter of constitutional difference between the two Houses. 














Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. J call the gentleman from Kansas to 
| order. 
|} Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman will allow me, it therefore— 
| Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I rise to call the gentleman to order 
| Mr. HASKELL. I heard the gentleman say something, but I have 


| not heard any declaration from the Chair. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I eall the gentleman to order, and 
| make the same point with regard to him that I did with reference to 
| the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson]. I submit that the Chair can 
| not entertain or hear debate upon a question of conference between the 
| two Houses when the pending question is a question of the privileges 
of this House. 
| What has a conference to do with that? I submit to the Chair that 
no member of the House is at liberty to move for a conterence when the 
| question at issue is a question of the privileges of the House itself. 

Mr. HASKELL. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, [have here upon my desk 
precedent after precedent where the constitutional question has been 
raised by resolution and conference committees have been appointed 
on that constitutional question, have gone out and come back and re- 
ported. 

Mr. REAGAN. Willthe gentleman allow metoask him a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. I want to conclude what I have to say and then I 
| will yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is 
entitled to the floor. 


| constitutional difference between the two Houses arose, and I have here 
the record of a resolution which was passed by the House in reference 
thereto. Let me read it. ‘ 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
| give the date? 


Mr. HASKELL. Mareh 3, 1859: 


Mr. Letcher, from the committee of conference on the disagreement between 
the two Houses, in the resolutions adopted by them respectively, in relation to 
the action of the House on the Senate amendments to the bill, House resolu- 
tion No. 872, making appropriations for defraying the expenses of the Post- 
Office Deparment for the year ending June 30, 1860, reported that having met, 
after full and free conference, they have agreed— 


Agreed to what ?— 


that while neither House is understood to waiye any constitutional right which 
they may respectively consider to belong to them, it be recommended to the 
House to pass the accompanying bill, and that the Senate concur in the same 
when it shall be sentto them. 


Now, there was a conference committee charged by one simple reso- 
| lution of the House, and likewise charged by a similar resolution of the 
| Senate, to go out and take cognizance of all the disagreements between 

the two Houses on the constitutional question as well as the question 
of the bill. They came back and reported to this House the opinion 
they had formed concerning the constitutional right of the two Houses. 


Mr. HASKELL. In the Thirty-fifth Congress this same question of 
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They did more; having been appointed in general terms to take into | Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I submit whether by 
consideration all questions of difference, they perfected a new bill—a | can take me off the floor. 


new Post-Office appropriation bill, arranged and dictated its terms, and | 
brought it back into the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They recommended that the House pass a new bill. 
The House did pass a new bill and the Senate refused to concur. 

Mr. HASKELL. They brought back a bill which they had them- 
selves considered, and in their report they respectfully requested the 
House to pass the bill. The House proceeded to pass it. That was | 
the question. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas be kind enough | 
to send to the Chair the book to which he has referred ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 2 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that this debate should 
be prolonged. . 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. As I made the point of order, I would 
be glad to be heard a moment upon it. 

Mr. REED. I would like to be heard for a short time. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will yield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield when he has taken 
the floor to discuss a point of order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wishto ask the gentleman from Kansas whether 
his proposition involves, first, the constitutional question, and, secondly, 
the merits of the bill which comes from the Senate? 

Mr. HASKELL. It does not. I want to state to the House ex- 
actly what the proposition I have sent up does involve. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kansas has 
concluded. Other gentlemen have some rights. 

Mr. HASKELL. Let me state to the Chair what the provision of 
the resolution is. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] The resolution touches the 
constitutional question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is 

ized. 

Mr. HASKELL. May I not answer the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKIN try], my colleague on the committee? [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] 
May I not answer a gentleman who desires information as to the effect 
of my resolution? 

Mr. MCKINLEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has yielded the floor; 
he can not make another speech. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But I presume we are all seeking the truth of 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. HASKELL. Ido not want the House deceived as to the prop- 
osition I have submitted. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I call the gentleman from Kansas to 
order. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a question of personal privilege, then, on 
the floor of this House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, that is desperate! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of privilege. 

Mr. HASKELL. My question of personal privilege is that I am de- 
nied my rights under the parliamentary law of the House upon this 
floor. 

Mr. KENNA rose. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman finished his statement ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I have. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in the first place, that the 
gentleman is sadly in error, because he oniy had the floor to debate a 
question on a pointof order, which is subject to limitation at any time, 
under the uniform practice, by the Speaker. 

A Member. That isright. 

The SPEAKER. And the Speaker, recognizing the gentleman as 
having finished, recognized another gentleman, and the gentleman from 
Kansas is not entitled to an hour in debating a point of order unless 
the Chair chooses to allow it. Now, the Chair says for that reason the 
rights of the gentleman have not in any way been infringed. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I rise to a parliamentary question. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, whether 
I can have the floor taken from me in this way ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a parliamentary question, 
and he will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise toa parliamentary question, and gentlemen 
on the other side will not take me off the floor by scowls or by any other 
process; let that be understood now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems the Speaker can not take him off the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a parliamentary inquiry; 
that is his right. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has no right to take the 
entleman from ia off the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HASKELL. rise to ask a parliamentary question or to sub- 
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mit a question to the Chair. Will the Chair me—— 


any question he 


The SPEAKER. Let the question be stated. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I do not care what it is. 
right to be asking questions while I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had not commenced his speech, 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I desire the Speaker shall decid 
that is all, whether he can interrupt me by any question without m\ 
consent —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides to hear the gentleman's partia 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Not to take the gentleman from the floor. 

Mr. HASKELL. I make the parliamentary inquiry whether it i, 
not in order for me to ask the Speaker of the House to submit to th: 
House a request on my part for unanimous consent to reply to my col- 
league on the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. McKINLEY]? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. That is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply asserts his own right in reter- 
ence to the conduct of this debate, and the gentleman from Georgia is 
recognized and will proceed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the precedent the yen- 
tleman has cited from the Thirty-fifth Congress gives him no aid when 
the facts of the case are stated. As I said, the Senate placed an 
amendment ona House bill which the House thought violated the 
privileges of that body, and it proceeded so to resolve and to notit'y th: 
Senate. (See Globe, 38 vol., 1666.) After the Senate had been sw 
notified, it resolved that it had not violated the privileges of the House, 
and on that question there was a conference committee appointed, 
(Jb., 1674.) After that the House appointed a like committee. (J). 
1677.) 

The gentlemen ask for a conference in advance of a disagreement, in 
advance of a declaration by this House that its privileges have been 
violated. There is no parliamentary practice which allows a confer- 
ence to be appointed in anticipation of disagreement. True, arule has 
been passed here that when certain action is taken toward taking u) 
that bill there may be a conference, and that is by virtue of that new 
rule only—when the bill is called up under that rule only. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, a precedent can not be found where when th: 
question of its highest privilege was presented to the House the House 
deliberated how to get rid of asserting its privilege. I submit that 
never before did the representatives of any portion of the American 
people seek to avoid the claim of all that is valuable to their constitu- 
ency. 

The object of that resolution is to declare in advance that there w:)! 
be a conference, and instructs the committee of conference in advance 
what they may do. I do not believe the Senate of the United States 
will differ with this House. I believe that the Senate of the United 
States will say that they, urged by clamor, have done an unseemly 
thing, and will recede from their position. They will consent to with- 
draw their bill, and when they shall have withdrawn itand sent another 
bill here, if they see proper to send any, then will come the time for 
conference about a bill. 

But suppose they take the other view, and say, with all due defer- 
ence to the House, they have not violated our privileges, and ask a con- 
ference on that question: Can we anticipate what the House will wish 
to do in regard to that controversy, or how to instruct that conference 
committee ? 

We might choose to pass a further resolution of the House, as in 1641 
the Commons of England did, that the House will have naught to do 
with the bill until its privileges were recognized. 

The gentleman’s resolution, therefore, in anticipation is entirely out 
of order. I do not care what he means by it. The question is: what 
do the written words mean? What would the conferees understand the 
words to mean? They could but understand them to mean that it 
would give them instructions upon a difference which has never arisen 
and which may never arise and on the merits of the question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think if the attention of the House is 
called back to the actual facts presented in this case as they really exist, 
that there can be no point of order, and that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will not be disposed to make any point of order upon the prop- 
osition. 

This is a proposition that rests upon an ‘“‘if.’’ It is ‘‘if’’ this bill is 
sent to the committee of conference, asit can be by the rule justadopted, 
then in that event a certain constitutional question which is raised can 
be presented to that same committee of conference, and by our con- 
ferees preserted to the conferees of the Senate; and if our conferees see 
fit they can make a report thereon to the House. That is all there is 
of it. 

Now, this resolution—this substitute which is offered—contains noth 
ing whatever except reference to the constitutional question It has no 
reference whatever to the difference in the tariff bill, the amendments 
thereto, to be discussed and agreed upon or rejected as the case may 
he 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. REED. That bill as a legislative measure from the nature of 
the case goes to a conference commitee by another and separate motion 
made under the rule which has been already passed by the House. It 
is entirely competent for the House after raising the constitutional ques- 
tion to take any action which it sees fit to take in regard thereto. It 
may insist irrevocably upon its constitutional objection, and pat the 
bill upon the table, such as has been done hitherto, and just as is pro- 
posed by the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Georgia; or 
it may send the whole matter toa conference committee to be discussed 
and considered by agents of both Houses. Afterthat the question issim- 
ply, what will the House do? It is competent for the House to do any- 
thing which it considers suitable and proper under the circumstances. 
It has full power over the measure, and can act upon it as in its judg- 
ment it may deem advisable. But I do not desire, nor is it necessary 
now, togointo themerits. When that question comes up I desire again 
to be heard; but for the present it seems to me that the question before 
the House needs no further elucidation. 


Mr.CARLISLE. Let meask the gentleman from Maine a question. 
Mr. REED. Certainly. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Inasmuch as he has been commenting on the effect 


of this resolution—— 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the gentleman from Maine to say 
that this proposed substitute does not bring the bill before the House 
at all? 

Mr. REED. 
the kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 


I mean to say that distinctly; that it does nothing of 


And that the vote on the adoption of that substi- 


tute would not be a vote disagreeing to the amendments to the bill | 


which have been submitted by the Senate ? 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I understand the gentleman to say further 
that the effect of the adoption of this resolution would be simply to send 
the matter to the committee of conference 

Mr. REED. If one is ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If one should be appointed? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And that on the constitutional question or ques- 
tion of privilege the House has expressed no opinion ? 

Mr. REED. The House has expressed an opinion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But does the substitute which has been presented 
express an opinion ? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is, as I gathered from the reading, a pre- 





amble reciting certain points, but the House resolves in adopting that | 











lution should be stricken out or the language of it should be made so 
plain that there can be no misunderstanding as to the actual purpose 
of this House, I concede, as I said before, that the point of order made 
by me would not be good. 

There may be another objection to it different from what I have sug 
gested which I shall not urge now, because it would come more prop 
erly from some member of the Committee on Rules 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to give noticee—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide this question 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want to argue this question of order, 
but want to submit a question of order if it should become necessary in 
the event of the point now pending being overruled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] on the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Under the rule of the House adopted this morning 
provision is made for the reference of this bill to a conference commit 
tee. But that was tobe preceded by : 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Now, it seems to me if the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. HASKELL] can be adopted by the House now, we have simply 
again amended the rules of the House; that we are not proceeding under 
the original proposition, but are going on to amend the rules simply by 
the vote of the House. 

It seems to be conceded by gentlemen that we may refer a question 
as to the constitutional privileges of the House to a conference commit 
tee. I venture this statement, and I do it forthe purpose of calling the 
attention of gentlemen who make this concession, that I do not believe 
in the whole legislative history of this country the naked question of 
the privileges of the House as submitted by the resolution of the gen 
tleman from Georgia has ever been submitted to a conference with the 
Senate. Why, sir, are we to ask the very body we charge witha viola 
tion of the privileges of the House whether it has violated our privi 
leges or not? Is that a question for the Senate? Is it a question we 
should submit to a conference whether or not we have privileges which 
the Senate has violated ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 1 want to know whether I rightly under 
stand this resolution or not. If lam wrong | hope the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] will correct me. I understand this committee ot 
conference, if it shall be appointed under the resolution of the gentle 


vote which declares the disagree 


| man from Kansas, will have no power or authority to report touching 


resolution nothing with reference to these constitutional prerogatives | 


which are involved in the preamble. 
resolution again this will be seen. 

The SPEAKER. In the second clause of the preamble the House 
undertakes to express an opinion, but if the gentleman desires it the 
proposition may be again read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to have it read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Whereas House bill 5538, entitled “ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxa- 
tion, and for other pu ,”’ under the form of an amendment inthe Senate to 
title 33 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for duties on imports, has been 
so modified and changed by the introduction of new provisions, containing 
among other things a general revision of the statutes referred to, so as both to 
increase and reduce duties on imports, and in many instances to repeal and in 
others to amend the laws imposing impost duties; and 

_ Whereas in the opinion of this House it is believed all such changes and altera- 
tions are in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Constitution which 


requires that all bills for raising revenues shall originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives: Therefore 


Resolved, That if this bill shall be referred to a committee of conference it shall 
be the cuty of the conferees on the part of the House on said committee to con- 
sider fully the constitutional objections to said bill as amended by the Senate and 
herein referred to, and to bring the same together with the opinion of the House 
in regard thereto before said committee of conference; and if necessary in their 
opinion, after having conferred with the Senate conferees, said conferees in said 
committee may make report tothe House in regard to the objections to said bill 
herein refe: to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Referred to herein. 
Mr. REED. Objections herein referred to, not bill herein referred 
to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, it was formerly a well-established parlia- 
mentary law that a committee of conference could not be instructed at 
all. But a practice has grown up in this House of instructing a com- 
mittee of conference; sometimes, in a very indirect way, of passing a 
resolution declaring the opinion of the House as to the matter in con- 
ference. But it is well established, even in this House that no com- 
mittee of conference can be instructed until after there has been a dis- 
agreement. That the Speaker will find frequently stated in our Digest; 
not in our rules, but in the Digest. 

Now, here is an attempt to instruct a committee of conference which 
has not even yet been ordered, upon a supposition that one may be or- 
dered at some time hereafter by the House upon the bill, as to what 
that committee may do or may not do. If the latter part of the reso- 





I think if the Clerk will read the | 





anything except the question of the infringement of the constitutional 
prerogative of the House to originate money bills; that they will not 
be authorized to report back to this House any recommendation touch 
ing the revision of the tariff. 

Mr. REED. Iwill try to make it plain tothe gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burrerwortu]. All that this resolution relates to is the con 
stitutional question. It sends the constitutional question to the com 
mittee of conference to be hereinatter appointed Now, that commit 
tee of conference will get its power over the bill, not from this resolu 
tion, but from the rule which has already been passed, and by action 
under the rule, and in no other way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But that conference committee then may, 
when in its judgment it deems it wise, proceed to make such changes 
and modifications on the bill 

Mr. REED. Not under this resolution 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the action must be concurrent. When 
you appoint the conference committee they receive their power by virtue 
of the proposition or further rule which we adopted this morning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to be heard a few moments, un 
less the debate on this question is to be confined altogether to the other 
side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It has been for some time past, except that the 
Chair heard the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

TheSPEAKER. And the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND } 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to call attention to the peculiaranswer 
made by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] to the question of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrerwortu]. We are told that this 
committee of conference, if it shall be raised, will have power under 
the proposed resolution of the gentleman from Kansas to inquire into 
and report upon the constitutional prerogatives of this House; and un 
der that thing called a rule which was passed here to-day they will 
have power to report upon a revision of this tariff bill; so that putting 
the two together, the effect of the rule so called and the effect of the 
proposed resolution now submitted, the committee of conference will 
have power to do more than I want to see done 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman from Kentucky will permit me 
one moment I think I may make the subject plain. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would yield to the gentleman if he wanted 
to ask me a question. But I wanted to make something plain myself. 

Mr. ROBESON. I want to make this point plain. I am sure the 


The Chair is willing to rule without further argu- 
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gentleman from Kentucky will permit me. It is this: That this bill 
contains two separate fieldsof enactment. Oneis the internal-revenue 
question, which was sent from this House to the Senate and originated 
here. There js no constitutional objection to that. We have under | 
our rule provided for a conference on that. We provide under this reso- | 
lution, if it should pass, for a declaration of this House that the tariff 
amendment to the internal-revenue bill is an invasion of the privileges 
of this House, and direct that committee of conference to present that 
question to the Senate and to report their action to the House. And 
so, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems to me that the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Ropeson ], while actuated, I have no doubt, by the kindli- 
est motives to aid me, has done nothing in thatdirection. I come back 
now, with his permission, in my own time to say just what I was try- 
ing to say when he made his speech in my time. 

It is that it is claimed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], 
and had as well be admitted here and understood, that this committee 
of conference, if you raise it, will be authorized to do two things: That 
under the rule passed this morning it will have authority to revise the 
tariff features of the pending bill, and under the resolution submitted 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] it will have the au- 
thority to inquire into, report, or act upon, for it is made discretion- 
ary, the question of the constitutional privileges of this House. 

The question of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] there- 
fore remains unanswered, and I answer it for him now, and tell him 
yes; that if the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Kansas 
be agreed to, you will send out of this House a committee of confer- 
ence charged with the double power and the double duty of inquiring 
into and reporting upon both the question of constitutional prerogative 
and the question of revision of the tariff features of this bill. And, 
more, it is an abnegation of power, after the fashion of the electoral 
commission or the Tariff Commission, to which some of us have always 
been opposed. 

I want to call the attention of the Speaker to this point; it is a direct, 
flat, and palpable violation of your own rules, doctored as you have 
doctored them. That being the case, under the rules, if there be any 
rules left to this House, it proposes to change the rules and it must lie 
over for one day, and we will insist upon that point of order. You 
have made the rules to suit you. Now we simply ask that you observe 
them. If you want to change them, you must at least conform to the 
requirements that are still left in force and permit that proposed change 
to lie over for one day. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrERWoRTH] is answered, and no 
man will traverse the statement. If the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas is agreed to, then you send out of this House a con- 
ference committee clothed with special powers both upon questions of 
constitutional prerogative and upon the question of the revision of the 
tariff as submitted by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question before he yields the floor. Whatpossible advantage would it 
be to the House to inquire into the constitutional question after the 
House has acted on the Senate bill and rejected the amendments? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No earthly use, because no result would follow. 

Mr. BRAGG. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Under the rules and practice of this House, and of 
every other deliberative body, do we ever send any matters to conference 
that are not in dispute between the two Houses? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to answer that question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think the answer to that must be no. We have 
here made a declaration of privilege which is not yet denied by the Sen- 
ate. Why shall we send it to a conference ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said he rose to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry, and then he answered it himself. The Chair is prepared 
to decide this question. 

Mr. BRAGG. My first statement was my premise, and upon that I 
based the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman answered his own question. 

Mr. BRAGG. That was my premise, and upon that [ asked a ques- 
tion which I desire the Speaker to answer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer it as far as he can. 

Mr. BRAGG. Whether if it stands in that position, with our rights 
so far undisputed, is it in order to refer that undisputed question of 
privilege to a committee of conference composed in part of membersof 
another branch of the Legislature, which has not yet denied the asser- 
tion we make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may say in answer, so far as it is neces- 
sary to answer the question made by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG], and it is necessary to do it only so far as affects this 
question, that it is quite competent on presenting a matter which is 
clearly in opposition to the action of the Senate, and in the first in- 
stance, to declare a disagreement and to ask for a conference. 

The Chair is perfectly well satisfied that the proposed substitute 








would not be in order if Se ee eet 
instance than to provide for a disagreement with the on the con- 


stitutional right of the House or of the two Houses, and then to rete 
that disagreement and other subjects connected with the bill toa com. 
mittee of conference. 

Committees of conference are not appointed, as has been sugyested 
by virtue of joint rules of the two Houses, because, as the Chair under. 


| Stands, there have been no joint rules of the two Houses recognized by 


either House for a number of years. Committees of conference have 
grown up in practice; either House may ask a conference on any matter 
of disagreement. The Chair does not think that upon a matter about 
which there is no disagreement, and none proposed by the action of the 
House with the Senate, a conference could properly be asked for. Nor 
does the Chair think that under the guise of providing for a contfer- 
ence other rules of the House may be overridden. If this resolution 
is subject to the construction that it sends the bill to the conference 
committee, in case the Senate should agree to it, then it would have to 
be held that under the right to provide for a committee of conference 
we could override our rules in reference to the manner of proceeding to 
business on the Speaker's table, and we could override Rule XX, which 
requires that a Senate amendment to a revenue or appropriation bil] 
shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, without declaring a disagreement in the Senate amendment. 
send it directly to a committee of conference. If this proposed substi- 
tute would do that, the Chair would hold it to be not in order. 

But before coming to consider what the plain meaning of the language 
is, the Chair desires to call attention to the precedent, as it is claimed, 
which arese in March, 1859. On an examination of that case, which 
involved the constitutional right of the Senate to originate a post-office 
appropriation bill, it will be found that a resolution very similar, cer- 
tainly in effect, to the proposed substitute was adopted in the House hy 
a very large vote, and a conference was agreed to by the Senate. The 
conferees on the part of the two Houses met and considered only, as 
the Globe of that time will show, the question of constitutional differ- 
ence between the two Houses, and reported upon that. Without under- 
taking to settle the question one way or the other, the conference com- 
mittee made a report declaring in effect that neither House receded from 
its position on the subject, and then, as if was the day before the ex- 
piration of the Congress, recommended in the latter clause of the report 
that each House should waive any constitutional right which they re- 
spectively considered to belong to them and that the House should pass 
the bill which was brought to the House. 

The history of those proceedings shows, however, that after this bill 
was brought to the House it was not treated at all as a bill brought 
there by the conference committee. Mr. Letcher, of Virginia, a member 
of the conference committee on the part of the House, after the report 
was received and before it was acted upon, obtained unanimous consent 
to introduce the precise bill which was recommended by the committee 
ofconference. It was introduced by unanimous consent, read a firstand 
second time as an original bill, and subsequently that bill passed asa 
House bill upon a suspension of the rules. It was not treated as any 
matter offered to the House properly by the committee e* conference. 
The committee of conference certainly transcended to sume extent its 
duties by recommending the House to take up a bill, that subject not 
having been referred to the committee; butit was a mode of getting out 
of the difficulty and saving an appropriation bill in the expiring hours 
of the Congress. Thus in this particular case we find a precedent only 
for a resolution of the House referring the constitutional question to a 
committee of conference, the House having first declared its opinion that 
the Senate had not the right to originate the particular bill. 

Now, a fair reading of this proposed substitute leads the Chair to hold 
that it provides only for referring to a conference committee the con- 
stitutional objections to the bill, such as grow out of the alleged viola- 
tions of the Constitution by the Senate of the United States in passing 
an impost bill as a part of or an gmendment to an internal-revenue 
bill of the House. The second clause of the preamble clearly provides 
for a disagreement with the Senate upon this constitutional question. 
The Chair, giving this substitute the construction it has indicated, 
holds that the substitute isin order, and therefore overrules the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Geo ia. I respectfully appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I move that the appeal be laid on the table. 

The motion of Mr. REED was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. I move the previous question upon the resolution and 
substitute. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I would like to know how the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] takes me off the floor to make a motion. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman abandoned the floor himself. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I reserved, by consent of the House, 
half an hour of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman having the floor has the right to 
make a motion that the rules allow; but gentleman from Georgia 
reserved at the conclusion of his speech thirty minutes of his hour. — 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to the gentleman having his thirty 
minutes ing the call for the previous question. 


_Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I object to any arrangement of the 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. He can yield his time or use it, as he chooses. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Iask the Chair whether or not the 
previous quest ion, moved while I am entitled to the floor, is in order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields the floor, it is. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, 
from Georgia yields the floor.’ I wish toknow whether I did yield it 
when I expressly reserved the right to speak. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not called upon to decide a question 
which is not presented. The gentleman from Georgia is now recognized 
as entitled to the floor for thirty minutes. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Before the gentleman from Georgia pro- 
ceeds I want to be heard. Ido not understand that the debate is closed 
upon the question of privilege. I desire to be heard in opposition 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to proceed 
now ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. My appeal tothe gentleman from Geor- 
gia is simply to continue to reserve his time. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I have reserved it. 
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Knorr}. 





I yield five min- 


five minutes. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Before the gentleman from Kentucky 
proceeds I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 


The Chair says, ‘‘If the gentleman | 


judgment may be better calculated to answer the end proposed. In 
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methods authorized. It is sent to the Senate, which may disagree 
with the House either as to the amount to be raised or the methods of 
raising it. 

It may under its constitutional power to amend strike out the entire 
bill from the enacting clause down and substitute another which in its 


a 
word, sir, the Senate has just as much right to amend a revenue bill 
as this House has to originate it. 
qualified as our own. 

Now, sir—[Here the hammer ‘ell.} I ask for one minute more, in 
order to complete my thought. If gentlemen will consent to be gov 
erned by the first, plain, cardinal canon of legal construction they will 
discover no difficulty whatever in this question. That simple, common 
sense rule is that where the words employed ina given instance are 
plain and unambiguous they must be taken to mean precisely what they 
say. No interpretation is necessary or to be allowed. The language 
here is plain, so plain that the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not 
be mistaken about it. 

This obvious principle of legal construction, then, determines : this 
whole question. This simple, unmistakable language of the Constitu- 


Its power is just as absolute and un 


| tion is now sought to be evaded by citations of ill-considered, fallacious 


| 


; : : precedents; and this leads me to repeat an expression which has often 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized for | 


risen to my lips, that two vicious precedents are sutlicient in the minds 


| of many distinguished statesmen to override the plainest written pro- 


| Vision in the fundamental law of our Government 


trom the Chair whether the debate is closed? I submit there is no rule | 


permitting this arrangement to be made; and I object to it. 
not by any means like a question where a bill has been introduced. 
The gentleman from Georgia, by unanimous consent, and that is the 
only fair and honorable way of looking at this matter, reserved thirty 
minutes, which he had no right to do under our rules. But he had 
unanimous consent to reserve thirty minutes, and I am not raising any 
objection to his so reserving his time. But I wish the Chair to recognize 
me to be heard in my own right in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized tor 
five minutes. 

Mr. KNOTT. While I entertain the profoundest respect for the 
opinion of my distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. HAMMoND], I 
trust it will not be deemed impertinent in me to suggest that it seems 
to me that there can be no possible difficulty in solving the question of 
privilege supposed in the resolutions under discussion provided we are 
content with the plain, written language of the Constitution, and that 
ul the difficulty which gentlemen have professed to discover in the mat- 
ter, either now or heretofore, has grown out of the fact that they have 
not been satisfied to be governed by the simple provisions in the funda- 
mental law of our Government, but have insisted in looking beyond them 
to the principlesof English parliamentary practice, which have no more 
torce or effect here than the decrees of the Medes and Persians or the 
mandates of the Tycoon of Japan. 


It is well known on all hands that under the parliamentary law of | 


This is | 


| 


{ Applause. | 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the argument of the 
learned gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNorTr] must be very impres 
sive when it makes the representatives of the people applaud because 


this claimed surrender of their privileges isdenied. The whole question 


| in debate fairly considered is whether the Senate under the guise of 


Great Britain the power to originate ‘‘ money bills”’ or bills for raising | 


revenue is vested exclusively in the House of Commons, and that that 


body has always been so jealous of that privilege that the House of | 


| reduced others, changing entirely the bill in its character and in its eflect 


Lords has never been allowed to propose even the smallest amendment 


to such a measure; and, sir, if such were the law here the present ques- | 


tion of privilege could not have arisen. 
But such is not and never has been the ruJe under our Constitution. 


Under the provisions of that instrument Congress—not the House of | 


Representatives, but Congress—has the power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, that is, to raise revenue by any or all of 
the enumerated methods. 

While the framers of the Constitution thus conferred upon the two 
Houses of Congress concurrently the power to raise revenue, they simply 


provided that all bills for that purpose should originate in the House | 


of Representatives, but conferred upon the Senate the absolute, uncon- 
ditional, and unlimited power of proposing or concurring in amendments 
thereto. The language of the first clause of section 7, article 1, of the 
Constitution is that ‘‘ all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives, but the Senate may propose or concur with 
amendments as on other bills.”’ 
_ Nothing could be plainer, simpler, or easier understood than this. It 
is too plain indeed for either question or interpretation. It means, and 
can only mean that bills for raising revenue must originate in this 
House, and can not be originated anywhere else, but that after it has 
been originated and sent to the Senate that body has an unlimited, 
unqualified, absolute right to propose any amendment to it which its 
judgment may suggest, and all that is then left for the House is either 
to concur or non-concur with such proposed amendment. 
whole matter, sir. No amount of strained construction can get away 
from it. There is no question of privilege about it. 

It is necessary, for instance, to raise a given amount of revenue. It 


There is the | 


may be raised by a direct tax, by duties on imports, or excises, but the | 


initiation must be taken by the House, whatever may be the method 
resolved upon. The bill must originate here or it can not originate at 
all; and in originating it the House may select any one or all the 
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an amendment has violated the spirit of the Constitution. 1 admit 
that the letter has not been violated unless the limitation ‘Sas on other 
bills’? isa limitation. I have contended that it is, and that the House 
is and ought to be the sole judge whether any amendment put on its 
bill by the Senate is such an amendment as might have been proper! 
put upon another bill. 

Lam no stickler for the rights of the House. I am, as I said, simply 
presenting my individual opinion about this matter, under a sense of 
individual duty. 

What do I tind? No one but the gentleman from Kentucky scems 
disposed to deny the proposed substitute admits every position which 
my resolution takes. The cited 153 votes to 9 in 1872 made the declara 
tion that my resolution is right, and I wish to read simply in reply to 
the gentleman and in favor of my resolution the remarkset Mr. DAWES 
and Mr. Gartield on that debate. 
my position. 

Mr. DAWES said on that debate: 

This is not the bill which we sent to the Senate; not even the original title re 
mains; nor isitin any fair and proper sense a bill similar in character, It 
as I have said, a general revision not only of the tariff, out of which we 1} 
lected two subjects with reference to which we repealed the rever 


Their names will give weight to 


wid > 
vue It has 


gone over all the subjects-matter of revenue from allthe sources of iniports, but 
it has gone out altogether of that subject-matter into anotherand entirely difler 
ent field, that of internal taxation, upon which we had originated no measure 


whatever, and it has repealed largely the taxes in some particulars and it has 


Mr. Gartield said: 


We must not construe our rights so as to destroy theirs, and we must take 
eare that they do not so construe their rights as to destroy ours. If their right 
to amendment is unlimited, then our right amounts to nothing whatever it is 
the merest mockery to assert any right. 

What, then, is the reasonable limit to this right of amendment’ It is clear to 
my mind that the Senate’s power to amend is limited to the subject-matter of 
the bill. That limit is natural, is definite, and can be clearly shown. If there 
had been no precedent in the case Ishould say that a House bill relating solely 
to revenue on salt could not be amended by adding to it clauses raising revenue 
on textile fabries, but that allthe amendments of the Senate should relate to the 
duty on salt. 

To adwit that the Senate can take a House bill consisting of two lines, relat- 
ing specifically and solely toa single article, and can graft upon them in the 
name of an amendment a whole system of tariff and internal taxation, is to say 
that they may exploit all the meaning out of the clause of the Constitution which 
we are now considering, and may rob the House of the last vestige of its rights 
under that clause, 


I will read no more from that debate, although there is the same 
sentiment in just as strong language expressed by other gentlemen 
Will anybody here tell me that upon our little bill of the Forty-sixth 
Congress to make quinine free the Senate could have ingrafted amend 
ments covering the whole subject of the tariff and internal-revenue 
legislation besides ? 

I wish to say a word more before I close against the substitute pre- 
sented. Heretofore the House has been charged with standing too 
punctiliously upon its privileges. Now we see what to meis a humili- 
ating spectacle, that the majority of this House are seeking to refer to 
a conference committee a question as to whether or not their privileges 
have been invaded, and refer it to a Ccemmittee made up in part of the 
men who have made the invasion, if there be one.- [ care not tor your 
recital in the preamble, for the preamble is naught. The resolution is 
that that committee may consider and report to this House—consider 
in the private chamber of a conference committee. In that private 
chamber this great right, which for five centuries has never been sur 


en 
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rendered where there were Anglo-Saxon legislators, is to be settled by 
the men who made the violation under the pressure of party necessity. 
Make out of it what you please, the country will understand that you 
are running over all rules; that you are surrendering the privileges of 
the House and people, that you are marching through the Constitution 
of yourcountry to take care of the monopolists and the protected classes. 

Mr. REED. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois if 
he desires it. 

Mr. MORRISON. I am greatly obliged by the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. When with others I have contended here day after 
day for the privilege, which ought to be ours by right, of voting for or 
against the bill under consideration, I believed it was a bill which orig- 
inated here to reduce taxation and just such a bill as the Senate had a 
right to amend—that the Senate had so amended the bill and returned 
it here for our approval or rejection of such amendments. The question 
in dispute is simply one of constitutional power, and it will appear from 
that clause of the Constitution just read to the House by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. KNortr] that the power to raise revenue from what- 
ever source, internal or external, excise or tariff, is derived from the 
same clause of the Constitution, and that no distinction is made in that 
provision or clause of the Constitution whether the revenue is derived 
from one source or the other. 

The bill must originate in the House to obtain revenue from either 
source, and is a revenue bill and may, like other bills, be amended in 
the Senate. The question is not whether this is a bill relating to in- 
ternal or external taxation; but wasit a revenue bill when it originated 
here, and is it a revenue bill as amended and returned? The fact that 
it is such is not questioned by any one, I believe, and this, it seems to 
me, admits the right of the Senate to propose the amendments it has 
proposed. 

Sir, the bill we sent to the Senate was a bill to reduce taxes received 
from banks and other internal sources not including tobacco. As the 
bill comes back to us a reduction is also made on internal tobacco tax, 
and so far as I know no one has questioned the right of the Senate to 
80 amend as to relieve tobacco. It is known to us all that part of the 
tariff tax on tobacco is or was claimed to be imposed to protect our in- 
ternal revenue from that source, and when the internal tax is reduced 
the tariff should be reduced in like proportion. If thisis not true and 
you remove all tax from tobacco the tariffon it will be prohibitory and 
you will get no revenue from that product. 

Do gentlemen intend to insist here that the Senate can so amend as 
to reduce the one tax, internal, on tobacco and not the other? Or do 
gentlemen intend to be understood as disputing the right of the Senate 
to reduce this tax also? They have not said so. Therefore it is that 
I insist the right of the Senate to propose these amendments is conceded 
in the argument made and the facts admitted. We can only deny this 
right, it seems to me, by denying what the Constitution gives in unmis- 
takable terms. The Constitution making no distinction between the 
two sources of revenue when determining the right to originate and the 
right to propose amendments, we can make none. The Senate has 
power in my opinion by amendment to increase or decrease any tax we‘ 


originate. It may propose to add to or take from the subjects of taxa- 
tion. It may, as I believe, change or propose to change the character 


of the tax on any article, and get more from external and less from in- 
ternal taxation without changing the character of a revenue bill, with- 
out infringing our rights to originate or without prejudicing our power 
over the subject to be exercised by concurring or rejecting amendments 
proposed by the Senate, 

Mr. REED. Iyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, if he desires it. 

Several Members. Move the previous question now. 

Mr. HASKELL. Other gentlemen desire to be heard. 

Mr. REED. I will move the previous question if there is no desire 
to discuss it further. If the gentleman from New Jersey desires to be 
heard I will yield to him such time as he may wish. 

The SPEAKER. What time does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. REED. I yield fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RopEson] 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, there can be no doubt abont the im- 
portance of a constitutional question upon any subject which controls 
the action of either House of Congress. And still less can there be 
doubt of the importance of this question, which is the very question 
which lies at the foundation of the Constitution and the relations of 
the two Houses themselves and of the powers which are given to them 
as separate Houses. When the Constitution of our country was framed 
the question of the right of the House of Representatives to originate 
all revenue bills was the pivotal question upon which was decided the 
final question of whether there should or should not be a Constitution. 

This right was demanded and yielded to the House for two reasons. 
First, because it directly represented the people, and depended for its 
membership upon population, and because in analogy with the British 
constitution, upon the suggestions of which ours was framed, it was pro- 
vided by our fathers that the right of taxation should go with the rep- 





resentation of the people, and not only the right to impose taxes but 


also, and here is the governing point of this case, the right to select in the 
first instance the objects of taxation. Therefore was it provided that 
this right should be inherent in the representatives directly selected by 
the people. Secondly, this right was givenexclusively to the House of 
Representatives as a compromise between the larger and the smaller 
States. The smaller States claimed the right to be represented as soy- 
ereignties in the Senate by equal representations with the imperial Com- 
monwealths with which they were associated in the Union; and as a 
compromise of that question this right was reserved to the House of 
Representatives. 

Thus it will be seen that no more important question can ever arise 
here for the consideration of the representatives of the people, and it is 
the question upon which, in the growing interests of business and wealth 
in our country, the future character of our Government is to he deter- 
mined. It is urged to-day that the business interests of the country 
press for a decision of the questions of tariff, and that any man who 
asks that we pause to consider the question of our constitutional rights 
and their invasion is interfering with the business interests of the coun- 
try. But I say to you that the history of free governments and of the 
rights of the people show all down the pathway of its progress this 
one fact that whenever the constitutional rights of the people have been 
surrendered they have always been sacrificed under the pressure of 
what was claimed to be an imperative business necessity. 

The simple question here is, whether, when we send to the Senate— 
everybody admits that we have the right, the exclusive right, to origi- 
nate ‘‘ bills for raising revenue’’—whether, when we send a bill to the 
Senate covering certain subjects-matter of taxation and providing for 
raising revenue on them, selecting for ourselves in the first instance the 
objects in regard to which we originate that bill, the Senate can take 
it, and founding its power upon the special objects which we select and 
the provisions which we originate in regard to them, can enlarge its 
jurisdiction to the whole subject-matter of revenue and taxation. 

The question involved is whether when we send a bill to the Senate 
altering the internal revenue derived from a single article the Senate 
can ingraft upon that action a general revision of thetariff. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNorr] claims, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr.. MorrIson ] followed him, that when we give the Senate 
the jurisdiction of tobacco we jump from internal revenue by sugges- 
tion to tariff legislation because tobacco is affected under both systems. 
My proposition is broader than that which they suggest. It does not 
rest merely upon any classification between internal revenue and tariff 
taxation. 

It is that the right to originate revenue bills, which is exclusively 
with the House, includes the right to select the subjects and objects 
upon which the revenue is to be raised. Ifit were otherwise our right 
is worth nothing; and the men who made the Constitution understood 
that too well to have intended any such thing. To say that when we 
send a bill to the Senate to repeal the duty upon religious books or to 
admit the statue of Washington free of duty, that as that is a revenue 
bill the Senate may on it grasp and appropriate to itself all this ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of the House, and claiming what it has no right to 
claim and what is forbidden to it by the Constitution of our country, is 
to say squarely that provision of the Constitution upon which the ques- 
tion of its adoption rested was a hollow sham and not worth the con- 
troversy of children. 

I now read from the Globe of March 3, 1871, this resolution of the 
House, on that day unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That this House maintains that it is its sole and exclusive privilege to 
originate all bills directly affecting the revenue, whether such bills be for the im- 


position, reduction, or repeal of taxes, and in the exercise of this privilege, in 
the first instance, to limit and appoint— 


Mark the words— 
To limit and appoint the ends, purposes, considerations, and lim itations of such 
bills, whether relating to the matter,«nanner, measure, or time of their introduc- 


tion, subject to the right of the Senate to * propose or concur with amendments 
as on other bills.” 


Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman allow me right there—— 

Mr. ROBESON. I have very little time; it is hard to illustrate a 
great question in fifteen minutes—— 

Mr. BROWNE. But fora moment. Suppose we sent to the Senate 
a bill proposing to raise revenue on but two commodities, as, for in- 
stance, on tobacco and spirits. Now, to what extent may the Senate 
upon such a bill add amendments ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I have not the time to pause. I am making a gen- 
eral argument with limited time and must pursue it or abandon it, and 
I can not be led astray into by-paths to the consumption of time, even 
to answer my friend’s simple question. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that resolution covers this whole question, and it 
bears the highest sanction. It was reported to this House by Mr. Sam- 
uel Hooper, then a leading member from Massachusetts. With him 
were associated Mr. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, now a legislator in another 
co-ordinate body of this Government, and Mr. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, 
another legislator now in another co-ordinate legislative branch, and it 
was passed unanimously less than two days before the House adjourned. 
I now desire to read upon this subject a few words of wisdom and of 
strength from a man who lately died in the discharge of his duty, as 
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the representative man of the people of this country; I refer to our for- 
mer colleague the late President Garfield: 


Mr. Speaker, I regard this as a most important report on a subject most 
vitally affecting the rights of this House. I have prepared with such care and 
deliberation as I could give a very careful statement of the history of this clause 


of the Constitution now in question (which was borrowed from the British con- 
stitution) and the precedents on the subject from the First Congress down to the 
present time. Rather than take the time of the House I will ask leave to print 
these remarks. I wish to say merely that the House has never, at any time, so 
far as I can find, when the matter was challenged, or called up, surrendered the 
right claimed in the resolution now pending; and if the House should ever 
make such surrender, I should look upon it asa dark day for the liberties of the 


country. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Was that Garfield? 

Mr. ROBESON. Those are the words of James A. Garfield. And 
now, still further to pursue that precedent. In April, 1872, the same 
question came up that is here presented. This House had originated 
and passed a tariff bill repealing the duty on tea and coffee and sent it 
to the Senate. The Senate added to it a revision of the internal- 
revenue taxation. When this came to the House then, Mr. DAWEs, 
now a Senator, supported by Mr. Garfield, by Mr. William A. Wheeler, 
late Vice-President, by Mr. Fernando Wood, by Mr. Benjamin FP. But- 
ler, by Mr. Clarkson N. Potter, most cogently and learnedly by Mr. 
SAMUEL S. Cox, by Mr. WILLIAM 8. HOLMAN, by Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
HAWLEY, Mr. Fryk, Mr. Concer, Mr. HALE, Mr. SAWYER, and 
by Mr. Beck—-what a galaxy of men who attained high positions by 
being faithful to the rights of the people and their representatives— 
and supported by every man in the House except 9, offered a resolu- 
tion not merely to send the bill toa conference, but to lay the bill 
upon the table and kill it altogether. 

Now I have no desire to kill this bill. It contains valuable provis- 
ions which may not be subject to the constitutional objection. It con- 
tains many provisions repealing internal-revenue taxation and reduc- 
ing the taxation of the people of this country nearly equal to if not 
more than $30,000,000. My own position on this constitutional ques- 
tion has never been doubtful or misunderstood. I have not hesitated 
to declare them publicly, whenever and wherever its relation to this 
bill has been privately or publicly discussed. If it were the only al- 
ternative presented to me I should be forced to vote for the position 
taken by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], for whatever 
I may represent, whatever may be the pressure of business interests, 
whatever may be the feelings of individual men or of communities 
under the pressure of these interests, I could not find it in my con- 
science or in accordance with my ideas of public duty ever to consent 
to resign the rights of that body to which the people elected me when 
‘find those rights invaded on the very point which gives that body its 
only superior and real power. 

But I desire to have what is good in this bill saved if I can. I desire 
to have it go back to the Senate, and I would say to them, ‘‘ Gentlemen, 
you have invaded our rights, the rights of the people we represent; you 
have assumed powers to which you have no shadow of claim. Now, 
we ask you to act upon the proposition which we sent to you. Send it 
back to us, if you choose, acting upon all the subject-matters which we 
have originated and embraced in it and sent to you, and if it is a good 
bill then we will accept it, and if we think it is not a good bill we may 
amend it, and under our right to originate measures for raising revenue 
we may add to it other subjects, both of internal and external taxation, 


if the interests of the country seem to demand it; but you have no right | 
to do that unless we submit them for youraction.’’ I am the more earn- | 


est on this question in the face of the plain history of this Government. 
To-day—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] to 
yield tome one minute more. The Senate are to-day the representative 
of aggregate wealth and property; while the House of Representatives 
are the representatives of the people. 

Keeping pace with theiradvancing position the members of that body, 
in the interest of the powers they represent, grasp day by day more and 
more of the power which belongs to the representatives of the people. 
And, my friends, you and I and all of us can never stand justified in 
the light of history if we yield under any pressure, individual or popu- 
lar, to the demands of mere business interests, to the arrogant assump- 
tion of their representatives in the Senate, our rights and privileges as 
members of the popular body—if we, the tribunes of the people, charged 
with the protection of their rights, yield not only our own prerogative 
but their dearest and more cherished rights. 

Mr. REED. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McLANe}. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Allow me to make this remark: I 
have ten minutes which I desire to yield. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. REED] can dispose of his time now or later. 

Mr. REED. Yield your ten minutes, and let us get through with 
that now. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I yield five minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 


Mr. REED. I did not understand that the gentleman reserved any 











Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The Speaker announced that there 
was so much of my time remaining. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, There is not a member on this floor who is more 
thoroughly convinced than I that the Senate Chamber has invaded the 
constitutional prerogatives and powers of this House under color of an 
amendment to an excise bill, offering to us an elaborate revision of the 
tariff system of the country. 

Still I am not in favor of the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HASKELL]. I can not formy life see what good is tocome 
from clothing a conference committee with power to inquire into and 
report upon this substantial invasion of constitutional prerogatives 
after you shall have considered the bill to which your objection lies 
and the material results have all passed beyond your control. 

It is a singular spectacle presented. I doubt if there could be mus- 
tered a corporal’s guard of members of this House to-day, who, as an 
original proposition, would favor the passage of the Senate tariff bill. 
I doubt if there be one-fifth of the members constituting this body who 
would vote to pass that bill as an original proposition. But I am 
equally certain that there are many here that would be induced to take 
it, if it was offered as the only alternative by which to escape the in- 
fliction of the product of a conference. I hazard nothing in the asser- 
tion, if I may be permitted to talk as broadly as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Reep] did on yesterday—I hazard nothing in the assertion 
when I say that though the record does not prove it, everybody knows 
that this tariff revision is destined to die, and is dying now in the House 
of its self-asserted friends, who do not intend that either the Senate or 
the conference bill shall be enacted into law. 

Mr. REED. Then by that language the gentleman from Kentucky 
means to assert that he is a friend of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky’? means to 
assert that he would accept the Senate bill in preference to anything 
that is likely to come from a committee of conference appointed by the 
two Houses on the tariff question, and would vote to concur in the 
Senate amendment, if it was the only means and method to save us 
from the results of a star-chamber inquisition like that which it is pro- 
posed to inaugurate. 

I mean to assert more, and challenge contradiction, that gentlemen 
upon the other side who are now clamoring for the maintenance of the 
rights of this House and for the institution of this conference do not 
intend to allow either the Senate bill or any other bill upon the sub- 
ject of a tariff to be crystallized intolaw. It isa process employed that 
is not direct in its methods. We are not playing open hands—at least 
the other side is not doing it. We stand here demanding and c¢lamor- 
ing for the poor privilege of voting to concur or non-concur; and we 
can not have it. We can not even have aconterence committee that is 
not to be handicapped and loaded down with extraordinary duties, soas to 
insure the utter worthlessness of any work which we might look for from 
it. We might as well charge the truth and leave it to the country to 
determine whether it is sustained. I make the prediction—I take the 
hazard of risking the assertion that those who have shown themselves 
possessed of the power to shape the policies of this House upon t 
question do not intend and will not permit either the partial relief of- 
fered by the Senate to become law or any other tariff bill at all to be 
acted upon by these two Houses. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I yield two minntes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
KNOTT] assumed that section 7 of the Constitution covering this ques- 
tion would, by its very letter, admit of no construction, but construed 
itself, and was self-evident. If that is so, then the position taken by 
the gentleman is correct. But that section has two clauses. ‘The one 
says that the House only shall originate bills for raising revenne—the 
House only shall create. The Senate, by the second clause, may com- 
plete—may alter or amend, but may not destroy and substitute for the 
measure sent to them an entirely different creation. Therein is the 
whole sum and essence of this question. There was a purpose in the 
minds of the framers of the Constitution when they adopted that see- 


his 





| tion; and if the Senate can destroy the original measure by what they 





calla substitute, then where was the sense in declaring that the House 
only shall originate or create? 

Men in construing laws must inquire for the will of the maker; must 
look into the sense and justice and reason of the law. If when this 
House is vested with the power of originating the Senate may destroy 
in the guise of a substitute, there is no virtue in our power of originat- 
ing. [Here the hammer fell.] Just one word more. I hold in my 
right hand this bill as created by the House. In my left hand is the 
creation of the Senate. That body has destroyed every fiber of the 
original measure and has substituted an entirely different creation. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprinGer}. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the question involved in this reapln- 
tion seems to me one of so much importance that I desire time to ex- 
plain my vote, not having opportunity in this limited debate for an 
argument. 
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Under the Constitution, a8 all concede, the House of Representatives 
must originate revenue bills, while the Senate may propose amend- 
ments to such bills as on other bills. What amendments may the Sen- 
ate propose to other bills? A bill, for instance, making appropriations 
for the support of the Post-Office Department is a revenue bill or a 
money bill in the same sense that this is a bill of that class. Will it 
be held by gentlemen on this floor that the Senate may attach to an 
ordinary appropriation bill a bill revising the tariff? I think not. 
May theSenate, under its power to amend, attach to any bill which we 
may pass (no matter what the subject) a bill to revise the tariff? I 
think not. In respect to this power of the Senate to amend revenue 
bills, there must be a limit; we must draw the line somewhere. 

1 draw the line here—the proposed amendment must be upon the 
subject-matter of the bill. If we pass a bill to remove the duty from 
quinine will it be held that the Senate as an amendment to that bill 
may send us a bill revising the duty on metals, embracing the whole 
metal schedule and leaving out entirely the subject of quinine? 

In this case the Senate has stricken out all of the House bill except 
the enacting clause, and has inserted an entirely new bill upon different 
subjects from that contemplated by the measure as passed by the House 
of Representatives. 

An amendment imposing duties on chemicals, cotton, and woolen 
goods, iron, steel, and lumber is not germane to a bill repealing internal 
taxes on matches, bank checks, and proprietary medicines. The Senate 
amendments are not germane to the House bill and are in violation of 
the prerogatives of the House of Representatives. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. REED. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McLANE]. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, like thegentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Knorr], I differ with great reserve with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], for whom I have very great respect. 

In determining this question it is only necessary it seems to me, to 
take the two clauses of the Constitution; the one authorizing Congress 
‘*to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises;’’ and the other, 
providing that revenue bills shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives that may be amended in the Senate as other bills. Take those 
two clauses of the Constitution together, remembering that all consti- 
tutional language is judicial language. Therefore, when we find it Ge- 
clared that a revenue bill may be amended as any other bill, we require 
no speculation, no precedent to determine what this language means, 
amendments of which the bill is susceptible in parliamentary law. 
Whatever amendment is proper under parliamentary law is an amend- 
ment which the Senate may make to a revenue bill. 

There is no other signification in the terms. A revenue bill is a bill 
to lay taxes, duties, imposts, or excises. A bill to raise revenue by im- 
posts can be amended by a clause raising revenue by excises. In this 
very Congress we proposed to tack an amendment for raising revenue 
by imposts to a bill raising revenue by excises. And then this side of 
the House voted to amend the internal-revenue tax bill by putting to 
ita tax of imposts. And the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. CARLISLE], a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
not only sustained that motion, but he vindicated on this floor the 
parliamentary practice which allowed an internal-revenue bill to be 
amended by a tax on imposts. And although the honorable Speaker 
of this House at that time ruled it to be out of order, on this side we 
were well-nigh unanimous. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what has the practice of the British House of 
Commons to do with the American Congress ? 

We have no House of Lords. We have no body representing a crown. 
We have two bodies, one representing the people and the other repre- 
senting the States that formed the CouAitution and the Union. And 
never in an American Congress would I desire to see any reflection cast 
upon the body which represents the States. And I must be pardoned 
if I repel the argument of the honorable gentleman from New Jersey 
[| Mr. Ropeson ], who would seek to make of the Legislature of his coun- 
try a single legislative democracy. He would seek to constitute a sin- 
tle legislative body when the Constitution has constituted two. Now, 
in England there is in faet but one branch, there is but one body, and 
that the House of Commons. The House of Lords is a fiction, a per- 
fect fiction; it is powerless to interfere with legislation, but in this 
country the Senate, representing the States, is all powerful with the 
House except on the one single issue of originating a revenue bill. I 
hold inmy hand the debate in the Federal Convention when it was pro- 
posed there—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland, One minute more. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. It was proposed in that Federal Con- 





amendment to that bill as to any other bill. The amendment must be 
germane, and that is all. The point! make further isthat the amend. 
ment is on an internal-revenue bill oran impost revenue, and that the 
amendment is strictly germane. 

Mr. CALKINS and Mr. BUTTERWORTH addressed the House. 
[See Appendix. ] 

Mr. REED. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Browne}. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not propose to discuss this question within 
the limits of one minute. I simply rise for the purpose of saying that 
I have no kind of doubt that the Senate, in making this amendment tv 
a bill originating in the House, kept within its powers and invaded nu 
constitutional prerogative of the House. I shall not vote for the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Georgia, and will only consent to vote fi; 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Kansas because I am in- 
formed it does not assert that the Senate has transcended its powers in 
this matter of legislation. , 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. It does in the preamble. 

Mr. BROWNE. Then I shall vote for it, asserting for myself that | 
do not agree with the preamble if it casts even the shadow of doubt upon 
the right of the Senate to amend a revenue bill originating in the House 
of Representatives. This bill was a revenue bill when it started trom 
this House; it was a revenue bill when the Senate returned it here 
and I confess | can not understand just when or at what point it ceased 
to be one. When the Constitution reserves to the Senate the right to 
amend a revenue bill originating in the House I suppose it uses the term 
amendment in the common parliamentary sense of that word. Gentle- 
men assume there is some technical meaning to the word ‘‘amendment "’ 
as used in the Constitution, and that it did not mean amendment pro- 
vided it changed the character of the original bill as it left the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. BUCKNER. 
other bills.” 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Lintend but to make a single statement. And that 
is, that I believe from the precedents and my study of the Constitution 
that the Senate has transcended its power in the bill it has sent to us 
I had intended to go to some length to prove this from precedents, trom 
the history of the formation of the Constitution, and from general prin- 
ciples in a manner which would be satisfactory to me at least if not to 
others. But I am about to perform a great act of generosity to the 
House and to the community. I am going to omit that speech; and 
the omission is the more singular favor because such an opportunity in 
the common course of events seldom happens to a man more than once 
in his lifetime. Anticipating the gratitude both of the House and of 
future generations, I call for the previous question. [Laughter. } 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the substitute be again read. 

The proposed substitute was again read. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I ask for separate Votes on the pre- 
amble and the resolution. 

Mr. REED. The call for separate votes is not in order on the ques- 
tion of substitution. The first vote, I submit, must be on the substi 
tute as a whole. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Our votes for or against the resolution 
may depend upon how we view the separate propositions in the pre 
amble and the resolutions. 

Mr. REED. I apprehend, Mr. Speaker, that on the question of sub 
stitution, which is the first question before the House, the substitute 
must be taken asa whole. Afterward, on the passage of the substi 
tute, which thén becomes the original resolution, the division asked 
by the gentleman from Georgia may be in order, if it is in order at all 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I leave the Speaker to decide whether 
I am in order in demanding a division. 

The SPEAKER. The only doubt the Chair has is on the point sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED.] There is no doubt 
but that a separate vote may be had on the resolution as distinct 
from the preamble, and the vote would come first on the resolution, 
as in the adoption of a joint resolution of the two Houses, because 
the preamble is no part of the legislation, except as it declares perhaps 
the reason for the legislation. This is in the form of a substitute for 
the pending resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
HAMMOND], and the Chair is inclined to hold that a division may he 
had unless there is some precedent to the contrary. 

Mr. REED. I submit to the Chair that a division can not be had 
before the substitution. 

The SPEAKER. But the substitute is nothing but an amendment. 


The Senate has the power of amendment ‘‘as on 


vention that the Senate should not amend a bill, and Mr. Madison, Mr. | If an amendment involves propositions which are distinct and independ- 
Wilson, and Dr. Franklin debated this very question at length, and the | ent in their character the Chair knows of no practice that, would pre- 
convention struck out the words ‘‘that the Senate shall not amend’’ | vent a division being demanded. 


and inserted the words ‘‘shall amend ’’ as they amend any other bill. In 
the face of such a record how can it be contended the Senate have no 
right to make a germane amendment? 

The point I make, Mr. Speaker, is that they can make just such an 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I demand a division. 

Mr. REED. Butthe question now before the House is whether this 
resolution shall be substituted for the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
gentleman from Maine is out of order in discussing the question after 
the decision of the Chair. : 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine suggests no new point. 
The Chair knows of no practice that changes the general rule. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair allow me to suggest that the question 
would apparently come in this way? The question is on substitution, 
the substitution of what the gentleman from Kansas {[ Mr. HASKELL | 
has proposed for what the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND} 


| 


| Pettibone, 


has proposed. You can not divide it so as to propose to the House they | 


shall adopt one half of what the gentleman from Kansas has proposed, 
and not the whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the word substitution means nothing more 
than another form of stating that the gentleman trom Kansas proposes 
to amend the original resolution by the preamble and resolution which 
he submits. 


ting in one of the substantive propositions in the amendment, and not | 


both, and should bave the privilege of voting separately. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 
Does the Chair decide the substitute can be divided, and that we can 
vote on the preamble and resolution as separate propositions ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that, unless some precedent the 
other way can be cited. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have always understood the contrary; I 
can not find a precedent on thequestion. But a substitute is to be taken 
in its entirety, preamble and all. That is my recollection ot it. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any instance of that practice the Chair 
would be glad to have his attention called to it. In the absence of 
any case cited the Chair will submit the question first upon agreeing 
to that part of the substitute included in the resolution which has been 
read. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
preamble should come first. 

The SPEAKER. The vote should come first on the resolution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 1 suggest, with all respect, that if the sub- 
stitute shall be adopted, then it can be divided on the final vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] that the division might as well be taken upon 
the adoption of the substitute. If the House shall decide toamend the 


I submit whether the vote on the 


And the House might be quite willing to amend by put- | 


I rise to a question of order. The | Morey, 


Reed 


" Smalls, 
Morse, Rice, John B. Smith, A. Herr 
Norcross, Rice, Wm. W. Smith, Dietrich C 
O'Neill, Rich, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Page, Richardson, D.P. Spaulding, 
Parker, Ritchie, Speer, 
Paul, Robeson, Spooner, 
Payson, Robinson,Geo. D. Steele, 
Peelle, Robinson, Jas. S. Stone, 
Peirce, Russell, Strait, 


Ryan, Taylor, Ezra B. 


Phelps, Scranton, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Pound, Shallenberger, Townsend, Amos 
Prescott Sherwin, ryler, 
Ray, Shultz, Updegraff, 
NAYS—120. 

Aiken, Culberson, Hutchins, 

| Armfield Curtin, Jones, George W 
Atherton, Davidson, Jones, James K 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, 

|} Beach, Deuster, King, 
Belmont, Dibrell, Klotz 
Beltzhoover Dowd, Knott 
Berry, Dugro, Ladd 
Blackburn Dunn, Leedom 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Le Fevre 
Bliss, Evins, Manning, 
Blount, Flower, Martin 
Bragg, Forney, Matson, 
Buchanan Frost, MeCoid, 
Buckner, Garrison MeKenzie, 
Caldwell Geddes, MeMillin, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Mills, 
Cassidy, Gunter, Money, 





original proposition in that way, then the question would come on the | 


original proposition as amended, and the same division could be had as 
the gentleman now asks. 

Mr. REED. That is the time when it should be had. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would have the right to a separate 
vote in that way on each branch of the proposition. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I prefer the other way, because the 
House might adopt the resolution and refuse to adopt the preamble. 
If that were true, there might be gentiemen who would vote for the 
substitute who otherwise would not do so. 1 want to know before the 
vote for the substitution comes where my vote will take me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question first upon that 
portion of the substitute involved in the resolution which has been 
read. If that shall be voted down, the preamble would go with it, 
the Chair thinks. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
lution is voted down the preamble would go with it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, because their would be noth- 
ing left of it; the substantive part of it is the resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then the question should not be divided. 

The SPEAKER. The House may conclude to amend the preamble 
before adopting it. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution 
proposed as a substitute. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 45 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 120, not 
voting 27; as follows: 


YEAS—144. 


Aldrich, Caswell, Guenther, Jones, Phineas 
Anderson, Chace, Hall, Jorgensen 
rT, Crapo, Hammond, John — -Toyce, 
Bayne, Cullen, Hardenbergh, Kasson, 
Belford, dutts, Harmer, Kelley, 
Bingham, Darrall, Harris, Benj. \ Ketcham, 
Bisbee, Davis,George R. Haskell, Lacey, 
Bowman, Jawes, Hazelton, Lewis, 
wer, Deering, Heilman, Lindsey, 
Briggs, De Motte, Henderson, Lord, 
Browne, Dezendorf, Hepburn, Lynch, 
umm, Dingley, Hill, Mackey, 
Buck, Dunnell, Hiscock, Marsh, 
Burrows, Julius, Dwight, Hitt, Mason, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Errett, Horr, McClure, 
Butterworth, Farwell, Chas. B. Houk, McCook, 
kins, Farwell, Sewell S. Hubbell, McKinley, 
= bell, Fisher, * Hubbs, McLean, Jas. H. 
ler, George, Humphrey, Miles, 
Cannon, Godshalk, Jacobs Miller, 
Carpenter, Grout, Jadwin, Moore, 


Do I understand the Chair to hold that if the reso- | 


| Cornell, 


We may as well have the yeas and nays on that. | 


| Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] which has been adopted in place of the 


Chapman, Hammond, N. J. Morrison 

Clardy Hardy, Moulton, 

Clark, Harris, Henry 8 Muldrow, 

Clements, Haseltine, Mutchler 

Cobb, Hatch, Nolan, 

Colerick Herbert, Oates, 

Converse Hewitt, G. W Phister, 

Cook, Hoblitzell, Randall, 

Covington, Hoge, teagan, 

Cox, Samuel 8 Holman, Reese, 

Cox, William R. Hooker, Rice, Theron M 

Cravens, House, Richardson, J.S 
NOT VOTING—27 

Barbour, Doxey, McLane, Robt. M 

Slack, Ellis, Mosgrove, 

Bland, Ford, Murch, 

Cabell, Fulkerson, Neal 


Camp, Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram $8 


Latham, 


Pacheco 
Ranney, 


Crowley Skinner 
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an Aernam, 
an Horn, 
an Voorhis, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 
Webber, 
West, 

White, 
Willits, 
Wood, Walter A 


Robertson, 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 

toss, 


Scales, 


Scoville, 


Shelley 
Simonton, 
Singleton, J, 


W 


Singleton, Otho R 
Sparks, 

Springer 
Stockslayer, 
Palbott 
Thompson, P. B 
Pownshend, R. W 
Puc ACT, 
Purner, Henry G 
Turner, Osear 

\ pson 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 


Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 


Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wilson 

Wise, George D 


Wise, Morgan R 


Thomas 
Thomps« 
Wadswo ; 
Williams, Chas, GQ, 
Wood, Benjamin 


Young 


mm, Wm. G 
rth 


So the resolution of the proposed substitute was adopted 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr 


TOWNSHEND of Illinois. 


| amend the laws imposing import duties; 


Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. MCLANE of Maryland. 

Mr. Doxey with Mr. BLACK. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon adopting that por- . 
tion of the substitute which is contained in the preamble 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 117 
noes 36. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CULBERSON called for the yeas and nays 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; 
were 20 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
navs were not ordered. 

The preamble was accordingly adopted. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the adoption of the 
original resolution as amended. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. On that I call for the yeas and nays 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 42 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative heing more than one-fifth of the last vote) the yea 
and nays were ordered , 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

The SPEAKER. 


and there 


Let the resolution as amended be read 
It is the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
reso) 
lution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [M1 

Mr. CULBERSON, I ask that it now be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be again read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas House bill No. 5538, entitled“ An act to reduce 
tion, and for other purposes,” 


HAMMOND ] 


internal-revennue 
under the form of an amendment in the 
title 33 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for duties on imports 
modified and changed by the introduction of new provisior ‘ining, among 
other things, a general revision of the statutes referred to as both to in« 
and reduce duties on imports and in many instances to repeal and in others to 
and 

Whereas in the opinion of the House it is believed that such changes and alter- 


taxa 
Se te to 
has been so 
s cont 


"Case 
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ations are in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Constitution, which 
requires that all bills for raising revenue sluall originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; Therefore, 

Resolved, That, if this bill shall be referred to a committee of conference, it 
shall be the duty of the conferees on the part of the House on said committee 
to consider fully (he constitutional objections to said bill as amended by the Sen- 
ate and herein referred to, and to bring the same, together with the opinion of 
the House in regard thereto, before said conference, and if necessary in their 
opinion, aller having conferred with the Senate conferees, said conferees on 
said conmitlee may nimake report to the House in regard to the objections to 
said bill herein referred to, 


Mr. BROWNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If this propo- 
sition should now be voted down, what becomes of the resolution of 
the gentleman trom Georgia (Mr. ILAMMOND] ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be lost; the whole proposition would fail. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 122, not vot- 
ing JU; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Anderson, George, Marsh, Scranton, 
Barr, Godshalk, Mason, Shallenberger, 
Ruyne, Grout, McClure, Sherwin, 
Bingham, Guenther, MeCook, Shultz, 
Bishwe, Hlall, MekKiuley, Smalls, 
Bowman, Hammond, John Mclean, Jas. H. Smith, A. Herr 
Brewer, Hardenbergh, Miles, Smith, Dietrich C, 
Driggggs, Harmer, Miller, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Brumim, Harris, Benj. W. = Moore, Spaulding, 
Duck, Haskell, Mevrey, Speer, 
Burrows, Julius C, Tlazelton, Morse, Spooner, 
Burrows, Jos, LL. Eleilman, Norcross, Sicele, 
Butterworth, Henderson, O Neill, Stone, 
Calkins, Hepburn, Page, Strait, 
Campbell, Hill, Parker, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Candler, Iliscock, Paul, Taylor, Joseph D, 
Cannon, Hitt, l’ayson, Thomas, 
Cuswell, llorr, Peele, Townsend, Amos 
Chace, Houk, Peirce, Tyler, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Phelps, Urner, 
Cullen, Hubba, Pound, Valentine, 
Cutts, Ilumphrey, Prescott, Van Aernam, 
Davis, George R.  Jacols, Ranuey, Van Horn, 
Dawes, Jadwin, Ray, Van Voorhis, 
Deering, Jones, Phineas Reed, Wait, 
De Motte, Jorgensen, Rice, John B, Walker, 
Dezendorf, Joyve, Rice, Wm, W. Ward, 
Dingley, Kelley, Rich, Washburn, 
Doxey, Ketcham, Richardson, D. P. Watson, 
Dunnell, lacey, Ritchie, Webber, 
Dwight, Lewis, Robeson, Weat, 
Errett, Lindsey, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 
Farwell, Chas. B, | Lord, Robinson, Jas. 8. Williams, Chas, G. 
Fisher, Lyuch, Russell, Wood, Walter A. 
Ford, Mackey, Ryan, 

NAYS—122. 
Aiken, Culberson, Jones, Geo. W. Robinson, Wm. E. 
Aruitield, Curtin, Jones, James K, Rosecrans, 
Atiuerton, Davidson, Kenna, loss, 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes II. King, Scales, 
Barbour, Deuster, Klotz, Scoville, 
Beach, Dibrell, Knott, Shelley, 
Belmort, Dowd, Ladd, Simonton, 
Beltzhoover, Dunn, Leedom, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Berry, Ellis, Le Fevre, Singleton, Otho R. 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Manning, Sparks, 
Blanchard, Evina, Martin, Springer, 
Bliss, Flower, Matson, Stockslager, 
Blount, Forney, MecCoid, Talbott, 
Bragg, Frost, McKgnale, Thompson, P. B. 
Browne, Fulkerson, MeMillia, Townshend, R. W. 
Buchanan, Garrison, Mills, Tucker, 
Buckner, Geddes, Money, Turner, Henry G. 
Caldwell, Gibson, Morrison, Turner, Oscar 
Carlisle, Gunter, Moulton, Updegraff, 
Cassidy, Hammond, N.J. Muldrow, Upson, 
Chapman, Hardy, Murch, Vance, 
Clardy, Harris, Henry S. Mutchler, Warner, 
Clark, Tlaseltine, Nolan, Wellborn, 
Clements, Hatch, Oates, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Herbert, Phister Whitthorne 
Colerick, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, Williams, Thomas 
Converse, Hoblitzell, Reagan, Willis, 
Cook, Hoe, Reese, Wilson 
Covington, Holman, Rice, Theron M. Wise, George D. 
Cox, Samuel 8, looker, Richardson, J. 8. 
Cravens, liouse, Robertson, 

NOT VOTING—3., 

Aldrich, Cox, William R. Kasson, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Belford, Crowley, Latham, Wadsworth, 
Black, Darrall, Melane, Robt, M. Willits, 
Bland, Dugro Moxgrove, Wise, Morgan R. 
Cabell, Farwell, Sewell S. Neal, Wood, in 
Camp, Herndon, Pacheco, Young. 
Carpenter, Hewitt, Abram 8. Pettibone, 
Cornell, Hutchins, Skinner, 


So the resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. CkowLky with Mr, boone. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 355) to authorize Major William Ludlow, United States 
Army, to accept a civil position. 





The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural Report 
for the year 1883. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 361) granting a pension to Wellington V. Heusted: 

A bill (H. R. 507) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington; 

A bill (HH. R. 984) for the relief of Ralph P. Ford; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Thomas Allcock; 

A bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; 

A bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey; 

A bill (H. R. sia} for the relief of William M. Meredith; 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting relief to the heirs of Kunigunda A. 
Miller, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 3106) restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to Anthony B. Graves; 

A bill (H. R. 4562) tor the relief of Julia A. Stimers; 

A bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weinstein; 

A bill (H. R. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin tu the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5808) to rerate the pension of Frank S. Sowers; 

A bill (H. R. 5906) granting a pension to Harriet N. Abbott; 

A bill th R. 6400) granting a pension to Mrs. Orpah Meacham; 

A bill (H. R. 6425) to increase the pension of Robert Henne; 

A bill (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to George C. Rust; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) granting a pension to Kate Quilligan; 

A bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major- 
General G. K. Warren; and 

A bill (H. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and 
spurious teas. 

TARIFF AND INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, under the rule adopted this day, I 
move to suspend the rules and take from the Speaker's table House 
bill No. 5538, with the Senate amendment thereto, entitled ‘‘ A bill to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation ’’ and to declare a disagreement with 
the Senate amendment to the same, and to ask for acommittee of con- 
ference thereon to be composed of five members on the part of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the mo- 
tion which he has stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
first business at this time is the call of committees under the Pound 
rule. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order daily after the reading 
of the Journal would be, as the gentleman from Lilinois states, the pro- 
ceeding under the Pound rule; but the rule just adopted by its terms 
makes it in order to submit this motion of the gentleman from Tenn- 
sylvania at any time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does that supersede the operation 
of the Pound rule ? 

The SPEAKER. Tothatextentitdoes. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania makes the motion stated by him. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this motion. 

Mr. TUCKER. Teall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. * 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
147, nays 111, not voting 33; as follows: 








YEAS—1/7. 
Aldrich, Davis, George R. Hepburn, Marsh, 
Anderson, Deering, Hill, Mason, 
Barr, De Motte, Hiscock, McCoid, 
em Dezendorf, Hitt, McCook, 
Belford, Dingley, Horr, McKinley 
Bingham, Doxey, Houk, McLean, Jas. H. 
Bisbee, Dunnell, Hubbell, Miles, 
Bowman, Ermentrout, H —, Miller, 
Brewer, Errett, Humphrey, Moore, 
Briggs, Farwell, Chas. B. Jacobs, Morey, 
Browne, Farwell, Sewell S. Jadwin, Morse 
Buck, Fisher, Jones, Phineas Mutchier, 
Burrows, Julius C. toe Jorgensen, Norcross, 
Calkins, God. s Joyce, O'Neill, 
Candler, Grout Kasson, Page, 
Cannon, Guenther, Kelley, Parker, 
Carpenter, Fall, Ketcham, Paul, 
Caswell, Hammond, John Klotz, Payson, 
Chace, Hardenbergh, Lacey, Peelle, 
Converse, Harmer Ladd, Peirce, 
Crapo, Harris, Benj. W. = Lewis, Phelps, 
Cullen, Haskell, Lindsey, — 
Curtin, Hazelton, - Lord P t, 
Cutts, Heilman, me. Ranuey, 
Darrall, Henderson, q Ray, 
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Rice, John B. 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Ritchie, 

Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Soran! 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Beach, 
Beltzhoover, 


Berry) 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Bruniim, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Carlisie, 
Cassidy, 


Cobb, 
Colerick, 


‘ook, 
Covington, 


Belmont, 
Black, 
Bland, 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Camp, 
Chapman, 
Cornell, 
Crowley, 


Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 


Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 


Smith, Dietrich C. Urner, 
Smith, J. Hyatt Valentine, 
Spaulding, Van Aernam, 
Speer, Van Horn, 
Spooner, Van Voorhis, 
Steele, Vait, 
Stone, Walker, 
NAYS—II1. 
Cox, Samuel! 8. Holman, 
Cox, William R. Hooker, 
Cravens, House, 
Culberson, Jones, Geo, W. 
Davidson, Jones, James K. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, 
Deuster, King, 
Dibrell, Knott, 
Dowd, Leedom, 
Dunn, Le Fevre, 
llis, Manning, 
Evins, Martin, 
Flower, Matson, 
Ford, McKenzie, 
Forney, MeMillin, 
Frost, Mills, 
Fulkerson, Money, 
Garrison, Morrison, 
Gibson, Moulton, 
Hammond, N.J. Muldrow, 
Hardy, Murch, 
Harris, Henry 8S. Nolan, 
Haseltine, Oates, 
Hatch, Randall, 
Herbert, Reagan, 
Hewitt, G. W. Reese, 
Hoblitzell, Rice, Theron M. 
Hoge, Richardson, J. 8. 
NOT VOTING--33. 
Dawes, McClure, 
Dugro, McLane, Robt. M. 
Dwight, Mosgrove, 
Geddes, Neal, 
Gunter, Pacheco, 
Herndon, Pettibone, 
Hewitt, Abram 8S.  Phister, 
Hutchins, Robertson, 
Latham, Shelley, 


So Mr. KELLEY’s motion was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced 
from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. DwicuT with Mr. PHIsTEer. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr. GEDDEs. 


Mr. MARSH with Mr. DIBRELL. 
Mr. KELLEY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Ward, 

Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 

West, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wise, Morgan R. 
w , Walter A. 


Robinson, Wm. E, 


Scoville, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 

Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend, R.W. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Updegraff, 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wise, George D. 


Skinner 

Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompsou,Wm, G, 
Wadsworth, 
Wood, Benj. 
Young. 


I move by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


I object, as this is an important vote. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1342) authorizing the trustees of the Isherwood estate to 
amend a certain plan of subdivision of said estate recorded in the land 
records of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Daniel Breed; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) providing for the termination of articles 
numbered 18 to 25, inclusive, and article numbered 30 of the treaty be- 
tween the United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty, con- 
eluded at Washington, May8, 1871; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 355) to authorize Major William Ludlow, 
United States Army, to accept a civil position. 


DISTRIBUTION OF REBELLION ANNALS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


I desire to introduce a joint resolution (H. Res. 


365) in relation to the distribution of the volumes of the Official Records 
of the War of the Rebellion, and I ask that it be considered at the pres- 


ent time. 


Mr. RANDALL. I object. Let it be printedin the RecorD, so that 
we may see what it is. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


It extends the time during which members may 


give the addresses of those to whom the book shall be sent. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. RANDALL. Yes; I object. 
The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to its present consideration? 


There being no objection, the resolution will be 


printed in the Recorp and not called up until to-morrow. 
The joint resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to the distribution of the volumes of the Official 


Be it resolved 


rds of the War of the Rebellion. 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 


gress assembled, That the time in which the Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 


gates of the Forty-seventh Congress may designate the addresses to which the 
volumes of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion shal! be distributed, as 
ay Sap in the act of Congress approved August 7, 1882, shall continue until the 

st day of September, 1883; and that all volumes not then designated by them 
to be distributed under the provisions of said act, and not directed by said act to 


be otherwise distributed, shall be sold by the Secretary of War as provided in said 
act. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CALKINS. [I rise to a privileged question, and call up the Mis- 
sissippi contested-election case. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to propose for 
adoption the foliowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the House upon the bill to reduce 
internal-revenue taxation are hereby instructed to so amend said bill, if possi- 
ble, as will prohibit the importation into the United States of all wines grown 
in the German Empire, in view of the fact that our log products are excluded 
by the Government of the said German Ewpire. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor, and 
calls up a privileged matter. 


BUCHANAN VS. MANNING. 


Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the report from the Committee on 
Elections in the case of Buchanan against Manning 

Mr. PAGE. I raise the question of consideration against that, for 
the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill. 

Mr. RANNEY. I had an impression that the Lee and Richardson 
case was first in order, as it was first reported. 

The SPEAKER. They are to be considered as they are called up, 
and not in the order in which they were reported. 

Mr. CALKINS. The case of Buchanan against Manning was re- 
ported before either of the other cases, except the case of Mr. Jones. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that motion the gentleman from California 
raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. We will dispose of this in a minute; there will not 
be any debate upon it. 

Mr. PAGE. Upon this question of consideration I wish to say if the 
House shall vote down the motion to take up the contested-election 
case, my object is to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider the river and harbor bill 

Mr. SHERWIN. The educational bill should be first considered, 
that being the unfinished business. 

Mr. JOYCE. We do not really need any river and harbor bill at 
this session, and I hope that motion will not be adopted. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I shall endeavor to call up the unfinished business, 
and if it be in order will antagonize the river and harbor bill with the 
educational bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Isnotthe 
further consideration of the educational bill, which was a special con- 
tinuing order and went over on the demand for the previous question 
on last Saturday, next in order? If the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana is voted down, will not that special order be the unfinished 
business to come up for to-day ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe there is another special order. 

Mr. WILLIS. That bill was pending when the House adjourned, 
and being a special order, subject only to the exception of general ap- 
propriation and revenue bills, I do not understand the motion of the 
| gentleman from California to antagonize that bill, because the river and 
| harbor bill is not a general appropriation bill within the meaning of 
| the rule, and I believe it has been so held constantly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to decide that question 
before it is presented. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 








If the House 
should decide not to proceed with the consideration of the election case, 


| 
| 
| Task as a matter of parliamentary law whether the Pound rule would 
not be immediately in order? 
| Mr. PAGE. We can set that aside. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Pound rule is as yet unexecuted for to-day. 
| But the question now presented is, Will the House proceed to consider 
| the contested-election case? 
| The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 67. 

Mr. KENNA. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 42 members voting therefor. 

Mr. KENNA and Mr. CALKINS were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 100. 

So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the con 
tested-election case. 
|} Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the object being to 
consider the river and harbor approprition bill. 

Several MemBeRS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The first thing in order would be the further pro- 
ceeding under the Pound rule. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to set that aside. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that could only be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 

Mr. PAGE, 


I object. 
A two-thirds vote will set it aside. 
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Mr. KENNA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it not in order 
to make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the 
river and harbor appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, at least as against the opera- 
tion of the Pound rule, though the Chair has not examined into the 
subject as yet, but will do so when the question arises. 

Mr. KENNA. Has not the Chair been holding that since the adop- 
tion by the House of the Pound rule appropriation bills and revenue 
bills are exceptions to its operation; and have notall the appropriation 
hills been standing upon the same footing as the river and harbor appro- 

yriation bill? 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair has not fully considered that question. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Chair will not decide the point without 
considering that question, because his ruling with reference to the oper- 
ation of the Pound rule upon the motion of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will have the same bearing upon the other general appropriation 
bills. The riverand harbor appropriation bill I submit, and the friends 
of the bill submit, stands upon precisely the same footing as the other 
general appropriation bills; and I desire to give notice to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations now that the friends of the river and harbor 
appropriation bill will insist upon the application of the same rule to 
all of the other appropriation bills that is applied to this one. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The rule says that committees shall have the same 
privilege in reporting these river and harbor appropriation bills. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I reserve the right to move to postpone 
the river and harbor appropriation bill indefinitely. 

Mr. DUNN. Wait until you get it up. 

Mr, COX, of New York. I want to anticipate its coming up. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in looking at the rale— 
the Pound rule 

Mr. PAGE. Letus have order in the House. It is absolutely impos- 
sible to hear anything. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state that the Pound rule 
provides that it shall not interfere with revenue or appropriation bills, 
and in that rule the word ‘*general’’ appropriation bills is not used. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it not true that under the rules of the House the 
river and harbor bill has the same privileges as any other appropriation 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want to decide that question 
now. ‘The first impression of the Chair was that the Pound rule cut 
off the right to proceed with any appropriation bill. But on examination 
of the language of the rule the Chair finds that they are excepted. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it in order to move to dispense with the Pound rule? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. KENNA. Itis not necessary. The motion of the gentleman 
from California is in order under the very terms of that rule to go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not been dispensed with. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I renew my motion that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

Mr. COX, of New York. Regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. Linsiston my motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. And I insist upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

On the motion to adjourn the House divided; and there were—ayes 
77, noes 81. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, and Mr. COX, of New York. Let us 
have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, and Mr. PAGE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 119. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and give notice that my 
purpose is to call up the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. KENNA. I make the point of order against that motion that 
one motion is already pending to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to antagonize the motion of the gentleman from 
New York. I claim that I was entitled to recognition on the river and 
harbor bill. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Htscock] de- 
sire to antagonize that? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

Mr. PAGE. Allright. But my motion togo into Committee of the 
Whole is the pending motion. : 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Out of abundant caution I wish to know 
when I can make a motion to postpone indefinitely the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill. 
wan SPEAKER. That motion can not be made in Committee of the 

le. 








Mr. COX, of New York. I want to make it before the bill goes to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the river and harbor bill is now in Committe: 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then can I not now upon the pending 
motion make the motion to postpone that bill indefinitely ¥ 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only entertain one parliamentary 
inquiry ata time. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York |Mr. Cox] that the river and harbor bill has been reported }) 
the Committee on Commerce, has been ordered to be printed, and has 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, where it is now. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to save my rights and make this 
motion as to the river and harbor bill. I move that the Committee o: 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of that bill, and that it be postponed indetinitely 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order. ; 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not know why it is not in order? 

Mr. JOYCE. I want to know when it will be in order for me to 
move to strike out all of the river and harbor bill after the enacting 
clause ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to make a privileged report. I desire to re- 
port back the deficiency appropriation bill from the Committee on Ap 

ropriations. 

Mr. KENNA. I submit that that is not in order pending the mo- 
tion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What has become of my motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the motion was not in or- 
der. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to suspend therules forthe purpose 
I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York was not recognized 
for a motion to suspend the rules. He obtained the floor to make a par 
liamentary inquiry, and had no right, having obtained the floor in that 
way, to move to suspend the rules. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock | 
states that he rises to make a report from the Committee on Appropria 
tions. The rule allows a report from that committee of a general ap- 
propriation bill at any time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I report back to the House the bill making appro- 
priations for deficiencies for the current year and previous years. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve all points of order on that bill. 

Mr. KENNA. I make the point of order that the gentleman trom 
New York can not make that report pending a motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has held that this is a privileged matter. 
The report is only made for reference to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. IL reserve points of order. 

The SPEAKER. All rights will be reserved. The title of the bill 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the l year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and for 
those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance 
with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appro- 
priations, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Ugion, and will be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order that we may find out upon which of these 
two bills it will be now conducive to the public interest to vote first, and 
that we may have until to-morrow morning for the consideration of the 
matter, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
filibuster against the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the motion in perfect good faith. I desire 
to avoid a night session. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The question was taken on the motion toadjourn; and there were— 
ayes 44, noes 105. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. : 

Tellers were not ordered, only fifteen members voting therefor—not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I call fora vote on the pending question, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I rise to make a statement, and to suggest that the 
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tleman from California (Mr. PAGE] had better give way and let the | 
i 


gen - : 
jeficiency bill be proceeded with. 
: Mr. PAGE. r. Speaker—— 


Mr. ATKINS. Let me get through with mystatement. The pub- | 
lic business, in my opinion, is in some danger of not getting through. | 

| think there is some danger of a gorge of business on the last day or | 
so of the session, and some of the appropriation bills may fail. I do | 
not rise for the purpose of making war on the river and harbor bill. 1 | 
have always voted for the river and harbor bill, and I expect to vote | 
for it again; but I simply wish to state to the gentleman from Cali- | 
fornia |Mr. PAGE] that, in my opinion, he would expedite the river 
and harbor bill through this House by letting the deticiency bill first 
pass, and then the time of the House can be devoted to the other bills. 
| suggest that in order that the deficiency appropriation bill may go to | 
the Senate, and thus action be concluded on all the appropriation bills. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire tosay tomy friend from California [Mr. PAGE] 
and in response to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] that 
if the other appropriation bills are allowed to get *‘ out of the woods,’’ 
and the power is thereby placed in the hands of a mere faction of this 
House to filibuster on this river and harbor bill to the end of the ses- 
sion, that power will be exercised, and the bill will be lost. I hope 
the gentleman will insist on his motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It certainly was not my intention to antagonize the 
gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE]; and there was a perfect under- 
standing between us, as I think, that I should take this evening for the 
deticiency appropriation bill, and he was to take to-morrow morning for 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PAGE. No; I was to have to-night. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the first place, the gentleman notified me that it 
was his intention to call up the river and harbor bill to-morrow morn- 
1 





ng. 
»™ PAGE. No; it was to-night. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then learning of the condition of the work before 
Congress, and the trouble of getting these bills properly engrossed in 
due time, I concluded that it was indispensably necessary that the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill should be called up to-night. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to say that I have consulted with the Clerk of 
the House, and I find that all the appropriation bills can be enrolled 
in due time. While I believe the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Hiscock ] is perfectly sincere in what he says, yet I wish to say that it 
was the understanding between him and myself not over an hour ago 
that if I called up the river and harbor appropriation bill to-night it 
should not be antagonized by the deficiency bill. 

The river and harbor bill containsonly twenty-four pages, and it can be 
disposed of in two hours if members of the House want to passariver and 
harbor bill. If members want to give the House an opportunity to vote 
on that bill, if they want to preserve and properly maintain the works 
which have already been erected, if they do not want the works which 
have cost the people of the country millions of dollars to go unprovided 
for for the next fiscal year, then they will vote to take up the river and 
harbor bill at once. 


eries of ‘‘ Regular order !”’ } 





Mr. COX, of New York. I want to respond to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One at a time. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri. I understood the ruling of the Chair a mo- 
ment ago was that there was no proposition before the House which 
was subject to debate. 

The SPEAKER. This is all going on by unanimous consent, with 
the expectation that there may be some adjustment reached. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri. I object to any further debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to say one word. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. COX, of New York. Gentlemen, you will not save time by that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rice] objects 
to any further debate. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. PAGE] that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the gentleman stat- 
— to be his purpose to call up the river and harbor appropriation 
vill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You can notcrowd through this bill in that 
way; you can not the bill in any two hours. 

Fr Mr. PAGE. I did not say positively that it could be done in that 
me. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from California. 


ia 
_ Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire of the Chair if the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the deficiency bill does not take precedence ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not in point of time of being made. 

Mr. H I concede that the motion of the gentleman from 
California was first made, but it is competent for the House to vote on 
the other motion first. 














Mr. REAGAN. Clause 7 of Rule XI provides—— [Langhter and 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If the motion of the gentleman from 
California should be voted down, would the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] then be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Everybody knows that. [ Laughter. ] 

The Speaker submitted the question upon a viva voce vote. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was putting the question to the House 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rose betore the Chair put the question 

The SPEAKER. There must be an end to points of order at some 
time. The House is dividing. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 90, 
noes 97. 

Mr. PAGE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. Cox of New York were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 106, noes 96. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. COX, of New York, and others called tor the yeas and nays 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 44 in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER 
of the last vote. 

Mr. HORR. I ask that the other side be counted 

The SPEAKER. The other side will be counted 
The vote on the other side was counted; and there were 64in the nega- 
tive. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of half past 5 o0’clock having arrived, in 
pursuance of the standing order of the House the Chair now declares 
the, House in recess until 7) o’clock this evening 


The vote in the affirmative 1s more than one-fifth 


EVENING SESSION 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 o'clock 
p. m., the Speaker in the chair. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay before 
the House several executive communications. 
There was no objection. 


ICE-HARBOR, MUSKINGUM RIVER. 






























The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the Sec 
retary of War, transmitting a report from Major W. E. Merrill, Corps of, 
Engineers, in relation to the work for the construction of the ice-harbor 
at the mouth of the Muskingum River; which was reterred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FINES AND DEDUCTIONS ON MAIL CONTRACTS 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report of tines imposed on and 
deducted from the pay of mail contractorsduring the year ending June 
30, 1882, and fines and deductions remitted during the same period 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office 
Department, and ordered to be printed 

DU BOIS SYSTEM OF NAVIGATION 

The SPEAKER also laid betore the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to House resolution of 
the 9th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, together with a re- 
port of Major W. E. Merrill, Corps of Engineers, on the Du Bois system - 
of navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, und 
ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH LINES ALONG LAND-GRANT RAILROADS 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in response to House resolution of the 12th 
ultimo, in relation to telegraph lines along land-grant railroads; which 
was referred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or 
dered to be printed. 

REPORT OF NAVY-YARD COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid betore the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting the partial report of the navy-yard commis- 
sion appointed under act of Congress approved August 5, 1582; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse], 
as the Chair recollects, made a request that the communication should 
be ordered to be printed in the Recorp. If there be no objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
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The ducument is as follows: 


Navy Department, Washington, February 27, 1883. 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith the partial report to Congress of 
the Navy Yard Commission appointed under the act of Congress of August 5, 


"Very reqpecttully, WM. E. CHANDLER 
Secrelary 


of the Navy. 
To Hon. J. Warren Keirenr, 


Speaker of the Louse of Representatives, 


Navy DerartMent, Washington, D. C., February 27, 1883. 
To the Senate and JIouse of Representatives of the 
United Slates of America in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned commissioners, appointed by the honorable Secretary of 
the Navy under provision of the act approved August 5, 1882, to “consider and 
report" “upon the question whether it is advisable to sell any of the navy- 
yards, and, if so, which,” and to furnish certain data and information connected 


with the several navy-yards, have the honor to report that the duties imposed 
upon us are so extensive and comprehensive and the collection of the data so 
laborious and dificult that we have found it impossible to prepare a full report 
for the present Congress, and in fact have not yet received from all the navy- 
yards the statistical information required to comply with the demands of the 


b. 

Pending the completion of our investigations, we are not prepared to recom- 
mend the sale of any navy-yard, but in anticipation of our final report, we rec- 
ommend the sale of the unoccupied lands lying between the marine barracks, 
Brooklyn, and the naval hospital, as suggested in the letter of Commodore John 
H. Upshur, addressed to the honorable Secretary of the Navy under date of No- 
vember 24, 1882. 

This property will never be required for naval purposes, and its improvement 
will be a great advantage, not only to the city o emt gba but, from sanitary 
reasons, to the navy-yard itself. The estimated value of these lands is $1,530,000. 

We also recommend the sale of the whole or the larger part of the naval hos- 
pital grounds at Chelsea, Massachusetts, under such conditions and reservations 
as Congress may determine. 

As at present occupied they impose a barrier to ready communication between 
the Charleston district of Boston and a portion of the city of Chelsea, and are 
thus a serious detriment to the interests of the latter. 

The area is much larger than is necessary for the demands of the pespitel, and 
has become entirely too valuable to lie unimproved or be utilized for the minor 
oe of pasturage and gardening. There is a demand for these grounds for 

puildipg sites, and they would undoubtedly find ready sale if brought into the 
market, 

Having no appropriation atour disposal, we have been unable to procure esti- 
mates from professional experts in real estate, and are therefore unable to report 
the value of this, or, indeed, any other similar eo we have been charged 
with the appraisal of, as accurately as we desire. From the best information at 
our iapeaal we feel warranted in saying that the property can be sold for at 
least half a million of dollars, and believe, if offered under favorable circum- 


stances, it can be sold for a much higher sum. 
In conclusion we desire to say that good progress has been made toward our 


final report, which will be completed at the earliest moment, and in any event 
before the next session of Congress. 


Ve lly, 
bles mets 8. B. LUCE, 
Commodore, United States Navy, 
ee hey say 
Engineer, Un es Navy. 
A. B. MULLETT. - 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 

in the RecorD remarks on the tariff bill. [See Appendix. } 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the request which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Burrows, of Missouri, asks that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of House bill No. 4871, and the Com- 
mittee on War Claims from the consideration of House bill No. 3708, and that 
leave be granted him to withdraw the papers accompanying said bills from the 
files of the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. In regard to the bill before the Committee on War 
Claims this memorandum does not mention whether the subject has 
been acted upon or reported upon. 

The SPEAKER. The present rule does not require that; because 
copies of papers withdrawn must be left on file. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itseems to me it is a bad practice to allow the with- 
drawal in this way of papers from that committee. In some instances 
adverse reports may have been made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised whether there has been 
in this ease any report of any kind. Under the present rules that ques- 
tion does not necessarily arise. If the gentleman objects the Chair 
will submit the question to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It seems to me the rules hardly allow the with- 
drawal of papers in this way as a matter of course. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule copies must be left with the file 
clerk in all cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rule must be a very liberal one toallow a pro- 
’ ceeding of this kind except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It is the rule, nevertheless. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not object in this instance. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the request will be granted. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendment disagreed to by the 
House to the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 


9n re 
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of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
coe Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. BaYAkp, and 
. BECK. 
ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. WILLITS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 6502, and that it be now brought up for 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (FH. R. 6502) providing for an additional associate justice of prem 
court of the Territory of Dakota. , chee 3 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have the regular order. 
POST-ROUTES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotmay] 
to withdraw the call for the regular order until I can report the post- 
route bill. It is very necessary this should be sent to the Senate to be 
added as an amendment to a bill now pending there. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is this the usual post-route bill ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brno- 
HAM], the chairman of the Committce on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, asks unanimous consent to report for present consideration a bill 
to establish certain post-routes. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAGE. I understand this bill contains nothing but post-routes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any legislation in the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill contains no legislation other than that 
pertaining to the establishment of post-routes. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 7679) to establish certain 
post-routes was reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, read a first and second time, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move to take from the Speaker’s table—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called. Is the gentle- 
man’s proposition a privileged matter? 

Mr. HENDERSON, Ithink itis. I move to take from theSpeaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 1821, to insist upon the amendments of the House, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Several MEMBERS. What is the bill? 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1821) prescribin lations for the P jocated - 

nm, the District of Columbia, and for = ee dang ‘een 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. BELTZHOOVER objected. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter. 

, Mr. McCOOK. I was going to say that oneobjection could not carry 
t over. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois moves that the House 
insist upon its amendment to the Senate bill, and agree to the committee 
of conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The question was taken and the motion was a to. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved tg reconsider the vote by which the House 
insisted upon its amendments; dnd also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will appoint as conferees on the part of 
the House on the disagreeing votes of, the two Houses on this bill the 

ntleman from Illinois, Mr. HENDERSON, the gentleman from New 

ork, Mr. MeCook, and the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BraGG. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. When the hour arrived for the recess to-day a 
question was pending whether the vote should be taken by yeas and 
nays upon the motion of the gentleman from California that the House 
— itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. PAGE. For the purpose of considering the river and harbor 
appropriation bill. I ask that the gentleman who called for the yeas 
and nays withdraw that demand. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Oh, no, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question again which 
was pending at the time that the recess took place, and which accord- 
ing to the recollection of the Chair was not then determined, the House 
having divided —_ the question when the time for the recess arrived. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. PAGE. There was a demand for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
lee setae pe gear but the yeas and nays had not been 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair announced that there were 44 members 
voting in favor of the demand for the yeas and nays, but I believe no 
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announcement was made of the count of the other side which had been 
ded. 

~~ SPEAKER. As the Chair recollects, the other side was called 

for, and pending that count and before it had beencompleted the hour 

had arrived when by the order of the House a recess was to be taken. 

The Chair will again submit the motion. As many as are in favor 
of taking the vote on the motion of the gentleman {rom California by 
yeas and nays will rise and be counted. 

Seven gentlemen rose. 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. COX of New York. Count the other side. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There was no quorum any way. 

The SPEAKER. Thisisnotaquestionof aquorum. The Chair will 
count the other side. ; i 

Fifty gentlemen were counted in opposition to the demand. So the 

eas and nays were refused. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a question of a quorum on ordering the 
yeas and nays. ‘ ; ' 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House take a recess. 

Mr. PAGE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I raise the parliamentary question that 
there is no quorum present and voting to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUNN. There was a very large quorum just preceding the re- 
cess that voted in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER. That vote was taken by tellers, and after that the 
yeas and nays were demanded. The vote on the motion of the gentle- 
man from California by tellers, as the Chair recollects, was 96 yeas to 
91 nays. 

Mr. PAGE. It was 106 to 91. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And the yeasand nays were really ordered 
on that vote. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of fact. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, that is a question of fact; and I think 
the record will determine that I am correct if the Speaker will appeal 
to the record. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It has already been decided. 

Mr. HAZELTON. How can it be opened up again when it has just 
been settled ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat that his recollection was 
that there was no announcement made of the vote in opposition to the 
demand for the yeas and nays, but pending that question, which was 
submitted as to whether or not the yeas and nays should be ordered, 
and while the House was dividing the hour arrived for the recess. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the fact exactly. 

The SPEAKER. That is as the Chair recollects it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I raise the question of order upon the fact. 
The Chair decided that 44 members had risen, a suflicient number to 








The CHAIRMAN. Aquorumis notrequiredonsucha motion. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill called up by the gentleman from 
California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (i. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other | 


poses 


Mr. COX, of New York. I cali for the first reading of the bill 


Mr. PAGE. Lask that by unanimous consent the tirst reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do object. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; there are only twenty-four pages. Let the 
Clerk read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let it be read. 
reading. 

Mr. PAGE. I know it is, and I hope the gentleman will be edified. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have read it betore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York (interrupting the reading). TI rise toa point 
of order. The Clerk is not reading the bill. He is skipping portions 
of it, to my certain knowledge. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I thinknot. The Clerk is reading every item. 
It is not to be assumed the Clerk is not doing his duty. . 
Mr. COX, of New York. I know he is not. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let him read, not skipping any words. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That is what he is doing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I know better. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the first reading of the bill 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report isin the nature of de- 
bate. If there be objection the gentleman is not entitled, the Chair 
thinks, to have it read. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the Chair decide I can not have the 
report read? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from New York has the 
floor he can have the report read as part of his remarks. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I find there are two bills, H. R. No. 7588 and H. 
R. No. 7631, appropriating for rivers and harbors. I wish to inquire 
which bill is betore the House for consideration. 

Mr. PAGE. The first bill, H. R. No. 7588, was reported to the 
House for printing and recommittal. The second bill, H. R. No. 7631, 
was reported to the House and went upon the Calendar 
final bill passed by the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. COX, of New York. Which bill was read? 

Mr. PAGE. Bill 7631 was read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir; the wrong bill was read. I want 


It is very interesting 


It was the 


call the yeas and nays, although the number rising on the other side | the right bill read. 


may not have been announced. 

The SPEAKER. The other side was demanded; pending that the 
recess was ordered. Again, since the recess, the Chair submitted the 
question to the House whether the yeas and nays should be ordered, 
and they were again refused. The Chair has now nothing further to 
do than to submit the motion of the gemtleman from California. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There were enough to order the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. DUNN. It was not so announced. 

The SPEAKER. Tle question was submitted to the House and was 
refused. It is too late now. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it in order now to move a recess ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from California. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 1 now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a division. 

Mr. PAGE. I call up the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas demands a division 
on the motion that the committee rise. That is a privileged motion. 
Does the gentleman insist upon a division? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 70. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it in order to make the point that no quorum 
has voted? ; 
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Mr. HAZELTON. It was the right bill which was read 

Mr. PAGE. When the House will preserve order I would be glad 
to call the attention of the gentleman trom New York, and all others 
who have any question as to whether the right bill has just been read 
to the statement printed on the bill itself, as follows: 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the following bill as 
a substitute for House bill 7588 

And the bill that has just been read is H. R. No. 7631, which is the 
substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. But we have been confused because both bills 
have been given out. 

Mr. PAGE. There is a very slight difference between them. 

Mr. HORR. Only in three items. 

Mr. PAGE. I now ask the attention of the committee while I en 
deavor briefly to explain the provisions of the bill 

This bill reported by the House Committee on Commerce provides fo 
an appropriation of $7,987,000. The committee have taken into care 
ful consideration the condition of the rivers and harbors in this country 
as they will stand at the expiration of the next fiscal year. I hold in 
my hand, Mr. Chairman, the report from the Secretary of War, in which 
he states that a certain amount of money will be on hand for the im 
provement of rivers and harbors after the expiration of the fiscal year 
He gives the names in this report—it is Executive Document No. 15 of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for me to talk down the number ot 
men that are conversing in different parts of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend till order is re- 
stored. 

Mr. PAGE. I have a pretty good pair of lungs, but I do not desire 
to wear them out in explanation of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The committee will come wo order. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
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the chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

CONFEREES ON INTERNAL-REVENUE BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the conferees on the 
part of the House on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation, the Senate amendments to which were disagreed to by the 
House. ‘The Chair announces as the conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Ke.uey of Pennsylvania, Mr. MCKINLEY of Ohio, Mr. HASKELL 
of Kansas, Mr. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CARLISLE of Ken- 
tucky. 

: RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and resumes consideration of the river and 
harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. PAGE. In response to a resolution of the House calling upon 
the Secretary of War for a report as to the amount of money that would 
be on hand at the expiration of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, I 
tind that he says that in regard to one hundred and ninety-one items, 
embraced under Exhibit A, there will be $4,949,612.06. There will 
have been contracts made enough to take up that entire amount of 
money by the Ist day of August, September, and October, and very 
little of it will extend into the next fiscal year more than from one to 
three months. 

Mr. JOYCE. Do I understand from the gentleman that that is the 
amount which will be left at that time unused of the sums appropri- 
ated by the last river and harbor bill? 

Mr. PAGE. That is the entire amount of money that will be left 
at the expiration of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. 

Mr. JOYCE. Out of what was appropriated last year? 

Mr. PAGE.. Out of what was appropriated last year. 

Mr. JOYCE. And what was carried over from previous years ? 

Mr. PAGE. What was earried over from previous years also. In 
Exhibit F of that statement I find one hundred and eighty-sevenitems 
upon which will have been expended by the 30th of June, 1883, the 
entire amount of money appropriated. In that list is composed some 
of the most important rivers and harbors of the country. 

I will state for the benefit of gentlemen that I am reading from Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 15, a letter from the Secretary of War, ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Commerce, dated January 4, 1883. On 
page 7 of that document, in Exhibit F, is given a list of works which 
at the expiration of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, will be unpro- 
vided for, and among them are some of the most important rivers and 
harbors of this country. 

In view of all the facts, in view of the fact that if we do not make 
any appropriations now these important rivers and harbors will be left 
after the expiration of this fiscal year without a dollar for their improve- 
ment, [ call upon this Hoase now to determine whether it will make 
appropriations for that purpose. It is proposed to appropriate money 
by this bill for the improvement of such harbors as those of Galveston, 
Baltimore, Savannah, Charleston, New York, Oakland, and many other 
of the important harbors of the country. 

Do members of this House propose to ignore the fact that in refer- 
ence to one hundred and eighty-seven important rivers and harbors of 
this country there will be no money provided at the expiration of the 
present fiscal year, but they will be left without a dollar to continue 
their improvement, and the money already expended will be to a great 
extent lost unless Congress shall make the appropriations here recom- 
mended ? 

In regard to the works included in Exhibit A, almost every dollar of 
the money which has been heretofore appropriated will have been ex- 
pended before the expiration of the first quarter of the next fiscal year. 

This bill contains ninety-one items of appropriations for works on 
harbors, and one hundred and twelve items for works upon rivers. 
Thirty-nine of those works were not appropriated, for in the last bill, 
and one hundred and thirty-two which were appropriated for last year 
have been dropped from the present bill; not because they are not 
meritorious, but because in many cases enough money will be on hand 
at the close of the next fiscal year to go on with the work, or for some 
other equally sufficient reason. 

As I have said, of the items of appropriation contained in this bill 
ninety-one are for improvements on harborsand one hundred and twelve 
for the improvement of rivers, making two hundred and three in all. 
One hundred and seventy-one works have been estimated for, and ap- 
propriations have been asked by the Engineer Department for them, 
but no appropriations are made in this bill; not because they are not 
meritorious, but because the committee have acted in obedience to 





what they conceived was recognized by this House to be the public 
sentiment that no works should be appropriated for but those of great 
national importance. 

Of the less than $8,000,000 appropriated by this bill the improve- 
ments upon the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers are given $2,500,000 
Your committee found that the works upon the Mississippi River wou} 
be left without a dollar after the 30thof June next, and if Congress has 
not made a mistake in appropriating heretofore for those great riversand 
harbors upon which the commerce of this nation is carried, then thi. 
Congress should make appropriations to continue the improvements. 

While your committee was not insensible to the fact that the news- 
papers of many States of this Union had condemned the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill, we are willing to submit the question to the 
American House of Representatives. Task the Republican party, mem. 
bers upon this side of the House, whether they propose that this Con 
gress shall adjourn without due appropriations from the General Govern- 
ment for rivers and harbors to facilitate the commerce of the country ’ 

If that policy is to be condemned, then I ask my Republican friends 
to let it be done by that party which, in the past at least, has claimed 
that there was no power under the Federal Constitution to make appro- 
priations for these great internal improvements. But Iam glad to learn 
that many of our Democratic friends on the other side of the House and 
all over the country have come to the conclusion that it is not only 
within the power of the Constitution but it is the absolute duty of the 
General Government to improve and maintain the great national high- 
ways of commerce, in order that the productive industries of the coun 
try may be promoted, that the products of the farm may be carried ove 
our great national highways, and that those highways may be improved 
by all the appropriations necessary, so that the great monopolists, the 
railroads of the country, may not control the carrying of the products 
of the country to the markets on the seaboard. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ’ 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman propose to make this a party 
question by appealing to first one side of the House and then the othe: 
on this river and harbor bill? Is it to be made a party question? 

Mr. PAGE. Iam appealing to both sides of the House. I am ap- 
pealing to gentlemen on both sides of the House who do not feel that 
they have been ostracized, that they have been whipped by the news- 
papers of the country into submission to the idea that no more appro- 
priations shall be made by the General Government for the improve- 
ments of our rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me say to the gentleman from California, if he 
will yield to me for a moment, that gentlemen on this side of the House 
do not consider this a political question. 

Mr. PAGE. Nor do we on this side. 

Mr. HATCH. And we propose to vote on this bill according to our 
instructions from the people whom we represent, under our obligations 
as members of this House, and without any regard to party lines at al! 

Mr. PAGE. I recognize the fact that gentlemen on all sides of this 
House who are free toexercise their own judgments and are bold enough 
to express their opinions are in favor of a riverand harbor bill provid- 
ing for the commerce of this country, providing for the protection of the 
productive interests of the nation and opening our rivers and harbor to 
the great industries of the nation. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say, while I have been tantalized repeated|y 
by my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], who, since the last election, has 
never lost an opportunity to say that I have been beaten, there is no one 
on the floor of this House who recognizes that fact with more certainty 
than Ido. [Laughter.] I know I have been beaten; but if the gen- 
tleman means to insinuate that I was beaten because I favored the river 
and harbor bill he is simply mistaken. I représent a constituency who, 
whether they elect a Republican or a Democrat to Congress, recognize 
the right and the duty of the Generdl Government to protect the great 
national highways of commerce by liberal appropriations in order that 
we may not be left at the mercy of the railroad monopolies. Let me 
say to my friend that not only the Republican but the Democratic party 
of California indorsed the last river and harbor bill unanimously in their 
conventions, and the people of the great West and Northwest to-day 
stand as a unit in favor of honest, liberal, decent appropriations for 
rivers and harbors. 

I say it ill becomes the gentleman from New York to flaunt the fact 
of their defeat in the face of gentlemen who have tried to do their duty 
here as Representatives. For myself, at least, though I have always 
been as I am now, his friend, I am tired of having continually thrown 
in my face the fact that I was defeated. I am sorry I was; I tried not 
to be; I would have secured a re-election if I could. [Laughter. ] 

But if this river and harbor bill is to fail by the action of the gentle- 
man from New York, there will be a time when a river and harbor bill 
will be passed, and then I shall be in this House, the representative of 
the people of California, who as one man stand up to-day asking for 
re a. for the great national highways of commerce. 

Applause. AE 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to yield to the gentleman from Michi- 

gan (Mr. Horr}. How much time have I remaining? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes. hae 

Mr. PAGE. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 

an, reserving ten minutes to myself. ‘ at 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, the bill which we are considering here 
to-night is, of all the bills which can possibly be passed by this or any 
other Congress, a non-partisan measure, Since the foundation of this 
Government no river and harbor bill, so far as I can learn, has ever been 
passed by a strictly party vote. There has always been in the United 
States a diversity of sentiment regarding the propriety of these river and 
harbor bills; but there has always been found in both parties a sufficient 
number of men who believe in the improvement of the water-ways of 
the country to keep up this method of looking after and improving our 
rivers and harbors. I do not think the question to-night will be or 
should be affeeted in the least by any consideration as to whether this 
man or that man was left at home in the last election. Let us rather 
look at the simple question before us: Is this a good bill, and ought it 
to receive our support? ; 

We present to you a bill carrying about $4,000,000; and let me add 
right here that it is just such a bill as my friend irom New York [ Mr. 
Cox], at every session since I have been here, has told the House he 
desired to vote for; that is tosay, it is a bill which makes moderate ap- 
propriations for the great works of the country and one which the gen- 
tleman can not possibly oppose if he stands by his declarations made 
here in the past. 

This bill contains thirty-eight items of less than $5,000 each, aggre- 
gating $109,500 for those smaller works. There are nineteen items of 
$5,000 each, forty-nine items over $5,000 and up to $10,000, inclusive, 
making one hundred and six items from $10,000 down, aggregating 
$607,500. There are thirty-four items from over $10,000 and up to 
$20,000, aggregating $534,500. So that of the two hundred and tour 
items in the bill, there are one hundred and forty which agyregate only 
$1,141,000. The thirty-seven items from $20,000 up to $50,000 aggre- 
gate $1,380,000. 
in the bill. Without the appropriations for the Mississippi River the 
bill carries $5,837,000 only. 
as to take care of the great ports, harbors, and rivers of the United 
States. 

The simple question presented for this House to decide is whether 
we shall abandon this great system of internal improvements adopted 


7 
| 


There are, as I have said, two hundred and fouritems | 


by the fathers of our Republic and approved by every Congress since | 


our Constitution was adopted. It is well known to gentlemen who 
are associated with me on the committee that | do not sympathize 
with the ordinary harangues which are made against the railroad com- 
panies of the United States. I believe I understand the great work they 
have done and are doing for the development of our country. But Ido 
say to this committee to-night that this question of improving our rivers 
and harbors is a question which involves cheap transportation for the 
people. It is a question whether we shall get our products to the sea- 
board cheaply or not. For I say it with all kindness to the railroad 
companies that you could not get up among the railroad directors of 


| we have been improving these streams now for seventy years 
The bulk of this money is so distributed | 


Mr. HORR. The bill is silent on that, but under their plan the 
commission stated to ourcommittee that the million and a half would 
not permit them to build a single levee; that it would take every dol 
lar of it to carry on the work on the two reaches they are now at 
tempting to complete. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts 
says lingers about his bill—— 

Mr. HORR. We leave it for the commission to contro! 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Exactly 

Mr. HORR. And if the gentleman thinks it ought to be bound up 
he can make his amendment to that effect 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts 
gentleman. 

Mr. HORK. 
all. 


But under the silence my friend 


I did not wish to interrupt the 


I do not sty the commission is hampered in the bill at 
On the contrary, it is left to the commission to follow their own 


judgment as the bill now stands. 


Mr. KENNA. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, the pro 
vision which inaugurated the commission was not silent on the subject 
of levees, but contined the building of levees to those necessary as inci 
dental to the improvement of navigation 

Mr. HORR Chere is no doubt about that, but there is a difference 
of opinion even among the commission us to the Che gentle 
man from Massachusetts was on a special committee which examined 
the river, and I understand he is opposed to levees 
your putting any amendment on this bill you see fit 
question if the House shall approve it. It makes little difference, sinc 
the bill carries so little money, that there is none for building levees 
If you desire to guard it, so far as I am concerned I have no objection 
though I preter to leave the commission free to carry out their own 
well-devised plans. All I was aiming to do was to state my opinion, on 
the manner in which the future would compel us to treat that river 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe the members of this committes 
are going off wild on this river and harbor bill. It 


levee = 


l do not alnect to 


as to this levee 


is an old subject 
This bill 
is drawn with the greatest economy And von will tind at the close ot 
the bill a clause whereby we prevent any further surveys being mad 
and any farther expenditures entered upon except on a report of the 
engineers who are tomake examinations, and they are required to report 
as to the national character of the work proposed and the importance of 
each new improvement before even any extended survey shall he made 
Now, the items in this bill for small works ageregate but a few thou 
sand dollars. The great bulkof this bill is for the improvement of such 
streams as the Ohio, the Mississippi, the Missouri, the Kentucky, thi 
Red, the Columbia, and the Great Kanawha, and such harbors as New 


| York city, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah, -Galvestot 


| Oakland, and so on. 


the United States a more certain jubilee than to put a sand-bar at the | 


mouth of each of our rivers and inland harbors. They would have the 
transportation of this nation then in theirown hands. The competition 


furnished by our water-ways is to-day the great leveler of treights for our | 


people. 

I do not believe that the American Congress is going back on the idea 
of keeping these water-ways open. They are the greatest protection 
we have for cheap transportation to the seaboard. 

I am not going to detain the committee to-night by any lengthy re- 
marks upon this bill. We haveygiventhe Mississippi from its mouth to 


| as to alarm our financiers, and they fear we are 


its source $2,150,000, $1,500,000 of whichis to be expended under the | 


direction of the Mississippi River Commission below Cairo. 
are gentlemen here who differ with me as to the success of that undertak- 
ing. I know there are men here who do not believe we can ever tame 
that great river if we try. I stand here to-night to say that I believe 
this nation ought to grapple with this problem and solve itif it can. 1 


I know there | 


The great bulk of this money is simply for the 
purpose of improving these great harbors and rivers, which all admit 
are national in their commerce and of great importance to 

We present to-day the most remarkable spectacle on the tice of the 
earth. We as a people to-day, after having gone through a war that 
destroyed property, devastated tields, and unsettled basiness, and after 
being saddled with a debt which other nations would stagger under 
after all this, and at a time when the greatest and richest nations of the, 
Old World are laboring to keep their debts within bounds and arestrug 
gling even to pay their interest, this nation is to-day struggling to pre- 
vent the payment of its debt, principal and all, too rapidly 

Just think of it, money is actually coming intoour Treasury so rapidly 
receiving tt faster than 
we can safely use it, even in payment of our debts. Now, this money i 
largely collected from the commerce of this nation (nd shall we 
Mr. Chairman, give to that commerce encouragement ? [Lf we 
if we refuse that encouragement, we shall act differently 
other civilized nation on the face of this earth 


our countrys 


not 
do not 
from every 
Why, only think of it 


| France, not as large to-day as the Stateof Texas, or certainly no larger, 


know there is a good deal which can be said for levees and against | 


levees. But I wish tosay to gentlemen here that we shall never know 
whether we can control and improve that river unless we try. I am 
neither a prophet nor the sou of a prophet; and while I know I speak in 
opposition to the opinions of a large number of members here, I desire 
to put it on record now that I do not believe that any system which 


sippi River which leaves out the leveeing of its banks and the confin- 
ing of its Weters when high will ever prove to be a success. I believe 
while levees may not contribute to the improvement of low-water navi- 
gation, that the river can never be controlled and wanaged on any plan 
which does not provide for and prevent these disastrous overflows. How- 
ever, in this bill we appropriate not one cent for levees. 
ply given the smallest amount which the commission said is necessary 
to improve the two lower reaches, about which we all agree. There is 
not a dollar in the bill for levees, but simply enough to go on with the 
experiment and finish those two reaches. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My friend from Michigan un- 
derstands the bill will deprive the commission of the right to spend 
money for levees if they shall so conclude. 





We havesim- | 


spends every yearover $15,000,000, and from that to $50,000,000 on ley 
rivers and harbors. England spends over $15,000,000 a year: and here 
we, a nation that includes thirty-eight States and eight ‘Territories, a 
nation grand in its territorial extent, each State and Territory as craging 
as muchasall Great Britain; only think of it, such a nation here now hig 
gling about a little bill that appropriates 58,000,000 for the great water 


ways and harbors of such an imperial domain. It is almost ridiculous 


| to talk about the expenditure of such a sum as being extravagant: and 
you shall adopt in the great future for the improvement of the Missis- | 


the hue and cry that comes up now about a riverand harbor bill, [ care 
not, whether it comes from party organs or not, it must come from peopl 
who do not appreciate or properly understand the needs of this great 
nation. I make no charges against any one, and I hope that the mem 
bers of this committee will wait long before they will go back upon ; 
policy which has been approved by every great statesman from the day 
of Washington down to the present time. 

That is all I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say upon thi 
general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
remainder of his time? 

Mr. PAGE. How much time is remaining ? 

The CHATRMAN. 
time allotted to him 


bill by way 


of 


Does the gentleman from Michigan yield the 


The gentleman has used fifteen minutes of the 


‘ 
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Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. RicHarpson] 
desires to be recognized in his own time, and | will reserve to myself 
the balance of the time given to the gentleman from Michigan, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Are not the opponents of this bill to have 
a chance? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. RicHarp- 
SON | is recognized. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When do the opponents of this bill get a 
chance ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Iam against the bill Am I 
recognized ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Under what rule does this debate proceed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House of Representatives 
which govern the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BELFORD. Is the gentleman from New York now on the floor 
a member of the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; and opposed to the bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. What time is he entitled to? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER }. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I wish in a few words to do my 
duty to my colleagues on the Committee on Commerce by bearing tes- 
timony to the fact that this bill was prepared with unusual care by that 
committee. Every item in the bill was closely scrutinized, and it is 
my honest opinion, based upon a knowledge of the facts, that this bill 
contains no item which can or ought to be objected to unless gentlemen 
wish to make no appropriations for rivers and harbors that are clearly 
in the interest of commerce and navigation. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the fact that our time is very precious 
and limited, and I therefore will not occupy any more of it but simply 
by expressing the wisk that gentlemen on this floor will not consume 
any more time than is strictly necessary to bring this bill to a final pas- 
sage and that the sluice-ways of oratory will not be opened to flood this 
committee. It is very desirable that this flood of eloquence should be 
dammed a little at this time, so that we may soon dispose of this bill 
in one way or the other. 

This is all I wish to say at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is with no lit- 
tle regret that I oppose this bill, for in its essential features it is substan- 
tially the same as the last river and karbor bill, that received my hearty 
approval and support. 

There are no navigable waters in my district requiring improvement, 
and perhaps from this circumstance I more readily accepted the state- 
ment that many of the water-ways under improvement were not of na- 
tional importance. But be that as it may, such was my conviction, 
and I voted against the river and harbor appropriations in the Forty- 
sixth Congress. 

Placed upon the Committee on Commerce of this Congress, it became 
my duty to investigate this subject and to determine for myself what 
works were of sufficient importance to justify an appropriation. 

I soon discovered that the phrase ‘‘national importance’’ as popu- 
larly used had no fixed or definite signification, and that if a definition 
of that phrase was formulated in accordance with the popular idea of 
its meaning, and all works were suspended that did not meet the re- 
quirements of that definition, there would be but few works prosecuted 
in all this country. 

Probably the improvement of the Mississippi River would not be sus- 
pended, for its waters and those of its 16,000 miles of navigable tribu- 
taries wash the soil of eighteen States and two Territories, and in its 
valley dwell three-fifths of our people; but it is not so clear that the 
improvement at Buffulo would be continued, although the tonnage of 
the vessels that enter and clear at that port is greater than the aggre- 
gate tonnage of vessels entering and clearing at all other lake ports in 
the State of New York, yet only a small minority of the people are in- 
terested in that improvement, and buta fragment of our commerce goes 
in and out of that harbor. Should operations upon its works cease to- 
day and remain suspended for years the loss would be great, but would 
be felt by a comparative few and be known only in a limited section 
of the country. Again, an improvement admitted to be of lasting bene- 
fit to national commerce might not properly be made. If the work at 
Hell Gate had involved the expenditure of five hundred million instead 
of five million dollars it would not have been commenced in this gen- 
eration. 

On the other hand, it might not be proper to appropriate a small sum 
to benefit a great commerce. Cover Seneca Lake with ships—it will 
float. the largest—and give it a tonnage equal to that of the Hudson 
River, its harbors will not be improved by the General Government, 
for its waters lie wholly within one State. But it does not follow that 
waters that do lie wholly in one State may not be improved, for nearly 
$1,200,000 have, without objection, been appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the Hudson River, that lies wholly, or substantially so, in the 
State of New York. 





How, then, are we to decide what rivers and harbors are to be im- 
proved? By what standard is their importance to be determined? 

In the case of the United States vs. The New Bedford Bridge, 1 Wood- 
bury and Minot’s Reports, 421, Mr. Justice Woodbury used the follow- 
ing language: 

For purposes of foreign commerce, and of that from State to State, the nay- 
igable rivers of the whole country seem to me to be within the jurisdiction of 
the General Government, with all the powers over them for such purposes 
(whenever they choose to exercise them) which existed previously in the States 
or now exist with Parliamentin England. 

In the case of Corfield vs. Coryell, 4 Washington Circuit Court Re 
ports, 379, Mr. Justice Washington said: 

The grant to Congress to regulate commerce on the navigable waters belong 
ing to the several States renders those waters the public property of the United 
States for all pat of navigation and commercial intercourse, subject only to 
Congressional regulation. : 
And in the case of Gilman vs. Philadelphia, 3 Wallace, 724, it was 
said: 

The power to regulate commerce comprehends the control for that purpose 
and tothe extent necessary, of all the navigable waters of the United States which 
are access'ble from a State other than those in which they lie. For this purpose 
they are the public property of the nation, and subject to all the requisite leis 
lation of Congress. This necessarily includes the power to keep them open and 
free from any obstruction to their navigation interposed by the States or other 
wise, to remove such obstructions when they exist, and to provide by such 
sanctions as they may deem proper against the recurrence of the evil, and for 
the punishment of offenders. For these purposes Congress possesses al! the 
powers which existed in the States before the adoption of the national Const; 
tution, and which have always existed in the Parliament in England. It is for 
Congress to determine when its full power shall be brought into activity, and as 
to the regulations and sanctions which shall be provided. 

Although Congress has the constitutional power to appropriate fo: 
the improvement of every navigable stream or harbor whose waters are 
accessible from a State other than that in which they lie, it would not 
be proper to improve any such stream or harbor unless its commerce is 
commensurate to the expenditure necessary to make the improvement 
nor do I believe that it would be improper to improve every suchstream 
or harbor, great or small, whose commerce is commensurate to the 1 
quired expenditure. That is, the propriety of the improvement is to 
be determined not by the amount of money required to be expended or 
by the commerce to be benefited, but by the relative proportion of the 
expenditure to the benefits to be derived therefrom. 

The improvement of every such stream or harbor is of national im 
portance in a legal sense, for their waters are the public property of the 
nation for all the purposes of commerce; and their commerce being in 
terstate or foreign, is under the exclusive jurisdiction of the national! 
Government. 

Although the last river and harbor bill was prepared upon a more 
conservative theory than I have indicated. it met with unprecedented 
opposition, 

This opposition evidently was not aroused by reason of the amount, 
for there had been appropriated aside from this, at the last session of 
Congress, more than $245,000,000 without criticism, included in which 
latter amount was more than six millions for public buildings, the ne- 
cessity for which in many instances is not so clearly apparent. 

It was well known, at the then rate of payment, that such portion of 
the interest-bearing debt as could be reached before the year 1891 would 
be extinguished within the next two or three years, after which, as aptly 
expressed by the President in his last annual message— 

Either the surplus must lie idle in the Treasury or the Government will be 
forced to buy at market rates its bonds not then redeemable, and which under 
such circumstances can not fail to command an enormous premium. 


It is equally well known that this House had passed a bill to reduce 
the revenues $23,000,000, which failed to pass in the Senate, and that a 
surplus was accumulating in the Treasury at the rate of $150,000,000 a 
year. I believe the people would have preferred that the whole of the 
twenty-three millions we tried to leave in their hands had been appro- 
priated to be invested for their benefit in the improvement of our water- 
ways for the reduction of freights, thereby giving employment to labor 
and disseminating the money through all the channels of trade, to hav- 
ing it remain in the Treasury to expedite the appreciation of bonds or 
thecontraction of the currency, ifthey had not been taught to believe that 
the money was corruptly appropriated and would be injudiciously ex- 

nded. 

PeThere seemed to be an organized effort in certain sections to inflame 
the people and create a public sentiment in opposition to further appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors. But what is the motive for making 
this effort, or who is to be benefited by breaking down these appropri- 
ations? 4 

Nearly 80 per cent. of the exports of domestic merchandise from the 
United States to foreign countries consists of products of agriculture, 
and the principal part of the export of such commodities other than 
cotton is the product of the Western and Northwestern States. The 
value of the products of agriculture exported to foreign countries during 
the year ended June 30, 1882, exclusive of cotton, amounted to $352,- 
407,175. 

More than one-half the grain crop of the United States in 1879 was 
raised by the States of Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, lowa, Nebraska, 
Missour,, Kansas, and Arkansas, and the Territory of Dakota, for all 
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of which the natural outlet is the Mississippi River. In 1880 there 
were received at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore 
312,056,930 bushels of grain, and exported from them 225,776,549 
bushels. In 1881 there were received at these cities 250,698,517 bush- 
els of grain, and exported from them 213,162,263 bushels. More than 
three-fourths of this grain came to these cities by rail. 

Work upon the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River was be- 

in June, 1875. Previous to that date it was difficult for vessels draw- 
ing more than sixteen feet of water to pass the bar at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River; the depth of water now reported is twenty-nine feet. | 
In 1875 there were exported from New Orleans 777,127 bushels of grain; 
the exports have continued to increase, and in 1881 there were exported 
from that city 16,859,343 bushels. During the year ended June 30, 
1881, there were exported from New Orleans 4,650,119 bushels of grain 
more than in the previous year, whereas the aggregate exports of Bos- 
ton, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore were 12,614,286 bushels 
less than the preceding year. (See report of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury Department. ) 

In the Forty-sixth Congress a sub-committee of the Coumittee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to whom was referred 
the report of the Mississippi River Commission, under a resolution of 
the House proceeded down the Mississippi River from Saint Louis to 
its mouth for the purpose of acquiring a knowledge of its peculiar con- 
dition and wants, and to gather information relative to the best methods 
for its improvement. That sub-committee in its report (No. 1575, see- 
ond session Forty-sixth Congress) states, among other things: 

It is not unreasonable to estimate that the deepening of the channel of the 
Mississippi River will lessen the freight carriage and insurance rates of the 
cereals alone to the seaboard at least 5 cents per bushel. 

Second. The rate by river determines the rate by rail 

The people of the State of New York at the last general election, by 
more than 200,000 majority, adopted an amendment to the constitution 
of that State making the canals free. 

The following is from an editorial in the Albany Evening Journal 
of September 20 last: 

The development of rival routes by way of the Mississippi Riverand the Wel- 
land Canal and Saint Lawrence River calls upon New York to adopt such a 
course as will enable it to continue to compete successfully with the new clalm- 
ants for the control of water transportation. 

A large share of New York’s commercial supremacy is to be traced to the con- 
struction of De Witt Clinton’s ditch, and the adoption or rejection of the pend- 
ing amendment involves the continuance or abandonment of the beneficial water- 
way. 

That was the potential argument in favor of free canals, and was made 
everywhere in the State by those favoring the amendment. It wasnot | 
the intent of that argument to create a prejudice against the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, for the people of the State of New York 
would not harbor the thought that what helps others injures them, but 
to impress the fact that in order to retain the carrying trade in its ae- 
customed channels their rates must be reduced; nor could that argu- 
ment be controverted. If the improvement at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River enabled New Orleans to increase her exports of grain more 
than twenty-fold in six years, and her exports for the year 1881 were 
increased nearly five million bushels over the preceding year, while dur- 
ing the same year the aggregate exports of Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia, and Baltimore decreased nearly thirteen million bushels, what 
may be expected from improvements that will secure a reduction of 5 
cents per bushel on the cost of moving grain from the interior to the sea— 
from the grain-fields that supply our foreign market. 

If the result should be to divert this trade it might seriously affect some 
of the markets that now handle this grain. | 
There were shipped in 1880 from the principal primary markets of the 
West, exclusive of Saint Louis, 274,863,477 bushels, as follows: 

















Bushels. 
EEE ELE OL AL TT 6,511, 100 | 
Milwaukee ......ccccccccc00-. eceeee, 29.691.524 | 
Ec cxnapeu abnavetenaeucne veeusessuecace coacecness 154, 377, 115 
Peoria ......... i a a dime belbendsanbanaseanacveves 20, 544, 508 
Detroit 10, 366, 491 
Toledo 63, 372,739 | 





274, 863,477 | 
And there were exported to foreign countries the same year from— 












Bushels, 
Boston akan tates venlgimmtlinin 15, 702, 941 
New York........ Lt eR --. 123,731, 628 | 
Philadel phia..............00....000++ ws. 92,615, 156 | 
—— ETN A TNR ERT 53,726, 824 | 


225,776, 549 

Is there an apprehension in any of these cities that their grain trade 
will be diverted, and does this apprehension account for the attitude of 
their public press? 
_ The lines of trade and travel are not readily changed, and the best 
informed believe that the railways that now carry the great bulk of this | 
-_ will not give up their traflic, but to retain it will reduce theix, 

ights to competing rates. 

These roads annually bring from the West between two and three 
hundred million bushels of grain. A reduction of 5 cents per bushel 





| ury without his requisition nor expended without his authorit 


involves a decrease of from ten to fifteen million dollars a year in their 
revenues from this product alone. Can we expect these roads to favor 
a project that will take from them such sums as these? Will they not 
make every effort to defeat it? And will not the organs of the roads 
use all their power to advance the interest of their owners, regardless 
of the public good ? 

I have mentioned only the grain product, but the argument applies 
to meats and all other domestic merchandise that enter into our joreign 
trade. 

I have heard not a word uttered against theimprovement of the Mis 
sissippi River, nor would it be politic to assail a work so important, in 
which so many are interested. But by denunciation of small works, by 
vilification and charges of corruption, the bill carrying the appr pria 
tion for that river has been made obnoxious, and by this course mor: 
effective work has been done to embarrass, postpone, and ultimately de 
feat that project than could possibly have been accomplished by a direct 
attack upon it, and the people have come to denounce the very measures 


| that would reduce their freights, and leave millions in their hands. 


By a resolution of this House, adopted on the 9th of December last, 
the Secretary of War was requested to report to the Hiouse the following 
information: 


Whether any moneys appropriated by the act of August 2, 1882 makingr 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ were appropriated for works or 
objects that are not in the interest of or do not benefit commerce and navign 
tion; and, if so, to name such works or objects, and the respective amounts s 


appropriated 
Whether any of the moneys appropriated by said act have be 





eri « e being 

used or expended under its provisions upon wo 2 or objects that are not in 
the interest of or do not benetit commerce or na ation; and, if so, to name 
such works or objects, and the respective amounts so used or ex vuled 

Whetherthe expenditure of any moneys authorized by tact ha wi 
held or stopped; and, if so, to state how much, for what works or « < ina 
for what cause 

Also the amount of moneys appropriated by eaidact on hand and une 1 i 
and unecontracted for, and likely to be on hand July 1, IS83, with an ex ition 
of why such balance is likely to be 80 on hand, and, how much ‘ balanes 
on hand and unexpended comprises moneys that have been previousiv appre 
priated, and are carried over from year to year through non-compliance with 


the conditions of law making such appropriation 
And that he also furnish the reports and estimates ofthe Engineer Department 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, IS84, which have not been trans: tedto Ce 
gress by the Secretary of the Treasury the ke 
vised Statutes of the United States 
And any other information pertinent to this subject that he may sec 
send to the House 


in conformity with section 5669 of 


prope rte 


In response to the resolution the Secretary of War,replied by letter 
dated January 4, L883, in which he states : 


My wish to give a satisfactory answer to the inquiries of the House has com 
pelled me to makea new and very extended examina 
by the act 

Having done this, it hasappeared to me that in many instances the results of 
stantial benefit to general commerce were so obscure and apparently insign 
as to vindicate the doubt on the part of the House of Repre 
by the inquiry presented in the resolution 


tion of the subjects covered 


sentatives lidicuted 


I therefore submit herewith (Exhibit A) a list of works directed by the act 
which are seemingly of thischaracter, with such details of information « cer 
ing them briefly stated as seem to me substantially to furnish the informa 


called for by the resolution 

Under Exhibit A are named ninety-two works, carrying appropri 
ations of $1,032,000, which deducted from the entire bill ther 
main two hundred and sixty-nine works, carrying appropriations of 
$17,706,875, which do not appear obscure or insignificant to the Seere 
tary of War alter a very extended examination 

In this amount of $1,032,000 is included the sum of $250,000 which, 
in the language of the act, was appropriated ‘‘ for the improvement and 
protection of the navigable channels of the Sacramento and leather 
Rivers, to be expe nded under the direction of the Secretary of War 

The statement in Exhibit A relative to this appropriation contains 
the following 


re 


If it was the intention of Congress to protect these lands 
Referring to lands adjacent to the Sacramento and Feather Rivers 
from the flow of detritus, it would be 


no my opinion, to that extent a local 
work and not in any way in the interest 


of commerce and navigation 

If Congress designed that this money should be diverted to a differ 
ent object from that for which it was appropriated, and the Secretary of 
War, under whose direction the expenditure was specilically placed, 
had actually diverted it, it is quite evident that would not 
the interest of good morals, whatever the effect 1 
commerce and navigation. But as the Secretary states that this wa 
not the intention of Congress, and as the money has not been ex pended 
I fail to see the pertinency of the criticism. 

Sixty-four works named in Exhibit A, carrying an appropriation 
of $559,000, are being prosecuted, and nearly the whole of the moneys 
appropriated for them will be expended during the present fiscal year 
By the act itself the money is appropriated to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War; it can not be drawn ; 


have been i 


night have been uy 


pon 


from the Treas 
In August, 1876, President Grant sent the 

House of Representatives: 

To the House of Representatives: 


In affixing my signature to the river and harbor bill, No. 3822, 1 deem it my 
duty to announce to the House of Representatives my objections to some feat- 


following message to the 
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ures of the bill, and the reason I sign it. If it was obligatory upon the Execu- 
tive to expend all the money appropriated by Congress, I should return the 
river and harbor bill with my objections, notwithstanding the great inconven- 
ience to the public interests resulting therefrom and the loss of expenditures 
from previous Congresses upon incompleted works. Without enumerating, 
many appropriations are made for works of purely private or local interest, in 
no sense national, I can not give my sanction to these, and will take care that 
during my term of office no public money shall be expended upon them. 
There is very great necessity for economy of expenditures at this time, grow- 
ing out of the loss of revenue likely toarise from a deficiency of appropriations 
to insure a thorough collection of the same, The reduction of revenue districts, 
diminution of special agents, and total abolition of supervisors may result in 
great falling off of the reverue. Itmay be a question to consider whetherany ex- 
penditure can be authorized under the river and harbor appropriation further 
than to protect works already done and paid for. Under no circumstances will 
I allow expenditures upon works not clearly national. 
U. S. GRANT. 
Execurive MANsIon, August 14, 1876. 
As quite a number of works appropriated for in the last bill are not 
being prosecuted, and as the order for their prosecution has so far been 
withheld, it is fair to assume that the principle here enunciated is ap- 
proved by the executive department, and that these sixty-four works 
are meritorious, or at least have suflicient merit not to warrant their 
discontinuance. 


Take for example the first work named in Exhibit A, Plymouth 
Harbor, Massachusetts, one of the sixty-four just referred to. The an- 
nual report of the Chief Engineer estimated for this harbor $1,000; 
$14,000, however, were appropriated. 

Although it would not be unseemly to make liberal appropriations 
for a harbor so memorable, yet it was not from any sentiment that this 
increase was made, but upon the recommendation contained in the fol- 
lowing letter read in the United States Senate on May 2, 1882: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 7, 1882. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a letterfrom the Chiefof Engineers 
of the 5th instant, and accompanying copy of one from Colonel George Thom, 
Corps of Engineers, reporting serious damage to the work of the United States 
for the protection of the outer end of Long Beach, Plymouth Harbor, Massa- 
chusetts. It is represented that the preservation of this harbor depends entirely 
upon the maintenance of Long Beach, and any action of the sea thereon likely 
to seriously injure it should be at once arrested. 

The cost of the required protection is estimated at $14,000, and an appropria- 
tion by Congress of which amount is respectfully recommended. 

Jery respectfully, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


ary of War. 
Hon. 8. J. R. MCMILLAN, 


Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


The following is the statement found in Exhibit A : 


IMPROVING HARBOR AT PLYMOUTH, MASSACHUSETTS. 
Comtiaralings HOT RNNO inicccseesnrereeeiin ithintiniinhvieeiiniinnneiiniianionins $14, 000 


Previous expenditures on this work have aggregated in round numbers $85,000, 
the object of the expenditure being to preserve the beach by which the harbor 
is sheltered from easterly storms, and to widen, deepen, and straighten a chan- 
nel leading to the wharvesat Plymouth, the original channel having a minimum 
depth of six inches only at mean low water. The benefits to be derived from 
these improvements appear to be local, with but little bearing on the commerce 
of the country. One of the strongarguments advanced for improving the neigh- 
boring harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts, is that the Plymouth Harbor is so 
dificult of approach as to render it almost useless for strangers. 

Balance in Treasury July 1, 1881 
Appropriated act August 2, 1882.............sssesresseeseesseeenees 
Drawn on requisition, July 1to December 31, 1882 






ijaidieeal --- 10,000 

The statement that ‘‘previous expenditures on this work have ag- 
gregated in round numbers $85,000'’ would imply that no more than 
this amount has been expended. I find, however, that there has been 
expended on Plymouth Harbor since 1824 to the beginning of the pres- 
ent fiscal year the sum of $141,976.74. 

The collector of that port reports that.for the year ended December 31, 
1881, the collection from imports, hospital, and tonnage dues amounted 
to $45,048.24 over and above the expenses of collection. Total value of 
imports and exports, $1,430,306; arrival and departure of all vessels, 
2,732. 

In the Engineer’s report of 1882, at page 519, will be found this strong 
argument advanced for improving the neighboring harbor of Scituate: 
The coast between Scituate and the entrance to Boston Harbor is so densel 
studded with dangerous shoals and sunken rocks that vessels can not find shel- 
ter there at tines, when most necessary (in fi and easterly storms), so that if 
on passing around Cape Cod or coming elsewhere from the eastward a vessel 
should fail to make Boston Harbor, fall to the leeward, it could now find no 
other refuge except Plymouth Harbor (about eighteen miles to the southward), 
the approach to which at the “ Cow Yard” is difficult and dangerous, especially 


for strangers. 

It is well that this harbor in the year 1620 was not ‘‘almost useless 
for strangers,’’ but perhaps at thatearly day it was as easily discernible 
as now that the ‘‘Cow Yard”’ is not the main ship channel. 

No portion of the $223,000 appropriated for the remaining twenty- 
six works named in ‘‘ Exhibit A’’ has been expended, and no provision, 
as I understand, has been made for its expenditure. Two of these 
works are in the State of New York. The following are the statements 
of the Secretary of War relative to them: 

Improving Grass River at Massena, New York: a n, $3,000. The 

Massena 


principal purpose of this improvement appears to relate tothe town 
ne u 0 
and the ph et resorts there located. 

Improving Niagara River, New York: continuing improvement, $1,500. The 
object of this work is to create a new channe!) from the river to the wharves of 


Perhaps there is no work for which an appropriation was made that 


/ 
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is less meritorious than the improvement of Grass River. The engi 
however, states: — 


An examination of the map will show the relatively small proportion of th 
shoal water, such as would obstruct the passage of a three-foot-draught boat (suc! 
as now run) and the — water. As I have already remarked, the uni. 
formity in depth and width, absence of current, stability of channel, and other 
features, give this stream more the character of a large canal than of a river and 
make it admirably <_< to navigation by small steamers. ‘ 

As to the commercial interest to be benefited by the proposed work I think 
there is no question. Massena is the center of a wealthy country, and as a sum. 
mer resort it has no little celebrity. 

Considerable business is cattied on with Cornwall, Canada, by way of Gras. 
River. Asthe My ae PS and Lake Champlain Railroad (American) is fiftee:, 
miles distant, a good deal of live stock and produce are shipped east by th: 
Grand Trunk Railroad (Canadian). ‘ 

The Saprorepent of the river would largely inerease this business, besidc< 
enabling boats from Ogdensburgh to ascend to Massena some three months iy, 
navigable season, drawing four to five feet of water. 

Taking in consideration the small cost of the work, its durability, and the « 
mand for it, I believe the improvement advisable. 


The necessity for the improvement of Niagara River is shown by the 
following letter: , 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFIcr, 
Oswego, N. Y., January 17, 1ss1, 

GENERAL: I have the honor to submit herewith my report upon the survey o: 
Niagara River, at the mouth of Tonawanda Creek, ordered by act of Congress 
7 14, 1880, and placed in my charge by letter from your office dated 

une ly, . 

The port of Tonawanda, which lies at the mouth of Tonawanda Creek, on the 
Niagara River, 11 miles below Buffalo, partly in each of the two collection dis 
tricts of Buffalo Creek and Suspension Bridge, has, within the last few vear. 
become of great importance as a lumbering port, rating, it is said, next afte) 
Chicago, most of the lurnber trade of Buffalo having gone to it. Last year it 
received 350,000,000 feet (board measure) of lumber. This lumber, which: is « 
most exclusively from the forests of Michigan and Wisconsin, is sent away or: 
distributed chiefly through the agency of the Erie Canal and the New York (e),- 
tral and Erie Railways. The arrivals and departures at Tonawanda during thi 
last year were, of lake vessels, 1,800; canal — 6,000; employing upward of 
8,000 men. 

In front of the mouth of Tonawanda Creek lies Tonawanda Island, betwee) 
which and the shore is a narrow channel, so obstructed by bars near its middl: 
and at the ees and lower ends of the island that it has become necessary, i), 
order to avoid maneuvering in it, for large vessels seeking the port to pass dow, 
the outer channel between Tonawanda and Grand Islands, doubling the lower 
end of Tonawanda Island, and so passing up the inner channel to Tonawanda 
Creek. The outer channel through which they have to pass is, howeven ob 
structed in several places by submerged rocks, on which a number of vesse|s 
have been lost. 


The improvement desired here is that these rocks in the channel be removed 
and that the bars before referred to be cut away so as to admit of a safer hand 
ling of vessels in the inner channel. 


* Zs Ld a: - 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WALTER McFARLAND, 
Major of Engineers 
Brig. Gen. H. G. Wricar, 
Chief of Engineers, U. 8. A. 

Upon that letter and the report of the assistant engineer accom 
panying it, Congress on the 4th March, 1881, appropriated $5,000 to: 
the improvement of Niagara River, which was applied by the War De- 
partment to the improvement of Tonawanda Harbor. The enginee: 
estimated that it would require $1,500 more to complete the improve 
ment, as will appear by reference to the engineer’s report 1881, and 
on August 2, 1882, Congress appropriated that amount for that pur- 
pose. On page 310 of the annual report of the Chief of Engineers of 
the United States Army to the Secretary of War is found the following 
statement relative to this improvement : 

3. Niagara River at Tonawanda Harbor, New York.—The troublesome bars at 
the hi and near the middle of Tonawanda Island, and at the mouth of the 


Tonawanda Creek have been removed, a depth of thirteen feet water being 
secured over them. 


The contract rates were so low that all the work contemplated has been done 
under the appropriation of 1881, and no more money is asked for. 

I have examined the reports and have been unable to find anything 
that justifies the statement that the object of the work is to create a 
new channel from the river to the wharves. 

The products of the forest received at Tonawanda during the year 
1881 aggregate a value of nearly $10,000,000, and the lumber that was 
shipped away from that port during that year that had been received 
by the way of the lakes required over 9,000 freight cars, besides 328, - 
000,000 feet that were shipped on the Erie Canal, and it ought not to 
be forgotten that this lumber is the raw material that supplies the man- 
ufacturing centers all through the East, and that its value is increase: 
many fold by the skilled workers in wood. 

I do not believe that this work deserves to be branded as insignifi- 
cant or obscure. Although it would be profitable to take up each one 
of the twenty-six works and compare the statements in Exhibit A 
with the statements of the engineers, I shall call attention to only one 
other work, Old Town Creek, Mississippi. 

The following is the statement in Exhibit A: 

Impro Old Town Creek, Mississippi: appropriation, $3,000. This creek 
runs into Tombigbee River, after meandering thirty miles in a direct dis- 
tance of twelve miles. The estimated cost of the proposed improvement is $10).- 
000, with which it is pro to make it na le after the winier rains set in 
for an anticipated period of about five months. When examined, a box drain 
twelve inches square would pass all the water in the creek. 

The engineer, Captain A. M. Damrell, states, page 1326, report for 
1882, that— 

The creek can not be improved for low-water na 





n. 
For high-water navigation, from about December I to May 1, it can be put in 
good boating condition from ite mouth up toCity Point, four miles from Verona, 
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| 
on the Mobile and Ohio Railroad,a distance of thirty miles by the creek and | 
twelve miles by land, by the removal of overhanging and fallen trees and drift 
accumu , at an estimated cost of about $10,000, and in one good working 





oThe immediate benefit to be derived would be a saving in freight of about $1.50 | 
each on about 34,000 bales of cotton annually, which is now transported by rail, 
and a@ corresponding reduction in freight on return supplies of probably 80 per 
cent. in value of the cotton. 

It is further stated in the report that from December 1 to May 1 the | 
stream is from six to eighteen feet above low water. 

I do not believe that a single objection would be raised against the | 
improvement of this stream in the whole State of Mississippi, unless it 
be by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, which takes annually $90,000 from | 
the people that this improvement would leave in their hands. | 

Shall smaller communities be compelled to pay revenues, customs 
dues, and taxes to the Government, to be invested in improvements for 
large communities, and be denied a more economical expenditure toim- 
prove a navigable stream, bearing interstate or foreign commerce, in 
sight of their very doors ? we 

[ am fally satisfied that the smaller appropriations yield better re- 
turns and accommodate a greater number of people, dollar for dollar 
expended, than the larger appropriations for our greater works. 

The items in the last bill that seem to be or are of little merit are so 
few in number, and involve the expenditure of such an inconsiderable 
amount, it can not be possible that they aroused the opposition which 
this bill received. Who believes that if every item named in Ex- 
hibit A had been omitted the bill would have been received with 
greater favor? The people were unadvised as to the real merit of any 
of these appropriations, for not one report of any engineer oflicer in re- 
lation to these improvements was published by the press for their in- 
formation. Whoever, being ignorant of the evidence upon which a 
verdict was founded, should condemn a jury for that verdict would still 
condemn, whether the verdict was for a few cents more or a few cents 
less. 

Were it possible for the people of my district or State to request me 
to violate my oath and vote for measures that I know to be unconsti- 
tutional and wrong, I should refuse to comply; but in matters of mere 
policy, involving no principle, but only the expenditure of money, I 
teel it to be my duty to execute their will. 

Party conventions assume to express by their resolutions the will of 
the people relative to matters of policy. 

The Republican State convention at Saratoga last fall— 

Resolved, * * * The President's courage in resisting the enactment of the 
river and harbor bill, which violated the accepted rules of constitutional power, 
and which, while authorizing many needed public improvements, carried with 
it large, wasteful appropriations for works of neither national nor public good, 
has secured for him admiration even of his enemies. 

Perhaps my colleagues on the other side of the IHlouse may not feel 
bound by this declaration, especially in view of the result of the elec- 
tion last fall. 

But they must not forget that from Syrecuse came no uncertain sound, 
and that its convention announced: 

In poriones we proclaim our condemnation of the river and harbor bill, in 
which, by the multiplication and mutual support of obnoxious provisions, the 
infamous measure purchased its way through Congress in disregard of the limi- 
tations of the Constitution and to the depravation of morals. 

I believe the people of my State are at present opposed to further 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, and for that reason alone I shall 
vote against this bill. 

I realize that cheap transportation can best be secured by improving 
our water ways; that although our mountains may be full of ores, our 
coal-fields exhaustless, and our soil never so fertile, our industries will 
languish without cheap transportation, for without that we can not 
have cheap metals, cheap fuel, cheap food—the chief elements of our | 
prosperity. 

The State of New York has expended over a hundred million dollars 
upon her canals, and has recently made these canals free as rivers, at 
an expense of at least a million dollars a year. 

Who can estimate the benefits of these improvements to State and 
nation? They stimulated every industry, built up thriving cities and 
populous towns, raised the State from a subordinate to the chief posi- 
tion, and made its principal city the metropolis of the continent, with 
financialstrength tosustain the Government in its struggle for existence. 

I would that the temper of the people were such that the Government 
could emulate the liberal policy of the State of New York, not by dig- 
ging artificial water ways, but by improving, under the limitations here- 
tofore exp every navigable water, with which nature hasso bounti- | 
fully supplied this broad domain of ours, as rapidly as the condition of 
the Treasury would warrant and the wants of commerce demand. 

During the delivery and at the close of the remarks of Mr. RiciAp- 
son, of New York, the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the gentleman entirely sure his statemeut about 
the amounts appropriated in the last session is right ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I took it from your speech. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, you did not; not from any speech of mine 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Do I understand the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. RicHarpson] to say the people of New York State are opposed to 
any appropriation to rivers and harbors, or merely that they are op- 
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posed to appropriations which they believe were secured by log-rolling, 
by which appropriations that ought not to be made are got through in 
order to secure those that ought to be made ” 

Mr. HORR. I will answer the gentleman 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I would like the gentleman trom New York {Mr 
RICHARDSON } to answer the question 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York 
bill was secured by log-rolling ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I made no such statement. I asked the gentle 
man did not the people believe that appropriations were so secured ? 
And did they not for that reason condemn that bill ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. ‘Thet was the idea the ¢ 
started with. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I want the gentleman to answer my question 
Does he think the people of New York are opposed to proper appropria 
tions for the improvement of the national highways of this country ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks the last bill was secured by log-rolling ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I think appropriations were made in the last bill 
that should not have been made. 1 think they were plac 
order to secure appropriations that should have been made 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. IfurcurNs], before he sits down, a question, whether he thinks 
that New York is the nation and that only its river 
the national highways? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. No, sir; so far from that, I think that New York 
furnishes five times as much of its money toward the improvement of 
rivers and harbors as it receives back in this bill 

Mr. WHITE. Hasthe State of New York not always got more than 
its share ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Do you consider $230,000 more than its propes 
share when you apply more than that to the improvement of one Oregon 
River alone—the Columbia River ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I would ask the gentleman, does not the com 
merce of the whole country pour itself*across his State ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And New York has given $100,000,000, has taken 
that money out of its own pockets for improvements, and does not ask 
the Federal Treasury to contribute anything 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If there are to be any more questions addressed 
to me I shall be happy to hear them. 

Mr. HORR. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. Has 
the gentleman not always been in favor of a river and harbor bill and 
always aided th®bill in being passed ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
and will vote for it. 

Mr. HORR. Is this a proper one ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iwilltell youafterit has been considered. Some 
things in it look strange; perhaps the gentleman from Michigan will be 
able to explain them. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that the committee rise, in 
order that the House may enforce its rules. Have we not a Sergeant 


Does the gentleman say the last 


ntleman 


1 there in 


; and harbors are 


[Tam in favor of a proper river and harbor bill, 


| at-Arms that can preserve order in this Hall? 


The CHAIRMAN. Members will take their seats and come to order 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. T should like to ask the gentleman trom 
New York a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York 

The CHAIRMAN. 
remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
a question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my friend from New York to 
have given full, good, and conclusive reasons for voting for this bill 
Now, is it his purpose to vote against it ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Yes, sii 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood my colleague was talking against the 
bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 1 understood my friend from New York to 
say the citizens of New York are opposed to appropriations for rivers 
and harbors. Do I understand him to mean that they are opposed to 
appropriations for rivers and harbors unless they are expended within 
or upon the borders of the State of New York ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is that so? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ne 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I do 

Mr. ROBESON. I should like to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the State of New York is not the seat of the concentrated 
railroad capital of this country ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I so understand it 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask him whether the metropolitan 
press does not respond to the interests that are concentrated in New 


York? 


Hlow much time have I left ? 
The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time 


Then I yield to the gentleman from Ohio, for 


I did not say that 


I did not state so 
I should like to ask the gentleman from New York 


w York yield to the 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. ROBESON. One moment. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether when New York did herself so much honor by making her 
great canal a channel of free transportation, whether that measure was 
not advocated by Ex-Governor Seymour, of New York, in a statesman- 
like letter; whether his views were not sustained by public meetings 
of the Democratic representatives, some of them now here; and whether 
he did not call the attention of the people of New York to the fact that 
when their great free water way of transportation was closed in the 
winter season then the freights upon the food of the people and upon 
the results of their industries and upon their commodities rose 25 per 
cent. 7 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I will answer the gentleman by saying—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON | to yield for a question from me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Have I still the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. The gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Ropeson] has asked me a question. 

Mr. ILUTCHINS. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has asked me a question. He has answered it, I am certain, satis- 
factorily to himself, and therefore I think there is no necessity for me 
to answer it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I ask my colleague to yield toa question from 
me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is not the State of New York and are not the peo- 
ple of New York in favor of internal improvements? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Have I not said that they have 
spent a hundred millions of dollars on them ? 

Mr. HISCOCK,. Yes. 

Mr. CALKINS. Spent in the State of New York? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; they are in favor of improvements ofa national 
character and for the national*benefit. 

Mr. CALKINS. Whoistojudgeofthat? The people of New York? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The House of Representatives. 

Mr. CALKINS. And the people of New York have been made rich 
by carrying the commerce of the West. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask my colleague this question, in reply 
to the insinuation that New York is influenced by the railroad inter- 
ests: | ask my colleague if he can tell me how the railroads of New 
York are benefited by a free canal in the State of New York ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I believe that it takes off 1 cent 
a bushel from their freight. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is that for the benefit of the railroads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I have not claimed that it was. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; butthe gentleman from New Jersey insinuated 
that it was, 

Mr. ROBESON. I said the railroads opposed the free canal. 

Mr. IISCOCK. I ask my colleague if the metropolitan press of New 
York opposed free canals ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I did not say that. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. No; they supported them unanimously. 

Mr. HISCOCK My question was in response to the remarks of the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And the city of New York voted almost unani- 
mously to make the Erie Canal free, and so far to take off taxes from 
every Western State. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey under- 
stands that. [Cries of ‘Order!’ ‘‘ Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will come to order. 

Mr. MILLER. I yield the floor to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. RicHarpson ]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the floor to yield. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a point of order. When we are discussing 
the great question of water let us have peace. [Laughter and cries of 
** Order !”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, Until members of the committee take their seats 
and order is restored the Chair will recognize nobody. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be no further business transacted to- 
night until the committee comes to order. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I desire to reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. R1icHarp- 
SON} has six minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of fix- 
ing the time when general debate upon this bill shall close. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Roprnson, of Massachu- 
setts, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BROWNE re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 





Mr. PAGE. I now move that when the House again resolves itse)¢ 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the river and harbor bill all general debate upon that 
bill shall be limited to one hour. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move as an amendment thot gen- 
eral debate be limited to two hours. I will say to my friend from (ajj- 
fornia [Mr. PAGE] that there is one portion of this bill, that relating 
to the improvement of the Mississippi River, which is very important, 
and upon which a special committee was appointed. . The members of 
that special committee desire to be heard, and two hours is certainly as 
little time as should be allowed for general debate. , 

Mr. PAGE. I will accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question then is upon the motion 
as modified, that general debate be limited to two hours. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Three speeches have been made in favor of 
this bill and none against. And now the gentleman in charge of the 
bill desires to put on the gag and cut off debate. I move that the 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope not. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I move that the proposition to limit debate be 
amended so as to make # three hours. And I wish to state the rea- 
sons—— 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no; no reasons. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Let me state the reasons. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DwiGcur] proceeding ? 

Mr. DWIGHT. I wish to state that everybody knows that this isa 
very important bill. The river and harbor bill was passed last year 
without much discussion; it was vetoed and came back here and was 
not discussed at all. It comes here now 

Mr. PAGE. We can not allow all this debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Everybody else has given a reason. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] gave a reason for his amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. Willthegentleman from New York [Mr. Dwicut} 
yield to me fr a single question? Is it not true that the river and 
harbor bill which billed some of our friends into the wrong harbor last 
November, was a twenty-million bill, while this bill is only a seven- 
million bill? Certainly no one ought to be afraid of a moderate bill 
like this. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from New York-[Mr. DwiGut] to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] so that general debate upon 
the river and harber bill shall be limited to three hours. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 1%, 
noes 98. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not make that point. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Well, I withdraw the point. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not agreed to, and 
the question is on the motion of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I raise the point that no quorum has voted. 

Many MEMBERS. Toolate! Too late! 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I was not too late. [Cries ot ‘‘Order!’’ 
‘Order !’?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the matter can be 
disposed of without trouble. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I wish to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he made the point at the time that no quorum 
had voted on the proposition submitted to the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest, for the purpose of going on with busi- 
ness, that the time for general debate be limited to two hours and a 
half; and I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. PAGE. I will make no condition with the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. ANDERSON. All right. I renew the point of ‘‘noquorum.’’ 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No mule-driver or stage-driver from Califor- 
nia can crack the whip over this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from California, 
Mr. PAGE, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. VAN VOORHISs. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to say—— : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado is out of 
order. The gentlemen will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whether he will not be willing to limit general debate to this even- 


ing—— 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And that to-night members talk as long as they 
please. 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that all sides will compromise upon that. 
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Give the whole of this evening to gencral debate, but let no vote be 
taken to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is proceeding entirely by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. i f 
hours and a half this evening. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that the arrangement will be made. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to a point of order. 
whether anything is in order at this time except the vote by tellers? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, if any gentleman objects. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is the vote by tellers. 
The gentlemen will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


The Chair begs to say that this debate | 


I will consent that all general debate be limited to two | 


I wish to inquire | 
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That arrangement must be made in 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Division. 

The House divided: and there were —ayes 123, noes ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. AN D=RSoN 
Mr. PAGE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 


Regular order. 


The question is on the motion to go into 


| noes 4. 


gentleman from New York to limit the time for general debate in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole to three hours. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will modify 
his motion so as to limit debate to two hours and a half. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 17, noes 154. 

So the motion of Mr. DWIGHT was not agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I call for the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘* Oh, 
no!’?] I withdraw that demand, and move an amendment to make 
the time two hours and a half. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
legislative day. ; 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
the special committee on the improvement of the Mississippi, who de- 
sire some time to discuss that question, I hope that the proposition 
just made may be adopted. There are nine members of the committee 
who wish to be heard. 

Mr. PAGE. At the request of the gentleman from Michigan I will 
accept that proposition 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. PAGE. Provided the debate be had to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to understand the 
situation of this matter. 

Mr. PAGE. That the debate be confined to two hours and 2 half, 
not to extend beyond this legislative day. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I can not assent to the last sugges- 
tion. The gentleman very well understands that if the debate is to be 
concluded to-night and the agreement be entered into that no vote is 
to be taken to-night, that means a vacation of these seats instantly. 
he question of the improvement of the Mississippi River is an impor- 
tant one, and I think that two hours and a half will not be an unrea- 
sonable time to give to this debate. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to have an arrangement by which what- 
ever time may be allotted to members of the special committee on the 
improvements of the Mississippi River shall be divided between gentle- 
men of that committee holding opposing views. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there will be no diffi- 
culty about that; but it isa matter which must be arranged in the 
Committee of the Whole, not in the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to know from the gentleman 
in charge of this bill whether it is the intention to go on and have these 
two hours and a half of debate to-night. 

Mr. PAGE. To go on till the committee desires to rise. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to hear gentlemen who wish 
to speak upon the Mississippi River improvement, but I do not want the 
debate to go on to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole be limited to two hours and a half. 

The motion was agreed to. 





Mr. KENNA moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of the river and harbor 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope not. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question). 
ion of the Chair the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 116. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE], that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the Union 
for the further consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to make an inquiry of the gentleman. 


I move that the House adjourn. 


In the opin- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
a THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object. 


OUR. How much time is to be allotted to the Mississippi 





| 
} 
| 
| 
| 





| 


And let the debate be confined to this 





The motion is that general debate in | floor. 





So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain rivers and harbors, and for other purpose: 
The gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. MCLANE] was recognized, and the 
Chair would ask how much time he desires to occupy. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
half. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
Chair at all. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to inquire of the members 
of the Committee on Commerce how much of the 


The rules give me an hour 


But debate has been limited to two hours and a 


I have no condition to make with the 


two hours anda 


On behalf of several gentlemen of | half—— 


Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. It would give me great pleasure to 
yield all of my time to the Mississippi River Committee. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. How much time? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I have the floor, and it would give 
me great pleasure to surrender my time to the Mississippi River Com 
mittee. There are only two hours and a half, and I only take the floor 
in the interest of the bill, and will very cheerfully surrend 
as I have stated. 

Mr. KENNA. Let them divide it. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I have already promised a portion of 
my time to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HLArcu }, and after learn 
ing from him how much time he wants, and I know he speaks in sup 
port of the bill, I would be then willing to surrender my time to the 
committee. Ihave been appealed to by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] to know if I would give way in order he might move the 
committee rise. We might have the twohours and a halfof debate to 
morrow. 

Mr. DUNN. They will filibuster. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I askthe attention of my friend in front 
of me and of friends of the bill generally. We have two hours and a 
half for debate, and there is a general expression of desire those two 
hours and a half of debate shall proceed to-morrow, in order that the 
House may be full. This suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan 
has been renewed by the gentleman from New York, and for one I think 
it is entirely reasonable. I do not think that gentlemen who addre 
the committee can have any satisfaction in two hours and a half of ce 
bate to-night. I would therefore yield with pleasure to the motion 
to rise, and I will give what time the gentleman from Missouri on my 
left wants, and the rest I will surrender to the chairman of the Com 
mittee on the Mississippi River, if that is agreeable all around 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Maryland will yield 
to me. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. 


rmy time 


I will hear you, but do not yu ld the 
Mr. COX, of New York 
Mr. PAGE. What is it? 
Mr. COX, of New York. The proposition of my friend from Mary 

land is this: Inasmuch as we desire some careful, sedate debate of this 
Mississippi question, and two hours and a half are reserved for that, | 
think it would be wise, prudent, and fair to this bill in its best feature 
to let this debate go over until to-morrow, and if you please meet atan 
earlier hour. I myself would like to have spoken, but 1 am cutoff; | 
can not answer even what has been said. If the gentleman will per 
mit me, therefore, I will move the committee rise. 

Several MEMBERS. Say until 10 o’clock to-morrow 

Mr. COX, of New York. You will not be here. 

Mr. KENNA. With the permission of the gentleman from New 
York, I desire to ask a question. I know what his answer will be, and 
I mean no reflection by it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wanted to be heard with reference to 
that part of the bill relating to the Mississippi question 

Mr. KENNA. Iam very willing as one of the friends of this bill 
that the gentleman shall have the opportunity he desires—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield th 
floor ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
West Virginia for a suggestion. 

Mr. KENNA. Inthe moment yielded to me by the gentleman from 


{ simply want to carry out a suggestion 


I will yield to the gentleman from 
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Maryland I only want to say, as one of the friends of this bill, that I am | 


very willing that this debate should go over until to-morrow with the 
understanding that this bill is to be treated at that time on its merits, 
and that there shall be no filibustering to delay it. With that under- 
standing I have no objection to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let me say to the committee, with the consent of 
my colleague, and I believe that he will accede to my suggestion, that 
since it is well known to all that only four days of this session remain, 
if this bill is to become a law we had just as well proceed to its con- 
sideration, or at least conclude the debate on it to-night; and I make 
the appeal to him, he having charge of the floor, that he will not yield 
to any motion, but go on with the discussion, in view of the short time 
remaining of this session, until the debate is concluded, and then we 
can come to a vote in the morning on the bill. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am very sorry it is not in my power 
to come to an understanding in reference to this discussion. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow a sug- 
gestion at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. BELFORD. Only for a question. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. For what purpose? 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to make a suggestion with reference to the 
bill, that we carry over the discussion until to-morrow, and have a fair, 
honest discussion of it on its merits. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am just trying to make such an ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. TALBOTT. What is said on this debate with reference to the 
bill to-night can be seen in print to-morrow morning. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Maryland is entitled to the 
floor; but the Chair will recognize no one until the committee is in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will my friend from Maryland 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I will hear the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is only in reference to this 
matter of the debate on this bill. The time, as all gentlemen un- 
derstand, has been fixed at two hours and a half. Debate by order of 
the House has been limited to that time, as we all know. Now, any 
debate upon the substantial parts of the bill, to be of any weight or of 
any use, should be of course made in the presence of the House. I 
would like to say something myself upon the item in reference to the 
Mississippi River. I have been commissioned with other gentlemen to 
go there and make an investigation, and have given the matter some 
attention But I should not be willing to make suggestions to empty 
chairs. And if we are to be forced to go on here to-night, without com- 
ing to a vote, as it is understood there will be no vote to-night, gentle- 
men will understand, of course, that members will be very apt to seek 
their comfort and convenience and go home and let the debate run on. 
That, of course, would not be fair to the House or to the proper con- 
sideration of the bill. Therefore I think some such arrangement as 
has been suggested would be more satisfactory to all the members of 
the House. Some gentleman here in the neighborhood says “ print.’’ 
Let me say in response that I have never printed since I have been a 
member of Congress, and the presumption is that Inever shall. LIonly 
want to say now in the interest of a proper consideration of this bill 
that the debate on it should go over until to-morrow, and that the mo- 
tion to adjourn should be made. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me # 
question? Would he have any objection to a recess until 10 o’clock 
to-morrow ? 
| Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I only wanted to see a proper 
timeallowed for the discussion of the bill, but I think it not at all likely 
that members will be in attendance at the hour suggested by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia. The members will most probably be at 
the different Departments, attending to that character of work, and will 
not be here in time. 

Mr. KENNA. We have but four days of this session remaining, and 
I believe if we take the recess until 10 o’clock the House will be here 
to listen to this discussion. The friends of the bill will certainly be 
here. 

Mr. McCOOK. Not before the usual hour of meeting. 

P The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield the 
oor? 

» Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am consuming my time very un- 

profitably. 

i Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman from Maryland yield to me fora 

moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land if he yields to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Mary- 
land will yield to me I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. McLANE, of land. Before ern poner tleman from 
Massachusetts or any 0 gentleman I prefer to yield to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. PAGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Maryland 
yields to me I will ask unanimous consent that we may take a recess 
until to-morrow morning at 100’clock. I donot care tomake a motion 
that the committee now rise unless it will be with the understanding 
that we will take a recess until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That must be done in the House. 

Mr. KENNA. We can agree upon it in committee, and when we go 
back into the House the motion can then be made. 

Mr. PAGE. I donot care to make the motion that the committee 
rise unless with that understanding. 

Mr. KING. Say 9 o’clock. 

Mr. PAGE. Ten o’clock will be as early as wecan secure the attend- 
ance of members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman 
from California to the fact that there can be no agreement made in the 
committee to bind the House upon this subject. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am going to yield the floor to the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, as I understand that he will 
make a motion that the committee do now rise with the intention that 
when we go into the House he will then move to take a recess until 10 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is right. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. With that understanding I will yield. 

Mr. PAGE. I will make the motion, but I do not know what the 
House may do. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will object. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RoBINsoN, of Massachu- 
setts, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CANNON re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House take a recess until to-morrow at 
10 o’clock. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope the gentleman from Califor 
nia will not insist on that. 

Mr. BELFORD. I-want to be heard on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion to take a recess. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 87, noes 13. 

Mr. COBB and Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum. 

Mr. PEELLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope that will be voted down. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
71, noes 38. ° 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. McCLURE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RecorD remarks on the river and harbor appropriation Dill. 
[See Appendix. } 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 10 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, relative to League Island navy-yard—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, relative 
to the improvement of the navigation of the Colorado River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, relative to the exchange 
of silver bullion for standard siver dollars at the mints of the United 
States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of Illinois in favor of placing sheer-booms at the piers of railroad bridges 
crossing the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. — 

Also, the resolution adopted by the Legislature of Illinois, urging an 
increase of pensions for soldiers of the late war who lost a leg or an 
arm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of R. L. McDonald & Co. and others, 
wholesale merchants of Saint Joseph, Missouri, protesting against the 
increase in duty on fashioned cotton hosiery—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: The petition of Lieutenant A. D. Little- 
field, of Captain Joseph Irish, of the board of marine underwriters of 
Boston, of Lieutenant J. H. Parker and others, of Captain J. H. Merry- 
man and others, of D. C. Chester, of Captain G. R. Slicer, and of Lieu- 
tenant H. D. Smith, the transfer of the revenue- 
marine service to the Navy Department—severally to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. Lee 

Also, the petition of Marine Society, harbor and land commissioners, 
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of H. S. Whiting, of E. W. Atkinson, and of Henry Mitchell, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, protesting against the transfer of the Coast Survey to the 
Navy Department—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. H. 8. HARRIS: The petition of the employés of the Amer- 
ican Sheet Iron Company of Phillipsburgh, Warren County, New 
Jersey, protesting against the reduction of the tariff on iron—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of Syphovier Bondreau, of Jules 
A. Dejean, of Valmont Stelly, of William Burleigh, of Theresa Stelly 
and others, of Louis Meyer, of Mary R. Meche; of N. C. Devilliers, 
administrator of Joseph Marks; of Alice and Ellen Duffy, of Albert 
N. Robin, of James and Augustus Burligh, of Azelic Bergeron, of Joseph 
B. Rechard; of Louis Marks, administrator of Benjamin A. Smith; of 
A. Landry; of Homer Bourgeois and Constance Prejean, administrators 
of B. A. Martel; of Eremise Meche, administratrix of Louis Marks; of 
Joseph Marks, of Joseph Moulton, of Mary D. Porter and others, of B. 
A. Martel, of Eugene Petetin, of Oscar H. Violet and Aylas Violet, of 
Lurger and Lucien Lastrapes, of John F. Irvine, of H. D. Meche, of 
Sosthene Lagrange, of Jerome Stelley, of Joseph Quebideau; of Ann 
Kennison, administratrix of Terville Lagrange; of Valeny Oliver, ad- 
ministratrix of Alexander Stelley; of Rosalie B. Hunter, and others, 
for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of W. H. Johnston and others, em- 
ployés of the Lake Superior Iron Company, at Ishpeming, Michigan, 
against any lower rates of duties on any foreign-manufactured products 
than are recommended by the Tariff Commission—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petitions of Thomas G. White, William G. 
Capers, Mary A. Capers, J. J. Sams, Edward T. Walker, Augustas E. 
Fripp, Daniel P. Jenkins, Robert Oswald; of E. and J. J. Fripp, exec- 
utors of Honora Armstrong; of Thomas Means, E. W. Marshall and 
others, E. M. Capers, Clifford Oakman, W. A. Chisholm, George W. Will- 
iams and others; of W. O. P. Fripp, adminstrator of Thomas B. Chap- 
lin; of John B. Miller; of Thomas G. White, executor of Alford H. Me- 
Turrons; of William O. P. Fripp, Henry H. Von Harten, FE. M. Sea- 
brook, Franklin Talbird; of B. E. Fripp, administrator of William Mor- 
rison; of E. F. Sams, Henry C. Stoll, 8. R. Sams, Franklin Talbird, 
Robert De T. Ellis, F’. M. Pritchard; of Stephen E. Scanlon, adminis- 
trator of Stepheny Riley; of Honora Armstrong, administrator of Joseph 
W. Seabrook; of John A. Hamilton and W. H. Perryclear, Frederick 
Williams, Francis T. Capers, and of Wiley T. Burge, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Paper relating to the pension claim of Marga- 
ret Corrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Mli- 
nois, in favor of placing sheer-booms at bridge crossings of the Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Illinois, in favor of an 
increase of pensions to soldiers of the late war who lost a leg or an 
arm in the service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEST: The petition of William E. Woodbridge, for the ex- 
tension of his patent for improvement in ordnance—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of Martha J. Liles, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1883. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by unan- 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no routine morning busi- 
ness, unless there are concurrent or other resolutions, the call for the 
ordinary morning business is gone through with. 

Mr. VANCE. [ask theSenate to consider the bill (S. 2504) to amend 
the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval service, 
which was reported from the Naval Committee the other day. It will 
take but a moment to conside: it. If there is any debate I will not 
press it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks for the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make an observation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. As soon as Senators arrive in the Hall to take part in 
the discussion upon the pension bill, we wish to ask the Senate to take 
that bill up. I merely state this so that no Senator will go on with a 
bill that will be likely to take considerable time without bearing in 
mind the suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. I think this bill will take but a very short time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 

















Mr. BUTLER. ‘Then we will take ‘t up by a majority. 
of very great importance. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all right; you can do that 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is morning business through ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair called through the order 
of morning business, but if there is morning business to be presented 
the Chair will receive it. The Chair will recognize the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] after the formal business is through 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAIR presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada; which 
was referred to the Committee on VPost-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


It is a bill 


Joint memorial and resolution relative to establishing a mail-route from: Haw 
thorne to Mount Cora, in the State of Nevada 

Whereas the population at and in the immediate vicinity of Mount Cora, in 
Esmeralda County, Nevada (distant twelve miles from Hawthorne, in said 
county, the place of the nearest post-oflice to said Mount Cora), isnow about one 
hundred, and is rapidly increasing; and 

Whereas there have been rich and valuable mines of gold and silver developed 
at and near said Mount Cora, giving evidence of permanenc 
cessity for mail facilities: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Concress be, and they 
are hereby, requested to urge upon the Post-Oflice Department the necessity of 
establishing a tri-weekly mail-route from Hawthorne to Mount Cora, in Esme- 
ralda County, Nevada, and a post-office at said Mount Cora, at the earliest prac- 
ticable time, to meet the growing requirements of the people of Mount Coraand 
vicinity. 

Resoived, That his excellency the governor be requested to forward to the 
Post-Office Department at Washington city and to each of our Senators and 
Representative in Cong 


Leopy of the foregoing mem 
lution. 


y and continued ne- 





ssa certilied dreso 


Passed January 22,4883 
SratTr OF NEVADA, 
Department of Stat 


I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original on file in my 
office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal o 
State. Done at office, in Carson City, Nevada, this 19th day of January, A. D. 1883 


[SEAL. } JOHN M. DORMER, Se S 
By J. I. MARSHALL, Depu 
Mr. FAIR also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 


of Nevada; which was referred to the Committee on Vost-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows 


Assembly joint resolution relative to a weekly mail from Elko, Elko County, 
Nevada, to Lamoille Valley, in said county and Stat 

Whereas Lamoille Valley is one of the largest, most populous, and most im- 
portant precinctsin Elko County, polling at the last election nearly one hundred 
votes with a fair prospect of doubling it atthe next election; and 

Whereas said valley is situated about twenty miles southeast of Elko, the 
county seat, and that there is now no mail facilities whatever for the accomm« 
dation of the people between the said Lamoille Valley and the county seat and 
the Central Pacific Railroad running through said county; and 

Whereas the growing business bet ween the agricultural port i« 
and the balance of said county and of the State are not 
dated by the present postal communications: Therefore, 

Resolved by the assemby (the senate concurring), That our Senators be instructed 
and our Representatives be requested to urge to the best of their ability the 
passage of an act of Congress authorizing the transportation of a weekly mail 
from the town of Elko, Elko County, Nevada, to the said Lamoille Valley, Eiko 
County, Nevada. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State of Nevada be, and 
he is hereby, respectfully requested to forward tothe Postmaster-General at 
Washington, District of Columbia, and to each of our Senators and Representa 
tive in the House of Representatives a copy of the above resolutions 

Passed January 15, 1583. 


ms of said county 
sufliciently accomme 


STATE oF NEVADA, 
Department of State, ss 
do hereby cer 
iginalon file in 


I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada 
tify that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the o1 
my oflice. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the creat seal of 


State. Done at office, in Carson City, Nevada, this 19th day of January, A. D, 
1883. 
[SEAI JOHN M. DORMER, Seerelary of State, 


By J. HW. MARSHALL, Deputy 

Mr. FAIR also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Nevada; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

The people of the State of Nevada, represented in senate and assembly, do 
memorialize the Congress of the United States as follows 

Your memorialists, representing the miners and producers of silver bullion 
in Nevada, earnestly request such change in the coinage laws as will permit the 
miners and producers of silver bullion to deposit the same at the United States 
mints and to receive full equivalent in 412!-grain dollars for the silver bullion 
deposited, free of charge. The price of silver bullion produced in Nevada is 
controlled and regulated altogether by the London quotations. The discount 
upon silver bullion at present quotations is 20.79 cents a fine ounce, or over 16 
per cent. of the value. The present discount on the s&ver falls directly and 
only upon the producers. By a report of the honorable Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated April 28, 1882, it appears that the profit on the coinage of the standard 
silver dollarat all the coinage mints from the commencement of the coinage of the 
dollar, in July, 1878, to June 30, 1881, aggregates $10,081 496.31. Thisamount repre- 
sents during the above period a loss to the producers only of the above amount. 
There can be no valid reason given for discriminating against the coinage of 
silver and in favor of gold, and we demand such change as will place the pro- 
ducers of both gold and silver on equal and exact terms 

Your memorialists therefore do hereby most respectfully 
your part as will relieve the miner and thus revive a strug 
as in duty bound they will ever pray. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Ee 
requested to use all honorable means to the end that such chang 
the coinage laws as will abate the hardships complained of, 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to speedily transmit 
a copy of the foregoing to each of our Senators and Representative in ¢ 
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and also to the governor of each State and Territory that is engaged in mining 
and producing silver bullion, with a request the same be presented to the Legis- 
latures for joint appeals to Congress for the relief prayed for. 

Passed February 10, 1885, 

STATE OF NEVADA, 

Department of State, ss: 


1, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original on file in my 
office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
State. Done at office, in Carson City, Nevada, this 19th day of February, A. D. 


1883, 
[SRAL.] JOHN M, DORMER, Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, Deputy. 


Mr. FAIR also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Nevada; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution in relation to artesian wells. 


Whereas most of the arable lands in the State of Nevada are worthless in their 
present condition, owing to the dry seasons and great deficiency of water; and 
Whereas a scarcity of water for irrigation greatly retards a large increase of 
population and permanent homes; and believing that water in greatabundance 
may be had by sinking artesian wells, thereby bringing into market millions of 
acres of ~ oo lands equally productive as those of other portions of the United 
States; anc 
Whereas the Humboldt House Station in Humboldt County, in this State, is a 
mogneont exemplification of the fertility of our desert lands when irrigated : 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate and assembly conjointly, That our Senators and Rep- 
resentative in Congress be requested to use all honorable means to secure an 
appropriation of $250,000 with which to pay for the expense incurred in digging 
such artesian wells, 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to forward immediately to our Sen- 


ators and Representative in Congress copies of this preamble and joint resolu- 
tion, 
Passed February 6, 1583 
STATE OF NEVADA, 

Department of State, ss : 
I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original, passed 
February 6, 1883, on file in my office. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
State. Done at office, in Carson City, Nevada, this 21st day of February, A. D. 
1883. 
[SAL } JOHN M. DORMER, Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, Deputy. 


Mr. FAIR also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Nevada; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly joint memorial and resolution to the Congress of the United States, 
relative to a national appropriation for improving the navigation of the Col- 

Yorado River. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Nevada, respectfully repre- 

sent, that—- 

Whereas the Colorado River is a portion of the boundary between the United 
States and Mexico, and its navigation in case of war wound be of paramount im- 
portance in the protection of our territory and our people; and 

Whereas it is now navigable to the junction of the Virgin and Colorado, at 
Rioville, during the higher stages of water; and 
Whereas at the proportionately small outlay asked by your petitioners the 
said Colorado River could be made, by the removal of obstructions, navigable 
during all seasons of the year for light-tonnage craft of all kinds to a point thirty 
miles above Rioville, which is verified by the actual inspection of members of 
this body, and can be by any practical and unprejudiced engineer; and 

Whereas there are on both sides of said river mines of gold, silver, copper, 
and other valuable metals, and in the interior large tracts of agricultural and 
grazing land along the course of said stream, between the points above named, 
which are now sparsely settled and unproductive owing to the cost and diffi- 
culties of transportation, and which would become valuable land if said stream { 
were made navigable; and 
Whereas the principal obstructions to the navigation of said stream lie between 
a point thirty miles above Rioville and Fort Yuma. and consist principally of 
rock and drifts and sand-bars which could be readily removed without any great 
expense as measured by the benefits to be derived ; and 
Whereas Nevada has never asked or ever received any aid toward improv- 
ing the rivers in or bordering upon our State: Therefore, 
~ Be it resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Represent- 
ative requested to use every honorable effort to secure from the General Goy- 
ernment an appropriation of $125,000, to be used in improving the navigation of 
the Colorado River between Fort Yuma anda point thirty miles above Rioville, 
the junction of the Virgin and Colorado Rivers, under the proper management 
of competent engineers, for the purpose of making said stream permanently 
navigable between the points above named. 
~ Resolved, That his excellency the governor of Nevada be requested to for- 
ward a copy of this resolution to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, to 
each of our Senators and Representative in Congress, to the governor of Cali- 
fornia, the governor of Arizona, and the governor of Utah, requesting their 
hearty support and earnest co-operation in obtaining said appropriation for the 
benefit of each of the said States and Territories. 

* Passed January 25, 1883. 

SrTate or NEVADA, 

‘ Department of State, ss: 

if, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, dohereby certify 
> the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original on file in my 
oniee, 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set mm dg and affixed the great seal of 
State. Done at office, in Carson City, Nevada, this 19th day of February, A. D. 
1883. 
(sau. ] JOHN M. DORMER, Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, Deputy, 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 
in the RecorD, as follows: 

IN THE SENATE, January 35, 1883. 


Whereas great doubt and uncertainty prevails in many brenches of industry 
throughout the country as to values, caused by reason of pending tariff legisla- 





tion, which if long continued will bring distress and suffering upon the laboring 
classes and widespread disaster to the business interests involved: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth in Gen- 
eral Assembly met, That we earnestly request our Senators and Members of Con- 
gress at Washington to use their influence to remedy the existing evils by the 
speedy adoption of such tariff legislation as will afford ample protection to Amer- 
ican industry, and thereby restore confidence and prosperity to the general 
business industries of the country. 

Extract from the journal of the senate, 





THOS. B. COCHRAN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate 
In THE Hovsse, January 26, 1883 


P. GRAY MEEK, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Approved the 30th day of January, A. D. 1883. 
ROBERT E. PATTISON, 


Mr. MITCHELL also presented concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania; which were referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


In THE SENATE, February 7, 1883. 

Whereas the city of Philadelphia did, in the year 1866, cede to the Govern- 
ment of the Uni States of America all its former rights and title to certain 
land and water privileges located in the southern section thereof, known as 
League Island, together with such portion of the territory on the north bank of 
the water course separating said island from the city as said Government de- 
clared necessary for its purposes; and 

Whereas, in consideration thereof, the said United States ef America were to 
locate a naval station thereon forthe construction and repair of vessels for naval 
purposes, it being distinctly understood by all parties therein concerned that a 
necessity existed for the erection of rolling-mills, founderies, &c., to prepare for 
the construction of vessels of steel or iron, said location having been determined 
by a board of officers, appointed for the purpose by order of the Navy Depart- 
ment, to be superior to any and all others upon the Atlantic coast; and 

Whereas a board of naval officers has now been appointed to ascertain what 
navy-yards can best be dispensed with, and said board, in the discharge of its 
duty, propose to visit the city of Philadelphia on or about the 2lst instant, and 
has expressed a desire to meet and consult with citizens interested in the sale or 
retention of the League Island navy-yard; and 

Whereas it is of the utmost importance to the interestsof the State of Penn- 
sylvania that this navy-yard, located within easy reach of the great iron and coal- 
mines, rolling-mills, &c., and destined if continued to open up new fields for la- 
bor and the mineral production of said State, should not be disposed of but re- 
tained and improved to an extent which would make it, as intended at the time 
it was ceded to the Government, the great naval station of America: Therefore, 

Be it resolved (if the house of representatives concur), That a committee to consist 
of three members of the senate and five of the house of representatives be ap- 
pointed for the pu of meeting said board of naval officers at such time as it 
may arrive in the city of Philadelphia, and take such action as they may deem 
proper to secure the retention of the navy-yard at League Island. 

And be it further resolved, That the Senators of the United States from the State 
of Pennsylvania be, and they are hereby, instructed to use their utmost endeav- 
ors to prevent the closing of said navy-yard by the Government, and that the 
Representatives in Congress from the several districts of said State be, and they 
are hereby, earnestly requested to exert themselves to accomplish said purpose. 

Extract from the journal of the senate. 

THOS. B. COCHRAN, 


Chief"Clerk of the Senate 
In THE Hovsr, February 7, 1883. 


P. GRAY MEEK, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Approved the 8th day of February, A. D. 1883. 
ROBERT E. PATTISON, 


Mr. MITCHELL also presented concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania; which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 22, 1883. 


Resolved (if the senate concur), We cordially indorse the action of the House of 
Representatives of the United States in passing the bill for the increase of pen- 


The foregoing resolution concurred in. 


The foregoing resolutions concurred in. 


} sions for the soldiers of the Union who lost an arm or leg in the war for the pres- 


ervation of the Mnion. 
ved, That we respectfully request our Senators at Washington to advocate 
and vote for the passage of said bill through the Senate of the United States. 
Extract from the journal of the house of representatives. 
P. GRAY MEEK, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 


IN THE SENATE, January 23, 1883. 
° THOS. B. COCHRAN, 


Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved the 25th day of January, A. D. 1883. 
ROBERT E., PATTISON. 


Mr. COKE presented three memorials of colored laborers in the cot- 
ton-fields, and growers and planters of cotton, residents of Walker, 
Montgomery, and Waller Counties, Texas, remonstrating against the 
imposition of any increased tax upon iron ties and bands used in baling 
cotton; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Coffey Grange, No. 777, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Bonanza, Caldwell County, Missouri, praying for the 
creation of the office of secretary of agriculture; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


The foregoing resolution concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed as the conferees on 
the part of the House on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, Mr. WILLIAM D. KEL- 
LEY of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr., of Ohio, Mr. DuD- 
Ley C. HASKELL of Kansas, Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, 
and Mr. Joun G. CARLISLE of Kentucky. 





The message also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
_ments to the bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ 
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Home, located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Tuomas J. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. ANson G. McCook of New 
York, and Mr. Epwarp 8. Braae of Wisconsin, the managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. ; 
The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
2. 7679) to establish certain post-routes; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3832) to provide for the restora- 
tion to citizenship of such citizens of the United States as have become 
naturalized as subjects of Great Britain, to report it with the expression 
of opinion that it ought not to pass; and I move that it be indefinitely 
postponed, — 

The motion was agreed to. 

FISH AND FISHERIES REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
a concurrent resolution for printing additional copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, have instructed me to report the 
same without amendment and to recommend its passage. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 10,000 ad* 
ditional copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the 
year 1882 be printed, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 
copies for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, and 500 copies for sale by the Public Printer at a price equal to the 
additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereon added. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHACKELFORD. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 358) to provide for the publication of the me- 
morial addresses delivered upon the life and characterof Hon. John W. 
Shackelford, of North Carolina, have instructed me toreport it without 
amendment, and recommend its passage. I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BINDING OF BOOKS FOR THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (8. 2482) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 20, 1878, have 
directed me to report it without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It amends the act by adding to the 
clause relating to the binding of books for the Departments of the 
Government, after the words ‘‘ Congressional Library,’’ the words, ‘‘ nor 
to the library of the Navy Department;’’ so that it will read ‘An act | 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, approved | 
June 20, 1878, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding to the 
clause of said act relating to the binding of books for the Departments 
of the Government, after the words ‘Congressional Library,’ the fol- 
lowing words: ‘Nor to the library of the Patent Office, nor to the 
library of the Department of State, nor to the library of the Navy 
Department.’ ’’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 2509) granting a pension to Emily Munroe; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 141) concerning the 
Buffalo Commercial Advertiser; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. TABOR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 142) providing for the participation by 
the Government in the national mining and industrial exposition to 
be held at Denver, Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILL. 





Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. MILLERof California, and Mr. ROLLINS sub- | 


mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to 
the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior 


years, and for those certified as due by the accounting oflicers of the | 
ry in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, here- | 





tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That William H. Bennett have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate in the matter of his pension claim 
SILAS Q. HOWE 
Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 


present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to furnish to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives a copy of the en- 
grossed bill (S. 565) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William 
T. Pate & Co., the same having passed the Senate February 13, 1882, and having 
been by the House of Representatives referred to the said committee July 15, 
1882, said bill having been lost or mislaid since beiny so referred, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana whether the Sen- 
ate should make its communication to a committee of the House 

Mr. VOORHEES. I had thought of that 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it should be sent to the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Perhaps that isso. The object is to replace as 
speedily as possible a copy of the engrossed bill which has been mislaid. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to any way the Senator prefers, 
but it strikes me that the correct method of proceeding would be that 
the Secretary be directed to send to the House a duplicate of the bill 
with the action of the Senate upon it 

Mr. VOORHEES. My object is to get the bill there as soon as pos- 
sible. The House is in that crowded condition now that it might be 
some time before it could be taken from the table of the Speaker 

Mr. HOAR. It does not require that it shall go to the table of the 
House. If this was once there, I suppose the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee would at once take possession of it without any action of the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ifthe Senator thinks that is best, I will accept 
his suggestion and just let it be communicated to the House of Repre 
sentatives instead of the Ways and Means Committee. Let the resolu 
tion be read as modified in that way. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows 

Resolred, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to furnish to the House of 
Representatives a duplicate of the engrossed bill (S. 565) for the relief of Silas 
Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., the same having passed 
the Senate February 13, 1882, and having been by the House of Representatives 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means July 15, 1882, said bill having 
been lost or mislaid since being so referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


The question is on agrecing to the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire, if the morning business is through, to 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Hlouse bill No. 1410. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. VANCE] has the floor, if there is no further morning business 

Mr. VANCE. I now move to take up Senate bill No. 2504 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to have the message read thal came 
from the House about the committee of conference and the revenue bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be here in a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. I want to have an executive session of a few 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message is now her Does the 
Senator from Tennessee withdraw his motion while the Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate a message from the House of Representatives as 
by the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 


The message has been sent for and 


requested 


INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows 
In THE HovsE CF REPRESENTATIVES, February 27, 1883 
Ordered, That Mr. Ketuey, Mr. McKisiey, Mr HASKELL, Mr. RANDA‘tL, and 
Mr. CARLISLE be the conferees on the part of the Ilouse on tl LL HT. A. 5538) 


to reduce internal-revenue taxation 


Mr. GARLAND. I wish tomake a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate agreed last night to a conference upon this bill, and 
before I give my reasons for it I will ask the Secretary to read from the 
RECORD of this morning, on page 31, the portion I have marked 

Mr. VANCE. What has become of my right to the tloor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 

had the right to the floor, but this matter relating to the conterénce 
| committee was laid before the Senate. The Chair thinks the Senator 
from North Carolina has the right to the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand the Senator from Arkansas 
the message from the House be read. 


to ask that 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was done. The Chair did not 
suppose it would lead to debate. 

Mr. GARLAND. I asked that the message be read, and I also ask 
that what I have sent to the desk be read, in order to make them the 
basis of my motion, because it is an important matter. After that is 
read [I will ask but a short time in which to give my reasons for mak- 
ing the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Unless the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yields the floor he has the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. These matters of prime importance can always get the 
right of way, of course; and as I have the floor I will move to take up 
the bill which I indicated, being a bill providing for cadets at the 
Naval Academy, just as was done in the case of the West Point Acad- 
emy, placing the cadets of the two institutions on the same footing. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the morning business is closed, I call for the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a motion. 

Mr. GARLAND. Has my motion to reconsider been entered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decides that the Senator 
from North Carolina has the floor. 

Mr.GARLAND. He had the floorand yielded it to me, and I made 
my motion. Has the motion been entered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has he yielded? 

Mr. VANCE. I yielded tor the purpose of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas making the motion; I did not yield for action on it. 

Mr. GARLAND. The motion is entered, then? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If entered it ought to be immediately considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That motion ought to be immediately considered, 
unless it is intended to arrest the whole action of the Senate. I take 
it that pending a motion to reconsider the committee of conference 
would not be justified in meeting. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to proceed to the consideration of the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is just what I was going to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from North Carolina 
yielded the floor for the purpose of a reconsideration he yielded it al- 

ther. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to this yielding the floor for that purpose. 
I addressed the Chair long since, and I desired the floor for the purpose 
of making a motion to postpone the Calendar, to be followed by a mo- 
tion to take up the pension bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to a yielding of the floor for any special 
purpose. It can not be yielded except for a general purpose, and when a 
motion to reconsider is made it is then before the Senate and ought to 
be acted upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. The objection certainly comes too late. After the 
floor has been yielded and the Senator from Arkansas has entered his 
motion the objection is entirely too late so far as that motion is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 rose immediately upon the motion being made, 
and called the attention of the Senate to the fact that if the motion was 
pending it ought at once to be decided. I have not been derelict. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from North Carolina 
yielded the floor for that purpose he yielded it altogether. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the motion to reconsider is pending it is all 
ight. 

mA GARLAND. Task the Secretary to read what I have sent to 
the desk. 

Mr. BLAIR, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is it? 

Mr. BLAIR. When the Senator from North Carolina first rose, when 
it was stated by the Chair that the morning business was closed, he 
said he rose for the purpose of moving to take up a bill. I thereupon 
rose and objected, and stated that I desired to move to postpone the Cal- 
endar for the purpose of taking up the pension bill, according to the un- 
derstanding last night. Then morning business intervened, and the 
Senator took his seat. A variety of morning business was transacted. 
After that was transacted the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mrrcu- 
ELL] indicated his purpose to go on with the pension bill, postponing 
the Calendar, I also myself rose. The Senator from North Carolina 
has not the floor, unless he holds it by virtue of his rising to make the 
motion originally. Much business has been transacted meanwhile—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The question of order is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of order is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam stating the facts, and upon those facts I ask if 
the Senator from North Carolina has the floor to make the motion or 
to yield it to the Senator from Arkansas ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Chair will state the facts as they 
occurred. The Chair asked for the presentation of memorials, for all 
the ordinary morning business. There was no mo business, as 
Senators were not present; they were delayed and came in afterward. 
Then the Senator from North Carolina rose and asked to take up a bill. 








The Chair informed him that he must wait until the morning busines. 
was over. When that was concluded the Chair recognized him to move 
to take up his bill. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mircu ELL] 
antagonized that by a motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
unfinished business; but the Senator from North Carolina had the right 
to have a vote upon taking up the bill. He then yielded the floor to the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] and the Senator from Arkansas 
— his motion to reconsider. The question is on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon the statement of the facts by the Chair how 
could the Senator from North Carolina have the floor when these other 
purposes had been indicated? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because the Chair recognized him. 

Mr. BLAIR. How could he have the floor to yield to the Senator 
from Arkansas? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to reconsider the 
vote by which the conferees were appointed on the revenue bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now I ask the Secretary to read what I have sent 
to the desk. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise to a question of order. The parliamentary 
rule is that it is not in order to refer to particular words that have been 
spoken in debate or particular acts of the other House upon pending 
measures between the two. The reason of that is obvious, because it 
it is done difficulties may arise that can not be satisfactorily adjusted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such question betore the 
Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iraise it. Ifthe Chair will inspect what the Sen 
ator from Arkansas desires to have read, he will see that it is the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives upon a measure that is now pend- 
ing between the House and the Senate, and which was not communi- 
cated to us in the regular channel. While I think that the action oi 
the House is disingenuous and that under the action of the House a full! 
and free conference can not be had, yet I must say that under the par- 
liamentary law it is not in order to have extracts from the Recorp 
read as a basis for or in support of a motion to reconsider. I ask the 
Chair to inspect the portion of the Recorp that the Senator from Ar- 
kansas desires to have read. 

Mr. GARLAND. What I have requested to have read is from the 
official record of this Congress kept here by an express rule of Congress 
for the purpose of informing Congress, and informing the public what 
is being done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not see any objec- 
tion to reading the last resolution in the series sent up. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is what I want read. I ask the Secretary to 
read it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that what is pul- 
licly done and reported, and which can be made the basis of a recon- 
sideration, there is no objection to reading. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair is aware of the parliamentary rule, I sup- 


pose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is aware of that; but ifa 
resolution is adopted in the House, it then becomes part of the public 
records. This is simply a resolution they have adopted, which may 
be read here. 

Mr. BAYARD. Inasmuch as there isa question of orderas to reading 
from the RECORD the proceedings of the House of Representatives to- 
day, I would submit that the reason of the rule that forbids allusion to 
matters pending in the other House forbids allusion to debates at the 
same session or during the same Con The whole object of that is 
to insure tlfe absolute independence of each House from any influence 
of the other. That is the intent, so that by general parliamentary law 
as well as by the rules of this body ‘allusion to the possible or probable 
action of the Executive is improper and grossly out of order. So it is 
not allowable to cite the action of the other House for the purpose of 
influencing the action of the Senate, unless that action comes to us by 
the usual regular methods of communication, and then we may con- 
sider what we may do; but we are not at liberty to cite the debates or 
the arguments used in the other branch of the Legislature for the pur- 
pose of affecting our action in this body. 

The meaning of the law is the preservation of the independence of 
each branch unaffected by that which led to the action of the other. 
Up to this time no action of the House of Representatives has been 
communicated to the Senate; there is nothing before the Senate that 
we can take up and act upon. There is no resolution of the House 
before us. Therefore, I submit that it is not in order that the Journal 
of the House or the record of its proceedings shall be read to affect 
the action of the Senate < something not yet before us. : 

Mr. GARLAND. The honorable Senator from Delaware is entirely 
mistaken—— . 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to know if the motion to reconsider is now 
before the Senate? ir 

Mr. GARLAND. Have I not the floor, Mr. President? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has the 
floor. 
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Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Delaware is entirely mistaken. 
It has not been five minutes since I had read a message from the House 
of Representatives brought in here by its Clerk, announcing its com- 
mittee of conference, which was withheld last night from us, and upon 
that, together with the official report of their proceedings, I make the 
motion to reconsider. , 

I make the motion to reconsider in good faith, for I voted for the 
conference last night believing that we had in our possession all that 
the House had done in regard to this matter. Now it turns out from 
the official Recorp that practically a fraud has been committed upon 
the Senate; I do not say an intentional fraud, but I say practically it 
has been so, for the gist of the House proceedings was omitted last 
night in its m to the Senate. ; 

By this proceeding their committee of conference is handicapped in 
advance in reference to the power of the Senate to orignate the bill that 

They are told to bring back their construction of the matter, 
as the House now gives them its version of our power. Then what are 
you to have a free conference about? Thereisthe point I make. The 
parliamentary proceeding is a free and open conference upon which all 
the parliamentary writers agree in England and in this country, where 
these questions are discussed viva voce, freely and openly, for the purpose 
of a free conference, not for the purpose of a prejudged and handicapped 
consideration by one House or the other. The House of Representatives 
has played Hamlet with the part of Hamlet left out, so far as the Senate 
is concerned on this occasion. We send out our conferees to meet theirs 
on a question already prejudged by them. 

Mr. BAYARD. May IL ask the Senator a question ¥ 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senate has proceeded, the Senator said just 
now, to vote to meet the conferees of the House in what upon its face 
of the proceeding is a free conference. 

Mr. GARLAND. A free conference with this exception, I must say 
to the Senator—— 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish merely to ask a question. 

Mr. GARLAND. A report for a free conference from the louse is 
generally accompanied with the names of their committee, which they 
did not send us last night. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senate having appointed a committee of con- 
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dulged in the course we agreed to follow. Therefore. practically, I say 
a fraud has been committed on the Senate. and we should r call and 
retract it. ie 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator differs with me only in this respect: I 
had rather not assume or presume irregularity on the part of the House 
nor have I any desire to retlect upon that body in the least deeree: but 
I do propose that the Senate shall maintain not only its dignity in every 
respect, but that the Senate shall maintain the truth and the true mean 
ing of its own action of last night. There was no other suggestion be- 
fore the Senate last night than that we were to appoint a committee ot 
conference—a free conference. If when we come to confer we shall 
meet in conference a set of conferees who are not free, it is not the con 


| ference that the Senate contemplated, and therefore it can not be held. 


That I take for granted will be the result. 

Under the rules of the Senate we have no knowledge communicated 
to us by the House of its action except its message. What was that 
message? It was a message inviting the Senate to appoint a party of 
conferees without restriction, without instruction on their part. Phat 
was the result. That is all the Senate knows. 

Now, the question comes in whether or not you ean inform the Sen- 
ate by means other than the message of the House that something else 
might be intended or might be implied or might hereafter be urged 
which would tend to change a free conference into a restricted eonfer- 
ence, a limited conference, a shackled conference, which w 


as not the 
object of the Senate. 


While Tam quite as strict as the Senator from 


Arkansas is or would wish to be on this subject, I do not believe that 
| according to the rules we should take up the RecorpD to discover there 
whatever has been said in debate or what has been said by action else 


where of which we have not been informed 

This Senate intended a free conference on this bill, and the five Sen 
ators appointed in my judgment have no right toattend any otherthan 
a free conference; and should they find themselves in an association 
with a committee of conference on the part of the House who are bound 
by something else than the House has informed us of, it will be clearly 
our duty to return to the Senate, and not to aces pt a restricted confer 
ence or to act upon it, when we were appointed only upon a general 
and free conference. 

Mr. MORRILL. 


Mr. President, I do not desire that the time shall 


ference to meet the conferees of the House, if they find immediately | be wasted about what I conceive to be a very unimportant matter, and 


on meeting that the conferees on the part of the House are affected by 


what he has termed a restriction or handicap or whatever may be the | 


name he gives it, would it not be the duty at once of the Senate con- 
ferees to report to the Senate the fact that what they supposed on the 
face of the House message was a free conference was in fact not a free 
conference ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, the Senator has asked the very question that 
I was coming to, and I wish the Senate to pay attention to it, for it is 
with no purpose of obstruction that I am making the motion, for I 
have not obstructed this bill during the forty days and nights it has 
occupied the Senate, like the flood. 

We have no right to send a committee out except for a free confer- 
ence. The purpose of my motion to reconsider is to say to that com- 
mittee, “‘ You shall not confer upon a proposition that was already pre- 
judged before you were appointed.’’ We can not now instruct that 
committee, because it has gone beyond that point, but we can by this 
motion to reconsider get the matter back into our hands and then act 
upon it as we should have acted if we had had this information before 
us yesterday as to what the House had done. I say, Mr. President, 
that my action, my vote upon appointing this committee of conference, 
would have been quite different had I known of this proceeding. I 
would not have voted to refer this matter to a conference last evening 
had I known that this second resolution was in the action of the House, 
and I undertake to say, without knowing, that other Senators are prob- 
ably in the same situation. 

The books before me say that a full and free conference is a confer- 
ence in which every question is discussed freely, openly, and frankly, 
as among gentlemen, as the saying is; but here the very question at the 
origin, t 
not informed of that. I wish to have the vote reconsidered, and the 
proposition brought fairly before the Senate whether we shall indulge 
in this play of putting up a cob-house for the purpose of having it 
knocked down. When the motion to reconsider is acted on I shall 
take the position then that the Senate can net confer upon this matter 
under such circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is really not de- 
batable, though it has been debated. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to say tor myself, and it sustains the 
views of the Senator from Arkansas, that I have no doubt whatever 
that the committee appointed by the Senate last night was a commit- 
tee of conference which meant a free conference, and if they should find 


themselves face to face with a committee that were not free it would | 


be the duty of the Senate committee instantly to withdraw and come 
back and tell the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, will the Senator yield to me for one mo- 
ment? What he p is that we take action backward. Had we 
known the full action of the House we could not have consistently in- 








power of the Senate, is denied by the House, and we were | 


| have read a resolution of the House of Representatives. 


one with which we have nothing to do 
motion to reconsider on the table 

The PRESIDENT prot mpore. The Chair will first de« ide the pont 
oforder. The point of order was presented by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS] that the resolution which the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. GARLAND] desired to have read, passed in the House, was not 
proper to be read here. At first blush, not having examined the ques 
tion with any care, the Chair thought the point of order was not well 
taken; but on reflection he believes it is well taken 
manual says this: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sul 
ject in the other house, or the particular votes or majorities on it there; be- 
cause the opinion of each house should be left to its own independency, not to 


i 


be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might be 
get reflections leaning toa misunderstanding between the two houses. (4 Grey 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I appeal from the de 
Chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Is not my motion in ordes 
whole subject on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The point ot order was raised about 
the reading before the Senator from Vermont had the floor to make 
that motion. 


I therefore move to lay the 


Tefferson in his 


ision of th 


I moved to lay the 


Mr. MORRILL. But I move to lay theappeal, as well, on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. But I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order was made before 
anything else. That was the question before the Senator from Ver- 
mont could make his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have appealed from the decision of this point of 
order in good faith, and I will ask the Senate to decide it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But a motion to lay on the table is made; and I 
do not think even the Chair would be at liberty to mal 
pending that motion. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Chair before receiving that motion ruled upon 
the point of order and [ have appealed from the decision 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw any objection 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas raised tly 
point of order. The Senator from Arkansas was on his feet asking to 
Then the Sen- 
ator from Kansas raised the point of order, and the Senator from Ar- 


ce a decision 


| kansas was occupying the floor until that point of order was decided 


It seems to the Chair that he has the floor still. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not object to the floor being awarded to the Sen- 
ator again, but when the point of order is raised and the Chair rules 
upon it and an appeal is submitted, that certainly takes the Senator 
from the floor as to his original right to the floor. I do not object to 
his going on, however 

Mr. GARLAND 


The Senator as usual has got it all wrong. I ap 
£ £ 
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pealed and had the floor and stated that I took the floor on the appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair has not awarded the floor to the Senator on 
the appeal. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think the Chair would have to do it because I 
rose in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Go on. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, there is not a syllable in the ex- 
tract that has been read from the Manual by the Chair that touches the 
question here. Iam not asking to have read here anything that was 
said by any member of the House in debate, but I am asking to have 
read from the official Recorp, which has been made official by act of 
Congress, to which we appeal every day for what occurs in Congress 
with the same certainty of correctness that we would appeal to the 
Journals that are written in manuscript by our clerks and which we 
move to have corrected, to which we call the attention of the Senate as 
a privileged question—— 

Mr. HOAR. I call the Senator to order under the thirty-sixth rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The thirty-sixth rule? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

36. If any Senator, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the Senate, 
the Presiding Officer shall, or any Senator may, call him to order; and when a 
Senator shall be socalled to order, he shall sit down, and shall not proceed with- 
out leave of the Senate, which leave, if granted, shall be upon motion that he be 
allowed to proceed in order; which motion shall then be in order and be deter- 
mined without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair has ruled that the Senator in having read 
the proceedings of the House was transgressing the rules of the Senate. 
Now, I certainly hope he will have leave to proceed. When the Senator 
asserts that the Chair has got to give him the floor without objection, I 
think it is proper to remind him of the rule. 

Mr. GARLAND. I stated that the Chair would have to give me the 
floor because I was in order, just as I would have said the Chair was put 
there for the purpose of enforcing the rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator has been called to order. 
Of course the Senator can not refer toanything done in the House. The 
question is, Shall he have leave to proceed in order? Is there objec- 
tion ? 

Mr.GARLAND. I have not referred to anything done in the House 
yet. Ihave been trying to get permission to do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has not the Senator a right to read from debates in 
the Rrecorp ? 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. No, sir. That is the question the 
Chair has just decided. 

Mr. GARLAND. That-is the question which is being considered, 
but there is no trouble about it, if the Senator from South Carolina 
pleases. It is all in order, as I shall show. This is no new thing. 

I have asked the Senate to listen to the reading of what has trans- 
pired as printed in the official Recorp of the two bodies of Congress. 
1 am not reading it, and do not intend to, till the point is decided; but 
i say that the rule in Jefferson’s Manual as read by the Chair does not 
affect this question, because that rule was handed down to us from the 
Parliament of England and was not made in reference to any official 
record or any official register whatever. It was made with a view, as 
the general rule states there and as was stated by the Senator from 
Delaware very aptly, to prevent influence being imported from one 
IIouse to the other. But here I propose toshow from the official record 
that is now here for the purpose of informing the two bodies of what is 
going on, that the Senate of the United States has been called upon to 
do something when the whole and entire reason for doing that thing 
has not been given to the Senate. I say that it is perfectly in order to 
read this entire record of proceedings that occurred in the House of 
Representatives or Senate, under the rule that makes this the official 
record or register of these two bodies. 

It is made manifest here that the Senate has been led, inadvertently, 
if you please, or practically to permit a fraud in appointing its com- 
mittee of conference on a subject that had already on prejudged by 
the other House. That is the question I bring before the Senate. It 
will be too late to wait, as the Senator from Delaware proposes and 
écems to think it can be done, till our committee of conference go and 
say ‘‘ We are without instructions ;’’ and finding those from the other 
House are bound by instructions, say *‘ This is not the feast we have 
been invited to, and, therefore, we will take up our hats and walk out.”’ 
That is not respectable foolishness; that is not first-class nonsense, 
because it is to be presumed when the Senate acted on this matter it 
acted on every fact that had transpired. 

We have two messages from the House, first one saying that they 
disagreed to our amendments and asked for a conference, then a 
message this morning announcing the names of their committeemen; 
but not yet have we been told just exactly what transpired in order to 
get that conference in the House, and what we are asked to consider 
and have a conference upon. Now, I say the ruling of the Chair, with 
the utmost respect, does not affect this question. This question is 
upon the right to read from the official record of Congress, a record 
made official long since the time Jefferson wrote his manual, and no ! 





words in that rule apply to any such document as this, and, ir 
opinion, the rule does not affect proceedings of this character. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the rule in Jefferson’s M 
264 of the book of rules of the Senate, is that— 
Neither house can exercise any authority over a member or officer of the 


other, but should complain to the house of which he is, and leave the punish 
ment to them. 
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Suppose one of our members in the Senate should go to the House of 
Representatives and complaint should be urged against him there of 
impropriety of conduct before that body and the House should proceed 
to deal with him, and he should return to his own body this morning 
and ask that the Senate should take cognizance of the treatment he had 
received there, would it be in order for him.to have read before this 
body the proceedings of that House in dealing with him? Noman wil] 
deny that, I presume, and yet if that would be in order this is in order. 
Whatever official action has taken place in either House which affecis 
the conduct of the other is a subject of proper consideration here; and 
inasmuch as the House of Representatives does not communicate it to 
us we have the only other resource left to us, which is to send a reso- 
lution of inquiry to that House as to what has been done or to receive 
that information from the official channel, the RecorD, printed by au- 
thority of law by the Government of the United States. It can not be 
that the Senate of the United States is in such a prone and imbecile 
condition as that it can not ascertain, except at the pleasure of the 
House, what action has been taken by that body which may affect the 
action of this body. ‘ 

It has been wellstated by the Senator from Arkansas that if this resolu- 
tion had been known to the Senate yesterday the vote of the Senate would 
have been quite different in respect to this conference. Our jurisdic 
tion at least would have gone along with our conference and our au- 
thority to the conferees to withdraw from that conference in the event 
that they found themselves embarrassed by the resolution of the House 
so that the conference could not be full and free. A conference be- 
tween the two Houses that is not a full and a free conference is simply 
a fraud and a sham, and we may characterize it aswe will. I for one 
shall never surrender the independence of this body so far as my vote 
is concerned by yielding to the other House the right to send to us a 
committee of conference instructed by them when we appear to be cut 
off from the opportunity of finding out what the instructions are and 
they withhold the instructions from us. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware says that the Senate need not 
be alarmed; that when the conferees meet if the Senate’s representa- 
tives find that they are not meeting other conferees from the Ilouse 
who are free to act, free to consult with them upon every subject con- 
nected with this bill, it will be their duty to return to the Senate and 
make report. Sir, that will be their duty, but they will never do it 
That committee will never return to this body to make that report; 
they will withhold it. More than that, sir, the Senate of the United 
States has no right to abdicate into the hands of one of its committees 
or into the hands of any five gentlemen the action that it ought to take 
for itself. While I am willing to trust the gentleman who made that 
statement that he will honorably do all that is required to be done, yet 
as a Senator of the United States it is a part of my right to vote upon 
instructions to him as to what he shall do, and not what his honor may 
prompt him todo. He, sir, is the authorized agent of this body and 
not of himself when he gets upon that committee; he has no right to 
interpolate his own private views either to the assistance or to the 
overthrow of the action the Senate has taken or may be inclined to take. 

This, sir, is nosmall matter; this is no trivial affair. It is something 
that merits the consideration of this great body, because we are giving 
up here, it appears, powers vested in us by the Constitution, and doing 
it to-day we shall convert ourselves in some future time again into a 
mob for the purpose of being led by party leaders. When we act here 
without rules, without law, and aside from the Constitution we are no 
more than a mob. We ought to conform our action under all circum- 
stances, especially upon great occasions like this, to the rules of order 
and of parliamentary procedure. 

I can not conceive how it can be possible that the House of Represent- 
atives, by stealth and by concealment, can give instructions to its com- 
mittee which it withholds from us, and yet that there is some law in 
this country, some rule of parliamentary procedure, which prevents us 
from access to the real facts of the transaction. 

Are the Houses of the United States Congress to deal with each other 
in the manner that has been done in the last twenty-four hours? Are 
we to give secret instruction to our conferees which no man in the House 
can rise upon that floor and demand shall be read for the information 
of that body, and send them into conference, apparentiy a free and an 
open conference, when in fact it is one that is narrowed down to cer- 
tain inquiries, and that certain matters they are prohibited from in- 
quiring into at all? Can the House of Representatives withhold its 
action upon the important question of the constitutional powers of the 
Senate, and then send to us as if they were acting in good faith a reso- 
lution inviting us to a conference upon a bill which they have declared 
in their own resolution is an unconstitutional invasion ef their rights? 
Is the Senate of the United States to be humiliated to that low degree 
when it must enter upon a conference with the House of Representa- 
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tives as an act of courtesy upon a bill which that House has solemnly 
resolved that the Senate has no constitutional right to enacts and not | 
<9 only, but refusing to send that resolution to us? Are we the repre- | 
sentatives of the sovereign States of the Union in the Senate of the | 
United States, and can we be bafiled and tampered with and paltered | 
with in this manner by the other House ? al 
Sir, there may be some pressure of party demand which will require 
us to stultify ourselves in this way; but whether the Senate has the 


power tolook to the REcorD to see the facts or not, ‘the people of the | 


United States will be astounded to know that we have some manner of 
procedure here which compels us not to know what everybody in the 
world is cognizantof but us. Never was the doctrine of estoppel carried 
to this extent before. 

Sir, I concur with the Senator from Arkansas that that which has 
been read as the foundation of the decision of the Chair does not in the 
slightest degree touch this question. It has no relevancy to it. With 
the most profound respect for the Chair, for his learning and his ability, 


I must say that the first ruling of the Chair upon this question strikes | 


my mind as being incontrovertibly true. 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
ject in the other house, or the particular votes or majorities on it there. 

Nothing in the resolution of the Senator from Arkansas touches either 
of these questions. He recites nothing that was said in debate; he re- 
cites no particular vote or votes of the majority or the debates that 
may have been held there upon the resolution. The reason assigned 
by ‘the parliamentarian is this: 

Because the opinion of each house should be left to itsown independency, not 
to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might 
beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two houses, 

Why, sir, you might as well hold that you can not consider a bill 
that comes from the House, because in doing so you are obliged to con- 
sider something that the other House has done. Their action is final 
when it reaches us. This action is final in the House now, and beyond 
all power even of review, because I believe a motion to reconsider and 
to lay that motion on the table was adopted in that House. It is en- 
tirely beyond the reach of the House now to correct its action, and we 
are to be left here to act upon a grave question like this in darkness, 
which has been manufactured for the purpose of concealing the truth; 
we are to be inveigled and ied in the thralls into a conference where 
the House itself has concealed the pith and substance of its own action. 

Sir, the respect of the Senate of the United States will not bear this 
tax. Great and august as this body is and has always been, it will not 
bear the tax. There is no occasion for resorting to this extreme method 
of deception and gag law for the purpose of keeping down the action of 
this body upon the truth as it exists. Let the truth come to light. 
Let those hide it whose deeds are evil and whose thoughts are against 
the public welfare. Let those participate in this dark scheme of per- 
version and fraud who feel that the right way to treat the American 
people is to deceive and to wrong them. I will not do it, sir. 

I believe that the decision of the honorable President of the Senate 
upon this proposition is not such law as we can vote upon our records 
for the government of this body in the future, for if it is we willingly 
tie our own hands and victimize ourselves, placing all of our consti- 
tutional powers at the will and pleasure of the other House, so that 
they may cheat and defraud us as they please. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am not about to contribute any- 
thing to the prevention of a large reduction of taxation at the present 
session of Congress. I merely say that the Senate have often, as the 
RECORD will show, instructed a committee of conference, and it never 
has been returned or rejected by the House whenever the Senate has 
done so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Vermont? I wish to know from the Senator whether he knew of this 
action of the House. yesterday when he moved for this committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not. 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of our committee did not know it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not regard it as of any consequence whatever. 
The House has the right to instruct its committee, and so has the Sen- 
ate. Whenever the Senate has done so heretofore no objection has been 
made on the part of the House, and no conference report has been re- 

jected on that account. 

Now, Mr. President, I move to lay the whole subject on the table 

Mr. HARRIS. What becomes of the appeal ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before that is done I-— 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. Laying the whole subject on the table takes the 
appeal to the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Vermont has said something 
about the practice in this matter. 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been often done. 

Mr. GARLAND. That the Senate may not be unadvised about this 
matter I wish to say—there is yo impropriety in reading this—that as 
fine a parliamentarian as the Senator’s colleague was overruled on this 
very point; anc I ask the Secretary to read the fact from the book I 
send to the desk. 


Mr. SHERMAN. is the motion to lay on the table debatable? 


| sire to consume any more time, 
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Mr. MORRILL 
further debate. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let that be read to put this matter right 

Mr. MORRILL. No; that would require me to read re 
tract from the Journal to show that what I said is true. Ido not ad 


I made my motion for the pm ) 


purpose ¢ t stopping 


The PRESIDEN r pro tempore. The Senator from V« rmont ob ects 
to the reading. The question is on laying the appeal on the table 
Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from Vermont persist in this motion 
just at this time? 
Mr. MORRILL. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


Yes, sir 
To cut off any information on the subject whatever? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it has been sufficiently discussed 

Mr. BUTLER. I mustsay that itisa very extraordinary proposition 
for a Senator of his experience to make in this body at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND and Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
| proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called 

| ator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

| Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
| Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. Otherwise I should vote ‘ yea.” 
| Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called 
with my colleagne [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JomNSTON } 

The roll-eall was coneluded. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the negative 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. 1 withdraw my vote 

Mr. VANCE. My colleague [Mr. RANsomM] is paired with the Sen 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. 

Mr.CALL. Iwishtoannounce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. JONEs, 
| of Florida] with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON | 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is necessarily absent on a 
conference committee, as is also the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Breck } 
They are paired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from I)linois [Mr. LOGAN] is paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. The Senator 
from Towa {Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. JongEs}. 

Mr. WINDOM (after having voted in the affirmative 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. DAvis]. 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 26; as follows 


The question is on the motion to 








Iam paired with the Sen 


lam paired 


lam paired with the 


I am paired with 


I am paired 
I withdraw my 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Blair, Harrison Lapham, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, Tabor 
NAYS—26, 
Barrow, Garland Jacksor Slater, 
Bayard, George, Jonas Vance, 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Voorhees, 
‘all, Groome, Morgan, Walker, 
Camden Grover, Pendleton Williams 
Cockrel}! Hampton Pugh, 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury 
A BSENT—26 
Allison Farley, Logan Ransom, 
Beck, Ferry MeDili, Saunders, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, 


Van Wyck 
Cameron of Pa., Vest, 
Davis of I1., Jones of Florida, 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, 
Fair, Lamar, 


Johnston, Mahone, 
Miller of Cal Windom 
Mitchell, 

Plumb, 





So the Senate refused to lay the appeal on the tabk 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the following resolution 

Mr. GARLAND. The question is on the appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; the question is on the ap- 
peal. The resolution of the Senater from Delaware car 
during the pendency of this appeal. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall offer it when it is in order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Phe question is on the appeal frem 
the decision of the Chair. Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. I cal! for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not quite like the attitude of 
| this affair from what we hear outside; but I am bound to say that I 
| think the judgment of the Chair is correct. Each House, I think, has 
| the right to instruct any of its committees, and it is not bound as a 
matter of parliamentary law to communicate to the other House the 


1 not be in order 
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instruction that it has given. I think each House has a right to in- 
struct its own committees, and I think it has just as good a right toin- 
struct a committee that it calls a conference committee as any other, 
although it is called a free conference. The Senate has decided the 
question three or four times in respect of instructing its own conference 
committees, and as usual it has decided both ways. 

I remember when the celebrated salary-grab, as it was called aiter- 
ward, was pending in this body about the 3d of March, 1873, I think 
it was, when it was moved to instruct the Senate conferees to recede 
from the amendment increasing salaries that we had put on a House 
appropriation bill, a Senator from Illinois, I think, Mr. Trumbull, 
raised the point of order that it was not competent for the Senate to in- 
struct its conferees, and the Chair holding that it was, an appeal was taken 
and the Senate decided that it was not competent, that they could not be 
instructed. At the beginning of the next session the matter was care- 
fully explored and all the precedents hunted up, and it turned out that 
on numerous occasions before that time, whenever the Senate thought 
it convenient and desirable in order that its conferees should carry the 
weight of the whole judgment of the Senate on a given point into a 
conterence with the House, a conference committee might be instructed 
exactly like any other of the committees; and it tarned out that the 
same Senator from Illinois who had made the point of order on this 
salary matter himself on the last preceding occasion had moved an in- 
struction to a committee of conference. 

So, taking all the precedents in this body together, I think it per- 
fectly clear that it is competent for this body, and certainly of course 
for the other House, under its powers, to instruct a committee of con- 
ference. I know that no question was ever raised in the Senate as to 
whether it would be the duty of the Senate, having instructed its com- 
mittee of conference, to inform the House by a message of those instruc- 
tions. The Senate conferees being instructed would meet the House 
conferees in the conference-room and would of course, like other diplo- 
matic representatives, so to speak, inform the representatives of the 
other branch what they were instructed to present and insist upon and 
discuss and so forth. That has been, as I say, often practiced in this 
body; and I do not remember any instance in which this body thought 
it necessary as a matter of parliamentary duiy to send a message to the 
House of Representatives to inform them that it had instructed its own 
comniittee. 

Now, when we come to this precise question of order, if I am right 
in what I have already stated, of course this supposed proceeding of the 
House of Representatives on which the question of order arises was a 
proceeding the House of Representatives had a perfect right to take, 
instructing its own representatives what sort of views to present to the 
representatives of the Senate. Therefore it is exactly like referring 
here to any other proceeding in the House of Representatives on any 
question that engages their consideration, as an instruction to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to bring in an internal-revenue bill or an 
instruction to the Committee on Elections to report an election case or 
whatever the House of Representatives might think it fit todo. There- 
fore if there isanything in the rule which it has always been thought was 
the fundamental rule of parliamentary law between two independent 
bodies that the members of neither body can refer to or comment upon 
the proceedings of the other except so far as they are brought to the 
notice of each other by m es in the regular way—if there is any- 
thing in what I think is that fundamental rule, then it appears to me, 
with great deference to those who disagree with me, that the Chair is 
clearly right. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, on the first point suggested by the 
Senator from Vermont I want now to read what his colleague very 
graciously declined to hear read a few moments before he came into the 
Chamber. 

This occurred in the Forty-third Congress : 

The report of the committce of conference on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill is under consideration. A motion is made to recom- 
mit the report to the committee of conference with instructions to strike out cer- 
tain parts of the report. Mr. Trumbull raisesa question of order, viz: “ That the 
province of the committee of conference being to confer freely and fully upon the 
subject of the disagreeing votes of the two onses committed to it, it was not 
competent to limit such conference by instructing the committee in any manner 
in respect to its action at theconference.”” The Presiding Officer (Mr. Epmunps) 
overruled the point of order, and decided that the motion to reecommit the report 
with instructions was in order. 

I call the attention of the other side particularly. Mr. Trumbull 
raised the question of order on the motion to recommit, with instruc- 
tions to strike out a certain part of the bill: 

That the province of the committee of conference being to confer freely and 
fully upon the subject of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses committed to 
it, it was not competent to limit such conference by instructing the committee 
in any manner in respect to its action at the conference. The ding Officer 
(Mr, EDMUNDS) overruled the point of order, and decided that the motion to re- 
commit the report with instructions was in order. From this decision Mr. Trum- 


bull appealed, and the decision of the Chair was reversed; yeas 11, nays 47,— 
Senate Journal, third session Forty-second Congress, March 3, 1873, 556. 


What do you suppose was the vote on that? The Chair received for 
the support of his ruling 11 votes, and there were 47 against it. Yet 
we are told here to-day that it is competent for each House, in asking 
for a full and free conference, to tell its conferees in advance ‘you 
must do so and so.’’ Where, then, is the ‘‘full’’ and the “‘free?’’ 
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You send them there not only shackled but bound hand and foot, anc 
then you have the courage to say that is a full and a free conference. 
Where does the ‘‘full’’ and where does the “ free’? come in? You ar. 
not sending them under that state of case to confer. You are sending 
them to submit to the orders of one House. a 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that order will be preserved in the Senate. 
We are very anxious to hear the honorable Senator from Arkansas, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will Senators please take seats, and 
those gentlemen who are here by the courtesy of the Senate will si; 
down or leave the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. GARLAND. Here was the express point made and overruled 
by the most overwhelming vote I have ever known given in the Senate 
on any controverted question, 11 votes to sustain the Chair and 47 
against it. The Senate then said, ‘‘ No; if yey are going to conti: 
frankly and fully and freely, we will not tell you what subject you musi 
enteron inadvance; when we say we send you to confer freely and fully 
we do mean to send you there, not to defy one another and to pull oi! 
your coats and threaten towhip one another.’’ That is the proposition 
now; that is what this farce is now. 

Upon the most important question that has been before Congress 
since I have been a member of the Senate, a bill that took forty days 
and forty nights for the Senate to consider, you are asked now to ap- 
point a free conference on the most material point when the Hous: 
conferees are instructed. The Senate has said heretofore that can not 
be done. Weought not to have conferences under false pretenses; wi 
ought not have the conferences as a juggle. Suppose when we send 
five gentlemen into this committee-room of conference they are met, 
as we are told here, by House conferees who say to them, “ You hay. 
done an unconstitutional thing, and we can not hear any argument 
about it.’? Then what does your conference come to? 

Let me ask the Senate in good faith, for we do not deceive oursely: 
or deceive anybody else, after the exhibition made by the Senator trom 
Vermont who objected to this being read, after his moving to lay this 
important question of ruling on the table, do you expect this commit 
tee to withdraw from anything of this kind? No, it will not. Th 
whole proceeding shows that we are coming to an illegitimate result, 
and there is no use in saying a word or discussing the meaning of this 
They will not retire; but they will sit there handcuffed and tramme!lei 
and tied, bound hand and foot like the dancing man upon the mimi: 
show for the edification of the five members of the House. The Sen:- 
tor from Vermont shows that he has predetermined to do this, for lh. 
has endeavored to cut off debate on this important question when « 
Senator rises here and says under his oath that he believes the Senat. 
has been trifled with, and the Chair thinks that that can not be read 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me to in 
terrupt him for a single moment? 

Mr. GARBAND. It does not interrupt me at all. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Arkansas had already addressec 
the Senate twice on the subject. My only purpose was to save sufficient 
time, so that if there is to be a conference committee which can hav; 
an opportunity to report to the Senate and give the Senate some time 
after the report is made to say whether they would accept it or not. It 
was only for the purpose of enabling the conference committee to hiv 
sufficient time to consider the question that I made my motion. 

Mr. GARLAND. There is not sufficient time for anything if ther 
is not time to consider this matter. The Senator from South Carolin: 
[Mr. BurLER] appealed that this motion should not be introduced to 
cut off debate, which the Senator from Vermont sought to do when | 
wished to call the attention of the Senate to the rulings made on pre- 
vious occasions on this very point. But there is something more than 
time, there is fair dealing involved here; constitutional questions of high 
privilege as to the right of this body are involved here, and I stand 
here under the sanction of my oath and say that I have information 
which leads me to believe that the Senate has been trifled with, and I 
think it can be made to appear that it has been. That would so far 
influence my action that I would not have voted for this committee of 
conference had I known that that estoppel was placed there in advance 
of the conference. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would askthe Senator from Arkansas if he has evei 
known a single instance in the course of his extensvie practice where 
the fact ny abee home to the court that the record did not disclose 
the whole truth, and that fact was shown by credible and reputable 
sources, that the court refused to hear the whole truth ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I never have, and if it is done now it will be the 
first instance on record so far as my information goes. I do not sup- 
pose there would have been a dissenting voice yesterday if the whole 
truth had been known. I believe the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] stated then a hypothetical case; but as it was merely a hypo- 
thetical case a majority of this side voted for the committee of confer- 
ence; and yet if I had known as a matter of fact what had transpired 
I should not have voted for this conference. I would not have agreed 
to send our conferees to such a meeting. We are not in the Senate of 
the United States to act upon questions affecting the very vitals of the 
country without free course. Let Senators look at it. It is nothing 
more to me than to anybody else. Weare called now to a feast of rea- 
son and a flow of soul, a feast of parliamentary reason, and then we 
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are presented with this order from the House: ‘‘Here is your ulfina 
Thule. You can not step one foot beyond this.’’ What am I asking? 
That the Senate may act advisedly if it is going to tear down this con- 
ference. If instructions are to be interposed to the committee, if it is 
to be dictated to by the resolution of the House, we ought to know it 
before we decide to have a conference at all. If there is any decent 
way to escape from that Iam not aware of it, but I will accept anything at 
this time. But here is the question: I have information that convinces 
me that this body has not been dealt fairly with. I deny the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont that we can impose instructions upon 
our committee of conference; but if we can, good faith, fair dealing, re- 
quires that we should inform the other House of it when we do it, so 
that they may know what we are proposing. 

Mr. MORGAN. [I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas 
to the fact, the supposition at least, that the action of the House upon 
the instruction given to its conferees is predicated upon a denial of the 
constitutional power of the Senate to enact this law at all, and they ask 
a conference from us, but they have denied our power and send their 
conferees to treat on that question. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is the supposition I am going upon, and I 
believe Ican make that supposition good before the Senate, if permitted 
to doit. Weare asked to confer upon our rights and privileges under 
the Constitution, with that question already prejudged and settled by 
the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature. That is all there is in the 
question. Not merely as affecting this bill, but for all future time I 
want it settled. It is time it was settled. I have shown you a vote of 
47 to 11 on astraight-out, unadulterated, and unmixed question where 
the Senate said this could not be done. 

I say to the Senator from Delaware that he will never see that com- 
mittee withdraw and retire from that conference if they once go there, 
because over that conference chamber will practically be written, ‘‘ He 
who enters here leaves hope behind.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas is quite 
right in saying that it was a very decisive vote that held, on the night 
of the 3d of March, 1873, that this body had no parliamentary power to 
instruct its own committee of conference; but my friend from Arkansas, 
had he been here at that time, I am sure would have been found voting 
with the minority, because the question existing at that time was one 
of those questions that went by the passion or wish or selfishness of the 
hour, and not by any deliberate judgment. As I said before, it was on 
an amendment of the Senate increasing the salaries of Senators and 
members of the House of Representatives to I believe $10,000 a year. 

Mr. MORRILL. Seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Seven thousand five hundred dollars or whatever 
it was; and that increase was to be paid into the pockets of Senators 
whose terms would expire that night or the next day at noon as the 
practice is and who would pocket the difference of $2,500. 
course to anybody besides a Senator would be atemptation. Of course 
toaSenator it would not. But there was a good deal more jugglery 
going on at that time than even there is supposed to be now, upon that 
question; and although I think if the thing could have been fairly 

sached so that if we could have got a straight vove on striking out that 
amendment we should have had a majority. Uut as everybody knew, 
as it wason an appropriation bill, if that salary grab was left in the re- 
port of the conference and it was the very last night of the session that 
report would be agreed to in order to save the appropriation bill, as the 
phrase ordinarily is. 
a wrong if it is put on an appropriation bill first. 
thing was whistled down the wind, and the determination was that that 
back pay for two years should be given to Senators and members of the 
House of Representatives in spite of any possible straight vote on that 
question. 

Accordingly the Senator from Illinois raised the point of order and 
a Senator from Vermont being in the chair he overruled it upon the 
belief, looking at the books on parliamentary law, that a full and free 
conference is not the kind of conference that my friend from Alabama 
describes, a conference in which the agents of the appointing powers 
are to run wild without following the wishes of the bodies who create 
them, but a full and free conference is an oral conference as distin- 


guished from a conference where each representative of the two Houses | 


| conferees on again meeting were unable to a 


presents his views in writing like a set of pleadings in a court. That 
is all there is meant by a full and free conference in the books on par- 
liamentary law. 

However, as I say, the Senate overruled the Chair with a whirlwind 
of course. At the next session attention was drawn to the subject and 
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In other words we have not pluck enough to resist | 
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inability to agree, a resolution was offered by Mr. Washburne, of 
lows: 


“Resolved, That the House insist upon its disagreementito the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 122, and that the House request of the Senate another 
committee of conference on the said bill; and it is hereby declared to be the 
judgment of this House that in an adjustment of the differences between the two 

Touses on the said bill there should be an additional duty of not less than 
20 nor more than 40 cents per gallon imposed on spiritson hand for sal 
gressional Globe, page 892, part 1, First session Thirty-eighth Congress 

A question of order being raised, the decision of the Speaker 
as follows: 

“The SPeaAKer. The Chair holds that the House of Representatives has the 
power to instruct any committee which it authorizes to be appointed. It 
judicious check upon the power of the Speaker in appointing committees. They 
have a right to instruct a committee of conference as they have a right to in 
struct astanding or aselectcommittee. The gentleman from Illinois moves this 
himself as aresolution. It seems, however, susceptible of division, first, upon 
asking another committee of conference, and, secondly, upon the instructions 
As tothe right to move instructions the Chair has no doubt.’’—Congressional Globe, 
part 1, first session Thirty-eighth Congress, page 892. 

The decision of the Speaker was acquiesced in by the House, no appeal being 
taken, and the resolution of Mr. Washburne was agreed to 


Then follows what I am sorry did not occur in this case because it 
would have saved all this trouble. 


On the following day, the action of the House of Re presentatives having been 
communicated to the Senate, the Senator from Ohio, red the 
following resolution: 

** Resolved, That the conference requested by the House of Representatives be 
agreed to; and that the conferees heretofore appointed by the Senate be in- 
structed to agree to proper amendments to the Senate amendments disagreed to 
by the House, providing fora tax of not exceeding 20 centsa gallon or 
hand for sale.”’—Jbid., page 900, 

The late Senator from Maine, Mr. Fessenden, at once suggested a doubt as to 
the resolution being in order; to which the Senator from Ohio replied as follows 

“Thave not examined for precedents, but I think there can be no doubt of the 
power of the Senate to instruct its conferees on any point. Itis a question of 
cretion. Ordinarily it would not be done; butthere have been two cont 
on this disagreement, which has all grown out of one difference 
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Representatives have now expressed theiropinion on that difference, and L think 
the Senate ought also to do so."’"—IJbid., page 900 

Mr. Fessenden then raised the question of order directly for the decision of 
the Chair, and the Vice-President, who is now Senate. from Maine, Mr. Hamlin 


gave his decision in the following words 

“The Vicr-PRESIDENT. The Chair can have no doubt that the resolution pro 
posed by the Senator from Ohio is in order. Conferences are of two characters 
free and simple. A free conference is that which leaves the committee of confer 
ence entirely free to pass upon any subject where the two branches have dis 
agreed in their votes, not, however, including any action upon any subject where 
there has been a concurrent vote of both branches. A simple conference—per 
haps it should more properly be termed a strict or a specific conference, though 


the parliamentary term is ‘simple ’—isthat which confines the committee of con 
ference to the specific instructions of the body appointing it. The Chair ther 
fore rules that the resolution is in order.” 

In the discussion which ensued, the Senator from Obio said 


Repeating again his views: 

“ The Senate might very properly object to any action by the Senate conferees 
which was not strictly within the parliamentary rule, but the Senate itself may, 
by itsinstructions, enlarge the power ofthe committee. There is no doubt about 
that. There is no limit to the power of the Senate over its committees. It may 
authorize its conferees to agree toamendments to itsamendments, which might 
not bein order if those amendments to the amendments came directly from the 
conferees without the action of the Senate. That is the view all the conferees 


took, although they differed on the question of parliamentary law Thid., 
page 900, 

In the course of the debate, Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, said 

“LT agree with the decision of the President of the Senate that it is competent 
to instruct a committee of conference on the part of the Senate.’ —IJbid., page 902 

Again he said: 

“In respect to the questionsof disagreement, the Senate may instruct its part 


of the committee, but outside of the questions of disagreement the Senate can 
not instruct that committee, for the reason that that is not one of the modes of 
legislation known to parliamentary usages.” * ¢ 

That is. on points about which there was no difference, instructions 
could not be given for the reason that it would be entirely useless, being 


| beyond the power of either House. 


| Senate to instruct the conferees, and the adoption of the following res« 


the precedents sent for, and for years back they were looked up, and | 
they are all brought together and collated by our accomplished Re- | 


porter, Mr. Murphy, at that time; and at the risk of occupying the 
time of the Senate too long I must be excused for reading it. It is not 
very long: 

An examination extended back but a few years shows two instances in direct 
opposition to the ruling of the Senate on the 3d of March last. 

At the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, the committee of conference 
upon a bill “to increase the internal revenue and for other purposes” 

Sounding very much like this one so far— 
having reported on the Ist of March, 1864, to the House of Representatives their 
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“The Senate may instruct the committee upon all the questions that were re- 
ferred tothat committee, but not upon other questions,”’—/ bid., pages #2 and 903 

From this view of parliamentary law, no Senator dissented, although the de- 
bate on the subject-matter extends over many pages of the Congressional Globe. 

The result of the debate, which was quite protracted, was the rejection of the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio, although no one doubted the right of the 
lution of 
fered by Mr. Conness, of California: 

** Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House of Repre 
sentatives, of the Ist instant, proposing instructions to the conferees, and ask 
another free conference on the disagreeing votes of the two IHlouses on the bill 

IH. R. 122) to increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes Thid 
907. 

The House of Representatives having agreed to a further free conference, the 

yree, and the bill was disposed of 


page 


by the Senate receding from its amendments. 

The proceedings in this case, as in that which follows, are recorded in the 
Journal, but the Congressional Globe is quoted from, because it contains the ce 
tails of the points raised with the decisions made and the debate thereon, instead 
of the Journal, which merely records the votes. 

At the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress an amendment was added by 
the Senate to the sundry civil expenses appropriation bill increasing the pay of 
Senators and Representatives and taking effect retroactively from the beginning 
of that Congress. This amendment was disagreed to by the House of Repre 
sentatives, but they amended other Senate amendments by the addition of a 
provision granting bounties to the soldiers of the war of the rebellion, Two 
committees of conference were unable to agree. 

Then the qu stion of diffic ulty was stated and again the committee 
of conference was instructed to agree upon a certain line of policy in 
regard to that bill 

Whereupon Mr. Trumbull 
March, 
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Whereupon Mr. Trumbull, then a Senator from Illinois, moved 

“That the committee of conference be instructed to agree— 

To a certain proposition that had been reported that the House con- 
ferees insisted upon. 

A modification of the terms of the proposition having been suggested by Mr. 
Doolittle, Mr. Trumbuil said: 

“The proper motion I suppose would be to recommit the report to the com- 
mittee with instructions to agree to that proposition.” (Jbid., page 4247.) 

No point of order was raised, no doubt was suggested. 

So that with great deference to my friend from Arkansas, on the pri- 
mary question we have been discussing I think it is clear from the 
parliamentary books and from the constantaction of both Houses, with 
this single exception of the salary grab, thateither House has the right 
to instruct its own committee of conference as it has the right to in- 
struct any other committee. 

The Senator from Arkansas could have reached this point of getting 
at what is supposed to have been done in the House of Representatives, 
not by referring to itin debate, but by reciting it in a resolution—if he 
thought it a breach of the privileges of this body, or any improper con- 
duct toward this body—a resolution of privilege, stating whataction of 
the House he complained of. Hecould submitsuch a resolution to the 
Senate, and then of course that action of the House would be before us 
and we should have a right, if we thought so, to send a message after 
that remonstrating against that course, or directing our conferees to 
withdraw from the conference, or rescinding the order fora conference, 
or taking any otheraction. But here, on a motion to reconsider a legis- 
lative vote of the Senate, it does not appear to me that it is any more 
open to refer to this proceeding of the House than to any other. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, decisions upon points of order are 
very opposite, because every Senator knows that decisions upon both 
sides of every question can be found, and that they will continue to be 
made as the wishes of a majority may indicate or dictate hereafter. 
I have no doubt that the House of Representatives had an unquestioned 
right to instruct their conferees. If they did so, the only regret I have 
is that they did not communicate theiraction to theSenate; and I suppose 
that all the Senator from Arkansas desires is that the conferees on the 
part of the Senate, if they find that limitations have been placed on the 
House conferees by the action of that body, retire for the purpose of 
submitting the question to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the idea. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, I suggest whetheror notthe resolution I send 
to the Chair, and ask unanimous consent that it may be read, would 
not be a solution of this whole difficulty without proceeding further 
upon the debate on the question of order? I ask that it may be read, 
and if it meets theapprobation of the Senator from Arkansas and those 
who think with him I will ask unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Senate that the conference on House bill 
5538 should be full and free, and that ifthe Senate conferees become advised that 
any limitation has been _— by the House upon the action of their conferees, 
the Senate conferees shall retire and report to the Senate for its consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say that I had prepared a resolution 
almost in those words for the purpose of being offered, and I concur in 
that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it is the desire of the Senate to bring 
about an agreement upon the tariff and internal-revenue bill. If so, 
these resolutions and counter-resolutions tend to defeat that object. 
Now I will ask the Secretary to read the message sent to us by the 
House of Representatives, that we may see what they have said to their 
committee. Just read the action of the House, the official action, and 
the only action we have before us. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
ebruary 27, 1883. 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 

bill (LI. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and ask a conference with 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, to be composed 
on the part of this Hlouse of five members. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 
Mr. GARLAND. I ask to have read the message they did not send 





us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to have that read for a moment, 
and I will state the reason why. The only official message sent to us 
by the House of Representatives is one asking a free conference upon 
the disagreeing votes between the two Houses. Whatarethey? First, 
the tariff section, which is one amendment proposed by the Senate 
which the House disagreed to; and, second, two or three amendments 
of a minor character in regard to internal revenue. Those are the dis- 
agreeing votes between the two Ho upon which the House of Rep- 
resentatives asked us to confer. Now I will ask what the Senate re- 
sponded to that? 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senatoraquestion? Has there been 
any vote whatever in the House upon the amendments of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. Upon the Senate amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BAYARD. Read the message. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask again that the Secretary read it. In tha; 
formal message to us they say they have disagreed to our amendments 
and ask a conference upon that disagreement. Read it again. 

Mr. BAYARD. That was the formal resolution, but I am speaking 
as to the fact. There never has been any consideration by the Hous, 
of Representatives of the action of the Senate on this bill at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We know nothing but what they say to us of} 
cially, that they disagree toouramendments. Thatis not only forma). 
but precise, and they ask us to confer with them on that disagreement 
Now I will ask that the Secretary read the action of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 55 


*. 5538) to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of t)), 
two Houses thereon. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Here isanagreement on the partof the two] Louscs 
that thereshall be a free conference, and an unusual mark is given to th: 
importance of that conference by increasing in each House the commit. 
tee to five, so that there will be five instead of three on the part of each, 
House—a free and full conference. Thatis all we have beiore us. 

But now the Senator from Arkansas tells us that the House hay 
passed a resolution which they did not communicate tous. What hay, 
we to do with that? What right have we to criticise their conduct’ 
What right have we to comment upon their action? It is not their 
formal action communicated to us. Suppose we should pass a resolu- 
tion expressing our opinion about any subject-matter, whether before 
us or not, would the House be at liberty to discuss our action, to hay, 
it read and commented upon, and arraigned as raising grave consti- 
tutional issues? No, sir. I say the Chair was perfectly right in hold- 
ing that we have nothing to do with the action of the House except tho 
formal announcement to us of their action. But suppose on the other 
hand the conferees on the part of the House should present to our con- 
ferees a proposition not embraced in the disagreement between the two 
Houses, which only extends to these amendments, as a matter of course 
the Senate ought to have sufficient confidence in a committee of itsown 
members thus selected to know that it would not undertake to act upon 
matters not referred to it. Is it to be presumed that the five members 
selected by the Presiding Officer here to confer with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses as to tariff and internal-revenue 
legislation would allow the House conference to present to us a gravo 
constitutional question never yet debated in the Senate in this conne: 
tion ? 

It seems to me that the better way, therefore, is to let the formal a 
tion stand as it is, relying, as you may fairly rely from the nature of 
the case, that the confereeson the part of the Senate will not undertake 
to extend their jurisdiction to otherquestions not embraced in this con- 
ference. The conference itself is simply confined to the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments proposed by the Senate. 
If they propose topics that go beyond those, as a matter of course the 
Senate conferees would not consider themselves bound to receive or act 
upon those propositions outside of and beyond the scope of our instruc 
tions and beyond the scope of the reference to this committee. 

It seems to me, therefore, that these resolutions are totally unnec- 
essary, and that if we desire to expedite this business to allow these 
conferees to improve the little time that is left the matter ought to be 
left precisely as the record leaves it, a free and open conference between 
five Senators and five members of the House upon the amendments pro 
posed by the Senate to the House bill. That is all there is of it. 

For this reason I object to the resolution of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas as unnecessary, and I hope the decision of the Chair will be su;- 
tained. 

I say further that by the established usage of parliamentary law and 
innumerable precedents, as is shawn clearly enough by the precedent: 
read by the Senator from Vermont, either House can if it chooses, ver 
bally or in writing, formally or in any other way, let its conferees know 
how far it is willing they may go, and there isno trouble about it, and 
we have no right to inquire into the extent of that authority by the 
House any more than when two parties employ two lawyers to mect 
and confer on matters in dispute between them, those lawyers have a 
right to inquire as to the instructions they have received from their 
own private clients. These Senators and Members represent the two 
opposing bodies. They will gather the wishes of their respective bodics 
by the votes that have been cast in open Senate and House, and they 
will take the general tenor and course of the debate and action of the 
respective Houses as instructions which will govern them; and it is 
perfectly proper for either House to make those instructions explicit, 
definite, and limited without trampling at all upon the power of the 
other House. 

Mr. GARLAND. I differ entirely, as far as the heavens from the 
earth, with the Senator from Ohioin the proposition he has stated that 
either House proposing a free conference can instruct its conferees how 
far they shall go and what they shall do. The only decision of any im- 
portance on that point which has been made here was a very significant 
one overruling one of the best parliamentarians of the Senate by a vote 
of 11 to 47, after the debate that was had on it by the Senator from Ver- 
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mont. I wish the Senate now to recollect the language of Mr. Hamlin 
where a distinction is drawn between asimple conference and a confer- 
ence free and full. In amere simple conference, of course, the rule is 
that you can instruct the conferees; but in a full and free conference it 
js unheard of and it has been stamped upon several times by significant 
votes of this body. This is nomatterof privateagency. The compari- 
son of the Senator from Ohio falls, and falls to rise nomore. These are 

lenipotentiaries of this body; not mere private agents to go out and 


high, but ministers with full power to confer fully and freely. 

The resolution of the Senator from Kansas meets with my approba- 
tion. I only want to getat this matter in its real, genuine merits. My 
motion for a reconsideration, if passed, I intended to follow up with a 
resolution of that character or some other resolution to get at the ques- 
tion. I will state, if the Senate will listen, that it has not been dealt 
fairly with upon a case now of supposition. Suppose the other House 
of Congress after ordering a committee of conference on their part and 
requesting us to accede to it had passed a resolution of this character: 

Whereas in the opinion of the House it is believed that such changes and al- 
terations are in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Constitution, 
which requires that all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives: Therefore, ; ; ; ; 

Resolved, That if this bill shall be referred to a committee of conference, it shall 
be the duty of the conferees on the part of the House on said committee to con- 
sider fully the constitutional objections to said bill as amended by the Senate 
and herein referred to, and to bring the same, together with the opinion of the 
House in regard thereto, before said conference, and if necessary in their opinion, 
after having conferred with the Senate conferees, said conferees on said com- 
mittee may make report to the House in regard to the objections to said bill 
herein referred to, 

I do not say the House have passed such a resolution as that; but sup- 
pose they had, would any Senator except the Senator from Ohio rise 
in his place and say that would be a free and full conference? I be- 
lieve the Senator from Ohio said so, because he said positively this was 
not one of the questions voted on. So much the worse. The matter 
as it stood before was bad, but in the shape in which it is placed by 
the Senator from Ohio it is horrible beyond description that one House 
can say to the other, ‘‘ While we ask you fora conference with ourright 
hand, presto, change! with the left we are going to do this and not 
give you a full and free conference.’’ The statement of the Senator 
irom Ohio makes it illimitably and unutterably worse than it was be- 
fore. What is wanted is a full and free conference, not a limited con- 
ference, not a simple conference. To escape from the conclusion, tosay 
that the question was not voted on, but simply the question of the 
amendment was voted on, only makes it infinitely worse. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not feel at liberty to discuss what action oc- 
vurred in the House, but upon thesupposititious case put by the Senator 
trom Arkansas it is perfectly clear that even if such facts exist as he now 


states them, on the case that he presents, the words do not in the slight- | 


est degree limit the powers of the conference or extend them in the least 
but simply refer an additional question to the conferees not raised by 
the formal action of disagreement. There can be no objection at all to 
the House submitting any outside question of expediency, propriety, 
constitutionality, &e. It is sufficient to say that the question to which 
the Senator refers is not referred to in the formal action of the two 
Houses, which alone is the basis and foundation of the conference about 
to be entered upon. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then, with due respect to the Senator from Ohio, 
he makes his case still worse; and I will show it. If I do not you can 
spit in my face and call me a horse, or anything else you please. The 
Senator from Ohio says that the House of Representatives, upon the 
supposititious case that I make, can order the committee of conference 
to have a full and free conference and then say ‘‘you must bind the 
Senate conferees upon a question that was not passed upon.”’ That 
makes the case infinitely worse than it was betore. 

Now, what is the question? If such action as this has been taken by 


the House they say that we have transcended our constitutional limits. | 
Come right square up to the question and let usmeetit face to face, and | 


we shall see how it dispels this gauzy objection of the Senator from 
Ohio. TheSenate of the United States is presumed to know something 
of the Constitution; it is presumed to understand something of the Con- 
stitution; it is presumed to legislate with a view to the Constitution. 
If it does notit gets its inspiration and instruction from the other House. 
What are we now to be told? 

“You have no constitutional authority to do this thing and we are 
now to meet you with this and defy you upon it.’’ That is the ques- 
tion that the Senator from Ohio wants, a question that never was dis- 
cussed in this body. Distinguished gentlemen like the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], the Senator from Ohio himself, and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont (Mr. MoRRILL], whose term, I believe, numbers 
nearly thirty consecutive years in service in the two bodies, never raised 
this question. It was not brought here; it was not broached; and the 
Journals in the other House and this House are to say, ‘‘ You do not 
understand what you are doing, but we will instruct the committee of 
conference to tell you what you are doing.’’ That is the plain, un- 
varnished, unadulterated English of this matter. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will theSenator permit me to interfere once more? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will. 





| am concerned I should not consent in the conterenc 
sell a horse fifteen iauds high or to buy one fourteen and a half hands | 
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Mr. MORRILL. I see by the discussion it is apprehended on the 
other side that there is to be some jugglery about the consideration of 
the bill in the committee of conterence, and that by the position taken 
by the House subsequently to the proposition for a conference it may 
be supposed that the committee on the part of the House will be in 
structed to strike out all but the internal-revenne bill. I wish to sav 
that 80 far as Tam concerned I do not so understand it, and so far as I 

committee to any 
such operation. : 

Mr. GARLAND. Let any man look at the Se proceedings clea 
through. Let us be honest with one another and we shall be honest 
with the rest of the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Vooruees in the chai wir 
Senator irom Arkansas will suspend for a moment while the Chair call 
attention to the fact that the morning hour has just expired when the 
unfinished business comes up. It is not necessary that an order should 
be made. If the Chair hears no objection the discussion will proceed 

Mr. MORRILL. This matter ought to be disposed of, obviously 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks so 

Mr. GARLAND. I will oecupy the attention of the Senate but a 
little while. If any man looking at these proceedings clear through 
does not believe that there is to be jugglery in this matter, he must be 
blinder than all the bats that inhabit the earth. Th 
tion that came to us yesterday for a 
plain to be understood, although it 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit 
moment? I suppose this proceeding 
business when it is closed ? 

Mr. GARLAND. No, sir; not so far as I know 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that this dis 
cussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. The untinished business is 
aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is simply informally laid aside, to 
come up as soon as this matter is disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it necessary that the Chair should formally lay the 
unfinished business before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been announced. 

Mr. GARLAND. I say if a man can stand up and say there is not 
to be jugglery in this, and he does not see it, after all that has trans- 
pired, he must be blinder than all the bats that inhabit the earth. I 
would not have been tempted to lay my hand on it if I had not believed 
it. Ifthe simple resolution that came yesterday stood alone and soli- 
tary, there was no occasion for any quarrel about it, but when I am in- 
formed that this is not all of it, and the record was suppressed, I deem 
it my duty to call it to the attention of the Senate and let it take 
proper action. The excuses furnished by the Senator from Ohio only 
make it worse and more glaring, because they say, ‘‘ While we invite 
you to come to our feast, for we have sent you an invitation, we will 
sprinkle a little poison with it and interfere with your digestion, be 
cause you have not behaved yourselves in a proper way, or have done 
something else that we object to.”’ 

It makes these five members of the House the guardians and custe- 
dians of this bill. Thatis the long and shortof it, and no sort of quib- 
ble of words, no circumlocution, no dialectics, no law, no rhetoric, no 
morals, or anything else will mistake the conclusion. 
my five fingers before me. 

It is time that the Senate should halt and see whether it has been 
fairly dealt with or not. Here we took forty days and nights over this 
bill by the watch, and now we are told solemnly (at least it is supposed 
that we have been told) that we have transcended our constitutional 
duty, and the conferees are possibly ordered to bring that question back 
to the House prejudged, prestated, prerecorded; and that is to be set- 
tled in a closet, in a committee-room. 

The Senate should not let this escape from its hands. So that we go 
at it directly without any equivocation is all I want. I am perfectly 
content with the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, and if it is ae 
ceptable to those gentlemen who agree with me I am willing to with 
draw the appeal on the point of order and the motion to reconsider; 
but I want the Senate to come squarely to the question and see whether 
or not we are Little Leather Breeches yet hanging to our mothers’ 
aprons and that we need guardianship on this matter. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope that the Senate, by unanimous consent, will 
take a vote on the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 
the question of all doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
MAN | objected to its reception. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate can have a vote on that or any other 
proposition without farther debate, I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate is ready to take a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his 
objection and let a vote be taken, because it touches the very marrow 
of this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection from any 
Senator, the resolution is before the Senate and will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be read for information. 


simple proposi- 
committee of conference is very 
is a little unusual in its shape. 

me just a 


will not interrupt the unfinished 


simply informally laid 


[t is as plain as 


It relieves 


The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Sirer 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, forinformation, and 
then the vote will be put upon it if there is no objection. 
The resolution of Mr. INGALLS was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Senate that the conference on House bill No. 
5538 should be full and free, and that if the Senate conferees become advised that 
any limitation has been — by the House upon the action of their conferees, 
the Senate conferees shall retire and report to the Senate for its consideration, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose on the last Wednesday of the session, 
within four days of its termination, to object to the resolution, as it is 
to be passed without objection to save time; but I think it is my duty 
to say that there is nothing which has occurred anywhere, so far as I 
know or believe, which affords the slightest reasons for the of 
such a resolution by the Senate. It is only to save time that I make 
no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the appeal was laid on the table, as the reso- 
lution was considered by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the appeal withdrawn? 

Mr. GARLAND. I withdrew the appeal by the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I sent up a resolution similar in its purport to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas. The adoption of 
his resolution will supersede the necessity of any action on mine. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is understood that the point of order and the 
motion to reconsider are withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 


The question is on the adoption of 


The question now is upon the appeal. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, relative to survey of a canal from Hennepin, on the 
Illinois River, by the most practicable and convenient route, to the Mis- 
sissippi River at or above Rock Island, &c.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting one from Major W. E. Merrill, Corps of Engineers, 
in relation to the work for the construction of the ice-harbor at the 
mouth of the Muskingum River; which was referred to the Committce 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a partial report of the Navy-Yard Commission appointed 
under the act of Congress of August 5, 1882; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with law, a memorandum showing the con- 
dition of the several libraries in his Department; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the city officers 
of Grand Rapids, Michigan, and a letter of the Michigan State board 
of health of Lansing, Michigan, in favor of an appropriation to con- 
tinue the immigrant-inspection service; which were referred to the Se- 
lect Committee to Investigate and Report the Best Means of Prevent- 
ing the Introduction and Spread of Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Saint Mary’s, Georgia, 
praying for the preservation and prosecution of the work upon the jet- 
ties at the entrance of Cumberland Sound, and for a reasonable appro- 
priation therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of workingmen, employés of the Chero- 
kee Iron Company at Cedartown, Georgia, praying that Congress will 
adopt no lower rates of duties on any foreign-manufactured products 
than are recommended by the Tariff Commission; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Georgetta Harp, of Posey 
County, Indiana, widow of Burgess Harp, late a private in Company K, 
Kighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, praying an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CENSUS REPORT MAPS, 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee 
on Printing to instruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., 
for the census reports; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7679) to establish certain post-routes was read twice 
- he title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
toads. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. CALL and Mr. HAMPTON submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 7595) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 





year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONAS, Mr. VOORHEES, and Mr. WINDOM submitted amena- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the bill (IH. 
R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and 
for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in 
accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid 
from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPierson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. Emory Sper, 
of Georgia, a member of the conference committee on the part of th: 
House on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, in 
the place of Mr. 8. J. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, excused at his own 
request. 

RATES OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order, the unfinished 
business, will be laid before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm ora leg in the sery 
ice. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Secretary to read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act all persons on thy 
pension-roll, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while inthe mili 
tary or naval service of the United States, and in the line of duty, shall have lost 
one arm, one hand, one leg, or one foot, or shall have suffered disability equal 
thereto, shall be entitled to a pension of $40 per month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in line 7, tostrike 
out the words ‘‘ or shall have suffered disability equal thereto.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, this bill, known in the country 
as House bill 1410, which proposes to increase the pensions of soldiers 
of the late war who lost an arm or a leg in the service, passed the House 
of Representatives on the 8th day of June last, came to the Senate, and 
was referred to the Senate Committee on Pensions. Immediately that 
committee was inundated with a flood of petitions coming from every 
section of the country, asking the immediate consideration of the sub- 
ject. The committee itself was beset with delegation after delegation 
representing especially the class of soldiers and also other classes, the 
Grand Army of the Republic, and others, asking also that the commit- 
tee should act promptly upon the subject. 

It had been stated in the House of Representatives when they passed 
this bill that it would involve an increased expenditure for pensions o! 
only about $1,000,000; the highest figure given being $1,500,000. The 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate, having the question in their mind 
in regard to that statement, thought proper todelay their action in order 
to inquire more carefully into the subject. Before Congress adjourned 
last August it was apparent to the committee that if the House bill were 
to pass it would involve an annual expenditure of more than $5,000,000, 
so that that question came to be one of very great importance as it was 
thought by the committee. Finally it was impossible to secure its pas- 
sage at the last session of Congress, and the whole subject went over in 
the final hours of that session to the session which met in December. 

The question now before the Senate is an important one, on the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Missouri. It is not my purpose to 
address myself especially to that, but rather to review as hastily as I 
can the general situation on the subject. 

The Committee on Pensions is divided into four sections on this ques- 
tion, as will be seen by those Senators who have done the committee 
the honor to read their several reports. There is a report which stands 
pro forma as the report of the committee, although concurred in by only 
four members of that committee, against the passage of the bill. There 
is a minority report signed by two Senators on this sideof the Chamber 
in favorofthe passage of the bill. Thereisanother minority report signed 
by two Senators upon this side of the Chamber proposing important 
amendments, which are embraced in the proposed amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLatr]. There is also 
another report, made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
accompanied by a proposed amendment by him. 

Pending the consideration of this question, in pursuance of a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Senate, there came to the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior forwarding to us a letter trom the 
Commissioner of Pensions, which gives very interesting information upon 
the subject. Certain inquiries were made of him with a view to ascer- 
tain if possible how large an increase would result in the annual ex- 
penditures under this proposed bill. I will read from that report a por- 
tion which covers, I think, the House bill as it was presented to the 
committee. 

The Commissioner of Pensions reports that there are now upon the 
roll 1,108 soldiers who lost a hand; 3,564 who lost an arm above the 
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elbow or at the elbow joint; 2,523 who lost a foot; 1,966 who lost a 
leg, meaning by that amputated at the knee-joint or above it; 15 who 
jost a hand and foot; and 6 whose limbs were amputated at the hip- 
joint. Upon the first class, those who lost a hand, by the House bill 
‘there would} be an increased monthly allowance of $22, as they are now 
entitled to receive only $18, and the bill proposes to give them $40. 
That would involve an increase to that class alone of $292,512. Of the 
next, those who lost an arm, 3,564, the bill proposes to raise them from 
$24 a month to $40.a month, an increase of $16 a month. There would 
result in that class an increase of $684,288. To those who lost a foot, 
the number being 2,523, there would be an increase of $22 a month, 
resulting in a gross increase of $666,072. To those who lost a leg, 
numbering 1,966, there would be an increase of $16 a month, making 
a total inerease of $377,472. 

Those who lost a hand and foot now receive under the law $36 a 
month, and they would receive by the proposed bill as it passed the 
House $4 increase, which would add $720 to the pension-roll. The 
six who have suffered amputation at the hip-joint would receive only 
an increase of $2.50, which would add but $180 to the pension-roll. 

The total number, it will appear by a glance at these figures, of 
those who have suffered amputation is 9,182, and the total increase 
resulting from the passage of the bill to cover those cases of actual 
amputation would be $2,021,244. But the bill as it came from the 
House includes that provision which the Senator from Missouri pro- 
poses how to strike out; that is, those who have suffered a disability 
equal thereto, “‘ equivalent disability claims,’’ as they are called under 
the existing pension laws. The Commissioner’s estimate as to them is 
as follows: 





8.347 now receiving $18 per month, and the net increase will be......... $2,335, 608 
| 552 now receiving $24 per month, and the net increase will be......... 297, 984 
232 now receiving $31.25 per month, and the net increase will be..... 21,576 
14 now receiving $36 per month, and the net increase will be...... 672 
230 are officers above the rank of first lieutenant, and the estimated 
ET ccitinnntccschaineesdvinda osinsibid cedednosdvsvecovsnencnesseccobes 60, 480 


In all 10,925, and a net annual increase of $2,716, 320 for equivalent disabilities. 


The Commissioner also estimates that of the pending applications, if 
this bill should become a law, enough would be allowed during the 
current year to increase the amount $450,000, and his estimate by a 
percentage of allowances, taking the history of that department for all 
those applications now pending, when considered and acted upon, is a 
further increase of $892,000; so that the total increase as estimated by 
the Commissioner of Pensions under the bill as it came from the House 
would be $6,079,564. 

If the House bill were to become a law and Congress were disposed 
to deal equitably with other classes of pensioners, it would be necessary 
to increase the rates in other cases. The questions propounded to the 
Secretary of the Interior under the resolution adopted by the Senate 
led the Commissioner of Pensions to make an estimate also covering 
what would be likely to follow if a pro rata increase were made as to 
them, if such legislation should be enacted, and the result of his cal- 
culations is that this bill would legitimately result finally in an an- 
nual increase of about $18,000,000. 

In view of this very large proposed increase in the annual expendi- 
tures for pensions, the committee thought that it would be wise for Con- 
gress at this time to consider the whole question, not to goaboutit piece- 
meal granting an increase to one class and omitting to consider the 
claims of other classes, but to consider the whole subject together. At 
least that was the judgment of a majority, I think, and their views are 
presented in the several reports which are now before the Senate. 

The proposition of the Senator from Missouri to strike out the equiv- 
alent-disability clause in the bill, in my judgment, is very unjust. If 
we are to do anything on the subject, that ought to be retained in the 
bill. Ihave received from a very large number of soldiers embraced 
within this class a very interesting statement describing their physical 
condition. We have here about us every day a number of ex-soldiers 
who illustrate the injustice of such a proceeding as that, where soldiers 
have not actually suffered amputation, but have suffered so great phys- 
ical disability, resulting from woundsor otherwise, from their service as 
to make them in many cases deserving of greater liberality, if possible, 
from Congress than they would have deserved had they actually suf- 
fered amputation. 

I recognize the importance at this stage of our proceeding of being as 
brief as possible in presenting my views and the views of the commit- 
tee on the subject, and I shall hasten to a conclusion. Under the ex- 
isting law the soldier who lost a hand or a foot receives $18 per month. 
This bill to raise the pension to $40 per month. One who 
has lost a leg at the knee-joint or above it, or an arm at the elbow-joint 
or above it, now receives $24 per month, and it is proposed to raise this 
class to $40 per month. Those who have suffered amputation at the 
hip-joint receive $37.50 per month, and the proposed bill gives them 

, an increase of only $2.50 a month. 

It was, I think, the general opinion of the committee that if we were 
to legislate upon the question at all we ought to graduate the rates 
somewhat with respect to the actual physical disability suffered in the 
several classes of cases covered by the bill, and that it would be unjust 
to in the one case an increase of $22 a month, in another of $16, 

in another of only $2.50 per month. 


XIV——212 


a el te Nl i a ee, (ii = GE Bes Se ee eee MBean @eA eeeeem 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3377 





In view of these conclusions, the minority of the committee, whose 
report I signed, has presented an amendment to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate fora moment. That amendment proposes 
to raise the $18 class to $24, the $24 class to$30, the $31.25 class. those 
who have been disabled from performing manual labor and who need 
some attention from other persons, but who are not permanently dis- 
abled, to $40; those who have lost a foot or hand, who now receive $36 
per month, $40; and those who have suffered amputation at the knee 
joint to $40 from $37.50. The amendment presented by the Senator 
from New Hampshire also proposes to cover two other very meritorious 
classes of pensioners, those who have lost an eye or who were so injured 
as to be rendered deaf or partially deaf. 

Under the existing law the soldiers who lost one eye received a pen 
sion of only $4a month. We regard that as grossly unjust to that 
class. The soldier who is permanently and totally deaf receives only 
$13 a month under existing law. It is proposed by the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire to increase the pen 
sion of those who have lost one eye from $4 to $12 a month and allow 
them an equitable increase for any greater injury by atlecting the sight 
of the other eye not exceeding $40 a month. That, of course, would 
be graded on the certificates of the surgecnsin the Pension Office. For 
total deafness it is proposed to increase the present rate from $13 a 
month to $30 a month, and to make an equitable allowance for any 
disability of that character of a less degree, leaving that also to be set 
tled by the tests of the surgical examination. 

This I believe covers all the cases of specific disabilities, so called 
under the law, included within the proposition of the Senator trom 
New Hampshire; but there is another very important provision in that 
amendment, which is to increase the total rate which is now divided 
into fractions according to disability by the practice of the Pension Of 
fice from $18 to $24 a month. It was thought by the Senators who 
agree to that report and generally by the Senators composing the com 
mittee that if we were to increase pensions in cases of specific disability 
we ought to reach this class, who in many instances, I think, are entitled 
to as great pensions as those who have suffered an actual amputation 
of an arm ora leg. Therefore the bill proposes, as I stated, to increase 
the maximum which may be allowed in other cases to $24 a ménth, 
leaving it to the Department to regulate the amount that should be al 
lowed according to the disability. 

I think that this proposition covers all known classes of pensioners 
now on the rolls except those not invalid and except the cases of widows 
and orphan children. I confess that it was with very considerable hesi 
tation that I agreed to the report and to have this amendment proposed 
here without inquiring into the claims of the widows of soldiers of the 
late war. I think we shall have to meet that question in the future 
if we do not meet it now. We have been appealed to by numbers of 
that class, and I think they urge with a great deal of force and reason 
that they are certainly as much entitled to liberal consideration from 
the Government in its bounty as those whose husbands survived the war 
But there is no proposition on that subject before the Senate. I mention 
it simply that Senators may take it into consideration when they come 
to act upon this subject, for [ think that the whole question ought to be 
carefully considered, and that whatever action is taken ought to be a 
reasonable and proper graduation with regard to disabilities, and that it 
ought to be symmetrical, that it onght not to be, as has been too often 
the case in legislation in former years, action only on one particular 
class of cases, disregarding others who may be and oftenare quite as mer 
itorious. 

The Commissioner of Pensions has had the kindness also to make an 
estimate as to what will be the increase of the annual pension-roll if 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire should 
be adopted. Senators will find that statement in the report submitted 
by my colleague on the committee, the Senator from New Hampshire, 
on the last page. The statement from the Commissioner of Pensions 
is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1883 
Memorandum 


Thirty-six hundred and thirty-one pensioners who have lost one hand or one 
foot, now receiving $18 per month, and to be increased to $24 per month. Net 
annual increase, $261,432. 

Fifty-three hundred and eighty who have suffered amputation at or above the 
knee, or the elbow, now receiving $24, and to be increased to $30 per month 
Net annual increase, $419,760. 

Sixty who have suffered amputation at the hip-joint, now receiving $37, and 
to be increased to $0 per month. Net annual increase, $180, 

One hundred and fifty who have suffered amputation at the shoulder-joint 
now at $24, and to be increased to M0 per month (this number estimated Net 
annual increase, $28,800, 

Fifteen who have lost one hand and one foot, now receiving $36, and to be in 
creased to $0 per month. Net annual increase, $720. 

One hundred and twenty-five totally deaf, now receiving $15, and to be in 
creased to $3) per month. Net annual increase, $25,500 

Two thousand who are pensioned for impaired hearing, less than total deaf 
ness, now receiving $1, $2,M, and $% per month, and to receive an equitable por 
tion of $30 per month. Net annual increase (estimated), $312,000, 

Two thousand who have lost one eye (estimated), now receiving M4 per month, 
and to be increased to $12 per month. Net annual increase, $192,000, 

Four thousand (estimated) who are receiving a pension for impaired sight, 
other than the loss of one eye or of total blindness, now receiving the several 
rates from $2 to $16 per month, and to receive an equitable proportion of 40 per 
month. The net annual increase is estimated at $700,000, 
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Nineteen thousand four hundred and twenty-three pensioners now receiving 
$10, $12, $14, $16 per month, who will be entitled to a proportion of $24 per month, 
and the net annual increase is $1,398,456. 

ry hundred and forty-seven who have a mar pey Ay ery to loss 
of a hand or a foot now receiving $18, and to be increased to $24, $30, and #40 per 
month. Netannual increase (estimated), $1,667,804. 

Fifteen hundred and fifty-two now disabled for the performance of any manual 
labor, receiving $24 per month, and to be increased top per month. Net annual 
increase, $287,998. 

Two hundred and thirty-two now receiving $31.25 and to receive $40 per month. 
Net annual increase, $24,360, 

Add $100,000 for commissioned officers and the addition to the roll since June 
80, 1882, and the net annual increase for all classes is estimated at $5,429,010. 


That is a careful analysis of all cases on the pension-roll covered by 
the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire. Senators should 
bear in mind that it only covers those now upon the pension-roll. It 
will appear that the increase of expenditures on account of pensions will 
not be as much for those now actually upon the pension-roll, under the 
proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire, as would result from 
the passage of the billas it came tous from the House. Of course pend- 
ing cases will add somewhat to this expenditure; but it is the opinion 
of the Commissioner, and in this the Senator from New Hampshire and 
myself concur, that it will not result in a very large increase, for the 
reason that this class of pensioners are rapidly passing away. That to 
my mind is one consideration for farther extending the liberality of the 
Government to them. It is stated in this report that the probability is 
that the annual increase will not exceed $6,000,000 or $7,000,000. I 
think that is a pretty fair estimate, so far as I am able to understand 
the figures presented to us by the Commissioner. 

On the general question as to the propriety of any increase at this 
time I should like to read to the Senate some cases where examinations 
have been made by surgeons, and I assure Senators that they appeal 
strongly to me, as they have done so personally, many of them present- 
ing their cases to me and some of them appearing before the committee. 
The following paper was furnished to me from the record of those ex- 
aminations: 


Representative cases of effects of amputation—Index to physicians’ statements of 
pensioners who have suffered the loss of limbs. 


1. Name and case of pensioner: Christopher A. Miller, suffering nervous pros- 
tration from necrosis of the left femur. Names of physicians: Daniel Kern- 
borts, M. D., Dr. Joseph Frosek, 8. C. Lane, M. D., all of San Francisco. These 
statements indorsed by General W. 8. Rosecrans, Member of Congress, and 
Joun T. Farvey, United States Senator, 

2. Name and case of awe & William Darling, Fish Creek, Door County, 
Wisconsin; loss lower limb, suffering partial paralysis of the whole side, caused 
by the nervous shock. Name of physician: A. MacEacham, M. D. 

3. Name and case of pensioner: Ezra Reagles, Richland County, Wisconsin ; 
suffering from tumor on the end of the stump, an irritability of the nervous sys- 
tem. Name of physician: Dr. W. W. Stewart. 

4. Name and case of pensioner: Jacob Barner, La Fayersville ; loss right 
arm, suffers inflammation of the stumpand swelling, also spasms of the facial 
nerve, &c., under treatment for two years constantly. Name of physician: H. 
B. Potter, M. D. 

5. Name and case of pensioner: Peter Myers, Union Grove, Wisconsin; loss 
lower limb, suffers with tender stump, inflammation and suppuration frequently, 
also neuralgia. Name of physician: Dr. A. L. Buchar. 

6. Name and case of pensioner: Stephen H. Powell, Elizabeth, New Jersey ; 
loss lower limb, suffers severe neuralgia of the stump, general debility, and piles. 
Name of physician: Robert Metcalfe, M. D. 

7. Name and case of pensioner: John P, Hartman, Versailles, Illinois; loss 
right arm, suffers from wasting ofthe anterior and posterior muscles of the chest 
and wasting away of the whole left side and partial paralytic condition. Name 
of physician : John Bond, M, D. 

Name and case of pensioner: . Marseilles, Illinois; the differ- 
ence as stated between amputation and useless limb, the severing of muscles, 
arteries, veins and nerves, in amputation causes shrinkage of the parts thereby 
affecting the whole body. Name of physician: B. Wilson, M. D. 

9. Name and case of pensioner: Captain John M. Meyer, Allentown, New 
Jersey ; loss of arm, suffers from nervous affections caused by amputation. Name 
of physician: A. Alex. Howe, M. D. 

10. Name and case of pensioner: Joseph Gamble, Sardis, Ohio; loss of lower 
limb, suffers erysipelas and rheumatism and wasting ofthe whole body. Name 
of physician: Dr. T. J. Rowe. 

11. Name and case of pensioner: Henry Fluke, Berg, Franklin County, Mis- 
souri; loss of left arm, suffers rheumatism and nervous distu . Name of 
physician: Charles Workhauson, M. D. 

12. Name and case of pensioner: H. Brown, Lincoln, Centre, Kansas; con- 
stant sufferer from paralysis. Name of physician: Frank Cogswell, M. D. 

13. Name and case of pensioner: Charles Carpenter, Holmesburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania; loss of right leg, suffers from nervous affection, tender and sensitive 
stump, affects his general health. Name of physicians: Benjamin Pennebukn, 
M. D., J. Pearson Willets, M. D., Samuel J. Fort, M. D. 

14, Name and case of pensioner: Obediah Underwood, Knox County, Ohio; 
when healed caused abscess of the left hip, never healed. Name of physicians: 
A. ©, Scott, M. D., D. 11. Coleman, M. D. 

15. Name and case of pensioner: James Brodie, Mound City, Dlinois; loss 
right arm at shoulder, and two fingers of left hand, wounded in leg, suffers 
general debility. Name of physician: N. R. mag .D. 

16. Name and case of pensioner: Howard Allen, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania ; 
loss of lower limb, suffers inflammation of stump and abnormal! condition of 
nervous system. Name of physician: W.C. Phelps, M. D. 

17. Name and case of pensioner: Richard Burke, Medina, New York; loss of 
hand, suffers wy and rheumatic disturbance from nerve injuries. Name 
of physician: R. 8. Bishop, M. D. 

1 ame and case of pens! r: LL. DO bs, M. D., Colorado Springs, Col- 
orado ; loss right leg, has suffered three amputations, constant neuralgic pains, 
nervous system en ybrokendown. Nameof physician: L. D.Coom AL D. 

19. Name and case of pensioner: George S. vag & ee. - 
ton County, Indiana; loss of arm, suffers wasting uscles, constant pain, and 
omer’ ich discharges pus. Name of physician: R. Millard, M. D. 

20. Name and case of pensioner: James I. Edwards, Bethlehem, Pennsy!- 
vania; amputated limb forms pus cavities from necrosed bone, and irritation 
of the nerves. Name of physician: A. B. Stout, M. D. 

21. Name case of pensioner: James I. Edmunds, Bethlehem, Pennsylva- 
nia; loss left leg, suffers necrosed ;. very tender and chronic indolent ulcer 
on the stump; erysipelas. Name of physician: C. E. H , M.D. 














22. Name and case of pensioner: Charles Eaton, Cincinnatt, Ohio; 

arm, suffers nervous irritation of the stump, also fracture of left arm, pt - 
it. Nameof lee: O. D. Norton, M. D., late acting assistant surgeon, W ash. 
ington Park Hospital. 

23. —— and case of pensioner: be bg me Hael, beep a Minnesota ; loss of 
arm, suffering constantly ; severe pain from severing of nerves, &c., grow 
helpless. Name of shecigions Dr. W. W. Morell. ing 

24. Name and case of pensioner: Michael Fumey, Liberty Centre, Ohio; loss 
left leg, suffers loss of general health ; increasing weakness of amputated leg, ex- 
tending to the whole left side. Name of physician: D. E. Haug, M. D. 

25. Name and case of | neo engal Samuel Stout, Salem, Massachusetts; loss 
right foot, the severing of nerves and arteries causing a severe shock to the sys- 
tem, causing debilitating effect on the general health and strength. Name of 
physician: Thomas Kittredge, M. D. 

26. Name and case of pensioner: William Stockdale, Oden, Indiana; loss of 
limb at thigh, bone and nerve but thinly covered; suffers with severe sciatica in 
the stump constantly. Name of physician: B. F. Moffitt, M. D. 

27. Name and case of pensioner: Jonathan Stamp, Newfield, New York ; loss 
left arm; amputation caused a severe nerve shock; wasillovera year from ery- 
sipelas in the stump; suffers constant pain from severed nerves and inflammatory 
condition of erysipelatous character, and tender bone. Name of physician: W 
A. McCorn, M. D. 

28. Name and case of pensioner: John Scott, Bath, Steuben County, New 
York; loss of left arm and finger of right hand, totally prevents him from earn- 
ing a living. Name of _—— an: J.8. Dolson. 

29. Name and case of pensioner: A. Shafer, Mount Ephraim, Ohio; loss of 
lower limb; suffers neuralgia of the nerves; treatment aifords only temporary 
relief. Name of physician: M. F. Neville, M. D. 

30. Name and case of pensioner: Daniel L. Saeger, North Manchester, Indi- 
ana; loss of leg, suffers projecting bone, tightly covered with the integument; 
has neuralgia of the stump. Name of physician: J.M. Walsheimer, M. D. 

81. Name and case of pensioner: Louis Rabbideau, Medford, Wisconsin ; loss 
of leg, is a physical wreck and unable to earn anything. Name of physician 
F Barrett, M. D. 

$2. Name and case of pensioner: John Reagan, Fall River, Massachusetts ; 
unfit to perform manual labor. Name of physician: James E. Sullivan, M. D 

83. Name and case of pensioner: John W. Reagers, Delavan, Wisconsin ; loss 
of leg, suffers constantly since the amputation ; kidney trouble; also with hip, 
knee, and ankle. Name of physician: J. Cook Sultman, M. D. 

34. Name and case of pensioner: Nathan L. Newcomb, Cleveland, Ohio; loss 
of right arm, suffers spasmodic nervous affections from injury to the nerves, 
numbness of remsining limbs, and sudden shocks to whole nervous system. 
ee of physicia..: 8S. L. Thorpe, M. D., dispensary physician, H. H. Medica! 

YO 4 
35, Name and case of pensioner: Charles S. Nehimiah, Lowell, Indiana; loss 
of right leg, suffers suppurating stump; spicules of bone are thrown off; is en- 
tirely helpless. Name of physician: John E. Davis, M. D. 

36. Name and case of pensioner: Alexander Perry, Penn Yan, New York; 
loss left leg, suffers from imperfect amputation; lack or tissue or covering, in- 
tense pain, nervous system affected,and rheumatism. Name of physician: J. 
M. Waddell, M. D. 

387. Name and case of pensioner: William Han, Alfordsville, Indiana; loss left 
leg, suffered two amputations; has ulcerated stump and di ble sensation ; 
toes of the amputated limb cause much suffering. Names of physicians: John 
S. Mitchell, M. D., A. W. Bingham, M. D. 

38. Nameand case of pensioner: Josiah G. Messer, Mechanicstown, Maryland ; 
loss right arm, suffers from severed nerves and arteries. Name of physician: 
Dr. M. E. Leatherman. 

30. Name and case of pensioner: William IH. Ingle, McClean, Ohio ; loss left 
arm at shoulder joint, suffers atrophia of muscles of shoulder and chest, short- 
ness of breath, neuralgia of the stump, and general nervous debility. Name of 
physician: E. B. Harrison, M. D. 

40, Name and case of pensioner: Terrence Monahan, Lowell, Massachusetts ; 
loss left lower extremity, suffers severe neuralgia and tender stump; never 
free from ~ except when under an opiate. Name of physician: Stephen J. 
Johnson, M. D. 

41. Name and case of pensioner: Edward Kennedy, Saint Louis; loss right 
arm at shoulder; nervous system shattered; partial paralysis. Name of physi- 
cian: J. J. Rowe, M. D. 

42. Name and case of pensioner: Surgeon’s statement sworn to showing the 
effect of an amputation upon the nervous and circulatory systems differing from 
a useless limb not amputated. Name of physician: Allen 8S, Smith, physician 
and surgeon. 

48. Name and case of pensioner: Ephraim Gross, Toledo; loss right leg; 
irritation of the limb and nerves drag greatly upon the constitution. Name of 
physician: J. T. Wood, M. D. 

44. Name and case of pensioner: Jacob Kapp, Ripley, Ohio; loss of leg, suf- 
a * een and nervousness of the stump. Name of physician: J. L. Wylie. 


45. Name and case of pensioner: John Morgan, Coal Creek Furnace; loss of 
left lower limb, suffers neuralgia of the stump, decaying of the muscles, and 
hernia. Name of physician: Joel Smith, M. D. 

46. Name and case of pensioner: William H. Moore, New Haven, Connec- 
ticut; loss of right foot, causing a thirdamputation of leg below knee; health 
permanently impaired in consequence of seen suffering. Name of physi- 
cian: Francis Bacon, M. D., late surgeon United States volunteers. 


I am aware that there is no government extant to-day, nor has there 
ever been in the history of the world, which has been so liberal as ours 
to its citizens who have served it in war; but though that be the fact, 
neither is there any precedent for this country. This is a Republic 
which must depend in time of war (and no one is far-seeing enough to 
know how soon that may befall us again) upon its citizen soldiery. So 
far as I am able to understand the public opinion of this country, of my 
State especially, —— desire that Congress shall go to the utmost 
limit that it can afford to proceed in providing for the necessitous, 
maimed, wounded, and suffering survivors of the late war for the Union. 
I sympathize with that sentiment, and I am in favor of a large increase 
to this class of pensioners. I would go as far and do as much as any 
Senator or any citizen to prevent fraud upon the ion law; and I de- 
sire to be as liberal as I think we can afford to be in extending to the 
soldiers of the late war that bounty which the munificence of this Gov- 
ernment is capable of extending to those who saved it in time of peril. 

Mr. PLATT. I move as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri tostrike out all of the bill after the word ‘‘duty,’’ 
in line 6, and to insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
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The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


ve lost one hand or one foot, or been totally or permanently disabled 
— or otherwise so disabled as to render their a to perform 
‘manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension 
vt s24per month; that all ay now on the pension-roll, and all persons here- 
after granted a , who in like manner 1 have lost either an arm at or 
above the elbow, or @ leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so 
disabled as to be incapaci for performing any manual labor, but not so 
~ yt: ag to require regular personal aid and attendance, shall receive a pension 
b $30 per month: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be con- 
strued to re section 4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to 
change the rate of $18 per month therein mentioned to be proportionately di- 
vided for any degree of disability established for which section 46% makes no 


provision. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it seems to me that we had better 
at once amend this bill and declare that all men upon the pension-roll 
shall draw $40 a month, for it will come to that. It strikes me that 
the laws we have already are good enough. By the present law the 
pension is graduated according to the degree of disability. But here is 
a proposition to put a few thousand men, meritorious no doubt, upon 
the pension-roll; and then another clause declares that all other pen- 
sioners who have received injury equivalent to the disability of losing 
a had or a foot shall be put upon the pension-roll likewise at $40 a 
month. 

We have now applying and already on the pension-roll nearly half a 
million persons. Does not anybody know that the mere loss of a hand 
or a foot does not amount to the same degree of disability that a gun- 
shot or a bayonet wound through the body may produce upon the mus- 
cular or nervous system? Suppose you say that a man who has received 
an injury equal to the loss of a foot shall be put upon the pension-roll 
ut $40 a month, for that is a provision of the bill, how easy will it be 
to procure the certificate of country doctors that astiff knee equals the 
loss of a foot er a leg, that a stiff elbow equals the loss of an arm, that 
a stiff neck equals the loss of the head? 

Mr, President, I have always been on the side of the soldier. I do 
not know that I have voted against a single pension bill during my 
service in the Senate. A brave man always sympathizes with another, 
even though he fights in an army opposed to him. We cherish no ani- 
mosity; we are for giving pensions to honest soldiers; but to open the 
door as this bill will do to plunder from the Treasury I can not give 
my assent to. It is worse than the arrearages-of-pensions act. Fully 
half of the men now on the pension-roll will make out a disability equal 
to the loss of a foot or an arm. We know that a man may lose a hand 
or a foot and be a stout, strong man, able to perform any manual or 
intellectual work in the world. My observation has been that men 
wounded in the body suffer more ailment, more inconvenience, and are 
more greatly disabled than those who lose a hand or a foot. 

Instead of increasing the pension-list two, three, four, five, and the 
highest estimate, I believe, is nine million dollars a year, your pension- 
list would be increased more than $50,000,000 a year. Who shall say 
that a stiff elbow or a stiff shoulder is not equal to the loss of an arm ? 
Who shall say that a varicose vein in the leg, which impedes the man’s 
walk, is not equal to the loss of his leg ? 

l like always to see soldiers pensioned. 
nessor animosity toward them. One brave man lovesanother, although 
he fights against him under a different flag; a fellow-feeling makes them 
kind toward each other. We do not object toit down South, although 
we pay a part of thepensions ourselves. Ourboysget no pensions. You 
have appropriated ample sums to buy artificial limbs. You have gath- 
ered up the remains of your men from all the battlefieldsof the South. 
You bave put them into costly cemeteries; you have erected monuments 
vf marble and brass and granite; you have fenced them in with iron 
and with stone, you have decorated them, and you have your annual 


celebrations. We have with us down South no government to take | 


that care of our men, 

Mr. HOAR. Do not the Union soldiers of the State of Kentucky re- 
ceive pensions like those in other States ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course we do, and I will come to that ina 
moment. Lam not complaining of soldiers receiving pensions, but I 
do complain of making one-half of the people of this country pensioners 
and making the others pay those pensions. I was just saying we did 
not complain of it, although down in the extreme South we do not share 
{0 1% benefits. Our brave men who fought on the confederate side have 
usually been buried on the battlefields where they fell. A few of them 
have been gathered by private enterprise into cemeteries, and those 
cemeteries are neglected, overgrown with rank weeds and briers, and 
little boards put at the head and foot to tell who the soldier was 

ve rotted away in time and it is impossible now to distinguish who 
it is that lies there. 


We do not complain of that, but we do complain that you attempt | 


here by reorganizing the whole pension-list to put from 100,000 to 200,- 
(00 men on the pension-rolls at $40 a month, for that would be the re- 


sult. I am opposed to it as muchas I have been in favor of these pen- | 
I have rarely, if ever, voted against allowing a sol- | 


sions all my life. 
dier’s claim for pension on this floor, and I regret that a proposition so 
monstrous as this has been presented to the Senate that I can not vote 
for it. This is a little too steep for me. 

I can not go to the full extent of this law. 
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the committee propose to indefinitely postpone the bill, which ought 
to be done, and I hope will be done. The law is good enough as it 
stands. Itgives toa mana pension in proportion to the degree of his dis- 
ability, ranging from one-fourth, one-half, and three-fourths up to full 
disability, and reaching as high as $71 a month. 

Sir, the object of a pension law is not to enrich the pensioner: it is to 
protect him against want, to keep him from the poor-house, to prevent 
him from appealing to public charity. Forty dollars a month is a for- 
tune fora common man. Twelve times forty, $480 a year, isa princely 
income to a plain Western or Southern man. One hundred and fifty 
dollars a year is ample to clothe and feed any man who has not expen 
sive tastes and desires, and to tax the people North, South, East, and 
West to put from 150,000 to 200,000 more men on the pension-roll at $40 
a month is a thing that can never get my support. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have this moment come into the 
Senate Chamber, having been called out necessarily, and I have heard 
the half dozen concluding sentences of the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. WILLIAMS]. The degree of accuracy with which that Senator 
speaks on this subject is quite amazing to me. He speaks of this bill 
in behalf of the one-legged and one-armed soldiers of the country as 
a bill to place, I think he said, from 100,000 to 150,000 additional 
pensioners on the roll. I have the statistics and figures here on the 
subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will allow me, | will say that he 





I have nofeeling of unkind- | 


I can stand a great deal, but | 
The fact is, the majority of 


could not have heard what I said. I know he does not want to mis 
represent me. I said for the few thousandsof one-legged and one-armed 
; men whose pensions it would increase the bill would amount to very 
| little, but there is a clause in the bill which proposes to give all pen- 

sioners $40 per month who received disabilities equal to the loss of 1 
hand or the loss of an arm or the loss of a leg, and that to put them on 
the pensien-roll at $40 per month would open the doors of the Treas- 
ury to the plunder of two or three hundred thousand men, which in 
my judgment it will do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am speaking of men who have suffered the 
loss of alimb. The feature of the bill spoken of by the Senator from 
Kentucky can be regulated hereafter. There are less than 15,000 per 
sons who suffered amputation of a limb in 1870, and to-day one-half 
of those are dead and in their graves. The vital statistics on this sub 
ject ‘are simply appalling. They show beyond all controversy or con 
tradiction, asaccurately as the work of an actuary of an insurance com 
pany can show anything, that the average diminution of a lifetime 
to one who has sutiered the loss of a leg or an arm is fifteen years 
The average lifetime of the soldier who suffered such loss at this time 
can not be over forty-five years. I hazard nothing in saying that in 
| ten years, or fifteen years at most, nobody will be troubled and no 
Senator will be on this floor declaiming against a measure of relief for 
this class of pensioners; they will have been mustered into eternity 
The facts and figures demonstrate this fact. 

If the Senator from Kentucky thinks that $480 a year is too much 
| to pay to these men for the remnant of their lifetime, shortened as it 
is on an average by fifteen years, he and I differ widely. It is the 
smallest and most contemptible pittance. Perhaps I should not use 
the word ‘‘contemptible,’’ because the Government never can do full 
justice; but when you compare it as an equivalent to what has been 
| lost in the service of the Government, when you speak of this money 
| as something paying for what these people have lost, then it becomes 
| 





utterly contemptible 
I am for this bill as a measure of justice, as far as it goes, but it is 
wholly inadequate. This Government never can repay the men who 
have suffered losses of this kind. I challenge the attention of the Pen 
| sions Committee, I challenge the attention of Senators, to the statement 
which I have made—that the vital statistics show this average loss of 
| lifetime to men who have been mutilated by the loss of a limb, and 
| that being an established fact I ask Senators whether they are willing 
| to record their votes that $40 a month for the little remnant of life 
| that is left is too much. My only regret is that we can not give them 
more. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. Brown in the chair). The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. PLATT. I offered an amendment, which I supposed was in or 
der, in the nature of an amendment to the amendment, but I have been 
informed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate that although he enter- 
tained it for the moment he does not think it is in order at this time 
If the pending amendment should or should not prevail, J shall then 
offer my amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words 
on the amendment at this time. If it is the desire of the Senate to 
defeat the bill which has come from the House, House bill No. 1410 
or asimilar bill, that is one question; but if it is the desire of the 
Senate that this class of pensioners shall receive additional pensions to 
what they are now receiving, that isanother question. I say that if the 
Senate desire to increase the pensions of one class of disabled soldiers, in 
| my judgment it should be those proposed to be stricken out, those who suf 
fered an equivalent disability, because, as my friend has stated, there 
are those who suffer really more of actual sutfering and of inabiledg to 
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take care of themselves, to secure the sustenance of life, who have re- 
ceived injuries which are aot so patent to the eye probably as the loss 
of a limb, but really more injurious. It covers the case of the soldier 
who has come out of the war with the asthma, with consumption, with 
hernia, with paralysis of a limb, not requiring amputation, from the ef- 
fect of a gunshot wound; and I only wish to su at this time that 
at least that clause should be kept in the bill, and if it should ever 
happen that a majority of the Semate disagree entirely to an increase of 
pensions to any class, then that should be squarely voted on. 

Mr. SLATER. Ido not desire to say very much upon this bill, but 
I wish to call theattention of the Senate to a few facts before they enter 
upon the passage of this bill. 

I think that some measure increasing the rates of pension will be 
passed. The bill as it came from the House will add to the pension- 
list immediately, that is, to the annual cost of the pension-list of those 
now upon the roll, known to be there by the office, who are suffering 
and are known to be suffering the disabilities described in the bill, 
$5,187,564. Thatis for those who have lost a hand or an arm or a foot 
or a leg, to say nothing about equivalent disabilities, to say nothing 
abeut the increase that may come from the large number of claims now 
on file, although that class perhaps will not be very largely increased in 
the future. It is fair to be presumed that most of those who have suf- 
fered this class of disabilities are already upon the pension-roll; but 
from the statements of the Commissioner of Pensions there must be added 
to the figures already given forclaims now pending of this class $892,000 
more, making for that class $6,079,564. 

I should have said that at this time the equivalent disabilities for the 
loss of aleg, an arm, a foot, ora hand will be $2,021,244, and for equivalent 
disabilities of those now on the pension-roll, which are supposed to 
number in all 10,925, which would make a net annual increase of 
$2,716,329 for equivalent disabilities. 

Taking into account the $892,000 which would be due on claims 
pending, as the bill now stands $6,079,564 is the actual increase which 
must take place in the inereased cost of the annual pension-roll under this 
bill. This, however, if that were all, would be perhaps buta small mat- 
ter to be considered, because. as has been stated by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VooruEEs], the vital statistics show the rapid decrease 
of this class of pensioners, and they will not be increased, so far as the 
loss of limbs is concerned, very rapidly in the future. But there is 
another feature that must not be forgotten in this to what 
will come under the class of equivalent disabilities, with 250,000 now 
on the pension-roll and some 166,000 who it is estimated must go on 
the pension-roll by reason of claims now filed. As the years go on 
these equivalent disabilities are constantly and steadily increasing, and 
what we may figure to-day as being the possible or probable esti- 
mate a year or two years hence will be found to be very far below the 
actual figures. 

It will be remembered that when the arrears-of-pensions bill was be- 
fore the Senate there were vague guesses that it would cost the coun- 
try but some $20,000,000 or $25,000,000 at most to meet all the re- 
quirements that bill proposed. That bill has been in force some four 
years, and we have paid out something like $100,000,000 on it, and the 
estimates are that it will require $200,000,000 more to meet its re- 
quirements. Iwill not undertake to say that if this bill shall become 
a law any such extraordinary figures will be required to meet its pro- 
visions, but we may expect a very much larger amount under the head 
of equivalent disabilities than can now possibly be estimated. 

I believe that the Commissioner of Pensions has given as careful an 
estimate as it is possible for him to make, but with all the care he can 
bring to it and all the attention he can give to it it is little more than 
a shrewd and careful guess in this matter, and, as I have said, as the 
years roll on these disabilities that are now but trifling, that are now 
but small and are of the lower grade in the pension-list, will gradually 
year by year be growing into the higher grades of disability, and in 
that way under the clause as to equivalent disabilities a very much 
larger number will be found upon the list in a few years from now than 
we find to-day or can estimate to-day. Under this head, as has well 
been said by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], this class 
is certainly as deserving as those who have lost an arm or a or a 
foot or a leg. Who can tell the sufferi of those who are s 
disabilities of the kind mentioned by ‘the Senator? They are certainly 
as severe, they certainly affect their means of p a liveli 
quite as greatly asthe other class of disabilities, and any bill that should 
seek to increase the pensions of one class at the expense of the other is 
inequitable. 

Mr. President, the bill itself it seems to me is inequitable in its terms. 
Certainly no Senator will claim that the loss of a foot or a hand is equiv- 
alent to the loss of an arm at the shoulder or a leg at the hip-joint. 
There is no relation between them whatever; and to put them without 
discrimination at the same peint of $40 a month is certainly injustice. 
When you have done this, the men who have lost a leg at the hip-joint 
or an arm at the shoulder-joint will say, ‘‘ Those men we have only lost 
a foot, who have only lost a hand, or have only lost a leg at or above 
the knee, or an arm at the elbow or immediately above the elbow, are 
getting $40 a month; we are much greater ; our disabilities 
are of a much greater class, and we ought to have $50 or $60 a month.”’ 





That is what this bill means. It means not only to raise the pensions of 
these particular classes, but to raise all of them. 

I object to the bill for this reason: There is a large class of pension. 
ers who are drawing only $8 a month who are meritorious, who ought 
to be considered before any of these other classes are considered: {i; 
who shall say to the man who is scarcely able to go about and yet is 
not entirely disabled, who may be able to work a little or do a littl> 
something, that he can not go on the list to draw more than $8 a month 
though he is scarcely able to keep body and soul together? These 
cases are very numerous. The increase made by this bill means, if any- 
thing, in a very short time not only the raising of this class under tie 
equivalent disabilities clause to the rate of $40 a month, but it means 
the raising of the entire pension-list to a very large advance in this re- 
S 


If any measure is to pass, the anfendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is the one that should be adopted. | 
is equitable in its terms and it is graduated in such a way that, so far 
as the classes referred to it are concerned, all are equally considered. 
The different disabilities as related to each other are fairly considered 
and fairly apportioned in the proposed amendment. 

But there is another reason which, in my judgment, ought to admon- 
ish the Senate not to enter upon a disturbance of the present pension 
rates. I admit that in a very short time, perhaps in the course of a 
year or two, there ought to be a general revision of the rates of pension, 
from the lowest to the highest; but that ought not to be undertaken 
now; it ought not to be done at the present time, for the reason that 
there are to-day something like 200,000 or 250,000 pension claims sti)! 
undisposed of, of which I think 166,00C0—but perhaps I have the num- 
bers too large; it may be only 66,000—that the Commissioner estimates 
will be placed on the pension-list. 

In common justice these claims ought to be considered and disposed 
of measurably before the office forceis diverted again to considering the 
graduation and rerating of the pensioners already drawing pensions 
It is but common justice, even if these parties are entitled to what is 
claimed for them, that they should wait until those who have not been 
able to have their cases heard and determined shall have their cases 
determined and then it will be time enough for a rerating to take place. 
I have no doubt when the business of the Pension Office in a year or 
two from now shall become less pressing, that there will be not only 
a disposition but a willingness on the part of the Senate and Congress 
to enter upon and rerate the entire pension-list from the lowest to the 
highest. It ought not to be interfered with until that time shall have 
arrived. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brown in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 7. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It will evidently be necessary to have the yeas and 


nays. 
- Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. There is evidently no quorum in the 


Chamber now. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The proposed amendment is, in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ foot,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or shall have suffered disability 
equal thereto.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, here is a bill which very likely in its 
results will take a hundred million dollars from the Treasury of the 
United States, extending it over the years during which it shall have 
an operation. I have refrained from saying anythingon this subject. 
because I felt that if the Senate of the United States had no more in- 
terest in such a bill than to occupy ten or fifteen of the chairs of the 
Senate while it was under discussion, it was scarcely worth while for 
me to say anything; but upon this amendment I desire to say a few 
words. If Senators do not deem it their duty to attend the discussion 
of this bill in the Senate, they may possibly, after the matter is over, 
read it in the REcorD. 

I want to protest here against what I believe will be a great injustice 
if it shall be done. I want to protest against striking out of the bill 
the clause increasing the ion of those whose disabilities are equal 
to those who have lost a hand or a foot, an arm ora leg. To do that 
will be simply giving an increase to every man who has lost a foot ora 
hand; it will be shutting out from the benefits of that increase every 
wounded soldier in the land, no matter how much he suffered from 
wounds or how great his disability is from wounds, so long as he does 
not require the aid and attendance of another person. It takes the 
whole class of wounded soldiers, those whose life is but a living death, 
and leaves them at $18 a month, while it takes the men who have lost 
arms or legs, but who are still able todo something, and increases their 
pension to $40. 

It does another thing. Ifa man has lost his arm at or above the el- 
bow or his leg at or above the knee he gets $24 a month for it; but the 
man who for any other cause is so disabled that he can perform no manual 
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labor whatever only gets $24. Now, strike this clause from this bill 
and you wi the pensions of those who having lost an arm or 
leg are still able to do something toward earning a living, and you will 
say that those who are unable to do anything from other causes shall 
have no increase. Rseree 

| protest against it as a rank injustice. If there is to be any increase 
here it should include this class of men whose disabilities are equal to 
those who have lost hands or feet, arms or legs. I can conceive of no 
reason W can be given for the one case and not given for the other. 

I have heard it that there may be some enjoying this pen- 
sion for disabilities equivalent to the loss of an arm or leg who are en- 
joying it unworthily; but that same thing may be true of those who 
are enjoying pensions for the loss of limbs. The Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BEcK | in his place stated here not long ago that his attention 
had been called to fraudulent cases where people were enjoying pen- 
sions for the loss of limbs when they did not lose them in the service. 
I want to say that from an examination of a great many records in the 
Pension Office, from all the information which I have been able to ob- 
tain, I am satisfied that the Pension Office has been extremely conserv- 
ative in this matter of recognizing equivalent disabilities. 

No man gets an $18 pension upon the ground of a disability equiva- 
lent to the loss of a hand or a foot until he gets it as the result of sur- 
gical examination and testimony showing that his loss is fully equiva- 
lent, and under the newadministration of the Pension Office he can not 
get it by the examination and a certificate of asingle surgeon, hut only 
on the report of a board of surgeons. It is possible that some man may 
have imposed on the surgeons or the board of surgeons or the Pension 
Office, but the great class of those who are receiving $18 and $24 be- 


cause their disabilities are equivalent to those who have lost hands or | 
feet or arms or legs are, in my judgment, more entitled to it as a class | 


than those who are enjoying it for the loss of limb. 

I do not desire to speak longer on this subject, but I desire to repeat 
here what was said to me only last night by a gallant soldier, a pen- 
sioner, who is enjoying a pension for the loss of his leg. He said to me, 
““My face would burn with very shame if the Government should give 
me $40a month and should not extend it to those who were suffering 
disabilities equal to mine;’’ and the whole country would say so. 

Mr. HARRIS. A majority of the Committee on Pensions reported 
adversely to this bill and recommended its indefinite postponement. 
In deference to that report, as well as my own opinion as to the merits 
and propriety of passing this bill, I move that the bill be indetinitely 
postponed, in order that we may test the question, and if such is the 
judgment of the Senate we may end the matter without debate on the 
various amendments that have already been indicated and will be in- 
sisted upon if the bill is to continue before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that motion in order after the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no question about that. It is in order at 
any moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course that motion will dispose of this whole matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it carries. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be obliged to say a few words at this time 
which I had otherwise designed to postpone to a later period of the dis- 
cussion. - 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MircHELL], who has charge of 
the bill, the chairman of the committee, under very great difficulties 
and in the absence of almost the entire Senate, madea general statement 
of the conditions which exist and which seem to require of the country 
some increase of the pensions which it is paying to the classes of soldiers 
embraced in this bill. He gave to some extent a history of the rise and 
progress of the events that have attended the bill from its introduction 


in theother House. It would certainly seem that if public sentiment | 


had indicated anything orcan indicate anything by petitions, by memo- 
rials, by the reports of committees from all parts of the country, by 
discussions in the press, and in every way that a free people contrive 
to make known their sentiments to their representatives in legislative 
halls, this much at least must be considered as established, that some 
increase of pensions to the classes who are embraced in this bill should 
be allowed. I do not think there can be an¥ question whatever re- 
maining in the mind of any Senator whose attention has been closely 
called to these exhibitions of public sentiment that it does exist, and 
that there is a demand for legislation of some kind. 

Of course in a matter so intricate as this is, the matter of the arrange- 
ment and apportionment of rates of pensions duly and equitably among 
the various classes of those who have suffered in the cause of the coun- 
try, the general public can not possess that minutiz of information which 
18 essential to accurate and correct legislation as to these various classes, 
but the great overmastering fact that something should be done, that 
there should be some substantial increase, the public, I think, by these 
manifestations have demonstrated. ‘The House of Representatives, in 
deference to this public sentiment and with scarcely a distinction of 
sete for the principal advocate of this-bill in the other House was a 

t, the war governor of Pennsylvania, Mr. CURTIN, enacted and 
sent to us this bill. It is very brief, and I will read it: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act all persons on 
the pension-roll, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the 
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military or naval service of the United States, andin the line of duty, shall have 
lost one arm, one hand, one leg, or one foot, or shall have suffered disability 
equal thereto, shall be entitled to a pension of $40 per month, 





It will be observed that this bill, which has been sanctioned by the 
other House and sent to us in this almost unanimous way, as I have 
| said, reaches only a few of the several cases and comparatively a small 
| number of those who are entitled to pensions under the general law of 
| the land; and I may say that it reaches but a very small! proportion of 
those who are entitled to an increase of pensions, if these classes are 
themselves entitled to it. 

When this bill reached the Senate, providing as it did for the raising 
to $40 of the minimum of pension forspecific disabilities which hitherto 
has been $18 a month, so that all these other classes drawing a larger 
amount would naturally, by the logic of this legislation if it should be 
enacted, be carried correspondingly higher, and into very high figures 
| too, it struck, I think, the majority of the committee as a bill which 
| 


} 
| 
| 


required further and very careful consideration; and although founded 
| in a sentiment of justice and a disposition to do justice, nevertheless it 
| was inits terms so broad and so liberal to these classes that as the basis 
of future legislation it must tax most heavily the Treasury of the coun- 
try, and perhaps far more heavily than those who advocated the bill 
themselves conceived, and more heavily than even the merits of the 
pensioners themselves, great as they are, would justify in extorting 
from the Treasury of the land. 

The bill was consequently a long time pending in our committee. 
We did not act upon it during the last session, although the pressure 
upon the committee was very heavy and very strong. It was felt by 
the majority of the committee that if anything was done, all that jus 
tice required should be done, and it was as well to attempt to do it now 
| wholly as to attempt to do it now in part, and that if any justice was 
| done it should be justice to all. Therefore we postponed final action 

of the committee on this bill until the present session, with the inten 

tion during the vacation and the earlier part of the present session to 
| give further consideration to the whole subject, with a view to report 

ing to the Senate, if we could, either against the bill as a whole or re 

porting something to the Senate for action by the Senate and the other 
House which would cover the whole subject and do justice to all, and 
do it fully and do it finally, so that we should not be troubled session 
after session and Congress after Congress by the anxious questioning 
of those to whom justice had been denied if we were, and when, to do 
justice to them. 

We reached final action in the committee, and when we came to vote 
there was considerable divergence of sentiment. Four members of the 
| committee were against any action in the direction of increase whatever, 
| and those members of the committee submitted what is here called the 
| majority report, but as a matter of fact a majority of the committee was 
in favorof some increase of pensions, so that this bill does not come into 
the Senate antagonized by a majority of the committee. It comes into 
the Senate really antagonized by four members in all, while the other 
members of the committee appear before this body recommending amend 
ments to the bill which came from the House, differing in degree and 
in the extent of justice which is done, but all looking to an increase 
Two Senators, I would say, were in favor of the House bill as it reached 
us, without modification, not objecting particularly to an extension of 
its provisions to other classes who were not included at all, but the 
measure of justice to those who were included, by the opinion of two 
members of the committee, was none too high even in the House bill, 
and they reported directly in its favor. 

The honorable Senator who preceded me stated to the Chair his de- 
sign in offering an amendment. That amendment when offered—and 
| it is in print and accessible to all members of the Senate, and I presume 
many have read it—covers only a part of the cases which exist in the coun- 
| try, and which, as itseems to other members of the committee, require 
favorable legislation as much as those which are included in the amend 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I do not think 
among those who are in favor of some increase there is any antagonism 
to that amendment, provided that is all the Senate is disposed todo at 
the present time. It represents something that should be done. It 
does not, in my judgment, represent all that should be done; and it will 
| leave the subject half dealt with and liable to and sure in fact, by rea- 
| son of thus much having been attempted and thus much having been 
| accomplished, to cause further claims to arise at subsequent sessions, 
| and result ultimately in further action by Congress. 
| It therefore seemed to at least two members of the committee that 

the proper thing to do was to treat the subject as a whole, to confer 
| with the Pension Office, thoroughly to study the subject as well as they 
| could, and to endeavor by some comprehensive, systematic, and just 
legislation to provide for all at the same time; and it seemed to us that 
this was an opportune time to do justice (especially when justice costs 
money), for now if ever the Treasury is full. We have been legislat 
| ing, or we have been wasting, it may ultimately prove to be, five or 
| nearly six weeks of the most valuable legislative time almost that ever 
belonged to an American Congress, and during this time this bill has 
| been pending, and the main object of that proposed legislation was to 
| reduce the contents of the Treasury, to diminish the revenues of the 
| country. In short, I mean by this simply to state that the Treasury is 
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plethoric, that the people demand a reduction of revenue, and if there 


18 justice in the claim of the pensioners of the United States or any 
portion of them for an increase, now if ever is the easiest time to do 
that justice; it is the proper time, and it ought not to be delayed. 

Accordingly the honorable chairman of the committee and myself 
anited in presenting to the Senate an amendment to the bill. I may 
say before I ask to have it read that it was prepared with a great deal 
of care, with reference to all classes who by general consent it is thought 
should have some increase of pension. After it was prepared it was sub- 
mitted to the Pension Office, and the thorough criticism of the Commis- 
sioner and his assistants has been upon it. Any suggestions of 
modification or improvement which they gave to us have been incor- 
porated in this amendment, and it is not improper that I should say 
that so far as the opinion of the Pension Office is of any consequence in 
this matter the apap amendment is fully and cordially indorsed as 
sufficient in itself, as doing ample justice, as calculated to give peace 
so far as effort at future legislation is concerned, and as fixing in the 
belief of the office and in the belief of men who have examined it the 
limit sufficiently high to mark the utmost limit of generosity that 
should be expected of the Government. 

I now ask the Secretary to read the proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and insert: 

* That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the pension-roll, 
and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the mili or naval 
service of the United States, and in the line of duty, shall have lost a hand ora 
foot, shall be entitled to a pension of $24 per month; all persons who in like 
manner shall have suffered amputation at or above the elbow or knee, at the 

°o »er month; and all who shall in like manner have suffered amputa- 
tion at the hipjoint or at the shoulder-joint, or who shall have lost one hand 
and one foot, or shall be totally disabled in one hand and one foot, or shall be 
otherwise so disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance of any man- 
ual labor, but not so much as to uire the regular personal aid and attendance 
of another pomen, at the rate of #10 r month; and all persons who in like 
manner shall have contracted a disability ts gn or equivalent to any of the fore- 
szoing specified disabilities, shall be entitled to receive a pension per month of 
the amount hereby nted to such disabilit ; and in case of amputation below 
a joint, but with such effect as to produce a disability equal to that produced by 
amputation at or above the joint, pension shall be paid as for the disability ac- 
tually resulting from such amputation; and all persons who in like manner 
sha!! have lost the sight of one eye shall receive a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month; and in cases in which the injury to the one eye manifestly affects injuri- 
ously the sight of the other eye, or in which the other eye shall have been par- 
tially disabled in the service and line of duty as aforesaid, he shall be entitled 
to an equitable increase in his pension, aot to exceed, when the loas of sight is 
less than total blindness, in the whole amount $40 per month; and all those 
who, while in the military or naval service of the United States, in the line of 
duty, by injury received or disease contracted, shall have totally lost the hear- 
ing of both ears, shall be entitled to receive a pension of $30 per month; and 
for any loss of hearing less than total deafness they shall receive an equitable 
portion thereof. 

Src. 2. That instead of the rate of $18 per month provided in section 4699 of the 
Revised Statutes, the rate of $24 per month may be proportionately divided for 
any degree of disability established for which neither the preceding section of 
this act nor section 46% of the Revised Statutes make provision: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to reduce any pension now authorized by 
law; nor shall any pensioner be entitled to increase under this section until an 
examination shall show an increase in his actual disability except where the 
evidence on file shows the disability to Sepeeneness ina degree entitling to 
the rate of pension then received, or when the character of the disability would 
not vary in a lesser d 4 

Sec, 3. That no applicant for pension whose claim shall be granted hereafter 
shall receive arrears or any allowance of pension for time prior to the passage 
of this act greater than he would be entitled to receive by virtue of existing laws; 
but from and after the passage of this act his pension shall be computed in ac- 
cordance therewith, if his disability be such as is included in its provisions. 

Sec, 4. No claim nt or attorney shall be employed in the prosecution of 
claims for increase of pension under this act, but the Commissioner of Pensions 
shal] make such payments without charge to the pensioner. 

Mr. BLAIR. I asked for the reading of this proposed amendment for 
the reason that in the print the other night, to be found in the Recorp, 
a mistake occurred. The exception which should properly be at the 
end of the second section was inserted at the end of the first section, oc- 
casioning of course much difference in the meaning of the proposition, 
and, therefore, I should like to have this amendment inco: in 


the Recor itself as it really is. It was no one’s fault, but a mistake 
of my own. 


Now, Mr. President, at the risk of being a little tedious, but because 
I believe it to be necessary, I propose to state very briefly the essence 
of the pension law. It is to be found in section 4692 of the Revised Stat- 
utes and it provides that— 


Every person specified in the several cl ted in the following sec- 
tion, who has been, since the 4th day of March, 1861, or who is hereafter disabled 
under the conditions therein sta’ shall, upon making due proof of the fact, 
according to such forms and nsas are ormay be wid 
of law, be placed on the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be 
entitled to receive, for a total disability, or a permanent 
pension as is hereinafter provided in such : 
except in cases 4 payee specific disability, for which the rate 
saeeny rovid 
bility; and such pension shall commence as hereinafter provided, and continue 
daring the existence of the disability. 


There is much confusion in regard to these several forms of disability. 





It will be observed that three are mentioned, total disability, ific 
disability, and an inferior degree of disability. The term - 
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joint. That is a measurement of disability not to be found in the stat 

ute, but adopted by common consent for many years in the practice o; 
the office, so that the statute is precisely the same, by this customary 
construction which has been placed upon it, as though total disabilit; 
were equivalent to that disability, or a disability which is equal to 
stiff elbow joint or a stiff knee joint. Any disability amounting +, 
that is called ‘‘total,’’ without any reference to the rank of the pers. n 

If it is less than that, it is what is called an inferior disability in t),. 
latter part of the section. If it is a specific disability, itis particular), 
and minutely described in the statute itself, and it may be greater ¢; 
it may be less than total disability, and in all instances, so far as [ yo. 
recollect, as specified in the statute, it is some disability larger tha, 
what is called ‘‘total disability.”’ It may be dealt with, howeve; 
fractionally. 

To this total disability, as it is called, as to the private soldier js 
affixed the rate of $8 per month; to officersa higher rate; to the second 
lieutenant $15 per month; to the first lieutenant $17 per month; to the 
captain $20 per month; to the major and to the lieutenant-colone! $39 
per month; and all higher grades of rank receive the same amount 
That is to say, for a disability equivalent to a stiff elbow-joint, or 4 
stiff knee-joint, a total disability, these are the rates. If the disability 
is inferior to that total, that is, less than a stiff joint, the pension is 
fractional proportion of these several sums, according to rank. 

The pensions for specific disabilities are given entirely irrespective 1 
the matter of rank. They are conferred according to the actual dix, 
bility as described in the statute, and a major-general for a specitic disy 
bility gets no more pension than a private for the corresponding actua! 
disability. The specific disabilities, as the term implies, are described 
particularly in the statute. They are not many in number, but they 
are the classes of disability which are dealt with and the only classes 
of disability which are dealt with in this proposed legislation, and on\, 
a portion of these specific disabilities. I will state those which are 
touched by the proposed legislation. There are cases of specilic disa 
bility where a pension is already given to the amount of $72 a month 
They are as follows: For loss of both hands, $72; loss of both feet, $72: 
loss of both eyes, $72; loss of an eye, the other lost before enlistment, 
$72; for such disability as requires the regular aid and attendance of 
another person, $72; for total disability in both hands, $72. 

This legislation touches none of these cases. I will now state th 
specific disabilities and all the other disabilities which are mentioned in 
the statute to which our laws apply at all, which are covered hy this 
propesed legislation. Loss of one hand and one foot, which is now pen 
sioned at the rate of $36, this legislation proposes to increase to $40. | 
will not mention the proposed increase at the present time, however 
Total disability in one hand and one foot now has a pension of $6 
total deafness of bothears $13; loss of a hand or a foot $18; amputation 
at orabove the elbow or knee, $24; amputation at the hip-joint $37.50 
inability to perform manual labor $24. 

There is another specific disability, not mentioned here, which is the 
same as that which draws $72 per month, but which is not permanent, 
and that is the distinction. Where the disability which if permanent 
draws $72 per month is not permanent, is likely to be recovered fron 
the pensioner for such time as it does exist receives $31.25. 

Only one statement more is necessary to place before the Senate and 
before the country so much more as is necessary to be known in order 
to fully comprehend this proposed legislation. I may say in passing 
that the specific disabilities are provided for in sections 4697 and 469 
of the Revised Statutes. The total disabilities are set forth fully in 
section 4695. Section 4699 is as follows: 

‘The rate of $18 — month may be proportionately divided for any degree ot 
disability established for which section 4695 makes no provision. 

Section 4695 is the one which fixes the totaPdisability to the various 
ranks; thatis,the disability equivalent toastiffelbow-joint ora still knee 
joint. There are a great many undescribed and indescribable wounds 
where the disability is greater than the stiff joint referred to, where thie 
allowance of the total pension would be no adequate compensation ; and 
80 this section of the statutes has provided that irrespective of rank the 
$18 herein granted may be divided according to the actual disability from 
which on examination the surgeon finds the pensioner to be suffering. 
and that is distributed at $10, $12, $14, $15, or $16, as the case may be. 

The pension granted for total disability according to rank, as will be 
observed by the Senate, in some cases, those of the highest rank, is 330. 
and that is a pension higher than, if the pensioner were dealt with ac 
cording to his specific disability, he would receive. Per instance, he 
may be a major-general who has lost his leg below the knee, and tor 
that specific disability he would be entitled to receive but $18 a month. 


while by reason of his rank he is entitled to $30 a month, and he re 
ceives his pension accordingly, being pensioned totally according to 


rank, and being excluded from the enjoyment of his specific pension 
Pensions are never duplicated. The specific is never added to the pen 
sion of rank, but he draws for the one or for the other, and by the favor 
of the law he is entitled to draw his pension at the higher rate, and i! 
his rank gives him more than his mone disability would give him, 
then he draws according to rank ra than according to the specitic 


ty. ' 
T have said, Mr. President, all that I care to say now in explaining 
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the present status of the law and the particular classes to which this 
proposed legislation applies. The bill as it came from the House covers 
only a fraction of those who are suffering from specific disability, and 
of them are suffering more severely and are more inadequately 
med than are the classes which are covered by the House bill No. 

10. 

"I read now from a memorandum furnished me by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and first I mention those classes that are covered by the bill 
as it comes from the House: 

Thirty-six hundred aud thirty-one pensioners who have lost one hand 
orone foot, now receiving $18 per month, the bill coming from the House 
pro to increase them to 340. 

ifty-three hundred and eighty who have suffered amputation at or 
above the knee or the elbow, now receiving $24, also to be increased to 


Sixty who have suffered amputation at the hip-joint, now receiving 
$37, to be increased to $40. 

One hundred and fifty who have suffered amputation at the shoulder 
joint, now at $24, to be increased to $40 per month. 


Fifteen who have lost one hand and one foot, now receiving $36, to be | 


increased to $40. 


Eighty-eight hundred and forty-seven who have a disability equiva- | 
lent to loss of a hand or a foot, now receiving $18, to be increased to | 


$40 per month. 

Two hundred and thirty-two now receiving $31.25 and to receive 340 
per month. Bi 

The aggregate of this is nearly 20,000 pensioners that are covered by 


the Housebill. The proposed legislation—that is, the amendment which | 


the chairman and myself have submitted to the Senate—includes all 
these classes, and in addition to them 2,125 who are totally deaf, now 


receiving $13 per month; 2,000 who are pensioned for impaired hear- | 


ing, less than total deafness, now receiving one, two, four, or six dol- 
larsper month; 2,000 who have lostan eye, now receiving $4 per month; 
4,000 who are receiving a pension for impaired sight, other than the 
loss of one eye or total blindness, now receiving from $2 to $16a month; 
19,423 pensioners now receiving a pension of $10, $12, $14, or $16 per 
month; and 1,552 now disabled for the performance of any manual 
labor, receiving $24 per month. 

As will be perceived, a larger number is omitted by tlge bill which 
comes from the House than is included with those in the proposed leg- 


islation in our amendment. The whole number of pensioners cover- | 
ing all the specific disabilities that exist known to the law at the pres- | 


ent time, and including those who are entitled to a fractional part of 
$18 per month, $10, $12; $14, $16, the whole number covered by this 
proposed amendment is 47,415. As I have several times stated, it overs 
all pensions known to the Jaw. 

These additional classes are morally, are absolutely sure, if not now 
receiving an increase while the others do receive theirincrease, to come 
at subsequent Congressesand obtain it. Itisnotinthe nature of things 
that justice should be denied to them if it is granted to their compeers 
who are as a rule not suffering as much asthey are, at least not from the 
inadequacy of their pensions; so far as the disability isconcerned many 
of them not suffering at all in comparison with some of these. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will theSenatornow state, as Isuppose he has 
made some estimate, what is the estimate as to the amount which will 
be taken out of the Treasury under the bill as it came from the House, 
and also the amount which will be taken out of the Treasury if his 
substitute for it shall be adopted ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have that matter right here, and I was about to state 
it. It comes logically next in order. The bill which comes from the 
House increasing the pension of these comparatively few and to the 
lowest basis of $40 a month will take from the Treasury by the esti- 
mate of the Commissioner of Pensions, the sum of $5,187,564 upon the 
roll as it exists at the present time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is that accurate ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That will be the immediate increase on the roll as it 
stands at the present time. That makes no allowance for additions to 
the roll of those who will be entitled to receive an increase or a larger 
pension than they otherwise would have received but for this modifi- 
cation of the law, as their names shall hereafter be added. This is the 

te increase to those now upon the roll by the terms of the bill 
which eomes to us from the House. The proposed amendment, cover- 
ing all classes, will require a net increase to the roll of $5,429,010. 
The Senate must remember that these estimates, although the very 
best the office can give us, may vary one way or the other. It is utterly 
impossible to know within a hundred thousand dollars, or it may be 
within half a million dollars, and to know substantially after all, just 
what the amount taken from the Treasury will be. 

Thus it is quite apparent that, the difference in the estimates of the 
Pension Office being so slight practically, it must go to the country 
that the proposed amendment, covering all possible cases and doing 
justice among all classes, will take no larger sum from the Treasury 
than the bill which comes to us from the House. It is, I think, a fair 
statement to say that either of them will take from the Treasury at the 


time under the existing roll about $5,500,000 more than will 
drawn under the law as it now exists. 
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With reference to the future, if the bill coming from the House should 

be adopted it is entirely impossible to say what may be the tax upon 
| the Treasury. The calculations of the Commissioner of Pensions indi- 
| cate that the increase even upon the present roll and including the pres- 
| ent applications would be not far from $17,000,000 to $20,000,000. 
| observe that the majority report, if it is to be treated as a majority re- 
| port, the report of those who are against any increase whatever, con- 
| templates an ultimate addition to the roll of about $40,000,000, making 
| an aggregate of $70,000,000 annual taxation upon the people for pen 
| sions alone if this increase should be made. It is more than doubling 

by $10,000,900 the present amount of the pension-roll. I do not know 
| and no one can know whether that is an exaggerated estimate or not. 
| The data upon which they form this calculation indicate to my mind 

that it is not excessive, and that if this bill is enacted into a law we 
must contemplate that ultimately, and that not remotely, the annual 
pension-roll will not be less than about $70,000,000. 

By the terms of this proposed amendment, as I have already said, 
| about $5,500,000 will be taken at the present time. I have made the 
| best calculation that I can, and aided by the calculations of the Pension 
Office also, I have thought under its terms there can not be a perma 
nent addition of more than $9,000,000 to the roll as it otherwise will 
be; and taking into consideration—and that should have weight, of 
course, in reference to the other estimates and the estimates touching the 
other bills and amendments—the fact that these pensioners are rapidiy 
| dying and that probably those who are suffering from equivalent disa 
| bilities, excepting those whose ampv tations have thoroughly healed, will 
| nearly all disappear in the course of the next ten years, I think it fair 
to say of the amendment which we have proposed that it will at no time 
impose an additional burden upon the Treasury of mere than six or 
seven million dollars annually; five and a half million dollars at the 
beginning, and one anda half million or possibly two millions or per 
haps it will be two and a half millions atasubsequenttime. Very soon 
most of it will, however, pass away. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut makes an 
increase to those classes that it applies to in the same proportion and 
to the same extent as in this general amendment which has been submit 
ted by the honorable chairman and myself. So far as that goes it is 
all well and it is in entire harmony with the amendment which we are 
advocating; but it must leave rankling in the mind of those who are 
not favored with an increase and who deserve it a sense of injustice, 
and the country must feel an aggravated sense of having done injustice, 
| and the result inevitably will be that we shall enact a law quite as lib 
eral in its provisions as this proposed substitute submitted by the 
chairman and myself. That amendment includes fewer classes, if I 
recollect aright; it does not include any more classes at any rate than 
the bill which comes from the House, and the lesser amount which it 
takes from the Treasury is because it makes a slighter addition to 
existing rates. 

Mr. President, in what I have said at this time I have carefully avoided 
anything whatever which I think can properly be charged as ad captandum 
talk. Ihave tried to confine myself to facts and to figures, and to asking 
of the Senate that if it does anything it shall do, and do at this time all 
that it should do at all, that it should docomplete justice. I think that 
this proposed substitute will do ample and complete justice. 

It is not improper that I should state that a committee representing the 
order of the Grand Army of the Republic throughout the country has 
carefully examined this bill and it has their unanimous support. House 
bill 1410 was opposed by the soldiery of the country as vigorously as it 
was advocated by othersoldiers who were to be pensioners under its terms, 
but I have the right to state, for it is a fact, that the amend ment of which 
| [ have spoken, so far as I know—and I know all this committee knows 
in reference to it—has the universal sanction of the soldiers of the coun- 
try. If itshould be enacted into a law, as I understand it, it will cover 
substantially all which they will ask at any time. They will go from 
these hallsof legislation satisfied and weshall hearno more, unless it may 
be in slight and incidental cases which no general legislation can reach; 
we shall hear no more from them probably in any time to come asking 
an increase of rates of pension, which they are to be allowed by a grateful 
country. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall vote for the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee to postpone this bill indefinitely. It appears 
that the committee itself is divided in reference to what should be and 
what should not beembraced inthe bill. The majority report isin favor 
of an indefinite postponement of the bill. It is just one of those bills 
that the Senate is as apt to err about as any bill that comes before us for 
consideration, because it is that class of legislation which appea!s to the 
sympathies of the Senate, and we all know the tendencies of humanity 
are to yield to sympathy and charity. We have provided, and I think 
liberally, for the soldiery of the country. It may be that some injus 
tice has been done to certain classes of soldiers, but I think the action 


whieh it makes for their support will compare favorably with the action 
of any other Government on earth in reference to its soldiers. 

I apprehended that until we know definitely what is to be taken out 
of the Treasury by the demands of this bill if it shall become a law 
we had better hesitate in reference to our action uponit. It will be 





of the American Government in reference to itssoldiery in the provision. 
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remembered that a few years ago when the arrears-of-pensions act was | 


here no one anticipated that the semen bill would take more than 
$20,000,000 or $25,000,000 out of the Treasury in theaggregate. I put 
the question distinctly to the then chairman of the Pensions Committee, 
who I supposed was as intelligent on the subject as any gentleman, 
and according to my recollection his estimate, based upon information 
obtained at the Pension Bureau, was that it would be $18,000,000 or 
$20,000,000. Yet we have already appropriated over $100,000,000 with 
the certainty that not less that $200,000,000 or $300,000,000 more must 
be appropriated to meet the provisions of that act. Now, I hope that 
we shall not by hasty action on this bill place the Senate in the same 
position that it was in with reference to that bill, acting in the dark, 
without proper information to know what is to be the result upon the 
Treasury of the country. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Delaware has repeated a state- 
ment that has been made before a great many times, that when the 
arrears act was before the Senate I, as chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions at that time, said that all that would be required to render 
it effective would be about $25,000,000. I stated that all that would 
be required to adjust the cases then upon the roll under the arrears act 
would be $25,000,000, but that the amount thereafter to be expended 
would depend upon the number of pensioners who might be placed 
upon the rolls sakeoguent to that time. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I perhaps did not state exactly what was said 
by the then chairman of the Pensions Committee, but the impression 
derived from that information was that that would be the aggregate 
amount to be taken by that bill. 

Mr. INGALL*. On the contrary, when that question was asked me 
by a Senator from New York I expressly stated that it would be im- 
possible to say what amount would be required to render the act opera- 
tive thereafter, but that to adjust the cases then upon the roll so that 
they would receive pensions from the time when they were disabled 
would require somewhere between $18,000,000 and $25,000,000. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not say that the Senator did not make the 
statement which he now says he did, but I think if he will examine the 
discussion which followed that statement he will find that every Sena- 
tor who spoke upon the question certainly spoke under the impression 
that the information obtained from the Senator from Kansas was that 
the cost of that measure would be from $18,000,000 to $20,000,000 or 
$25,000,000. I do not say he intended to make such an impression or 
that his language itself ought to have conveyed thatimpression. I only 
speak of the impression which seemed to be conveyed at that time. 

Mr. INGALLS. The impression could not have been great, because 
that very proposition was resisted and the declaration was distinctly 
made, so that if any such impression remained inthe minds of Senators 
subsequently it must have been because they did not want to have it 
removed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I propounded myself the question to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, then chairman of the committee, and I do not hesi- 
tate to say to him that such was the impression which I derived, and 
I think the debates will disclose that that was the impression which 
others derived from his answer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Allow me to say that in the discussion of the 
bill in the House and Senate the highest estimate by anybody was 
$25,000,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. For those already on the rolls, not those who might 
be placed there thereafter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The general estimate was $20,000,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. How could anybody state how much would be paid 
for arrears to those placed on the roll after the act passed? It was im- 
possible. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. TI refer to this matter not for the purpose of 
imputing to the Senator from Kansas any purpose to mislead. I had 
not the remotest idea of such a thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. There has not been a debate on this subject since 
that time when some Democrat has not risen on thatside of the Chamber 
and denounced the arrears-of-pensions act and said it was under 
misrepresentation, and it is time, in view of the facts, that was 
stopped, because there was nodeclaration whatever made that not more 
than $25,000,000 would be required to render the arrears act effective; 
it was only as to those who were then already on the rolls. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I repeat, in referring to the passage of that act, 
that I had no intention to convey the ideathat there was any design on 
the part of anybody to mislead. I am certain I should be very far from 
imputing such a purpose to the Senator from Kansas. I only e of 
the impression which men labored under at that time, not that 
ator designed to make such an impression; but I do say the debate dis- 
closes the fact that those who participated in that discussion certainly 
had that impression, whether they derived it from 
Senator from Kansas or from some other source, 
the Senator from Vermont, who voted for that 
according to my eo pocrree bog referred to 
learned that it would p ly take $80 
when ——« 
depletion o > 

But we are now brought face to face with another 





pensions upon which even the committee itself is divided, a part of the 
committee proposing an indefinite postponement of the consideration of 
the bill, a part favoring the House bill, and another part of the com- 
mittee proposing a substitute bill, showing that in the committee which 
has had this measure under consideration for twelve months there is 
not that unity of thought and action which should commend their re- 
port to the consideration of the Senate for its action at the present time. 

For that reason I think the motion of the Senator from Tennessee js 
a very proper one, to postpone indefinitely the consideration of the bil]. 
I am not opposed to doing exact justice to all the soldiers. If there is 
any soldier who has not had exact justice done to him, when the mat- 
ter is fairly and fully brought forward and we have all the informa- 
tion necessary to enable us to act upon that subject and to know how 
far it will become a tax on the people of the country, I shall be as 
ready to act as any one. I served upon the committee myself for two 
years. I am not conscious that I ever opposed a single pension case 
which according to my judgment was a meritorious one. There were 
a great many pension bills that came from the other House to the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions which were rejected very frequently by the 
unanimous opinion of the committee; against many of those I did vote, 
and I was generally in aecord with the majority of the committee on that 
subject, but I am not conscious that I ever did vote to reject the claim 
of any single pensioner that in my judgment was entitled under the law 
of the land to a pension. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to state one thing to him? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. He is commenting on the division in the committee. 
This is true with regard to the committee, that a majority of it is in 
favor of an increase, some to a much greater extent than others, and the 
substitute of which I have been speaking is as low in its terms as any. 
It is simply a little more comprehensive and proposes to do the whole 
thing at once. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. When I spoke of the majority of the commit- 
tee I spoke of the report which is called the report of the committee. 
Of course I do not know anything about the individual opinion of mem- 
bers of the committee except from that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Four of the committee are against any legislation; the 
others are for legislation and for an increase. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And those others are divided in reference to 
what the character of the legislation should be. 

Mr. BLAIR. All say some, and some say more. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think we had better pause until we have sut- 
ficient information from the committee to enable us to tell definitely 
what we are doing. We ought not, as the guardians of the Treasury 
to a certain extent, to adopt any measure until we have full informa- 
tion in reference to the effect and operation of the bill; and so far as | 
am concerned, I have not been able, from the discussions which have 
taken place on the part of members of the committee, to learn definite]; 
or anything approximating a definite conclusion what would be the 
operation of this bill on the Treasury of the country. I am not in 
favor of passing bills blindly without knowing something of their eftect, 
because every dollar in the Treasury comes out of the people of the 
country as tax-payers in some shape or other. 

The Senator from New Hampshire referred to petitions which had 
been presented in reference to this measure. We all know that petitions 
are very easy things to get up. There were petitions piled in forests 
upon us here for the arrears-of-pensions act, and subsequently it was 
stated in the Senate that those petitions were sent out by pension agents, 
men who expected to make fees out of the passage of such an act, sent 
out all over the country to procure the signatures of men, and that that 
measure did not originate with the soldiers of the country. It may be 
that this measure has originated exclusively and entirely from that class 
of soldiers of the country who are to be the beneficiaries of the act ; but 
it may be true also that the promptings of this measure may have been 
from the pension agents located in the city of Washington. We ought 
to know something about this. Besides that, petitions are very easily 
obtained whether for a good or bad p and I have no question that 
many hundreds and thousands of petitions have been presented in favor 
of this bill ; but we all know what petitions mean. You will very fre- 
quently find that when a measure has not the merit to commend itself 
to the Senate or to the country, it is backed up by the representations 
of parties who are interested in the bill by their numerous petitions. 

I shall vote for the indefinite ment of this measure, because 

I have not such information from the Committee on Pensions as to 
what ought to be done as to justify miy voting in favor of this measure 
blindly. 
Mr. BLAIR. It ought to be stated that it is the sense of the com- 
mittee, if any legislation passes granting an increase, to provide by an 
amendment to whatever passes that the increase be granted solely 
through the Pension Office, and not through intermediary agencies, «s 
in other cases. ae 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I have been absent this morning, in 
the Committee on yy Ty and have not heard the discussion. 
I have just come in, and I desire to say but a word in opposition to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to indefinitely this bill. 

I disagree entirely with the conclusions arrived at by the Senator 
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from Delaware. In the first place, the postponement of this bill means 
the defeat of the bill. I think that the persons applying here for an 
increase of pension on account of the peculiar disability that is men- 
tioned in these various bills are at least entitled to a fair hearing in the 
Senate of the United States. If we act in accordance with what I 
think would be just and proper in the premises, we should give a fair 
hearing to these bills instead of indefinitely postponing them; and if 
the bills do not accord with the views of the Senate, amend one or the 
other of them so that it will accord with the views of the Senate, and 
let it be . That is all I have to say on that point. 

One 0 remark I desire to make in answer to the Senator from Del- 

aware in reference to the taxation of the people for this purpose. I be- 
lieve that I am as much opposed to the taxation of the people for im- 
proper as any other Senator; but if any Senator shall say to me 
that taxation for the purpose of assisting a man with one leg or both legs 
off, both eyes out, or arms or one arm off, who has been maimed in 
his country’s service, is improper taxation, I disagree with him. There 
is no man to-day, I care not how humble he may be, how poor he may be, 
what his condition in life may be, who would submit to the depriva- 
tions that these men do on account of wounds, disability, or disease for 
ten times the amount that they receive asa pension. One of the great 
inequalities in this country is the distinction that is made in our laws. 
I will take two captains for the purpose of illustration. Two captains 
enter the service, one in the regular Army and one in the volunteer 
army. They both go upon the same battlefield and both of them lose 
a leg on the same day. Theycome to Congress, and how does Congress 
provide for those two persons? Congress gives one of those men three- 
fourths of $2,500 per annum, and to the other one $20 permonth. That 
is the distinetion—two men of perfect equality in commission, in con- 
duct, in honor, in integrity, and in everything that belongs to a man, 
and you diseriminate by the laws of the country between those two 
men, and when the man who gets but $20 per month on account of his 
commission as captain comes before the Congress of the United States 
and asks that the gradation in reference to his wound or disability may 
be made so that he may receive $38 or $40 or whatever it may be, Con- 
gress has not time to consider that proposition. 
' Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Ilinois if I understand 
him as saying that under the existing pension laws between two officers 
of the same rank similarly disabled, with the same degree of disability, 
there is this vast difference in the pensions that thev receive that he 
has suggested ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say so. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what I was not sure about and de- 
sired to know. It is owing to the difference in rank that there is this 
diiference of pay, I suppose. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, it is owing to the difference made by the laws 
of Congress. I took for iilustration two men, both captains in the Army, 
appointed on the same day, one to the Regular Army and one to the 
Volunteer Army. They went upon the same battlefield, both lost a leg 
on the same day, and one is put on the pension roll at $20 a month and 
to the other you give three-quarters of $2,500 per annum by the laws 
of Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why is that? 

Mr. BUTLER. How is it? 

Mr. LOGAN. Oneis put on the retired list with three-quarters Army 
pay, and the other you pension at $20a month. Thatis the distinction. 
I have no complaint to make about it. I was only showing the distinc- 
tion that is made in the laws of Congress in reference to men who are 
wounded or receive serious injuries in war. The distinction is made 
not because of rank ; not because of date of commission ; not because of 
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ing this for the purpose of insisting that the oflicer should have his pen- 
sion raised and the private not; but I take that as an illustration to 
show the distinction that is made on account of the ditferent characters 
of employment of the same rank. The private as a matter of course is 
not on the retired-list. When we come to that the privates are on an 
equality. The private soldier as well as the officer is entitled to regard 
and respect from the Congress of the United States and the country; all 
perform their duty, operating in different spheres, and having different 
functions to perform. 

I have not had an opportunity, as I said, this morning to listen to the 
debate or examine into the various propositions; but I am opposed to 
the indefinite postponement of the House bill, and in favor of taking up 
the billsand examining them and appropriately legislating in reference to 
the various propositions. I think Congress can not afford not to do that 
So far as Iam concerned, I have no apologies to make either here, to 
the country, or to anybody else for having voted for pensions always. 
I expect to continue to do it while I am in Congress. I know some of 
the sufferings of soldiers; I do not mean any particular soldiers or of 
any particular war, but in reference to their sufferings under all cir- 
cumstances; and whenever one has lost his leg, his arm, or both, or an 
eye, or both eyes, or has been physically disabled on account of other 
wounds or diseases occurring in the line of his duty, I will always be 
the defender of that man when he asks the pittance which he gets from 
the Government of the United States. 

The allusion that was made to the arrearages-of-pensions law has noth- 
ing to dowith this bill. I will say in answer to that, | was not here 
to vote for it, but had I been I should have done so on the principle 
that where you agree to pension a man you pension him on account of 
a wound or on accountof disease, a disability; and if the contract under 
your law is that if a man is wounded or disabled on any account in 
the Army he shall be pensioned, that contract applies and attachesat 
the time the disability occurred and at no other time; so that a man is 
entitled to a pension from the time the disability was incurred. Though 
Senators constantly prate in this Chamber about arrearages of pensions, 
the only wrong that was done in reference to that was that they did 
not apply the pension at the time when the law was passed that it 
should have obtained from the time the disability was incurred. 

The only opposition that could be found in the country to the arrears- 
of-pensions act is that it took a large amount of money at one time. It‘ 
took no more if the law at the time it was passed had given the man 
the pension from the time the disability was incurred, no matter when 
the application was made, which would have been right and would have 
been just. So I say the arrearages-of-pensions law is right and itis not 
a question with me as to how much it costs. The question with me is, 
is it just; is he entitled to that pension? If he is it is not for me to in 
quire where the money shall come from. I will pay my part of it and 
let everybody else do thesame. The government that does not protect, 
the government that does not support and sustain to a certain extent 
the lame, the crippled, the halt, and the blind who received these in- 
juries in the time of emergency of their government, in war for its 
preservation and protection, fails in the performance of that duty that 
ought to apply to all governments and all nations. When the Govern 
ment asks that the best blood of this land shall be poured out for its 
preservation, it is not for that government to higgle and complain when 
these unfortunates ask a pittance to aid them through the time they 
shall live along the pathway of life until the time comes when life shall 
cease to exist. 

Sir, these complaints are often made, but unwisely made. ‘The hon 
est man at home is not the man who complains of his taxation for 
pensions. No man would be ever heard to complain in this land on 


wounds. You give one a mere pittance, and to the other one you give | that subject if it had not been for members in the Congress of the Uni 


large pay. 
that poor officer. I would not do it. 
criticism of the pay he gets, but by way of criticism of the action of this 
Government in reference to the manner in which it pays the other officer 
who received the same characterof wound. I do not believe that $100 
a month is enough pay for a man who has lost his arm or his leg or his 
eye or both eyes ; but these gentlemen ask that the $18 a private gets 
if he lost his leg below the knee or $24 if above the knee should not be 
increased. 


Mr. HARRIS. Is that the present law? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the present law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the captain gets $20. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; he gets $20 on account of being ranked as 
captain. The pension on account of losing a leg is not increased in pro- 
portion to his rank over that of aprivate. It is a specific pension and 
he the same as anybody else. 

. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PLATT. The captain gets $20 for what the private soldier 


would ot 

Mr. AN. Exactly; that is it. But when it comes to the spe- 
cific pension for the wound, then there is no increase according to rank. 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

‘Mr. LOGAN. Thatis what I was tryingto explain. The rank gives 
him $20 and the specific pension gives him no increase. I am not say- 





| 











No man will get me to vote to decrease the retired pay of | ted States trying to show that the people were imposed upon by large 
I do not mention it by way of | assessments for unworthy purposes. 


This has been done from both 
sides of the Chamber. The fault lies equally with all those who make 
these complaints. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope this bill will not be postponed, but will be 
fairly, justly, and honestly considered, amended if it needs amendment, 
so as to provide an increase of pension for these unfortunate men, if 
they are entitled to it, no matter where they are or where they are to 
be found. 

Mr. VAN WYCK addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. | 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, what is the question before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to postpone the bill indefinitely 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to say a word or two in regard to the motion 
which I submitted to amend the bill by striking out the clause in re 
lation to equivalent disability. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. As I do not wish to detain the Senate but a moment or 
two I may as well say now what I have to say, because the Senator who 
has just taken his seat alluded to the position of the confederates with 
regard to these pensions. During the four years that I have been in 
the Senate I have voted for every pension bill that came before this 
body. I may say without exception I have voted for every pension 
bill where the committee recommended it, for every individual pension 


That is not now the question before 
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bill. As I said once before, if the confederacy had won, to which I 
was devoted heart and soul from the beginning to the end of the con- 
flict, I would have voted the last dollar of money and the last acre of 
land within its limits to have paid the maimed, wounded, and disabled 
soldiers of the confederate army. The people of the United Sates, to 
whom Providence gave triumph in that conflict, have the same right, 
and not only the same right but the same duty imposed upon them. 

Believing that a people who would not reward their soldiers who 
have given life and limb for their national existence should be blotted 
from the map of Christendom; as a Senator of the United States I am 
here to vote to the largest extent that the public shall take care of the 
men who upon the battle-field preserved the national existence. While 
I hold a seat here I shall so vote. 

But the clause in the bill which I have moved to strike out is in my 
judgment the opening to illimitable frauds and illimitable robberies of 
the public Treasury. 

Why, Mr. President, who has ever seen any man suffering who did 
not believe that his disease or his wound, whether imaginary or actual, 
was the greatest misfortune that had ever befallen any human being? 
Who is not aware of the same thing if he has ever been the subject of 
the confidential disclosures of any man afilicted in any way by wounds or 
disease in regard to his peculiar misfortune and disability? I under- 
take to say that if this bill is passed with this clause no man who was 
ever grazed by a bullet during the late war, no man who thought his 
lungs, his heart, his liver, or his stomach in the most remote degree 
was injured by his service in the Army, will fail to come here and say 
under this clause that his sufferings, his disabilities were equal to those 
of the soldier who lost either an arm or a leg. 

Who is to determine this question of anequivalent disability? I take 
it that it is to be determined by the medical profession. What does 
that mean? It means that you can never find one single case in which 
a physician will not certify that his patient is suffering agonies, horrors, 
and disabilities more than those of the man who has really lost an arm or 
leg in the military service. There will not be one single case that will not 
find medical testimony and authority to prove and show it to be a case 
of equivalent disability. It means, and it is a mere conjecture as to 
numbers, that a quarter of a million of cases at $40 a month will be 
placed upon the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Why, certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The term ‘‘equivalent disability’’ has now a 
fixed meaning in the Pension Department. The same source which 
has been passing upon the question of equivalent disability still exists. 
The Senator has stated the mode by which it should be determined. 
If it be true that 250,000 are to be added when they receive $40 a month, 
will he tell me why during the last twenty years under the same terms 
and designation and by the certificates of physicians the number is 
such as is reported by the Senator who sits immediately in front of me? 
Why have not great frauds on the Treasury been perpetrated in the 
last fifteen or twenty years? 

Mr. VEST. For the simple reason that no such law as this has been 
enacted, and because they can not draw the same sort of pension under 
other statutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but I should 
like to reply to his observations in a few words. Perhaps I might as 
well do so now, by his courtesy. y 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Equivalent disabilities, as has been observed, are as 
much known to the statute and to the practice of the oflice as disabili- 
ties occasioned by actual amputation. They include disabilities which 
are equal in extent to those with which they are compared. ' Here isa 
stifarm. That is the measure which is applied to the great class of 
the pensions. [or a disability, whether it be in the head, the body, 
or in the leg, unless it is specially described and pensioned by a specific 
description, if equal, in the judgment of the medical examiner, to a 
disability occasioned by stiffness of the elbow-joint, the pensioner gets 
the total $8, $15, $17, $20, $25, or $30, as the rank may be. In every 
case whatever the medical examiner compares the status of the indi- 
vidual from his personal examination with that imaginary standard, 
and if he says it is equal to that disability he gives him a pension ac- 
cording to the rank for total disability. There are various specific dis- 
abilities specified in the statute: the loss of a leg, amputation of a leg 
below the knee, amputation of a leg above the knee, amputation at the 
hip-joint, the loss of an arm below the elbow, the loss of an arm above 
the elbow, amputation at the elhow-joint, the loss of both eyes, and so 


on. 
* The bill proposes that where the disability is equivalent to any one 
of those specified, that is, where the disability is not equal to the loss 
by stiffness of the joint, but is equal to the loss of a limb above the 
knee, the man shall be pensioned at the same rate that the other one 
is who has lost a leg above the knee. His condition is com- 
in the mind of the examiner, with the status of a man who has 
‘ost a leg above the knee and whose case is described in the statute, 
and is fixed by the t law at $24. It covers, as the medical ex- 
aminers universally have told me, really much more suffering and much 
more meritorious cases in their opinion than the specific disabilities 





themselves. A man has lost a leg below the knee and has got a goo, 
amputation; it heals and he will live as long as though he had not lost 
it oftentimes. If he has lost it above and it was a good amputation ho 
is relatively all right. But here comes a man whose arm is shot and 
shattered above the elbow, and what they call the operation of resec. 
tion takes place, that is, removing a portion of the bone, three, four 

five, or six pieces, as the case may be, and the arm hangs limply at his 
side. Here is another man whose arm is actually cut off above the e)- 
bow, and if it was a well-healed wound he would draw a pension oy 
account of specific disability, according to the description in the statute 

at the rate of $24; but it has healed badly; he can not attach a fils. 
arm to it; the stump is sore; it bleeds. He has other wounds, it may 
be, in the body; he was shot through the lungs; he may have fester. 
ing and never-healing sores, unmentionable diseases, for the great mass 
of the body is exposed to the bullet and not the limbs alone. The much 
more serious wounds and disabilities are those not named in the stat- 
utes, and if pensioned at all they are to be compared with some of the 
specific disabilities. 

There is no new principle involved here. It is precisely the same 
principle upon witich the entire pension law, so far as disabilities are 
concerned, is administered. It sets up these different standards and 
says to the medical examiner, if a man’s disability by a shot through 
the lungs unhealed, or by other wounds, or by severity of disease, heart 
disease, or other, if on the whole he is as much injured physically as 
though he had lost an arm above the elbow, he shall have a pension at 
the ‘rate of $30 a month, which is the sum provided in the proposed 
substitute, the substitute making an increase of $6, while the bill as it 
came from the House increases the rate from $18 to $40. 

Mr. VEST. What is the increase in the original bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state the increase in the original bill. I am 
glad Senators ask attention to this point, because the more the matter 
is examined the better it will be understood, and if it is understood 
something will be done. The bill coming from the House proposes 
that the loss of a hand, which is now pensioned at $18, shall be pensioned 
at $40; that the loss of an arm above the elbow shall be pensioned at 
$40; that the loss of an arm at the shoulder-joint, which is the most 
dangerous and severe form of amputation which is known, even dis- 
abling to a greater degree, it is said, and being more dangerous than am- 
putation at the hip-joint, shall be pensioned at $40. All the lower 
forms go up to $40 as a fixed rate. That is the bill that comes from 
the House. , 

Mr. BUTLER. Just so about the leg. 

Mr. BLAIR. Just so about the leg; just so about every disability 
that is covered by the bill. The truth is, the bill covers relatively but 
a few of the disabilities, some three or four, whereas the proposed sub- 
stitute covers all, and all of which are sure to come in, if there is any 
legislation, sooner or later. Theamendment ef the Senator from Con- 
necticut is the same, only it does not go nearly as far, and leaves this 
terra incognita, or rather this well-known territory, still to be legis- 
lated upon in the future. That makes an increase of from eighteen to 
twenty-four dollars where the arm is severed so as tomake merely loss 
of a hand, that is, below the elbow, being an increase of $6 instead of 
$22. If the loss is above the elbow the increase is from $24 to $30, an 
increase of $6 instead of $16. The higher disabilities, which now arecom- 
pensated by a pension of $31.25, $36, $37.50, which are not covered at 
all by the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, are by the sub- 
stitute which I am advocating carried to $40. As far as it goes it goes 
upon precisely the same route and makes precisely the same points as 
the substitute which the chairman of the committee and myself have 
offered, which covers the entire ground and would put this whole ques- 
tion at rest. There isno more extravagance in our substitute than there 
is in the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut. It is the same 
thing, only his is partial and ours is a total provision. 

I am obliged to the Senator fitm Missouri for his courtesy in allow 
ing me so much of his time. 

Mr. PLATT. [I assure the Senate that I will only take a single mo- 
ment. Out of 173,138 invalid pensions on the list only 8,847 are tor 
equivalent disabilities. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that; but the salient point remains, and 
it is one that controls the whole matter. This is an increase of pension, 
and the inducement to bring cases within this classification of equiva- 
lent disabilities would be increased 100 per cent. by the enactment o! 
this law. The undertaking will be now as a matter of course to bring 
every wound, every disease, under this increase. Every soldier who is 
in feeble health to-day almost without exception believes that his dis- 
ease or disability came from the war. You can hardly find a man who 
participated in the service on either side to-day who has an ache or 4 
pain, rheumatism or gout or neuralgia, or lung disease or throat dis- 
ease, who can not trace it to the very night on which he slept ahead of 
his wagon upon wet or damp ground, or to some forced march, 
or to some hours of privation and exposure. The bill simply says to 
all that class, ‘‘ You are now offered a premium of 100 per cent. to bring 
the proof that will bring you into this classification.’ There is the 
danger in it. That will be the inevitable result. 

I undertake tosay that if thislaw is enacted it will bea harvest for the 
pension agents and the claim agents who swarm around this city, and 
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in the principal cities of the Union, such as they have not had since 


the of the act for the arrears of pensions. I do not know what | 
the eae, ate of other Senators has been, but mine, since this question 
has been and discussed, is that I have been tlooded with printed 


petitions coming not from soldiers but coming in the stereotyped 
words and language of the claim agents in the name of the soldiers, in 
the name of the veterans of the war, begging me to vote for this bill | 
in their interest. The whole thing will result not for the benefit of | 
the soldier but of the lawyers, and they hardly deserve the name of | 


lawyers, the pension ts, most of whom have accumulated enormous | 
fortunes at the expense of the soldiers of the Federal Army, while those 


soldiers themselves go maimed and beggared to their graves. Pass the | 
bill with this clause in it, and I say again it will be such a harvest as 
these le have not had since the passage of the arrears-of-pensions 
act. that reason I have moved to strike out the words ‘‘or shall 
have suffered disability equal thereto.”’ 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on 
Pensions I concurred in the majority report, and I wish to state briefly 
to the Senate the reasons why the bill in my judgment should not be 

. Iconcur fully in what the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
eae in reference to the equivalent-disability clause. There is 
not now, and has not been, anything in our legislation so broad as that. 
We have equivalent-disability clauses in reference to certain specitic 
disabilities. For instance, if an arm is lost below the elbow and the 
injury is such as to be equivalent to a loss at the elbow, under the ex- 
isting law you may rate the pensioner on the equivalent disability. 
But this bill goes beyond all that. This bill provides for the loss of a 
hand or a foot $40 per month, and any one suffering a disability equal 
thereto shall be pensioned at the same rate. 

- As the Senator from Missouri has stated, no man can possibly tell | 
what amount this measure will draw from the Treasury even if hon- 
estly administered. The Commissioner of Pensions himself in his re- 

port to us says it is impossible to tell. We know the number now ex- | 





isting who lost a hand, or an arm, or a foot, or a leg; we know the 
number who are now pensioned under the equivalent-disability clauses, 
numbering 10,925; but there are 270,000 pension cases yet to be adju- 
dicated and it is utterly impossible to tell how many of that number | 
will be included inany general-disability clause. The disability clause | 
in this bill goes to the point of any injury, any disease which any sur- | 
geon may certify to be equal to the loss of a foot, a hand, an arm, ora | 


“Arr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if every phy- 
sician’s examination is not revised by the surgeons of the Pension 
Office, and if final action is not the decree of the Pension Commis- 
sioner? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes; and the gentlemerf who serve on that board | 
see day after day certificates of surgeons certifying that the injury or 
disease is equivalent to the loss of a foot, or an arm, or a leg. 
every-day occurrence. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the point that I wish to ask the Senator's atten- 
tion to and to state to the Senator is this: are not all these examina- 
tions subject to medical revision, and is not the rating finally made by | 
the Pension Office upon all the information it receives, medical and | 

| 
| 


Itis an 





other information, bearing upon the case? 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘The examinations are made at a distance by one or 
perhaps by a board of surgeons. It is certified here. That is subject | 
to review by the local board at Washington. There is no doubt about | 
that; but that does not reach the difficulty. How can the board here | 
acting upon the certificate of a distant surgeon be able to review it? | 
It can not be reviewed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
still yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I prefer not to be interrupted. 1 will not detain 
the Senate more than a few moments. I say not the Commissioner 
himself, no member of the Senate Committee on Pensions, and no 
member of Congress can tell approximately, there can not be an intel- 
ligent guess given, as to the amount this measure will take out of the 

It will open immensely the door to fraud and corruption, | 
for, as was stated by the Senator from Missouri, every pensioner will 
come forward and claim that his disability is equal to the loss of a hand 
or an arm, a foot or a leg, and immediately his pension will be raised to 
$40 a month. 

But there is agraver objection to the bill than that. This very class: | 
of pensioners have been before Congress year after year, and have had | 

! 





Will the Senator from 


Tennessee 


special legislation in their behalf. On the 4th of July, 1864, they had 

an of pensions in their behalf; on the 3d of March, 1865, they 
had a further increase; June 6, 1866, they had a further increase; June | 
4, 1872, they had a further increase; in July, 1874, they became the 
subjects of special legislation again; February 28, 1877, they were again | 
ame aa of special legislation, and June 17, 1878, they were again | 


What does the bill propose? Look at the operation of it. | 
= for the loss of a hand $40 
hip-join 


It pro- 

r month, and for the loss of a leg at 
ip- 
disable 


t ae month. loss of a hand in the service does not 
the soldier from manual labor, and he is able to earn a partial | 


| unjust it will be to strike out these words. 
| that portion of the letter which I have marked. 


| my digestive organs are unable to properly perform their functions, 


«pe - 
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support for his family, and for that disability he is to be pensioned at 
the rate of $40 per month. If he lost his life in the service the widow 
of the soldier gets no increase. She gets $8 per month for the loss ot 
the private soldier’s life, while on account of the private soldier's loss 
of a hand his pension is to be raised to $40. 
an unjust discrimination. 

The pension laws ought to be revised. There is an unjust discrim 
ination against the private soldier in favor of the officer. Rank should 
not give an increased pension. The private soldier's disability for the 
loss of a hand and for the loss ofa limb is equal to that sustained by 
any officer, however high in rank or gallant in the service. ‘The pen 
sion laws should give equal pensions for equal disability without regard 
torank. But here, where the loss is sustained by a soldier, whether 
he be a private or whether he be an officer, for an injury of his person 
that does not disable him from earning a support for his family, he is 
to be raised to $40 a month, when the widow who lost her whole sup 
port in the service by the death of her husband is left standing at $s. 

I say it would be an unjust discrimination in the most oifensive sense 
for Congress to pension still higher the particular class who have been 
the oWfects of its care in repeated legislation, and leave the dependent 
widows of the country to the pittance that is now doled out to them. 

I opposed the bill as partial legislation, as class legislation, and I have 
opposed and expect tooppose in Congress all such class legislation when it 
is presented here. The whole subject ought to be revised, but the Pen 
sions Committee have not had the time nor the opportunity to do it. 

For these reasons I concurred in recommending the postponement ot 
the bill until it can be renewed and revised thoroughly 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I understood the Senator trom Missouri [M1 
VEST] correctly, he said the probability would be if the bill beeame a 


os 


It is a discrimination, and 


| law that there would be 250,000 persons who would come in as claim 


ants under the equivalent disability clause. I will state for the infor- 
mation of the Senator that the total number of pensioners now upon 
the rolls is only 291,000, and that it appears by the report from the 
Commissioner of Pensions of those now drawing pensions for equiva 


| lent disability which are provided for by the existing law, there are 


only 10,925. 

I think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON ] was led into an 
error in stating that the existing law does not provide for equivalent 
disability in any cases. I call the attention of that Senator to section 


| 4698 of the Revised Statutes, in which occur these words: 


And all persons who, under like circumstances, shall have lost one hand and 
one foot, or been totally and permanently disabled in the same, or otherwise so 
disabled as to be incapacitated for performing any manual labor, but not so 
much as to require regular personal aid and attendance, shall be entitled to u 
ge of $24 per month ; and all persons who, under like circumstances, sha!! 

nave lost one wey or one foot, or been totally and permanently disabled in 
the same, &c. 


So that equivalent disabilities are provided for by the existing law ; 
and by the administration of that law it appears that of the total num 
ber of 291,000 pensioners now upon the roll only 10,925 are allowed 
pensions under that clause of the law. 

I desire to have read at this point, as bearing on the question of the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, a letter from an intelligent 
soldier, who is not demanding any increase of pension, showing how 
I ask the Seeretary to read 


The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

I have the honor to address you, as one who has always shown a special in 
terest in the ex-soldiers, to say that unless said bill provides for equivalent dis 
abilitiesit will be unjust to a large class of deserving pensioners 

I think the present pension is generous, and do not wish to be understood as 
either advocating or opposing an increase; but to give a man S40 per month for 
loss of an arm er leg, that entails no other disability or suffering, and deny it to 
another whose wounds, far more serious, disable him to a greater extent, besides 
causing continuous suffering, is not the equity expected or which the Govern 
ment should mete out to its crippled defenders. 

lake my own case, for instance; I was shot through the neck, the ball, a large 
sized minie, entering in front four or five inches below the left ear, passing be 


, tween the jugular and windpipe, and finding itsexit between the fifth and sixth 


cervical vertebrae, which it fractured, a few inches below the base of the skull 

My left arm is paralyzed toa great extent, so is miy left side, as far down as the 
waist, and the paralysis extends, also, to left leg and foot at times when I over 
exert myself or contract a cold. Owing to injury of the gastric nerve by the bal! 


I suffer 
from hemorrhoids, directly attributable to my wound, and, owing to the same 


| cause it is rarely that my bowels act of their own volition at shorter intervals 


than three or four days. Many times, without the intervention of powerful 
medicines, they remain inactive for a week even, and to take physie brings on 


| other troubles as bad or worse than that indicated. 


Since I was wounded, in August, 1862, there has not been a minute inthe hou 
an hour in the day, or a day inthe year, except when I have been asleep, that 
I have not been subjected to physical suffering almost beyond description; and 
the nature and location of my injury induces insomnia in a most aggravated 
form, so that slumber results more from exhaustion than nature's effort to restore 
mind and body. It requires the utmost care on my part to keep myself in a con 
dition to be able to attend to any kind of business, and were it not for my origi 
nally strong constitution I could not have stood it as I have. 

My nervous system is shattered to such an extent that things which a man 
with an arm or leg off would laugh at are to me causes of excruciating misery 
A slight change of temperature, a misstep, severe or protracted mental applica 
tion, these and other incidents of living bring on neuralgia, intense pains in 
head and spine in the vicinity of the wound and throughout the whole of my 
left side andarm. Besides changes in the weather, a cold, a strain, or shock in- 
creases temporarily the paralysis which has been growing with my age. 


Mr. MITCHELL. There isthe case ofa soldier who was shot throu 
the neck, the ball going down and coming out at the back, between the 
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vertebre, his whole system shocked and broken down, and yet he suf- 
fered no amputation. Ifthat clause were stricken out of the bill as it 
passed the House of Representatives, he would not be provided for. 
There are hundreds of such cases. Ihave had letters from a large num- 
ber of persons of that kind. I hold one in my hand now. If we do 
—— on this subject we certainly ought to retain that provision 
in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee Mr. HARRIS] to indefinitely 

tpone the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not choose to allow the fact that 
I have made this motion to indefinitely postpone the consideration of 
the bill to be construed into hostility upon my part to granting pensions 
fairly and properly and justly to those who have served in the Army 
and in the Navy of the United States. Upon the contrary, for the six 
years that I have had the honor of serving upon this floor, I have con- 
sistently and habitually voted for every pension bill that wore the or- 
dinary semblance and indicia of fairness upon its face. But this prop- 
osition I have moved to postpone, taken up as it isin the expiring hours 
of this Congress, in respect to which no member of the Committee on 
Pensions, no Commissioner of Pensions, no other official of the Govern- 
ment can inform the Senate or any member of it as to whether the pas- 
sage of the bill will involve the drawing from the Treasury $5,000,000, 
$10,000,000, or $100,000,000. While it is possible and may be proba- 
ble that the classes of disabilities proposed to be provided for by the 
bill merit an increase of pension, we have not at this moment suffi- 
cient information to enable us fairly and properly and with any degree 
of safety to the Treasury and the tax-payers of the country to under- 
take to regulate the question. 

For that reason I moved that the bill be indefinitely postponed, and 
upon the meeting of the coming Congress—if there be merit, as proba- 
bly there may be, in the demand for an increase of pension in this class 
oft cases—we will then have abundant time to thoroughly investigate 
and todevise such a scheme as will at least approximately, if not fully, 
do complete justice to these various classes of cases, for it is utterly im- 
possible for us now to provide for them with such a degree of care and 
certainty as will give safety either to them or to the Treasury. For 
that reason I made the motion to indefinitely postpone, and for that 
reason [ shall vote for the motion. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. President, I beg to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to a point that I am very fearful will beentirely overlooked in this 
matter. It will be remembered by the Senate that at the last session 
of Congress we were pressed to furnish a very large increase of force 
to the Pension Office in order that long-delayed pension claims that 
had been constantly accumulating at a ratio more rapidly than they 
were being disposed of might have some chance during the lifetime of 
the claimants to be adjudged. The report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions shows that on the Ist of July last there were 207,000 pension 
cases pending there. The Commissioner estimates that 166,000 will be 
ultimately allowed. I say that the interest and the claims of the 
200,000 claimants demand that the office shall not be gorged again and 
overworked until those claims are disposed of or measurably so; and 
any legislation of this kind, even under the amendment proposed, will 
necessarily impede the settlements of the claimants who have not yet 
had the first dollar of pension, although they are entitled to it. I beg 
Senators to consider this fact. Let the Pension-Office have at least one 
or two years’ chance to dispose of the unfinished work and the accu- 
mulated business there that has been waiting for very many years to 
receive attention. 

Mr. MITCHELL. One word in reply to the Senator’s suggestion. 
If this bill did not relate to specific cases I would agree that there is 
zreat force in the suggestion; but inasmuch as the proposed legislation 
relates only to cases of specific disability, as to which in all cases now 
allowed the evidence is clear and certain, I think there is not much force 
in it. It will take very little time to settle those cases, and it will not 
be necessary for the intervention of an attorney. I am willing, so far 
as I am concerned, that a provision shall be placed in the bill, if we 
go on to its consideration, providing that there shall be no attorney 
recognized in settling any of these cases. All that is necessary to do is 
that the claimant shall file his application for an increase of pension, 
and immediately upon the evidence in the Department the Commis- 
sioner upon a very slight examination will be able to determine whether 
the pensioner is entitled to the increase. The record would show 
whether he is entitled to it or not. 

Mr. SLATER. The Senator can not push aside the suggestion I have 
made so easily as that. It is true there is a small number of cases of 
specific disability such as the loss of an arm, or a foot, or a leg, and 
they can be readily adjusted, but they will form but asmall percentage 
of the cases that will have to be gone through. It has been already 
stated that there are ten thousand cases now of equivalent disability, 
allof which will probably have to be gone through again, and to many 
more cases the door will be open for them to come in. A low estimate 
of the equivalent disability cases under the operation of this bill if it 
should pass as it came from the House will be at least twenty thousand, 
which would incur as much work in the office, if not more, than orig- 
inal new cases. 





Mr. BLAIR. I called the attention of the Commissioner to this very 
point. He said it would be attended with very little additional work 
that the intervention of no agent would be necessary. In fact the pay. 
ment of arrears to those whose claims have been established was not 
attended to by agents. Nothing in this case would be necessary but to 
issue the increased amount instead of that which is now given. A man 
by his present certificate gets $18, and the law as proposed by my sub- 
stitute would say that the same man shall have $24, and the man who 
now gets $24 shall have $30, and the man who now gets $30 or $31.25 
shall have $40. It is simply a stroke of the pen and will not be at- 
tended with any particular addition to the labor of the office. 

While I am up I want tosay further, in reference to a suggestion from 
some Senator to the effect that if action is not now taken by the Sen- 
ate in the way of amendment nothing can be done by the House, that 
members of the House have said to me that anything we may send to 
them they will pass there by an overwhelming vote. In these last 
days of the session they have control of their action, as we all know 
and the moment the bill reaches the Speaker’s table it will be taken 
up and our amendments will be concurred in. There is no objection to 
action on that ground. 

These men have been waiting two years. It is now proposed that 
they shall wait two years more. We have as much information now 
as we should have then. We have had all the investigation that is 
necessary; they have been to all necessary expense to make their case 
known, and if we are ever to do them justice we ought to do it now; 
because to say that we will wait two, three, or four years until the 
business of the Pension Office is performed is equivalent to saying that 
we will wait until these men are buried, for they are going off at the 
rate of one-half the number during the last five years. The mortality 
among those men is very large, and if they are to have anything given 
to them it should be given before their burial. I am informed by the 
Commissioner that they would simply indorse on the certificate by a 
stamp or a stroke of the pen the amount to which the pensioner would 
be entitled by virtue of this increase allowed by the law, and he would 
be paid accordingly. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall vote against the proposition 
to indefinitely postpone the bill, and I here and now announce my will- 
ingness to vote a pension of $40 a month to any soldier who has lost an 
arm or a Jeg; I do not care whether it is above or below the knee, or 
whether it is above or below the elbow; but I am opposed to that pro- 
vision of the bill which provides for equivalent disability, because [ do 
not believe there is any disability which is equivalent to an injury of 
that sort. I think, as has been stated, that it will open the door to « 
great many very dangerous practices. 

I shall therefore vote for the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri{Mr. Vest]. Ifgur friends on the Pensions Committee could only 
agree on what they do actually desire and want I should be very gla 
to vote for the proposition which I have stated, to wit, to give $40 « 
month to the man who has lost an arm or a leg without reference to 
the locality where he may have been injured. If the committee can 
agree upon that I will vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, as I may not be able to be pres- 
ent during the rest of the consideration of this bill, I desire to state in 
a general way what course I shall pursue in regard to it, and if I am not 
present to vote I shall take care to be paired with some one who differs 
with me in opinion. 

_I am in favor of increasing the pension of all those who have been 
disabled by either the loss of an arm or a leg, or by any other actual 
wound equivalent tosuchaloss. Imightbe rey ‘abt s and probably 
would vote, for what is called the equivalent-disability clause, if it 
could be so defined by meet terms that an officer in executing the law 
might judge what the intentionofCongress was. Thedifficulty is that 
as the bill now stands there isno definition that would enable an execu- 
tive officer to say what was an equivalent disability. 

The gentleman who wrote the letter which has been read no doubt 
was a man who suffered largely, whose case as stated by him would be 
an equivalent disability. He feels that the disability under which he 
labors is greater than the loss of a leg or an arm; and s0 it is. 

If the disability caused by actual wound, by being shot in any part 
of the body, through the lungs, or through the body, or through the 
neck, or any wound inflicted by a bullet where there could be no doubt 
about the nature of the disability, and about its being caused by a 
wound received in the service of the country, Ishould be willing to vote 
for the equivalent clause. But the difficulty in to this subject 
is whether under this clause a great multitude of cases will not be em- 
braced that can not be defined, or at least certainly defined by the law. 
No rule is prescribed which would enable any executive officer to exe- 
cute fairly the intention of Congress. I do not think that we ought to 
pass such a law and then abuse officers of the Government for trying to 
execute it. I have no doubt that the officers of the Government have 
been in the main liberal in their construction of the existing laws for 
the benefitof thesoldier, but it issometimes impossible toshow whether 
a disability under which a soldier now suffers wascansed by a cold con- 
tracted during the war, by some injury suffered in the war, or by an in- 
jury that was acquired long after the war ceased. It is so difficult to 
mark the boundary line between disabilities under which they labor 














1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











to separate those which were contracted since from disabilities 
acq the war, that it is necessary in any law that the lines 
of demarkation should be distinctly defined. Ath 

I believe that the Government of the United States is rich enough, 


now, and to s 
uired during 


strong to give to every man whe actually suffers by a wound 
in war W is equivalent to the loss of a hand, or an arm, or a leg, 
or a wound in any rac of the body, anything that makes his life un- 
happy, anything which impairs his ability to sleep, any injuries from 


which’ men suffer, a reasonable and fair pension. The sums proposed 
do not seem to be large. Either $18, or $24, or even $40 a month is a 
very compensation for the loss of an arm, for the loss of that 
which makes life dear, for the loss of health. I am willing to vote, 
and probably would vote if present, for the largest proposed pension 
granted to persons who have been disabled by actual wounds in the 





war. The great trouble, however, does not occur in regard to those | 


cases, but it occurs on account of disabilities growing out of exposure 
to cold, to heat, to rain, to storms, and the consequent injury to health 


growing out of exposure during the war. If there were some way by | 
which we could define and separate the injuries that come from the nat- | 


ural course of life, from the progress of age, from the natural debility of 
advancing years, from the injuries that grew out of the war, I should be 
glad to vote for an equivalent-disability clause that would give an in- 
crease of pension to all persons who suffer from disease contracted on 
account of service during the war. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the permission of the Senator I wish to say to 
him that I think he is laboring under a misapprehension as to the ex- 
isting law, and that the principles that he is advocating are already 
the rule of the Pension Office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I have nothing else to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that the equivalent clause is in the exist- 
ing law, and I know that very clause now produces all the trouble, all the 
difficulty in the application of the present laws to the cases as they 
arise. If a man has lost an arm or a leg, if he has been wounded in 
the body, if he has a distinct wound from which he suffers, that is 
easily proven, and there can be no fraud about it, no pretense of fraud, 
because his suffering can be proven by the record; but if an applica- 
tion is now made, more than fifteen years after the war, on account of 
weak lungs or a diseased liver or some ailment of the body which can 
not be traced directly to a wound actually received, or to a distinct 
cause of exposure and continuous suffering from the time that it oc- 
curred during the war until this time, it is impossible for an executive 
officer to trace it. Surgeons may believe it and certify to it sometimes 
with or without the proper facts, and that creates all the doubt or delay 
or dispute and the allegation of fraud in these cases. 

If a majority of the committee who reported in favor of some in- 
crease of pension could be put into a room and compelled to agree about 
what they would propose, I should be very willing to vote for any prop- 
osition they might agree upon. I should vote for the proposition 
introduced by the Senator from Connecticut, and would do so cheer- 
fully if nothing better could be done. I would vote for the proposition 
introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire, in which the chair- 
man of the committee concurs, if they would leave out the loosely- 
worded clause to which I have referred, and let that be the subject of 
more definite and accurate legislation: Indeed, in the amendment as 
I have read it over carefully it would only be necessary to leave ont 
one single clause, and then let us provide for cases that are clear and 
indisputable and make some wise and just line of demarkation or regu- 
lationas to the equivalent-disability cases; but to leave the whole ques- 
tion to the executive officers to say whether or not an injury which a 
man may suffer from, if a cold, and there being a doubt as to when the 
cold was contracted, is equal to the disability caused by the loss of an 
armoraleg, induces uncertainty, fraud, and danger in the administration 
of our pension laws. 

You fix any rate you choose if you confine it alone to those cases 
that are clearly marked, where the testimony would be undoubted, and 
give an increase of pension to any man who now carries one arm or a 
wounded arm or a wounded leg, or who carries the marks of a wound 
upon his from which he suffers, I will vote for any rate of pen- 
sion w may be proposed. 

I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire with great pleasure if he will strike out a single clause and leave 
that for future legislation. When it is said that there are many dis- 
eases under which the soldiers have suffered that are equal in their effects 
upon his ability to labor to the loss of an arm or a leg, I can not deny 
that; but in the one case there is absolute certainty of proof—there can 
be no doubt whatever but that the person who suffered this palpable in- 
Jury, an actual wound, ought to receive the benefit of these large pen- 
sions; but as to the other case there can be no certainty. Dozens of 
cases have come under |.) attention where upon the proof I was utterly 
unable to even form an opinion whether the disease under which the 
soldier suffered was the result of the war, or the result of time orof acci- 
dent or events occurring since the war. Itseems to me that it would be 
better to leave out that clause as adisputed clause in the bill and let us 
secure justice and liberality to those whose wants are undoubted, and 
the cause of whose snffering may be clearly traced by actual proof. 
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If I were present, therefore, and I may not be hereafter if the bill 
goes on, and I hope it will (I hope it will not be postponed; let it be dis- 
posed of), I would vote for the most liberal pension proposed in either of 
these propositions in those cases where you have absolute certainty, and 
where the injury was certainly caused during the war; but I should 
want alittle more definite description of the equivalent-disability clauses 
as to cases that may be included under the general phraseology of either 
of these measures. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there seems to be a world of misappre 
hension about this matter of equivalent disabilities. There is one sin- 
gle equivalent-disability clause under the present law and nomore. | 
will read it. It is found in section 4698 of the Revised Statutes, and is 
as follows: 

And all persons who, under like circumstances, shall have lost one hand, or 
one foot, or been totally and permanently disabled in the same, or otherwise so 
disabled as to render their incapacity to perform manual labor equivalent to 
the loss of a hand or foot, shall be entitled to a pension of $18 per month. 

That is the only equivalent-disability clause in the statute. It is the 
only one that I have recognized in my amendment. There are others 
in the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, and 
that is one of my objections to that amendment. 

I want to say one thing more. This is the only way which has yet 
been devised in the wisdom of this Government or of any government on 
earth where men disabled from wounds or disease, more than the ordi- 
nary $8 per month pension, can receive an increase. There is no way 
in which it can be specified. You can not say that a man who has been 
shot through the arm shall receive so much; that a man who has been 
shot through the cheek shall receive another sum; that a man who is 
partially paralyzed shall receive another sum; that aman who has suf- 
fered another wound shall receive another sum; that a man who has 
chronic rheumatism contracted in the Army shall receive another sum. 
It is impossible. The only way in which that class of cases can be 
adjusted upon any basis of fairness and equity is to make this standard, 
or some other standard, for the loss of an arm or a foot, and leave the 
discretion in the Pension Office to say whether a man by reason of 
some other cause has been incapacitated trom obtaining a livelihood 
by manual labor equal to the man who has suffered the loss of a hand. 
It is impossible to conceive any other way in which justice can be 
done to these men. 

I wish to say here that that whole matter, I believe, is carefully 
guarded to-day. A man who makes his application on account of dis 
ease, if he proves it, is entitled to a pension. If he is not entitled to it, 
but imposes upon the Pension Office, he will get his pension. The only 
question is what the amount of it shall be. If he proves his disease to 
have originated in the Army, and proves that his disability is equal to 
that of a 1aan who has lost a hand or a foot, there is no earthly reason 
why he should not receiveas much. ‘The probability of fraud does not 
enter into this question atall. If there is fraud there will be fraud 
anyway. It is the degree of his disability which fixes the $18 pension 
provided for by law, and it is the only way that I can conceive of by 
which justice can be done. 

Many of the men who are receiving the $18 pension are very much 
more disabled than men who have lost a limb. It embraces the case 
of every wounded man who was in the Army who has not suffered am 
putation, and the very fact that out of 173,000 Army pensions only 
8,847 are receiving pensions under this equivalent-disability clause shows 
that it has been most carefully guarded. 

What has a man to do in order to get a pension of equivalent disabil- 
ity atarateof $18? First, hemust show, asevery other pensioner does, 
He has got to prove 
it, and under the present administration of the office and under the pre 
sent laws he has got to prove it by witnesses who are cross-examined 
in the home of the applicant, where everybody knows everything about 
him, where the opportunity to impose upon the Government is almost 
entirely taken away. He has got to prove that that disability results 
from his army service, and then he has to prove by medical examination 
not before one surgeon, but before a board of three surgeons, his condi- 
tion; and the oflice is not going to act upon their opinion as to whether 
he is as much incapacitated or not. They have to state all the facts 
showing his condition, and then the office in very many instances does 
not rate him according to the opinion of the surgeons, but according to 
the statement of the facts which they have made. 

I do say once more that to shut out this class of men who are receiving 
$18 under the equivalent disability clause would be to my mind the 
grossest outrage and injustice that could possibly be perpetrated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The questionis on the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 
**nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JonnstTon }. 
vote “nay.” 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 
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Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] upon party questions. I take 
this occasion to state that this morning inadvertently, for the reason 
that I did not understand it to be a md question, I voted when I per- 
haps ought not to have done so. I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (after having voted in the negative). I 
withdraw my vote. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY}. 

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TABOR] on all political questions. 
I do not understand this to be a political question, but I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to announce that on this vote I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], both of us be- 
ing engaged in the Committee on Appropriations. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ 
if he were here. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is absent on duty in the Ap- 
propriations Committee room. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
He is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 34; as folllows: 


YEAS—19. 
arrow, Garland, Jackson, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, George, Jonas, Slater, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Vance, 
Coke, Hampton, Moi A, Walker. 
Davis of W. Va., Harris, Pugh. 
NAYS—S. 
Aldrich, Davis of Ni., pe of Nevada, Rollins, 
Allison, Dawes, ham, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Blair, Frye Mahone. Sherman, 
Brown, Harrison MillerofN. ¥., Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hawley, Morrill, vi 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Pendleton, Voorhees. 
Cockrell, Hoar, Platt, 
Conger, Ingalls, Plumb, 
ABSENT—23. 
Beck, Groome, Lamar, Ransom, 
Camden, Grover, n, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, MeDill, Tabor, 
Fair, Johnston, McPherson, Williams, 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., Windom. 
Ferry, Kellogg, Mitchell, 


So the Senate refused to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in line 7, to strike out 
the words ‘‘or shall have suffered disability equal thereto.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. That question ifsettled affirmatively might as well be 
looked upon as the destruction of the bill, for it will be the perpetra- 
tion of arrant injustice upon a very large proportion of the most meri- 
torious of our pensioners. I know that the soldiers of the country and 
the medical boards who have to do with the examination of the pen- 
sioners of the country say almost unanimously that those who are 
suffering from what are called equivalent disabilities should receive 
this increase if any class whatever should receive it. 

The objection is made that it is difficult to avoid the perpetration of 
fraud in ascertaining the equivalent disabilities. There is no pension 
whatever allowed for any disability that is not an equivalent disability. 
The law which gives $8 per month to the common private soldier, being 
the total allowed to him, isascertained by comparison with the imaginary 
standard of a stiff joint. That is in the primary law. By the law as 
it now exists, one other standard for which $18 a month is allowed has 
been introduced, and a great variety of disabilities are equivalent to 
that and are pensioned accordingly. Those two standards are already 
in the law; and yet by this amendment it is proposed to strike them 
out, In the substitute of the Senator from Connecticut there is an ad- 
ditional standard, and in the one which I have moved there are some 
three or four more, so that by a comparison with the condition of the 
individual pensioners with the various standards they can receive that 
which is due and equitable according to their séveral disabilities. The 
man who is shot through the lungs, or who is shot through the leg, or 
who has hemorrhoids or heart disease, and it may be, various other 
wounds festering and unhealed and never to heal, ought to have the 
privilege of drawing his pension under the provisions of this bill at $40 
amonth. You give it to the man who has suffered amputation; you 
give it to him as a pension for a specific disability. The case I have 
supposed, and it is not an uncommon case, is one where the actual suffer- 
ing, the actual disability, is much greater, but for the want of that 
standard the man can now be pertsioned only at the rate of $18 a month 
at the best; and so the principle all the way through. If the 
Senate is to do anything like justice we ought certainly to introduce 
these several standards so that the measurement may be made accord- 
ingly. If this feature of the bill is stricken out and the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri is carried, the bill had better fail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will call the roll on 


" sapasing to the sanemRestns of the froma uri [Mr. ver) 
Mr. BAYARD (when his name wascalled). I am with 


I am paired with the | Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 





Were he here, I should vote 


na 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sens- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 
vote “ec nay.’’ 


” 
. 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). Lam paired 
with my coll e [Mr. FARLEY]. 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. Jonnston]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). On this question | 
am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Saunpens} 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. _I was requested to state that the Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL]. The Senator from Maine pe HALE] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. The Senator from Kansas Mr. 
PLUMB] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ran 


80M ]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lo- 
GAN] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 
It was just announced. 

Mr. DAWES. I stand corrected. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 

Barrow, Garland, Jackson, h, 
Brown, Gorman, Jonas, Eietary, 

. Groome, McPherson Vance, 
Camden, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Harris, Morgan, Walker 

NAYS—27. 
Anthony, Harrison, seubem. Sawyer, 
Blair, Hawley, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Cameronof Wis., Hill, Mahone Slater, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y Van Wyck 
Davis of Tl., Ingalls, Morrill, Voorhees 
Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Piatt, Windom. 
Frye, Kellogg, Rolling 
ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Allison, Fair, Lamar, Saunders, 
Bayard, Farley, Sherman, 
Beck, Ferry, MeDill, Tabor, 
Butler, George, Miller of Cal., Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Mitchell, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pendleton, 
Davisof W. Va., Johnston, lumb, 


So the amendment was rejected to. 

Mr. PLATT. I now renew the motion which I made some time since 
out of order, to strike out all after the word ‘‘duty,’’ in line 6 of the 
bill, and insert what the Secretary has—— 

Mr. BLAIR. By the consent of the Senator from Connecticut, I wish 
to move an amendment to his amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Not by my consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not require it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the Secretary report my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] moves to strike out from line 6 to 
line 8 inclusive. 

Mr. BLAIR. From the word ‘‘duty,”’ in line 6. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. After the word “ duty,’’ in line 6, it is 
proposed to strike out the remainder of the bill and to insert in lieu 
thereof: 


Shall have lost one hand or one foot, or Been totally or permanently disabled in 
the same, or otherwise so disabled as to render their incapacity to perform man- 
ual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension of $24 
per month; that all persons now on the pension-roll, and all persons hereafter 
granted a pension, whoin like manner shall have lost either an arm at or above 
the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so dis 
abled as to be incapacitated for performing any manual labor, but not so much 
as to require regular personal aid and attendance, shall receive a pension of $#) 
per month: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
repeal section 4699 of the Rivised Statutes of the United States, or to change the 
rate of $18 per month therein mentioned to be rtionately divided for any 
degree of disability established for which section 4695 makes no provision. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire, Mr. President, tosay avery few words, mind- 
ful of the time of the Senate and the fact that we are drawing rapidly 
toward the close of the session, in favor of my amendment. I do not 
claim for it that it equalizes all the inequalities existing in the present 
pension law. I do not believe that the Senate of the United States o: 
the House of Representatives should do that until after a commission 
has been appointed to consider this whole question and make a report 
of their doings. There are many inequalities in the pension Jaw which 
my amendment does not touch; I admit that here and now; but I think 
it affords relief to certain classes of yg gene there is an imme- 
diate necessity for such relief, and I think the moment you step out- 
oe Sere you are very likely to take such action as wil! 
only t in greater inequality and injustice than now exists. 
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of pension rating is a complicated question. There are 
Be seventeen different sallees of pensioners on the list 
today, and one of the reasons why the inequalities exist has been that 
from tame to time special classes have been legisiated for. Now, I am 
not here to say that $40 is too much for a person who has lost his arm 
or his leg above the knee; but I do fear this, and I believe the result 
will show it, that if therate of $40 proposed by the House bill is adopted 
it will be so disproportionate to the other pensions on the list as to re- 
ult in a corresponding raising of the entire list, including the $8 pen- 
aaa aad all, which I do not think ought to be done. My desire has 
heen to recognize the demand which exists in the country, and which 
| believe is a just demand, that some increase should be made in the 
case of four classes of pensioners, two classes of which are receiving 
218, and two classes of which are receiving $24, and that the increase 
which we should make here and nowshould be within the limit which 
would be reached upon a final equalization of the pension-list. 
In my judgment there is but one thing to do, and that is after the 








and information and knowledge enough so that I am willing to say what 
should be done as to the balance of the list, then I think my amendment 
affords a reasonable ground for action. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask at some time convenient to my 
friend from Connecticut a question which perhaps he has answered, but 
his reflection and study of this bill will enable him to answer again 
What is the meaning of this last clause inthe House bill, ‘‘or shall have 
sutfered disability equal thereto?’’ Equal towhat? The persons who 
are enumerated include the man who may have lost his left foot with such 
an amputation that if he has an artificial foot it would escape detec 


| tion to a person examining his walk, and it would include also a person 


who might have lost his right arm at the socket. Now, by what is the 
‘equal thereto’? to be measured? The least of the grades of these 
two? Itis aquestion in the line of the argument the Senator has made, 


| and I thought perhaps he had reflected on some answer to it. 


pending arrears cases have been settled that there should be a revision | 


of the entire list, and if pensions are too high they should be cut down; 
it they are too low they should be raised; and that revision should be 
made in thismanner: The present rate of $72, the highest rate paid for 
total and permanent helplessness, which requires the regular, constant 
aid and attendanee of another person, should be taken as the highest 
rate of pension; all pensions should be graded down from that rate ac- 
cording to the comparative disability. To do that requires eminent 
medical men; it requires the knowledge of eminent medical men; and 
my idea is that until the pension-arrears cases are settled we can only 
afford this temporary, it may be partial, relief, and then that such a 
commission should be appointed and the whole subject of pension revis- 
ion should be intelligently considered. 

| said that there were four classes of pensioners embraced in my 
amendment. There are two rates of pensions only referred to in it. | 
have taken those who are now receiving $18 and provided that the rate 
henceforth shall be $24. I have taken those who are receiving $24 and 
provided that the rate henceforth shall be 330. It may be said that 
thatis not so much increase as some of those classes deserve. 1 think 

it isall that it is wise and safe to make at the present time. 

The bill passed by the House will cost in its application to the present 
list, including the pending cases which will probably be settled at that 
rate, $6,079,564; it will be that addition annually to the pension-roll. 

jut I believe it wouldso stimulate other classes to ask for increases that 

the final result of it would be very much larger thanthat. There are 
classes in the list which must inevitably be increased if those named in 
the House bill are increased to $40. There is no logic, no justice, no 
reason, no decency which could refuse a corresponding increase to many 
other cases. 

I think, too, that there is great injustice and inequality in increasing 
all the classes named in House bill 1410 to$40. It can not be that the 
man who has simply lost his left hand below the elbow is as much en- 
titled to $40 as the man whe has lost his leg above the knee. 
crease the man who has simply lost a hand, and who is now receiving 
$18, to $40 would be an increase of $22, while to increase the man who 
has lost his leg above the knee, and is now receiving $24, to $40 would 
only be an increase of $16. You would have this strange feature in 
the bill: that those whose disability was the least were increased the 
most. So it has seemed to me that the fair thing to do was to recog- 
nize the existence of the disabilities provided for now at $18 and $24 
and apply an equal increase to each rate, $6 to each, raising the 318 to 
$24 and the $24 to $30. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
proposes to increase only two classes ? 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator had paid attention to me he would have 
heard me say that it increased four classes, but two rates. The four 
classes of pensioners that it will increase are these: first, those who 
have lost an arm or a foot, who are now receiving $18; second, those 
whose disabilities incapacitate them for the performance of manual labor 
equal to the loss of a hand or a foot, who are now receiving $18 ; third, 
those who have lost an arm at or above the elbow, or a leg at or above 
the knee, who are now receiving $24; and, fourth, persons whoare other- 
wise so disabled as to be incapacitated to perform any manual labor, 
who are now receiying $24. Those are the four classes of pensioners 
that will be raised by my amendment. The two rates which will be 
raised are the $18 and the $24 rate. 

Now, it seems to me that that isas faras it is safeand prudent and wise 
at the present session to go. It recognizes the fact that the pensions 
for all those classes are inadequate; it provides at least some reasonable 
relief, but at the same timea relief which is not greatly disproportion- 
ate to other classes of pensioners. The only valid objection that can 
be made to it, as it seems to me, is that it does not go through the en- 
tire list, but looks to a further adjustment, and I desire to say an ad- 
Justment which will inevitably come, and which when it comes ought 
to be intelligently made. 

Now, if the Senate feels that it can here to-day, with its light, make a 
fair, equitable revision of the whole pension-list, and proposes to do it, 
then I admit that my amendment does not go to that extent; but if it 
agrees with me in my feeling that I myself have not yet received light 


To in- } 


Then I understand the Senator’s amendment | 





Mr. PLATT. 
out that clause. 
Mr. HOAR. 1 do not speak of the amendment, but of the bill. 
Mr. PLATT. [think that is quite an objectionable feature in the 
bill, one of the objectionable features—not so objectionable but that if 
the bill is going to pass as it came from the House, it ought to be re 
tained in the bill. As was said by some Senators on the other side, 
using that language ‘‘ disability equal thereto,’’ and applying it to dif- 
ferent classes, introduces a new element into the pension law. If the 
Senator from Massachusetts was here he heard me say that the only 
present equivalent disability clause to be found in the law is that which 

I read trom the statutes: 


I will answer the Senator that my amendment strikes 


And all persons who, under like circumstances, shall have lost one hand, or 
one foot, or been totally and permanently disabled in the same, or otherwise so 
disabled as to render their incapacity to perform manual labor equivalent to the 
loss of a hand or foot, shall be entitled to a pension of $18 per month. 

That is the only present equivalent-disability clause in the law. I 
preserve that in its language in my amendment. If you come to the 
House bill you have this condition of things, that all persons who shall 
have lost one arm, one hand, one leg, or one foot, or shall have suf 
fered disability equal thereto, shall have the same pension. There is 
a difference in the language, as the Senator observes; it is uncertain 
what it means. It may be equal to one or the other, to each or to all. 
I do not know what it means. I think it is an infelicitous clause in 
troduced in the bill. It would have this effect: it would take certain 
specitie classes which are now receiving $24, $31, $36, and $37.50 and 
make them all S40. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, if I may be pardoned for stating fhe 
point in my own way, @ man who is incapacitated for earning a living 
by a disability equal to the entire loss of his right arm hereafter is to 
receive no more pension than the man whose eapacity for earning a liv- 
ing is alfected only by a disability equal to the amputation of the lett 
foot which might, perhaps, to some extent, be restored by an artificial 
limb. Those two classes of persons whose disabilities are equivalent 
by reason of any other wound or illness occasioned by service, both those 
disabilities are hereafter as | understand the House bill to be put on an 
exact equality, or else the department will have to construe that the 
equality is equal either to the least or to the greatest of these afilictions 

Mr. PLATT. That is not within the line of my argument, because 
I avoid it by myamendment. IT have not been able to go so far in my 
recommendations as the chairman of the committee and the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Iwillexplainwhy. In the first place the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire, in his amendment on lines 17 to 21, intro- 
duces into the Jaw a new equivalent clause: 

Or shall be otherwise so disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance 
of any manual labor, but not so much as to require the regular personal aid 
and attendance of another person, at the rate of $0 per month 

Now comes the new equivalent-disability clause: 

And all persons who in like manner shall have contracted a disability equal 
or equivalent to any of the foregoing specified disabilities shall be entitled to 
receive a pension per month of the amount hereby granted to such disability. 

There has been no equivalent disability to the incapacity to perform 
manual labor; there has been no equivalent disability in regard to am- 
putation of the shoulder-joint or hip-joint or loss of one arm or one foot 
It would introduce into the law a new equivalent-disability clause. 

Then there is another objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire which it seems to me is almost insuperable, and to ex- 
plain that I must refer to something which has been referred to in this 
prior debate. 

The $18 pension granted for the loss of w hand or a foot is to-day 
divisible under the present law. There are two divisible rates under 
the present law; the one is $8 per month. Eight dollars is divisible so 
thata man may receive one, two, three, four, five, six, or seven dollars 
under it, according as he shall be comparatively disabled. 

The $18 clause is divisible in this way, that those who are entitled 
to a pension of more than $8 but not $18 get a pension somewhere be 
tween $8and $18, asthey may prove ten-cighteenths, twelve-cightcenths, 
or fourteen-eighteenths as much disabled as the man who receives an 
$18 pension. The amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the chairman of the committee proposes to raise that divisible 
clause from $18 to $24. I do not think that ought to be done, cer- 
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tainly at the present time, and it will have the effect of raising the pen- 
sions correspondingly of all persons who are now receiving $10, $12, $14, 
or $16, upon the ground of what is called a fractional equivalent. 

| had here somewhere at my desk a statement of the number of pen- 
sioners who would be affected by that clause. I do not find it, and I 
state from recollection that I think it is about 15,000 under the present 
Jaw whose pensions, not included in this House bill, would be raised by 
the proposed amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
difference between my amendment and that pro by the Senator 
trom New Hampshire in this respect is that I leave the $18 clause to be 
the clause for subdivision in the proviso: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to repeal section 
4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rate of £18 per 
month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any degree of Sie. 
ability established for which section 4695 makes no provision. 

I do not believe it is wise to-day to establish a new rate to be sub- 
divided, to wit, the rate of $24, instead of the rate of $18 which exists 
to-day. 

Much has been said about the stimulating influence of such acts as 
this. I can conceive of no greater stimulus to give to the entire pension 
laws than to raise this $18 clause, which may be divided, to $24, and 
have every person who is receiving now $10, $12, $14 or $16 at liberty 
to make an application for a pension, and all at the rate of $24 or at 
some sum less than that, but higher than that they now get, and all 
other pensioners who are below the $8 clause in the hope that they 
may get up and get larger pensions. Ibelieveitis very unwise to raise 
that amount as arate which may be subdivided. 

Now, with regard to those who have lost the sight of one eye, or are 
totally deaf, I agree that their cases are hard cases, that if we were 
ready to act and knew just what to do there ought to be some relief 
afforded in those cases, but I am not prepared to say that the loss of 
the sight of one eye should entitle a man to a pension of $12 a month, 
and I am not prepared to say that a degree of impaired eyesight less 
than total blindness should entitle a man to $40a month. I doubt 
very much if it is wise to make as much increase in that class as is pro- 
vided by the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Total blindness is $72 now. 

Mr. PLATT. Total blindness is $72 now. I doubt very much 
whether it is worth while tomake the pension for total deafness as much 
as $30; it is now $13; I will not say that is too much, but I simply say 
that I do not think we have light enough and information enough on 
that subject to act intelligently upon it, which comes back to what I 
said at first. I have felt thatas far as we could safely go at the present 
time was to adopt the rate of increase which I propose, and that if we 
go further than that we shall very likely only add to the inequalities 
that now exist. 

I think that this increase from $18 to $24 a month is certainly within 
the line where the final adjustment of pensions must leave this class of 
pensioners; also with regard to the increase from $24 to $30, I do not 
think it is enough for persons who are totally incapacitated to perform 
any manual labor, but I believe that we shall thereby meet the demand 
now abroad in the country, and it is to my mind a just demand, of 
affording some relief to these four classes of pensioners who, as it 
seems to me, are inadequately pensioned with reference to the rest of 
the list. 

I beg pardon of the Senate for having taken even as much time as I 
have, 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the amendment by striking out from 
the amendment all after the word “‘lost’’ and inserting what I send 
to the desk 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is inorder. The Chair deems 
it his duty in view of the length of time this bill has taken and the 
shortness of the session to enforce the thirty-ninth rule, which he has 
not been in the habit of doing during the whole session. If hedoes not 
do it, he does not know when we shall ever get through with any- 
thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
ninth rule is? 

Mr. FRYE. 
hate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas knows 
very well what the rule is. 

a INGALLS. Not by number. 


May we be advised what the formidable thirty- 
I hope the Chair will enforce any rule that stops de- 


I probably know the substance 


of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator knows it very well. It 


provides— 


No Senator shall speak more than twice upon any one question in debate on 
the same day without leave of the Senate. 


Mr. INGALLS. That can hardly be called a rule of the Senate, be- 
cause it is never enforced. 
Mr. PLATT. I hope we shall have unanimous consent to the en- 


forcement of it. ter. 
The PRESIDENT pro The Chair will enforce it hereafter. 


The Senator from New Hampshire moves an amendment which will be 


read, . 
The AcTING Secretary. In lieu of the matter proposed to be in- 





serted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] the Senator fron, 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] moves to insert: 


Shall have lost a hand ora foot, shall be entitled toa pension of $24 per mii), 
all persons who in like manner—— 


Mr. BLAIR. The mostof my amendment has been read, and as ther: 
is anxiety to save time — I can have it back I will make the necessary 
comments on it as I go ©: 

The PRESIDENT po ‘te mpore. 
read —— 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it had better be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Shall have lost a hand ora foot, shall be entitled to a pension of $24 per mont), 
allpersons who in like manner have suffered amputation at or above the 
elbow or knee, at the rate of $30 od month; and all who shall in like manner 


have suffered amputation Ste shall be total or at me “thoulder-joint, or who shal! 
have lost one hand and eS = isabled in one hand and on. 


If no Senator desires to have j; 


foot, or hey tn wr the performanc: 
of any manual labor, but = so ayo ao require the regular personal aid and 
attendance of another person, at the rate of $40 per month; and all persons w be 


in like ee ae shall =. contracted a disability equal or equivalent to any «© 
the fo ed disabilities, shall be entitled to receive a pension per 
month o} wey —— hereby granted to such disability; and in case of amputa 
tion below a joint, but with such effect as to produce a disability . ual to that 
produced by amputation at or above the joint, pension shall be paid as for t\\; 
Nisability actually resulting from such amputation; and all persons who in like 
manner shall have lost the sight of one eye, shall Teceive a pension at the rat: 
of $12 per month; and in cases in which the 


ury to the one eye manifestly af. 
fects injurious! the he t of the other eye, or in which the other eye shall have 
been partially in the service and line of duty as aforesaid, he sha! |« 


entitled to an canltabte increase in his pension, not to Tee. when the loss o/ 
sight is less than total blindness, in the whole amount, per month; and al 
those who, while in the military or naval service of het U Jnited States, in th: 
line of duty, by injury received or disease contracted, shall have totally lost th: 
hearing of both ears, shall be entitled to receive a pension of $30 per month 
and for any loss of hearing less than total deafness they shall receive an equit 
able portion thereof. 

Src. 2. That instead of o fw of $18 per month provided in section 4699 «) 
Revised pa the rate per month may be proportionately divided 
for any degree disability pK Fn for which 1 Sabstee t € preceding r section 
of this act nor section 4695 of the Revised Statutes make provision: Provide! 
That nothing in this act oe be construed to reduce any pension tiow author 
ized by law; nor shall an pues be entitled to increase under this sectio: 
until an examination show an increase in his actual disability, excep: 
where the evidence on file shows the disability to be permanent in a degre: 
entitling to the rate of pension then received, or when the character of the 
disabibity would not vary in a lesser degree. 

Sec. 3. That no applicant for pension whose claim shall be granted here after 
shall receive arrears or any allowance of pension for time prior to the passa 
of this act greater than + would be entitled 7 receive by virtue of e misting 
laws; but from and after the of this act his pension shall be compute: 
in accordance therewith, if his disability be such as is included in its provisions 

Sec. 4. No claim nt or attorney shall be bat the Con in the prosecution of 
claims for increase of pension under this rs but t! mmissioner of Pensic. 
shall make such payments without charge to the pensioner. 


Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me to 
make a suggestion, which I meant to have done when I was up before 
I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that the amount which will be added to the 
‘pension-roll annually by the amendments pro’ by the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be greater than he anticipates. I do not disagree 
to the figures of the present cost, which are $5,429,010 addition an- 
nually to the present pension-roll. 

Mr. eee That is under the amendment of the Senator from 
New Ham 

Mr. PLATT. Under the. amendment of the Senator from New 


Hampshire. 
Mr. INGALLS. And how much under that of the Senator from Con- 
necticut who is speaking 


Mr. PLATT. Two x Nhion dollars only; but I read now from the 
report of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Assuming the substantial correctnegs of this memorandum, the total increase 


to the pension-roll, when all cases are adjudicated, would amount in 


round numbers to about $9. 

Thenidecinsiiatinlen dhabthddtenbuddntiiitens 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator read the whole of that’? 

t the matter. There 


ing cases are adjudicated, except as it may be reduced by the mortality 
between now and then. The pension cases are to be quick! 
adjudicated. Eighteen months ought to bring the office up square 
with its work in the adjudication oes cases. There is a “a 
opportuni for a great mortality t time and the 
time Suan ah Gotan on tha ta chal be tguiicnted The Senator 
goes on to speak of that mortality, and says: 


When all pending cases judicated, would amount in round numbers to 
about $9,000,000, but as the rate pone — the annual in- 
$i. 0 $7,000,000, under provislonsef this Calin addition te whet would 

or>, ntow °o 
be paid under existing Ja’ 


rt are mistaken. | 
ink i continue at that fig- 
ure, and I will give my reason for it. I know that the mortality of the 
mee Tie mr 

of, which I think will fully equal and offset 
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uctions by reason of the mortality, even if it does not result in 
ee meme of the roll on that account. ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. If the matter of a few dollars more or less is to decide 
this case, it is ible that the objection of the Senator is correct. If 
he desires legislation practically amounting tonothing his amendment 
should be adopted, because it reaches but a very few of the cases that all 
admit must sconer or later be remedied. He proposes to expend only 
about $2,000,000, and reaches but two classes. All the others suffer- 
ing, many of them even more than those he provides for, are left out. 
The bill which I have proposed here as a substitute has been very care- 
fully examined by the Pension Office. These points have been the sub- 
‘ect-matter of information and discussion for many years. We have 
brought them to a head now. The proposition covers every specific 
disability in regard to which there is any complaint, and the aggregate 
to be added to the existing roll will be five and a half million dollars 
in round numbers. 

The bill which comes from the House covers but four classes, it covers 
but two ratings, and the increase upon those two is as large as it is by 
virtue of the substitute we have offered here which covers all the classes 
who are now making complaint. The House bill, in other words, takes 


as much as the pro’ substitute which the chairman and myself have 
offered, and it es but very few of the cases that have to be remedied. 


The amendment of the Senator from Connecticut covers the same classes, 
I believe the very same classes which are covered by the bill of the House; 
but by such reduced increase as to make the sum total called for by his 
pro’ ition $2,000,000 instead of $5,500,000 called for by House bill 1410. 

With regard to the future the effect is somewhat problematical, what- 
ever bill we may adopt. It is fair to presume that the statements I 
originally made with reference to increases in the future are correct. 
They are based on the best information that we can get. Nobody has 
assailed them in the data which go to make them up. They are as re- 
liable as anything we can possibly get. I have made them, and the 
office in its review of them made them upon outside estimates larger 
than we believed they would cover; but there has been so much trouble 
in the country in regard to the arrears-of-pensions act that I for one 
was determined, if I could possibly, to guard against accusations such 
as have been made in reference to that; and I think the amounts speci- 
fied are the outside limit of what#Wwill be called for. 

If we pass any bill it is better to do justice to all than to but a few. 
If we undertake to partially legislate we are to be pursued on precisely 
this same question in all time to come until justice is done to all. 

But it is complained that we have not the necessary information. 
When, then, shall we have the necessary information? It has beenaccu- 
mulating during all the years that the existing law has been adminis- 
tered. e have been pursuing it for two years, for this entire Congress, 
and such information, such conclusions as we have been able to arrive 
at are here before the Senate now. Complaint is made that this bill 
which may cost $100,000,000 has consumed too much time. I presume 
from that that Senators understand it thoroughly and they want to vote. 

I have made an effort todo equal andexact justice. It is not my effort, 
but it is the effort of those who understand it better than I and who 
are perfectly satisfied with this. The officers who know the law the 
best and the abuses the best, and the soldiers of the country, who are 
here in these eries to-day represented by committees of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, are satisfied with it. 

Now, sir, I would add but very little to what I have already said. 
One point made by the Senator from Connecticut is that in this amend- 
ment additional tests of the degree of disability are produced. Three 
already exist in the law: the hip-joint and the other two he has speci- 
fied, but I will not stop to mention them. I propose to make a specilic 
standard applying in every instance to the specific amount we give, so 
that the man who is entitled by his specific allegation to $40 a month 
shall be a standard with whom the other man who has an indescriba- 
ble wound, or who by reason of the multifariousness of the afilictions 
which he has suffered in the service of the Government may be tested 
and may receive an equivalent amount. If this be not done no man 
unless specifically mentioned here, no matter what may be his suffer- 
ing, how many wounds may be upon his body, how severe and danger- 
ous may be the diseases and injuries under which he is suffering, can 
receive a higher rate than $18 per month. Nothing in this bill calls 
for over $40 a month, in any event. 

But to from that, another point the Senator makes is that the 
$18, which is divisible and is applied to those whose disabilities are 
more than are now paid for at the rate of $8 a month and less than those 
who are now receiving $18 per month; and he complains that that $18 
is by the isions of the amendment I have offered raised to $24, re- 

visible among just the same class that it was before, so that 

all there is in it is simply the addition of $6 to the $18, the divisibility 
remaining the same. That $18 is given to those who from 

nameless wounds, which can not be specifically described in any statute, 
are now suffering as much as the man who has lost his hand and who gets 
his$18a month. We raise that man’s pension by the proposition of the 
Senator from Connecticut to $24. Why, then, should we not raise the 
_—s of the man whose present disability is equivalent to$24? That 
all there is in this proposition; and why should it not apply to those 
who are drawing at a lower rate between $8 and $18, $10, $12, $14 or 
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$16? It is proposed that they shall receive a proportional advance in 
no case going above the $24; and they in no case receive that advance 
until they have had a new examination by a surgeon's board and by 
the approval of the office they shall have been found to be sutferins un- 
der an increased disability from that which existed at their last exam- 
ination. Some few cases will be thus increased, but the great mass of 
them are already fully and perfectly described in the records of the of. 
fice, where one or two fingers may be gone, where a toe is gone, or all 
the toes may be gone from a foot, or where there may be an injury not 
specified in the statute in one part of the body and another in another part 
of the body, cases of that kind which are covered by this proportionate 
provision of $18 which is given not in the Senator's proposition but in 
the existing law, and has been there for years. So much for that. 

Now, Mr. President, any objection that exists against this amend- 
ment exists against the proposition of the Senator trom Connecticut, 
and it is only a question raised between these two bills whether the 
country will do whole justice or only partial justice, whether it will 
part with $5,000,000 a year and save the other $3,000,000 or will adopt 
that proposition at the expense of the pensioner, at the expense of in- 
justice, and simply pay out the $2,000,000 instead of the $5,000,000. 
That is all the substantial difference there is between the two bills ex- 
cepting that in this which I have introduced some six or eight additional 
specific disabilities are provided for, which we shall have to provide for 
hereafter by supplementary legislation to that of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, for these rates are no higher than his. 

As to an injury to the eyes or the ears, a soldier who has lost his eye 
is entitled to $4 a month for that disability as the law now exists. It 
is amatter of universal complaint; it isan outrage. I propose to raise 
the pension for that disability to $12 amonth. The existing law which 
we do not touch gives to the disability of total blindness$72. By the 
amendment which I have introduced it is proposed to start with the loss 
of asingle eye at $12, to go up with disability of the entire eyesight to 
$40 and from that point there is no allowance whatever made until it 
becomes total blindness, and then by existing law is given the rate of 
$72. By the existing law total deafness receivesa pension of $13, and 
degrees of deafness relatively all the way down to $1; they are appor- 
tioned all the way down to a single dollar. This amendment proposes: 
to raise total deafness to $30, and in a partial degree the amount paid 
is to be proportioned all the way from $1 to $30. 

These cover the substantial points that are contained in the proposed 
amendment excepting that it is provided in it that by virtue of its pro- 
visions no existing pension shall be lessened. That is the general 
law on the subject. There is also a concluding section which is not 
printed, that no claim agent or attorney shall be entitled to anything 
in the collection of this increase. 

In connection with what I have said I will now submit the report 
signed by the chairman and myself, with the amendment [ have offered 
and the memorandum of the Pension Office: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was rr 
ferred House bill 1410, entitled “An act to amend the pension laws by increa 
ing the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the serv 
ice,” being unable to agree with the majority in the rejection of the bill if prop 
erly amended, beg leave to present their views, and recommend the passage of’ 
the accompanying substitute for the bill. The House bill provides for an in 
crease of the existing rates of pensions for certain specific disabilities from $18, 
$24, $31.25, $36, and $37.50 per month to $40 per month. It does not attempt to 
make any proportionate and equitable increase to each of the several classes, but 
practically makes $40 the minimum of a just and equitable increase as among 
those several classes, so that if the principle of the bill were properly applied the 
result would be as follows: 

Those now receiving pensions at $18 per month being increased to $40 per 
month, those now pensioned at £24 per month should, on the same principle, be 

yensioned at $53.52 per month. Those now receiving pension at the rate of 
$31.25 per month should receive %9.44 per month. Those receiving at the rate 


of $36 per month would receive $0 per month. Those receiving at the rate of 
$37.50 would receive $83.82 per month. 

The highest rates of pension now paid on account of the worst form of disn 
bility, involving total permanent helplessness, and requiring the habitual at 


tendance of another person, is $72 permonth. The same principle would apply 
to the equivalent disabilities provided for in the bill. 

Although the bill does not provide for the increase of any pension beyoud S40 
per month, yet, as the minimum form of disability, to wit, by reason of the loss 
of a hand or foot, is by its terms rated at $40, which is all that is allowed for an 
amputation at the hip or shoulder joint—the most dangerous operations known 
to surgery—and most rarely successful, resulting when not fatal in the severest 
form of disability short of total helplessness, it can not be doubted that the pas 
sage of this bill would operate only as the logical and irresistible basis or major 
premise for future legislation, increasing correspondingly the rates of pension 
for all degrees of disability higher than that now rated at$Ls per month. Thy 
the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, transmitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior, in response to a resolution of the Senate, contained in Executive Dos 
ument 21 of this session, it appears that the annual increase of the pension-roll, 
if this bill should become a law, on account of claims already allowed, would 
be $5,187,564. Disregarding applications yet to be made, the anticipated increas 
of the roll, on account of cases now pending and likely to be allowed, would be 
about $6,750,000. 

House bill 1410 makes no provision for disabilities affecting sight or hearing, 
for which, by general consent, very inadequate provision is made by existing 
law. In recognition of the manifest relative injustice under which these two 
unfortunate classes have hitherto suffered, the House of Representatives has 
since passed a bill largely increasing the pensions hereafter to be paid to them 
Weestimate the necessary increase to the roll byreason of the provision thus made 
for these two classes, and which properly should have been included in bill 1410, 
at $1,200,000 per annum, and for injuries to eye and ear, increase of pending 
claims over what would be allowed by existing law $1,000,000, so that it is a fair 
statement of the result of the legislation proposed in House bil! J410. and the 
subsidiary bill providing for increase for disa vili‘ies to sight and hearing, that 
the annual roll would be increased at least $17,(00,000 on account of cases al- 
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ready allowed and pending applications likely to be favorably adjudicated. 
Should subsequent legislation carry out the principles involved in bill 1410, this 
amount would be increased indetinitely. But itmay safely be presumed that it 
would be not less than $30,000,000, These rates once implanted in the pension laws 
must remain a component part of our pension system in the future, and the in- 
crease of the public burden in this direction would become so great and oppress- 
ive as probably to result in the indignant abolition of the whole system or in a 
wholesale indiscriminate and inequitable reduction, 

That the minimum for specific disabilities in the future would, by the enact- 
ment of House bill 1410 into a law, be practically established at $0 per month, 
has been substantially admitted by advocates of the bill, and, so far as we know, 
is not seriously denied, or if denied, no one exercising common discretion in the 
case would give credence to the denial. The inequalities which it would estab- 
lish could not fail to rankle in the breasts of those who relatively would suffer 
injustice by its provisions, and the ordinary sense of fair play existing in the 
minds of the people at large would require the relative increase of all, from a 
minimum of $40, or a general reduction, which would leave all parties interested 
worse off than they now are. Nor would the evil be lessened; but, on the con- 
trary, it would be greatly aggravated by an amendment such as has been pro- 

»o8ed to the bill, by striking out all increase to the equivalent disabilities, mak- 
ng its bencfits applicable only to those who have suffered by amputation of the 
hand or foot, thearmorleg. This would only increase the number of those who 
would feel (hat they had been unjustly dealt with, and in the next Congress we 
should be called upon to complete the justice denied in this, 

The undersigned have, therefore, felt that cither all legislation should be de- 
nied, or that the inherent difficulties of the subject should be dealt with compre- 
hensively, immediately, and with a determination todo equal justice to all and 
to deny itto none. While we have felt that the soldiers suffering from specific 
disabilities and their equivalents—although liberally provided for when our 
legislation is compared with that of other governments—have not hitherto re- 
ceived any more than they were entitled to receive from a rescued and grateful 
people; yet, assuming that until the present time their pensions have been 
fairly commensurate with their sufferings and disabilities, it must be conceded 
that with the increasing necessities resulting from failing constitutions and the 
unavoidable aggravation of their disabilities, with growing helplessness and in- 
capacity to exercise their mental faculties, as well as such ee physical 
powers as the ravages of war have spared to them, and with their lives short- 
ening as the shadows lengthen, a very substantial increase of their pensions has 
become indispensable, 

It should be remembered that all who suffer from these disabilities were sol- 
diers, very seriously maimed or otherwise disabled in the actual conflicts of war. 
In almostevery instance their lives have been greatly shortened, and asthe years 
pass away the rate of mortality among them—fearful at the best— is rapidly ac- 
celerated. Those of them who have suffered the loss of hands, feet, or limbs, 
from successful operations, while oftentimes appealing most strongly to the eye 
for sympathy, are really subjected to less ering and shortening of life than 
those whose equivalent disabilities are occasioned by disease, or wounds in dif- 
ferent portions of the body, by sores and fractures beyond healing, and often un- 
named and horrible afflictions too shocking for statement here. Any bill which 
shall undertake to increase the pensions of one and at the same time should 
neglect the other, would be radically unjust. Believing that for the general 
reasons we have stated, some increase to all is imperatively required to meet 
their increasing necessities—necessities which will soon cease with most of them 


by their final discharge from the of life, we have, after careful study of 
the subject, stimulated by greet anxiety to master the commons and per- 
plexities which surround it—difficulties which have been eveloping and in- 
creasing for years from the imperfect patchwork of legislation that has come 
down to us—prepared the emg 4 substitute for the pend bill. It 
covers all known specific disabilities, their pocpetionatas and equivalents. 
By existing legislation $18 is made the pension for the loss of a hand or foot. 
It is the lowest specific disability, and we have increased it to $24. The next 
higher grade, to wit, $24, the present pension for the loss of an arm or leg, we 
have ine to $30, The inability to perform manual labor, which may in- 
volve the necessity for the employment of an attendant most of the time, as 
well as medical aid, now receiving only $24, we have increased to $40; loss of 
hand and foot, and total disability in one hand and one foot, now receiving $36, 
we have increased to $40 per month; amputation at the hip-joint, now receiving 
$37.50, we have incre: to $40; total deafness hitherto provided for with aston- 
ishing inadequacy—receiving only $13 per month—we have increased to $30. 
We have also endeavored to provide what seemed to us just proportionate rates 
for lesser disabilities of hearing and sight. But we must refer to the bill itself 
for a minute statement of its provisions, There is now no rate of pension be- 
tween $37.50, the amount allowed for amputation at the hip-joint, and the rate 
of $72 which is paid for the following disabilities, respectively: Loss of both 
hands; loss of both feet; loss of both eyes; loss of one eye, the other havin 
been lost before enlistment; disability requiring regular aid and attention, an 


total disability in both hands. 

We have submitted the pro; substitute to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and from memorandum furn , 4 him to Mr. BLarr, personally, not officially 
make the following statement of the addition to the annual roll by reason ot 
the increase of pensioners whose claims are already allowed. The amount 
is $5,429,010. Assuming the substantial correctness of this memorandum, the 
total increase to the pension-roll, when all peneaaennenascetyetiented, would 
amount in round numbers to about $9,000,000, but as the rate of mortality will 
nearly approach the annual increase, the amount annually outat any time 
_ Will not, in our belief, exceed $6,000,000 or $7,000,000, under the provisions of 

bill in addition to what would otherwise be paid under existing laws. Asthese 


pensioners themselves will soon pass away, we feel that this slight i 80 
necessary and so just, ought not to be named asa burden to the qventiowh 


coffers of the American people, whose contents were coined from the blood o 
these patriotic men. Even if it were a burden our goo would joyfully take 
it up, and will rejoice at the opportunity to testify their itude to those by 
whose sufferings, which can cease only with death, they have themselves been 


saved, 
HENRY W. BLAIR. 
JNO. L. MITCHELL, 
Chairman of Committee. 


The following is a copy of the proposed substitute for House bills 
1410 and 1247: 

Scurike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ That from and after the passage of this actall pogeene on the pension-roll and 
all persons hereafter granted a pension who, while in the military or naval serv- 
ice of the United States, and in the line of duty, shall have lost a hand ora foot, 
shall be entitled to a pension of $24 per month; all persons who in like manner 
shall have suffered amputation at or above the elbow or knee, at the rate of $30 

r month; and all whoshall in like manner have suffered am at the 

p-joint or at the shoulder-joint, or who shall have lost one hand and one foot 
or shall be totally disabled in one hand and one foot, or shall be otherwise so 
disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor, but not 
so much as to uire the regular personal aid and attendance of another per- 

$40 per month; and all persons who in like manner shall have 
y equal or equivalent to any of the 
abilities shall be entitled to receive a pension per month of 





granted to such disability; and in case of amputation below a joint, but with 
such effect as to produce a disability equal to that produced by amputation at or 
above the joint, pension shall be paid as for the disability actually resulting from 
such amputation; and all persons who in like manner shall have lost the « ight 
of one eye shall receive a pension at the rate of $12 per month; and in cases in 
which the injury to the one eye manifestly affects injuriously the sight of (i. 
other eye or in which the othereye shall have been partially disabled in the sory. 
ice and line of duty as aforesaid he shall be entitled to an equitable increase in 
his pension, not to exceed, when the loss of sight is less than total blindness on 
the whole amount, $40 per month ; and all those who, while in the military or 
naval service of the United States, in the line of duty, by injury received oy dis 
ease contracted shall have totally lost the hearing of both ears shall be entitled 
to receive a pension of $30 per month ; and for any loss of hearing less than tot.| 
deafness they shall receive an equitable portion thereof. s 

“Spec. 2, Thatinstead of the rate of $18 per month provided in section 4699 of ¢), 
Revised Statutes, the rate of $24 per month may be proportionately divided j., 
any degree of disability established for which neither the preceding section of 
this act nor section 4695 of the Revised Statutes make provision: Provided, ‘{}y.1 
nothing in this act shall be construed to reduce any pension now asthorizecd |, 
law; norshall any pensioner be entitled to increase under this section unti! ap 
examination shall show an increase in his actual disability, except where t)y 
evidence on file shows the disability to be permanent in a degree entitling tot}, 
rate of pension then received, or when the character of the disability would not 
vary in a lesser degree. 

“Sec. 3. That no applicant for pension whose claim shall be granted hereafter 
shall receive arrears or any allowance of pension for time prior to the passace 
of this act greaterthan he would be entitled to receive by virtue of existing laws 
but from and after the of this act his pension shall be computed in ac 
cordance therewith, if his disability be such as is included in its provisions. 

“Sec. 4. No claim agent or attorney shall be employed in the prosecution and 
claims for increase of pension under this act, but the Commissioner of Pensions 
shall make such payments without charge to the pensioner.” 


Memorandum from Commissioner of Pensions, referred to in views of 


minority, of net annual increase under provisions of the proposed Sen- 
ate bill: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1883 
Memorandum. 


3,631 pensioners who have lost one hand or one foot, now receiving $18 per 
month, and to be increased to $24 per month. Net annual increase, 


$261,432. 

5,380 who have suffered amputation at or above the knee, or the elbow, now 
receiving $24, and to be increased to $30 per month. Net annua! in- 
crease, $419,760. 

60 who have suffered amputation at the hip-joint, now receiving $37, and to 
be increased to $40 per month. t annual increase, $180. 

150 who have suffered amputation at shoulder-joint, now at $24, and tobe 

increased + gg per month (this number estimated), Net annual in- 


crease, $28,800. 
15 who have lost one hand and one foot, now receiving $36, and to be in- 
creased to #0per month. Net annual increase, $720. 
125 totally deaf, now receiving $13, and to be increased to $30 per month. 
Net annual increase, a 

2,000 who are pensioned for impaired hearing, less than total deafness, now 
receiving $1, $2, $4, and $6 per month, and to receive an equitable por- 
tion of $30 per month. Net annual increase (estimated), $312,000. 

2,000 who have lost one eye (estimated), now receiving # per month, and to 
be increased to $12 per month. Net annual increase, $192,000. 

4,000 (estimated) who are receiving a pension for impaired sight, other than 
the loss of one eye or of total blindness, now receiving the several 
rates from $2 to $ 7. and to receive an equitable proportion 
of $0 per month. net annual increase is estimated at $700,000. 

19,423 pensioners now receiving $10, $12, $14, $16 per month, who will be enti- 
tled to a proportion of $24 per month, and the net annual increase is 


: $1,398,456. 

8,817 who have a disability equivalent to loss of a hand or foot, now receiving 
$18, and to be increased to $30, and $0 per month. Net annual in- 
crease ( ), $1,667,804. 

1,552 now d led for the ae ry of any manual labor, receiving $24 per 
month, and to be increased to $40 per month. Net annual increase, 


$287, 
232 a Ratving $31.25, and to receive $40 per month. Net annual increase, 


’ 


47,415 
Add $100,000 for commissioned officers and the addition to the roll since June 
30, 1882, and the net annual increase for all classes is estimated at $5,429,010. 

I have nothing more tosay, only that I hope something will be done. 
If this more generous and comprehensive amendment is not adopted, 
I am heartily in favor of the amertiment of the Senator from Connect- 
icut. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. President, can not we have a vote while there 
isa quoram here? There will not be one in fifteen minutes from this 
time. 


Mr. BLAIR. That is not the fault of the friends of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Vest in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire {ate 
BLAIR] to the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT}. 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Principal tive Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] was called away just now, and I am paired 
with him. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], but he has authorized me to vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. I therefore vote 
““nay’’ on this amendment. 


Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). The pair of the Senator 
from Mississi Mr. LAMAR] and m. has been transferred to the 
Senator from (Mr. Ferry], 


eo from Nevada 
(Mr. Farr] and myself at liberty to vote. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 
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Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke]. 

Mr. ROLLINS Ane Mr. MAHONE’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Virginia [ Mr. MAHONE] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. Saunpers’s name was called). My 
colleague (Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. WiLLiAMs]. My colleague would vote in favor of the amend- 

t. 
my further state that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPrrenson] is 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. The Senator from 
Oregon is opposed to the bill and the Senator from New Jersey in favor 


I am paired with 


Mtr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. 

Mr. WINDOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam paired with theSenator from Ohio[Mr. Snrer- 
MAN]. I would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I announce the pair of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LOGAN] with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]; the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck] and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE); the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]; and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLuMB] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vesr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 26; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—12, 
Harrison, - Lapham, Miller of N. Y., 
—. Hill, McDill, Rollins, 
Dawes, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck. 
NAYS—26. 

" e, Ingalls, Pugh, 
on Garland, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Call, George, Jonas, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, 
Conger. Ham " ey, Walker. 
Davis of IL., Harr’ Morgan, 

Edmun Hawley, Platt, 
ABSENT—33. 

Aldrich, Fair, n. Saunders, 
Anthony, Farley, MeMilian, Sherman, 
Allison, Ferry, McPherson, Slater, 
Bayard, Gorman, Mahone Tabor, 
Beck, Grover, Mitchell, Vance, 
Butler, ie, orrill, Vv 
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, endleton, Will 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Windom. 
Coke, Kellogg, m, 
Davisof W.Va., Lamar, Saulsbury, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case I am ready to vote. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can not vote after the result is an- 


need. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope there will be no question raised as to a quorum. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the roll be called again. I have no doubt a quo- 
rum will a on the next vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be retaken 
without a formal call of the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can not be done; the rule forbids it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate has required a very large number of Sen- 
ators to be absent on committee service. It is known that Senators are 
not from their seats without excuse. I hope, therefore, the facility the 
Senator from Tennessee proposes will be granted. ° 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be taken over 
without any formal roll-call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection made to the propo- 
sition to retake the vote; the Senator from Vermont objected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the objection. Ifthe Chair can get 
along with the rule, I will say nothing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then a motion to adjourn or the calling of the roll 
is the only thing in order. 

Several SENATORS. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the objection is withdrawn, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote be retaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Chair will put the question again on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were here, I should vote 
nay. 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. Were he here, I should 
vote ‘* 

Mr. ROLLINS ae Mr. MAHONE’s name was called). The Sena- 


tor from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Allison, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck 
Blair, Rill, Miller of N. ¥., Windom. 
Dawes, Hoar, Mitchell, 
Frye, Lapham, Plumb, 
Hale, McDill, Rollins, 

NAYS—31. 
Barrow, Davis of I1., Hawley, Platt, 
Beck, Davis of W. Va Ingalls, Pugh, 
Brown, Edmunds, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Call, Garland, Jonas, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., George, McMillan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Groome, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hampton, Morgan, Walker. 
Conger, Harris, Pendleton, 

ABSENT—2s, 

Aldrich, Farley, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Ferry, Lamar, Saunders, 
Bayard, 


Gorman Logan, Sherman, 
> : 
Butler, Grover, 


McPherson, Slater, 
Camden, Johnston, Mahone, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Morrill, Vance 


Fair, Jones of Nevada, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
the word ‘‘month’’ in the seventeenth line of the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 


Ransom, Williams, 


amend- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPurrson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: ” 

A bill (S. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building in Jef- 
ferson City, in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (S. 1785) for the reliefof David Mordecai and J. Randolph Mor 
decai, composing the commercial firm of Mordecai & Co., of Baltimore, 
Maryland. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3335) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 7626) authorizing the reappraisement of the steam 
transport-boat Planter, captured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribu- 
tion of proceeds thereof. 

ENROLLED GILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (II. Res. 358) to provide for the 
publication of the memorial addresses delivered in Congress upon the 
life and character of Hon. John W. Shackelford, of North Carolina; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

CORTE DE MADERA DEL PRESIDIO. - 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask to be indulged fora moment. 1 have been ab- 
sent all day and should be absent now, but this is a matter that ought 
to be attended to at once. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be authorized and directed, 
during the Forty-eighth Congress and in vacation, to make the investigation 
committed to it under date of the 26th instant concerning acertain grant of land 
in the State of California, and for the purpose of such investigation shall have 


ee to send for persons and papers and to employ a stenographer, who sluall 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


I ask for its immediate eonsideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What do the words 
mean there? 

Mr. PLUMB. I adopted the language of another resolution. The 
Forty-eighth Congress commences on the 4th day of March, | under 
stand. ‘This only extends the committee during the vacation. 

Mr. HOAR. Do you mean the persons now composing the Public 
Lands Committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. For the purposes of this investigation. 

Mr. HOAR. Are they persons who will be members of the Senate 
after the 4th of March? 

Mr. PLUMB. All but two. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks con 
sent to offer a resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas will not be sworn in until 
next December; and can he act? 

Mr. PLUMB. There will a quorum without me whose terms do not 
expire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Committee on Public Lands have leave to 
sit during the vacation. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate has already committed the subject-mat- 
ter of this resolution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the proper way, the parliamentary 
way, to get at that, and it is well to follow precedents and rules, is to 


‘Porty-eighth Congress'' 





have a special committee, with the understanding that those members 


| of the Committee on Public Lands who hold over shall be appointed 
| on that special committee. 
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Mr. PLUMB. But in this case the Senate has already directed the 
Committee on Public Lands to do this thing. I am only following the 
original direction. 

Mr. HOAR. But that order expires with the session. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true, but in the mean time it is advisable for 
the purpose of arresting matters that are liable to go on that it should 
be known whether this investigation is to proceed or not. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the true way would be for the Senator 
to embody in his resolution the names of the committee. He can put 
in the same men who are on that committee and authorize them during 
vacation to make this inquiry. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will let the matter lie over until to-morrow morn- 
ing. If it can be taken ap in the morning hour and disposed of then, 
it will probably answer the same purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The practice has been to authorize committees, as 
the Senate is a continuing body, to sit in vacation. All committees 
fall at the end of the session unless there be such an order. It is true 
the committee will not be full, but if it has a quorum it can go on. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will have six members. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3335) for the relief of Mary A. Lee was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (I. R. 7626) authorizing the reappraisement of the steam 
transport-boat Planter, captured by Robert Smalls, and fora distribution 
of proceeds thereof, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

RATES OF PENSIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing 
the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas consents that his resolu- 
tion shall go over until to-morrow. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. I want a short executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senate will go on and 
finish this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. What I desire will take only a few minutes, and I 
very much desire an executive session. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That can be done after we get through the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. You will probably not get through with the bill for 
the next few days. 


I hope not. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Tennessee toallow me to 


for unanimous consent on a matter to which I do not think there will 
be any objection. I introduced a motion to reconsider an indefinite 
postponement of a bill. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I adhere to my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 


2. 

Mr. HARRIS. WhileI think it israther an ungracious thing te deny 
me the privilege of a few minutes of executive session, I will withdraw 
the demand for a division and let the question go, as I do not want to 
develop the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senatorfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MITCHELL] movesanamendmeni tothe amendment. Will he state it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I propose, after the word ‘‘month,”’ in line 17 of 
the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], to insert: 


And all persons who in like manner shall have lost the sight of one eye shall 
receive a pension atthe rate of $12 per month, and in cases in which the injury of 
the one eye manifestly affects injuriously the sight of the other eye or in which 
the other eye shall have been partially “isabled the service and line of duty as 
aforesaid, shall be entitled to an equitable increase in their pension not toe 
when the loss of sight is less than total blindness, in the whole amount, $30 per 


month, 

Mr. PLATT. Idesiretoask the chairman of that committee whether 
that is the exact rate adopted by the House in a House bill which passed ? 
1 am not certain about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have that bill before me. I did not look at it. 
I put $30 there, as proposed in the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, so as to make it conform to the highest rate pro: the 
amendment now before the Senate. I will look and see. [ + Bag 
The House passed a bill on this subject also cove: cases of deafness, 
on the 13th of January, and I find the rate there is instead of $30. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will make the rate correspond with the 
House bill I shall not object. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will then modify the er pe Ps epee 
out $30 and inserting $25. The House passed this bill, and is in the 
precise I think, of the House bill, with one and 
that is covering the case of total blindness, which we fixed at The 





provision which I have sent up is more guarded in that respect. T),jg 

has been examined by the Commissioner of Pensions, and if anythin 

is to be done on it it meets his approval. I think certainly we omelet 

to do this, for there is manifest inequality and injustice in the existin 

law, which gives only $4 to a man who has lost an eye in the late am 

pes maximum of $25 contemplates a proper rating by surgical exam. 
tion. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that is seriously out of proportion to 
the other rates in the bill, and I shall not object to the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before this amendment is voted on I should like 
to say aword. I desire to have it distinctly understood how far the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut applies, so that there sha)) 
be no misunderstanding of this matter. It applies only to two classes 
of cases, that where the pension now is $18 it is made $24; but where 
the pension is now $24 it is made $30. All other classes, which are 
cases more serious by far, like amputations at the shoulder and at the 
hip, are not raised in the least. 

Mr. PLATT. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
der will be raised to $30. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The pension for loss of both arms is now $25. 
that the amendment does not propose to raise on the most serious cases 
of amputation. 

Mr. PLATT. 
hands is $72. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That the gentleman does not propose to raise. 
So there is a class of cases where the ion is now $31.25, and that is 
not proposed to be raised; and that of cases where the pension is 
now $36, for a more serious disability, is not proposed to be raised by 
this amendment. The Senator has claimed and others have claimed 
that there was inequality and injustice in the pension rates as they 
exist to-day, and yet this very amendment proposes to draw a line and 
increase that injustice and that inequality. If thisamendment sought 
to reach anything that was just, itshould take all the cases of the Joss 
of limband increase them in the same ratio that it increases the two 
classes of cases. 

That isall I desire tosay to the Senate, that they may know how far the 
amendment reaches. The amendment will still more increase the dis- 
satisfaction with the present rate, because it works a clear and mani- 
fest injustice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. PLATT. I said that I thought I would not object to that amend- 
ment; but as I understand it is to be followed by other amendments, 
and as I have gone in my proposed amendment as far as I can in my 
conscience and judgment go, I must object to this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My purpose is only to offer another amendment 
covering the cases of deafness, and upon that also the House has acted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question, and declared that 
the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It appears to me the Senate does not understand 
this matter, or has not given it sufficient consideration. The inequality 
and injustice under the existing law to this class of pensioners is great. 
We have before us gentlemen who suffer that disparity. To say thata 
person who lost the sight of one eye in the Army shall only receive $4 
per month when we grant such li allowance in other cases seems 
to me to be so unreasonable and unjust that the Senate ought to be 
gracious enough to allow what the House of Representatives here pro- 
pose. If we@re to do anything on the subject at all I shall be glad to 
see some just ratio preserved. For my own I would be perfectly 
willing to agree to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Con- 
necticut if we can perfect it, but as it stands I do not regard itas of any 
particular advantage at all. I doubt very much the policy of enacting 
that amendment into law. It will leave the whole question unsettled. 
If we can cover this plain case of ity in rates in existing law it 
will be a step in the right direction, and I shall be glad to vote for it. 

I call for a division on my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania calls 
for a division on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I should like to have the yeas and nays. 
There is a demand in this country for } ion on this subject. It 
is important. I hope the Senate will be disposed to consider it as it 
has considered other measures of importance. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALIS. I shall vote ey this amendment as I voted 
against that offered by the Senator New Hampshire, and as I pro- 
“postal against that offered by the Senator from Connecticut; not 

they may not be just, not because the pension law does not 
require amendment, but because if we are to do anything it seems to 
me obvious that we must pass the bill as it came from the House or do 
won I am very confident that in the condition of the public busi- 
ness, with the for debate that has been exhibited during the 
two days this has been under consideration, if we send the bill 


Amputation at the shoul- 


I beg the Senator’s pardon again. The loss of both 
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back to the House with such amendments as have been offered here, 

the session will close without anything beingdone. But believing that 

the rate proposed in the House bill ought to be adopted, I shall prefer 

to leave the inequities and the partialities to be corrected at some sub- 
ion. 

“the Prinei 1 Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. HAmMprTon’s name wascalled). The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton] is paired with the Senator 
from Nevada (Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. ROLLINS (when Mr. MAnoNr’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] is paired with the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. : ] 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas fee PLUMB). 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILv]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. WINDOM’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Wrnpvom] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In addition to what I said in regard to the pairs 
on the last vote, I desire to say that those pairs apply to the amend- 
ments and to the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no quorum, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has sent to the room of 
the Committee on Appropriations. Several Senators are there. 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. Jones, of 
Florida] with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam very loath to let the vote be announced—— 

Mr. HARRIS. No debate is in order until the result is announced. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hear it said on several sides that we might as 
well adjourn. I do not know but that we may as well adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not in order until the vote 
j3 announced. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—15. 


Iam paired with the 


Blair, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Conger, Lapham, Miller of N, Y., Sewell, 
Davis of II1., MeDill, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Harrison, McMillan, Rollins, 
NAYS—17. 
Barrow, Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, 
Brown, Garland, Jonas, Voorhees, 
Call, George, Maxey, 
Cameron of Wis., Morgan, 
Coke, Ingalls, Platt, 
ABSENT—44. 

Aldrich, Fair, Johnston, Ransom, 
Allison, Farley, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saunders. 

yard, Frye, Kellogg, Sherman, 
Beck, Gorman, Lamar, Slater, 
Butler, Groome, Logan, Tabor, 
Camden, Grover, McPherson, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., e, Mahone, Vest, 

l, agen, Morrill, Walker, 

Davisof W. Va., Hawley, Pendleton, Williams, 

wes, Hill, Plumb, Windom, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. 


PLATT. Can there bea motion to adjourn without a call of the 
roll? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. I to the Senator from Pennsylvania that he 
had better move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not willing myself to make that motion. I 
believe that unless this bill is disposed of to-night it can not be acted 


on d this session. I am informed that the sundry civil bill is 

likely to be brought in early to-morrow, and if it is I see no probability 
a conclusion on this bill. 

Mr The sundry civil bill will be reported to the Senate in 


a few minutes if the Senate remains in session. That wil! give it an 
opportunity to be printed. 

pro tempore. There are enough Senators with the 
Senators in the Appropriations Committee to make a quorum. 

Mr. I am informed that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions desire this evening to report the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and I 7 there will be no adjournment until they have the opportu- 
nity to do so. 


Mr. HALE. It is very desirable that it should be reported, and the 
ehairman is coming with it now. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ will move, if I am recognized by the Chair, that 
the Senate to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done I ask leave to report the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Isthere aquoram, Mr. President? If not, nosuch 
can be made. 





Mr. HARRIS. 
found present. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Let us have a call of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair can count the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If Senators will sit down the Chair 
will count. [Counting]. Forty Senators are in the Chamber—a 
quorum. 


If the roll is called now there will be a quorum 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations the 
bill (H.. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes, with various amendments. I desire to give notice that I 
shall ask the Senate to take up the bill to-morrow morning immedi- 
ately after the close of the morning business. 

RATES OF PENSION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say a word before the order of business 
is disposed of. It is perfectly manifest that if we stop here on this bill 
relating to one-armed and one-legged soldiers and the sundry civil bill 
is taken up to-morrow morning, the pension bill will be defeated, and 
to that disposition of this meritorious measure I do not mean to be a 
willing party. I have thought that we should vote down the amend- 
ments offered to the House bill, and then pass it. It is true the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire had many merits to 
commend it to our favor, and if the session was in a different stage of 
advancement I might have voted for it; but to amend this bill is to 
defeat it; to send it tothe House is to insure no action. Consequently 
I have thus far voted against all amendments, intending to press the 
passage of the original bill as it came from the House. 

I have no fear, no trepidation, and no alarm about the amount of 
money that will be spent. The whole press of the country has been 
lecturing us upon the fact that we have too much revenue, that we have 
too much money in the public Treasury, that we are inclined to waste 
it because it is so plenty; and we have been severely criticised because 
of some liberal legislation in regard to internal improvements. There 
has been a hue and a cry for a reduction of taxation. I am in favor of 
reducing taxation wherever it can be properly done. I am not, how- 
ever, in favor of reducing taxation or diminishing the revenues at the 
expense of the few veterans who are hobbling through the world on 
crutches or who are marching down the lane of life with empty sleeves. 

As I stated this afternoon, originally there were less than 15,000 of 
these maimed and mutilated people. Fourteen thousand now consti- 
tute the number of those who became entitled to artificial limbs and 
artificial assistance. By reason of the appalling destruction of life which 
the loss of a limb entails, there are not half the number alive now that 
there were when the war closed. I hope that I may be able to some 
extent to allay the fears of Senators on that subject. It will not im- 
poverish this country to give $40 a month to the few who remain and 
whose chance of life is curtailed by reason of this calamity on an aver- 
age fifteen years of their entire lifetime. 

Now, Mr. President, I am perfectly willing that the Senator shall 
have an executive session; I am not willing, however, that that execu- 
tive session shall be a coverfor an adjournment. If we can come out 
of that executive session and transact this business, well and good. If, 
however, we are going into executive session there to adjourn, so that 
to-morrow morning the chairman of the committee on appropriations, 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], can claim the floor to the ex- 
clusion of this legislation, then I am against it. There has been too 
much expectation of the legislation that we are now engaged in for it 
to have this impotent and lame conclusion. Too long already a meri- 
torious and most suffering class of people have looked with hope to the 
Senate to do what the House has already done. They have looked to 
the bill No. 1410 as they had a rightto do. I have said but little on 
this subject, but I see at this moment the danger of the loss of this 
measure on which the House spent so much time and attention. If it 
is to fail I do not intend that the fault shall lie at my door; and if it 
is expected to adjourn after going into executive session, I hope we shall 
not go into executive session. 

While the Senator from Tennessee and myself do not agree upon this 
measure, yet I know his magnanimity and chivalric view of questions 
so well that I do not believe he would press his motion for an executive 
session if it was to cut off the further consideration of this subject. We 
approach the end of it, Mr. President; we are near the conclusion; we 
are voting upon the important amendments; but alittle while will be 
necessary to vote upon the billitself. Ifa majority of the Senate be- 
grudge the men on crutches and with empty sleeves the pittance of $40 
a month, let us say so; if on the other hand they are willing to pay 
them that for their flesh and blood and bones, let us say so and be done 
with it. But let us not slur it over by leaving it now when we ap- 
proach the last and vital vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I only want to say that if those 
who have expressed here in speech the great desire they had to pas: this 
bill would only have given the Senate during the day an opportunity 
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to vote upon it, we should have spent less time in discussion, and we 
should have had the bfll through by this time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that criticism is well and good, but it 
does not apply tome, for I have not occupied five minutes. 

Mr. HARKISON. I was not making any personal application of it, 
but I think it will be discovered by the real friends of this bill that 
those who have desired its passage have been keeping their seats and 
asking that the vote may be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MircHELL], which failed for 
want of a quorum. ‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and will be called 

ain. 
eThe Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHeRMAN]. Were he here, I should vote 
“ nay. ” 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Ifhe were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
fhe Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I vote against this 
amendment for the reason I gave for voting against all, not on its merits. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. WINDOM’s name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. WINDOM] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McDILL. My colleague [Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. CockreL.]. If my colleague were here, he 
would vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. LOGAN. If there is no quorum I will vote. 
ever. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. KELLOGG, 

(Mr. VANcE}. 

Several SENATORS. Vote to make a quorum, 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to all debate during a roll-call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Every Senator must decide for him- 
self what to do. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


I am paired, how- 


I am paired with the Senator from North Carolina 


But the way to do it is to vote or not to vote. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator is debating. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is notdebating, but is objecting to debate, 
and intends to object to debate under the circumstances. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that my pair with the Senator from 
Ohio [ Mr. SueRMAN] has been transferred tothe Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr.FarLey]. ‘Therefore Iamat liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. I understand the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANcE}], if here, would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to state that the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Ferry] has a pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 
If he were here, I wish to state generally that the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. FArR] would vote for the most liberal pensions to the suffering 
soldiers of the Union. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Blair, Hill, MeMillan, Rollins, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Davis of Til., Lapham, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Hale, I n, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Harrison, MeDili, Plumb, 

NAYS—21. 
Barrow, Coke, Jonas, Vest, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Kellogg, Voorhees, 
Rec Garland, Maxey, Walker. 
Brown, George, Morgan, 
Call, Groome, Plats, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Pugh, 

ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Fair, Jackson, Ransom, 
Allison, Farley, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Butler, Frye, Jones of Nevada, 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mahone, Vance, 
Davisof W. Va., Hawley, Morrill, Williams, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Pendleton, Windom. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
another amendment to offer, the Chair understands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I have a further amendment which I propose to 
insert at the same place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The AcTING Secretary, After the word ‘‘months,”’ in line 17, it 
is proposed to insert: 

And all those who, while in the military or naval service of the United States, 
in the line of duty, by injury received or d contracted, shall have totally 
lost the hearing of both ears, shall be entitled to receive a pension of $25 per 
month; and for any loss of hearing less than total deafness y shall ve 
an equitable proportion thereof. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say that those are the words contained 
im House bilb No. 1247. That is the amount fixed in that bill. 





Mr. VOORHEES. _Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from P 
sylvania whether he desires to amend the House bill ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to amend the House bill very consider. 
ably. So far I have been unable to accomplish my object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is moving to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut so that if it passes it 
shall be in the form he proposes. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT}. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say one word in reply to the Senator from 
Indiana. I think this amendmentshould beadopted. I have no king 
of doubt that it will pass the House if the bill shall be passed by the 
Senate with the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say but one word, and that is that as be 
tween this amendment and the House bill, so far as Iam concerned, | 
very much prefer the House bill. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted and that the House bill will pass as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JounsTon]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘ ea. ’ 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were present, Ishould vote 


enn- 


I am paired with 


Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]; but as | 
understand that he would vote the same way I would, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). My colleague [ Mr. Cock- 
RELL] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. My vol- 
league would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce that the pair my colleague 
(Mr. LAMAR] had with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. MCDILL] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
FERRY] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. FAR] is now paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. McDILL]. I make that announce- 
ment for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE]. I would vote “ yea”’ if he were present. I have reserved the 
right to vote to make a quorum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from Tennessee 


had better vote. 
Mr. JACKSON. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. HAWLry], 


who is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON], would 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ if present. 

Mr. McDILL. My colleague [Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. If my colleague were here, I 
believe he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
WrnpoM] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. 
Both Senators are absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that there is not a quorum voting. 
In that case I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. KELLOGG. If there is nosquorum, as the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] would vote ‘‘yea,’’ I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Barrow, Davis of Il, Hoar, Morgan, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jackson, Platt, 
Blair, George," Kell Sewell 
Call,’ nd —, Slater, 
— of Wis., M . bin] 
e, Maxey er. 
Conger, Hill, Mitchell, 
NAYS—9. 
Harrison, Miller of Cal., Rollins, Van Wyck, 
Logan, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, Voorhees. 
MeDiil, 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldri Da I Is, Plumb, 
rng — =... Ransom, 
Anthony, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sau & 
Brown, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Butler, Frye, Lamar, 8 
Camden, Gormaa, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Mahone, Vance, 
Cockrell omaten, Morrill, Will 
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Pendleton, Ww 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CALL. I move to add as an additional section to the bill the 


following: 
Sec. —. That a pension of $12.50 per month is hereby granted to all the survi- 
yors of the soldiers of the Mexican and Indian wars up to and before the year 


1856. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida | Mr. CALL]. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not insist on embarrassing this 
question with that which relates to a wholly different war. Iam in 
favor of pensioning every surviving veteran of the Mexican war on pre- 
cisely the same terms, or on better terms, than were allowed to vet- 
erans of the Revolution, at the same distance of time from the close of 
that war, or on the same terms, or better terms, than were allowed to 
veterans of the war of 1812, at the same distance of time from the close 
of that war, or 6n the same terms that are allowed to veterans of our 
late war; but I am not in favor of putting upon the pension-roll of this 
country surviving veterans of the Mexican war whose disabilities have 
not been removed, and who contemptuously refuse to have their dis- 
abilities removed. I have no desire to say anything which will excite 
angry debate or unpleasant recollections, but the Senate know very 
well what I refer to when I make this observation; and if it becomes 
necessary it is a subject which I shall discuss with great plainness. 

This proposition would put upon the pension-roll persons who con- 
temptuously refuse the amnesty of the Government. It would put 
upon the pension-roll also men who are rich, hale, strong, in active 
and robust middle life, when that never has been done by this Govern- 
ment in regard to the veterans of any other war. The veteran of the 
Revolution was obliged to prove, for nearly forty years after that war 
closed, his need, and to accompany his proof with a schedule of his real 
and personal property. I should not for one be disposed to make such 
a requisition in regard to any living surviving veteran. The veteran 
of the war of 1812 was not put upon the pension-roll without regard to 
his need until the youngest surviving veteran of that war had reached 
the age of 78 years and most of them had reached the age of over 84 
years, so that age itself was a disability. The dependent father, the 
dependent mother, of the soldier of our late war for the Union is obliged 
to prove that dependence and need in order to obtain a pension; and 
the veteran himself, though twenty years have elapsed, does not receive 
a pension except in case of a disability. Why should the survivors of 
the Mexican war and of the Indian wars be singled out from every other 
class of soldiers and have a bounty extended to them which we have 
not extended to anybody else? 

I wish to call attention to the fact that the Senate, as I believe, has 
been ready, this side of the Chamber has been ready (of course those 
soldiers are upon the pension-rolls under the general pension law), to 
extend to the veterans of the Mexican and Indian wars a liberal policy, 
which will enable all those who are in need and who are under no 
existing disability to receive the pension of the Government if they 
desire it. 

I hope that the Senator from Florida will not undertake to press an 
amendment which goes further. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, Ido not propose to detain the Senate 
with any discussion on this question. For four years I have been en- 
deavoring to get some little tardy justice done to the veterans of the 
Indian wars and to those of the war with Mexico. Bill after bill, res- 
olution after resolution has been referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
but no rt has ever been obtained, either favorable or unfavorable. 

I apprehend that nobody can deny, upon the principles upon which 
this bill is proposed to be voted for, that the survivors of the Mexican 
war and the survivors of the Indian wars, that conquered the territory 
from the savages and aequired it from foreign countries, ought to be 
pensioned, especially those who are in destitution, those who are a dis- 
grace to the country, because they are left to strive in absolute penury 
and want, as time after time, year after year, bill after bill, resolution 
of Legislature after Legislature are brought to Congress appealing for this 
small meed of justice to men who have served their country gallantly 
and well and who are in absolute need and destitution. I therefore 
think that there can be no question that as a matter of doing justice to 
soldiers of another war this is a proper amendment to be attached to 
this bill. 

There never has been an occasion when I have not aided in granting 
reasonable pensions through the system of. special bills, which is the 
appropriate and proper system of relief, because a man may have lost 
one leg or one arm or some other member of the body and still be a ca- 
— and an efficient man, able to take care of himself and to acquire a 

iving. A remedy has always been afforded, and it is the proper way to 
afford relief by special bill in Congress for a special case. I have never 
refused and I have voted time and again upon special bills for the re- 
lief of pensioners whose cases were special, and who required a larger 
amount than the amount appropriated by the general bill. In my 
judgment that is the proper system. No man who has been a soldier 
and who has done his duty gallantly and well and is in a state of sul- 
fering, should be allowed to want for the adequate means of subsist- 
ence and comfortable support. The system of special bills is the only 
mode in which his particular case can be reached; it can not be done 
‘by a general bill. 
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As I said, it does not follow because a man has lost one arm or one 
leg that he is not a more capable and efficient man than those not se 
wounded. He may have lost none, and yet be the victim of the most 
severe and extreme suffering and incapacity. 

In my opinion the bill does not meet the necessities of the soldiers. 
I for one have always voted and Iam always willing to vote tothe full 
extent of the capacity of this country to pay, and to pay liberally, ev ery 
soldier who is in need that amount which is necessary for his comforta- 
ble support. That is the reason why this amendment should pass, pen- 
sioning the survivors, now but few in number, of the Mexican war and 
of the Indian wars. The Legislature, I believe, of every State at differ- 
ent times has passed resolutions recommending it. : 

If the Senator from Massachusetts can see in the present condition of 
the country, twenty years after the war of the rebellion, a necessity for 
putting upon the amendment some condition which shall attach to per- 
sons who have not applied for and received an amnesty let the amend- 
ment be proposed, and if it is the pleasure of a majority of the Senate 
that it shall be passed, let it be done. There is no reason why this 
amendment should not be passed. If he wishes to apply to it terms 
which shall limit it to the indigent soldiers, to those who are in abso- 
lute destitution, let such an amendment be proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL]. 

Mr. HOAR. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SLATER. I appeal to my fiiend from Florida to modify his 
amendment by striking out ‘'$12.50,’" and inserting as the rate 
of pension per month. ‘That is the minimum, and it will in that re- 
spect make theamendment conform to the present laws on that subject, 
and I think it would be more palatable to some. 

Mr. CALL. I will accept the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Oregon and so modify my amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment can not now be modified, the yeas and 
nays having been ordered. , 

Mr.CALL. [accept the amendment and will make it $8 per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hanis in thechair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Florida | Mr. 
CALL]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from Florida 
has felt himself bound to offer the amendment on this oceasion, not that 
the amendment is not in itself just and proper, and not that the people 
of the United States do not owe it to their own character for justice 
and gratitude to adopt the amendment and to enact it into a law, but 
it is obvious that the Senate is not now in a temper to consider this im- 
portant subject. 

It is true that the veterans of the Mexican war have been a long time 
lingering here, petitioning the Congress of the United States for some 
recognition of their services. They perish one by one. A great many 
of them are living now in the last remnants of theirlives in abject pov 
erty. I know some of them myself who are in extreme necessity. The 
Congress of the United States refuses to allow them an opportunity 
even to prove that they are in a necessitous condition, and while doing 
that Congress is adding by this bill more than twice the amount ot 
money which the Senator from Florida proposes to pay them by way 
of addition to men who are already receiving pensions and have been 
enjoying the bounty of this Government for years together 

This is a crying, shocking injustice. It is an outrage upon the re 
spectability of the American character. It is an act of base ingrati 
tude, and it is done by men who received and have in their possession 
a domain brought as a dower tothe people of the United States greater 
than Cyxesar ever brought to Rome. 

No set of men have ever suffered in the cause of their country so he 
roically, so patriotically as the soldiers of the Mexican war, for the reason 
that they are the only class of men who have been called to invade a 
foreign country. All the other men who have fought and bled and 
suffered on this continent have doneso in the defense of their own homes 
and firesides; they have done so in respect to a principle which ani- 
mates every honorable man in the world. A man who will not fight 
for his own homestead and for his own family and his own fireside is 
not worthy of the respect of mankind; he is not worthy of their confi 
dence or of their bounty. When he has done so I am willing that the 
country shall be liberal and generous toward him. When you carry 
your flag into a foreign country and it is followed by the brave men who 
volunteer in the service of your country and they come back bearing 
it in victory and triumph to their own Government, laying at the feet 
of power in the Government of the United States a domain the rich- 
ness of which is incalculable beyond all calculation, then for us to turn 
to those old men when they are perishing one by one and tell them that 
we will not grant them $8a month with which to buy their bread will 


i@o 1 
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| only prove the ingratitude and the baseness of this generation. 


When that subjectis presented a Senator rises on this floor and makes 
a threat that he will make some very plain remarks about the political 
opinions of some of the men who fought when that Senator was a boy, 
perhaps a youth at college somewhere. Tor the purpose of preventing 
the Government of the United States from giving those men an oppor- 
tunity to keep out of the poor-house the Senator says that he will have 
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some plain remarks to make about something that they have done since 
that time. Let him make his remarks; let him wage his war against 
those men. 

Mr. HOAR. To what Senator does the Senator from Alabama refer? 

Mr. MORGAN. I refer to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. MWe certainly is not stating correctly anything I said. 

Mr. MORGAN. I comprehended the Senator’s remarks; I am cor- 
rectly stating them. We have no right to deny to those men this con- 
tribution to their necessities in their old age and in their infirmity; it 
makes no difference what their opinions may be, it makes no difference 
what they may have done against this country. If one of them had 
been consigned to the penitentiary and had served out his term he 
would have a right to claim the bounty of this Government for services 
which he rendered before the stigma of conviction fell upon him. If 
one of them was engaged in the rebellion and has since been pardoned 
by the general amnesty of the Government of the United States he is 
restored to all his rights and privileges as freely and as fully as the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

This complaint against one or two individuals in the United States 
is constantly paraded here for the purpose of gaining an opportunity 
to deny justice to thousands and tens of thousands, I am afraid there 
are, of the survivors of the Mexican war. 

Mr. SLATER. About 8,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘There are about 8,000 of them. While we are be- 
stowing money under a bill which Senators variously estimate at from 
five million to fifty million dollars to men who have done nothing except 
to serve their country around their own firesides and protect and defend 
them against a domestic foe, while those men professed to be, and I have 
no doubt were acting in obedience to one of the highest instincts and im- 
pulses of every honorable spirit in the world, while we are rewarding 
them and doing it properly for the service they rendered, we are refusing 
to reward the men who carried our flag intoa foreign country, and who 
came back to us loaded with an empire of wealth the like of which no 
country ever acquired before with so little expenditure of blood or of 
treasure. 

Sir, the results of the Mexican war to the people of the United States 
in actual dollars and cents is greater than any conquest that can be 
named which has been achieved in a single war by the Anglo-Saxon 
people; and we, the inheritors of this vast wealth, with overflowing 
coffers, with a Treasury that we are trying to deplete by every measure 
that we know, how refuse the bread of life to the poor men who bore 
this banner in their youth to victory in a foreign land, and have re- 
turned only to experience the truth that this country is ungrateful to 
them. 

I have now said all that I expect to say on this occasion about this 
bill. I expect the proposition again to be trampled under foot, again to 
be voted down, and it will be two years, yes, it will be five times two 
years, before the Senate of the United States will get its consent to give 
those men $8 a month; and while we are refusing that we will run back 
upon the pension-list and we will vote a sum of money that amounts to 
$100,000,000 a year to men who have got no higher claim to the grati- 
tude of this country than that they fought for their own homesteads, 
their own families, and their own firesides. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but one 
moment. I wish to read the whole case as stated by a veteran of the 
Mexican war himself, which presents the case of the veterans of that war 
better than I could possibly do. In writing to me on the subject he 
says: 

IT am also an old ‘‘ Mexican veteran," and while I am writi 


to you I would 
beg leave to call your attention to the fact that 


these old Mexican soldiers are 


pane few in pauers, and a majority of yt are why 4 ; 
roumstances, while the Treasury Departmen’ u ° 
the United States to build waukwond storehouses in wh ioaane the us 


metals taken from that vast western empire added to our country by the valor 
and blood of these old Mexican veterans. We are all well along down the 
western slope of life, and a small pension would be a God-send to many a home 
and family dependent on one of these old fellows. They can no longer 
their labor produce anything, and we think the time has come when our claims 
should be recognized. 


That states the whole case. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to put a question to my friend from Ten- 


nessee, who I believe to be one of the most candid, men anywhere 
to be found. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield? 


Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. HOAR. Why is it that it is asked to to the soldiers of 
the Mexican and Indian wars a policy which we deny to the soldier of 
the late war, which we denied to the soldier of the Revolution, and 
which we denied to the soldier of the war of 1812? ‘The soldier who 
was 20 years old in 1846 at the close of the Mexcan war will now be 
56 years old, justmy ownage. When this matter came up before there 
were three of the most hale and vigorous men in the Senate, veterans 
of that war (one of them has since gone to his honored grave), men of 
vigorous health and models of manly strength, and I suppose all of them 
men of wealth; but I know nothing about that. There was a man in 
my own State, the warden of the State prison, 48 years old, a giant in 


I am through. 





strength and enjoying a salary of $4,000 a year, and there were such 
cases all over the country. I donot know anybody who is not willin. 
to take the pension law as it applied to the soldiers of the Revolution 
thirty-six years after the Revolution closed and apply that to the so}. 
diers of the Mexican war if they desire it, and I would make it muc)y 
more liberal than that myself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What was that? 

Mr. HOAR. That was to give a pension to everybody who was iy 
need, but it required an inventory of the property of the soldier. [| 4, 
not think that ought to be required. I would not ask that strict py), 
I would simply have some general statement by the man himself ¢}.; 
he needed the pension. In the case of a soldier of the war of 1812 yo 
did not put them all on the pension-roll, as I said just now, wntil th. 
youngest survivor of the war of 1812 was 78 years old, and those who 
survived averaged over 84. In regard to the soldier of our late war. 
the dependent father or the dependent mother to get a pension. mux; 
prove the need and prove the dependency. 

It does not seem to me to be quite fair when we meet this general propo 
sition by saying, ‘‘If you will not ask any new policy in regard to these 
men we will grant the relief,’’ to simply say that some of them are vet- 
erans, that some of them are going down the hill, that some of them 
are poor and feeble. I do not think the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. VoorH&gs], who is rising to address the Senate in a moment, 
would accept a pension from the Government at present with his man! y 
strength of body and of mind; and I suppose I am not saying anythin 
improper if I suppose he is old enough to be a survivor of that war: | 
do not remember what his age is. That is the point of this thing. 

Mr. JACKSON. As the law now stands, the veterans of the war of 
1812 are pensioned for having served fourteen days without having heen 
engaged in a single battle. 

Mr. HOAR. But that was not done until they got to be 80 years old. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam aware that law was passed, I think in 1#7x, 
after a long lapse of time, but here has been a long lapse of time and 
distinguished service. It can not be better stated than in the leiter 
which I read, the Government calling upon Congress to build vaults, 
to build storehouses in which to preserve the precious metals derived 
from that vast domain which the valor and courage of those soldiers 
added to the country. There is the whole case. I know there may be 
exceptions in this class of veterans that ought not properly to be in- 
cluded in a pension law, but the majority of those who were private 
soldiers are in indigent circumstances, and those old veterans are going 
down the lane in poverty. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like toask the Senator if this amendment to 
the amendment would be objectionable: 

Provided, That such soldiers shall be in needy circumstances and shal! take 
the oath of allegiance to the United States. 

Mr. CALL. [I accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be in order as an amendment, but 
it can not be accepted as a modification of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Florida, as the yeas and nays have been ordered upon that. 

“Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, there is one part of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire that I accept, and that is that 
the beneficiaries of this provision 1 take the oath of allegiance. | 
care nothing for that; but I would ask no man to proclaim his indigence. 
I would ask no man to certify to his destitution and poverty. That is 
mean charity. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not propose to debate that point. I do not ad- 
mit—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield? 


Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know that I need to yield. The Sena- 
tor says he does not propose to debate that point, Iam gratified to 


know that he does not, for it is not susceptible of debate. 
What I meant to say was that men who have rendered distinguished 


by | services that the whole world recognizes should not be brought to the 


block, as it were, to certify that they are poor and want their pauper’s 
soup-bow] filled by Government charity. 

we have gone as far from the scenes of the Mexican war as 
we did from those of the Revolutionary war or the war of 1812 before 


we granted ions is not the question. The soldiers of the Mexican 
war achieved such success in a material sense asshould disarm the econ- 


omy or the avarice, or ver else you may call it, of members of Con- 
= If a statue of gold were erected at life size to every surviving 
exican soldier it would not be one-quarter of 1 per cent. of what they 
havegiventhisGovernment. Letmerepeatit: Ifastatueofgold, lifesize, 
were erected by our Government to every surviving soldier who fought 
the battles in Mexico it would not cost one-quarter of 1 per cent. of that 
which they acquired for this Government. I state that simply mate- 
rially considered, considered in point of dollarsand cents; but when you 
estimate the glory which they gave this country throughout the world, 
= — which they achieved, it can not be estimated even in statues 
of gold. 
was deeply impressed with the letter read by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. J ACKSON ] stating that while we are asking additional vaults 
and chambers to relieve those that are now plethoric with the precious 
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metals acquired by the valor of those men, the remnant of whom we | of May, through whose veins the best blood of Massachusetts coursed 2 


ing for, it is objected to, and there is a parsimonious and hig- 
a erepirit in regard to allowing them anything. j 

I once before on this floor took occasion to speak of this question as 
it really exists, and that is as a sectional question. New England had | 
but little share in the Mexican war. We might as well tell the truth | 
while we are going along. State after State in New England had no con- 
cern in it. ‘The State of the Senator from Massachusetts had but little | 
share in it except by purchased troops. Other States in New England | 
had not one single soldier there. ‘ . , 

| intend to advertise the country again of the fact that New England 
was op to that war and had no troops there. I will qualify that 
expression to this extent: when I say that New England had no troops 
there I do not mean literally that there was nobody there from New En- 
gland, but I domean that New England gave no support to the Mexican 
war. I mean further that I can take a map and outline the boundaries 
of this Government as it would have been if New England had had ber | 

licy. She fought Jefferson. Jefferson purchased Louisiana, with her | 
outlying, vast, and vague boundaries, and New England wanted to im- | 

ach him, James K. Polk, another Democratic President, fought the | 
war with Mexico and New England fought him. 

The results of Jefferson’s purchase are known and the results of the | 
Mexican war are known. : he 

If the policy of New England had prevailed, if the old Federal idea 
had obtained, this day and this hour I would hold up on the floor of 
the Senate the map of the United States bounded on the west by the 
Mississippi River. The Senator from Massachusetts well knows that 
fact. I challenge him to show a single instance where New England 
has ever advocated the advancement of the standard of this country 
beyond the Mississippi River. When I say that I say it with regard, so 
far as he is personally concerned, because I call to mind while saying 
it a most liberal, broad, and national letter of his last summer on the 
subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River. I do not include 
him in any criticism of the policy of the past, but I speak of the past 
as itis. If this hour the policy of the old Federal party was stamped 
upon the map of the United States it would be found as it is hung up 
in the office of the Commissioner of the Land Office, at the Department 
of the Interior. I have looked upon it, and I proclaim here that every 
step beyond, every step on the sunset side of the Father of Waters, is due 
to the spirit, policy, action, and legislation of the Democratic party, and 
in direct hostility and triumph over the policy of New England and the 
Federal party of that section. 

I find every time that the question of paying these old veterans who 
exist in a few numbers in each county in the United States except New 
England, ten or fifteen in the various counties, poor, humble, waiting— 
whenever a question arises here to do something for them, however 
small, it is encountered by that section of the country which had neither 
sympathy, action, nor men in that movement. 

I do not know that the amendment of the Senator from ‘Florida is to 
obtain to-night. I expect not. It will be obstructed in some way. I 
did not intend to advocate a single amendment to the original bill 1410 
that came here from the House, nor did I. I opposed every one of 
them. I voted against the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, which I thought very well of. I opposed the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut, which is not entirely objectionable, but I 
wanted this bill that came from the House, pure and simple, to help 
one-legged and one-armed men to pass, and so I voted against amend- 
ments that were in themselves meritorious. 

But now, inasmuch as the amendment of the Senator from Connect- 
icut has been adopted, I shall vote for one more; I shall vote for this 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. I would not vote for 
it, much as I approve of it, if the bill had not already been amended; I 
would keep it pure and clean; but whenever the question of paying the 
survivors of the Mexican war comes before the Senate I shall adhere to 
what I have heretofore said, that I shall meet this question, always 
raised on the part of New England in the interest of economy, but I 
think in the interest of an ancient policy on their part, as I have met 
it here to-night. 

Mr. HOA Mr. President, it certainly can not be the duty of any 
representative of a New England State at this period of the session and 
upon a bill like this to undertake to repel such an attack from such a 
quarter. The Senator from Indiana is as little acquainted with the his- 
tory of the Mexican war or the history of the relation of New England 
to the purchase of Louisiana, or her position with regard to the ad- 
oe of Thomas Jefferson, as a Hindoo baby on the banks of 


I the Democrats of the time of the Mexican war who are left 
will have indignation enough for the man who has permitted himself to 
say that the Massachusetts regiment in the Mexican war or the New 
Hampshire regiment commanded by Franklin Pierce in the same war 
were mercenaries. There was not a man of their number who was not 
a volunteer. The great statesman of Massachusetts, Daniel Webster, 
_ his son to the service of his country in that war. Has the Senator 

Indiana never heard of George Lincoln, who died fighting, gallantly 





resisting with his single arm four Mexicansoldiers? Has he never heard 


Has he never heard of Caleb Cushing, or Isaae H. Wright, who still 
lives? I should like to see the countenances of the soldiers of the Mexi- 
ean war of any New England State when they read the words of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. = Mr. President, there is a wonderfully easy way for 


| some people who can answer in po other way to assume a style and 


claim asuperiority that requires them not to answer, 1 have met those 
kind of people before. The last thing in my purpose is to say an en- 
pleasant word to the Senator from Massachusetts; but when he rises 


| here and says in reply to what I have stated that it is not necessary at 


this late day for a representative from New England to reply to any 
thing, that is an old style way of meeting fiets, and deceives nobody 
and imposes on nobody. It is simply the reassertion—if the Senator wil] 


| pardon me for saying it—of that political Pharisaism which sometimes 


imposes upon people, but does not impose upon me, 

Whether the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it is necessary for 
him to reply or not is forhimtodetermine. It is nothing to me whether 
he does reply or not; but when he announces with atlourish that at this 
late day it is not worth while for him to reply to a few kindly sugges 
tions that I made upon the policy of New England it becomes necessary 
for me to recall again what I said. 

The Senator, I think with some latitude of statement, informs the 
Senate that I know no more about the policy of New England in regard 
to the purchase of Louisiana than some newly born barbarian. That 
may beso. I am not here to assert my superior knowledge; | am not 
here even to criticise unkindly so sweeping a statement; but would it 
not have been better for that Senator, with his wide knowledze, his 
critical information—and I know that he has it—to have informed me 
whether I was in fact mistaken in the proposition that the Federal 
party proposed to impeach Thomas Jefferson for purchasing the Louisi 
ana territory ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was certainly mistaken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What do you say? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator I believe to be certainly mistaken in that 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the contrary I know that Iam not mistaken 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know that I am not 

Mr. HOAR. I understand —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I understand that one 
man moved the impeachment of Mr. Jefferson, for which motion on the 
yeas and nays in the House there was no vote but the vote of the mover. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Still the fact is that Jefferson’s purchase of Loui- 
siana was a measure to which New England was thoroughly hostile, and 
whether at that particular moment the proposition to impeach him re- 
ceived one or more votes it was a measure widely contemplated, as the 
Senator well knows. I am not quite so ignorant of the history of those 
times as he assumes. I do not know whether it is in good taste for one 
Senator to assume that he knows everything and another nothing, or 
not, consequently I shall not assume that I know all about that period; 
and yet I will state that the historical records bear me out in what I 
have said, that if the federal policy of New England had prevailed the 
Western map of our country now would terminate at the Mississippi 
River. That party was not and never has been in favor of the acquisi 
tion of one single inch of territory beyond what we had when the war 
of 1812 was closed. 

So far as the appearance of gentlemen in New England is concerned 
when reading my statements, I have this to say: It is a well-known 
fact, and I challenge the Senator from Massachusetts to go to the Adju- 
tant-General’s Office of the United States Army; he will there find that 
the regiment accredited to Massachusetts, commanded by Caleb Cush- 
ing (I will not speak disrespectfully of him now dead, but for whom 
while living I had no exalted respect as a soldier or civilian), was re- 
cruited in the city of New York and in a measure paid for, not all of 
them but most of them, and 25 per cent. of them deserted after they 
got to Mexico. When | interrogated the Adjutant-General why that 
enormous disgrace was put upon that regiment, I learned that it was 
because they came from the purlieus and slums of New York. That 
was the Massachusetts regiment. There were some troops there from 
New Hampshire and there were some very excellent men from Connecti- 
cut. Thomas H. Seymour was from Connecticut and General Pierce 
was from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I suppose the Senator from Indiana does not mean 
to include New Hampshire when he assails New England. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, I do not. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Because New Hampshire up to the years 1855 and’ 
1856 was a good old Democratic State, and certainly the Senator from 
Indiana would not assail the people of that State for want of patriotism 
during the Mexican war. Certainly no Democrat would assail that 
State, for New Hampshire furnished the President of the United States 
soon after, who was one of the heroes of the Mexican war. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 
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Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Indiana claim that the New 
England regiment did not behave as well at the battle of Buena Vista 
or any other as the regiment of his own State? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know of any regiment from New En- 
gland that was at Buena Vista. Does the Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. Did they not behave as well in the Mexican war? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator now on me? 

Mr. HOAR. My question was whether at the battle of Buena Vista 
or any other the New England regiment did not behave as well as the 
regiment from Indiana? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will have to know first whether the Senator can 
name any New England regiment that was at Buena Vista. 

Mr. HOAR. I am asking about the Indiana regiment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator again. He made the point 
whether I disputed that the New England regiment did not behave as 
well at Buena Vista or elsewhere as the Indiana regiment. I ask him 
to name a New England regiment that was at Buena Vista. 

Mr. HOAR. There was a New England regiment at Buena Vista, 
unless I am much mistaken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Please name the New England regiment. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not give the number of any regiment. I suppose 
the Senator can not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, yes; I can give the numbers of a good many. 

Mr. HOAR. My recollection is (perhaps I am mistaken; I will not 
undertake to be confident) that there was a regiment at Buena Vista 
which bore the name of the New England regiment and was so called, 
whose colonel perished at the head of his regiment. Will the Senator 
answer whether he claims that that regiment did not behave as well as 
the Indiana regiment at the battle of Buena Vista? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am trying to find out whether there was a New 
England regiment there. I will answer about the Indiana regiment to 
the Senator’s satisfaction. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator pardon me for an interruption ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would be glad to have it. Hereisa gentleman 
who was there. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was not at the battle of Buena Vista, but I know 
something aboutit. There wasa very gallantoflicer from New England, 
to whom I presume the Senator from Massachusetts refers. He was not 
a member of a New England regiment. He wasan oflicer of the United 
States Army, Captain Lincoln, who was killed there. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not speaking of Captain Lincoln. I referred to 
him a little while ago. He was an officer of the regular Army. 

Mr. MAXEY. He was killed there, but I haveno recollection what- 
ever of a gentleman from Massachusetts commanding a volunteer regi- 
ment there. 

Mr. HOAR. Colonel Ransom is the person I speak of. 

Mr. MAXEY. He was the commander of a brigade, a brigadier- 
general appointed by the governor, and was not in command of any 
Massachusetts regiment that I know of. I would say from memory only 
that if there was any Massachusetts regiment there I do not know of it. 
There was a battalion under Fletcher Webster, a son of Daniel Web- 
ster. 

Mr. HOAR. Fletcher Webster was not in the Mexican war. Ca 
tain Edward Webster, ason of Daniel Webster, was killed at the battle 
of Buena Vista. 

Mr. MAXEY. I simply miscalled the first name. I knew that 
there was a battalion under the command of Major Webster. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Massachusetts, with his long 
experience and his broad intercourse with the history of his State, can not 
name (I want to call attention to the fact) any troops from his State on 
that historic battlefield. So far as Indiana is concerned, I can name a 
regiment that the Senator wanted to throw an old sneer at, a regiment 
that bore the first brunt, that broke on the left wing of that army and 
received the shock of two-thirds of Santa Anna’s army, a single regi- 
ment that had been pushed out beyond where it ought to have been 
placed, and after a firing in which it lost nearly one-third of its num- 
bers it broke, and the Illinois troops broke, and ever afterward, ever 
since the battle of Buena Vista, when a member of Congress or anybody 
else wanted to relieve himself from the opprobrium of having taken no 
part whatever in the battle of Buena Vista, and having done no fighting 
and not being there at all, he commenced talking about a regiment 
from Indiana which, after being slaughtered, broke. 

If that is any comfort to Senators whose constituents were not there, 
and who can not name a roll-call of the troops, let it be so. Troops of 


Indiana were there, and they staid until by all the rules and 
of warfare they were justified in leaving the untenable position which 
they held. If the Senator from usetts is satisfied with the ex- 


hibition here to-night that he himself, one of the best historians of his 
State, could not name a soldier nor give the name of a man from his 
State who had been in that battle, until he was aided by the Senator 
from Texas, by retorting on the fact that one regiment out of three from 
Indiana was driven from their position on that bloody and terrible day, 
he may have what comfort he can take out of that matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that the Senator seems to be as forgetful 





of the history of this debate as he seems to me to be forgetful of the 

istory of his country in many I named the New England 
men and the Massachusetts men who took part in that war, every per- 
son who has been named in this debate, without any suggestion from 
the Senator from Texas or anybody else. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think the Recorp will not bear the Senator 
out in that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I had stated the fact that Mr. Webster had given his 
son to the service of his country, who died in that war. I alluded to 
George Lincoln, to Burbank, to Franklin Pierce, of New Hampshire 
to Ransom, of Vermont. The Senator from Texas spoke, and by a very 
natural slip of the tongue, of Major Fletcher Webster, and I called js 
attention to the fact that it was not Fletcher but Edward Webster. 

Mr. MAXEY. I corrected it immediately, I willsay. It was simp! y 
a mistake of the Christian name. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; but I had referred to that officer before the 
Senator from Texas rose. 

Mr. MAXEY. I did not hear it. 
time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think very likely if the Senator will hold the 

floor a little longer we shall have it proved that New England fought 
the Mexican war; and if so, I shall expect the New England Senators 
to take care of the veterans of that war. Still that would not be his- 
torically true. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Ido not wish to prolong this diseus- 
sion. It is undoubtedly true, which no man desires to forget, to con- 
ceal, or to iate, that a very large portion of my own State—I will not 
speak for the States of Maine and New Hampshire, which I think were 
Democratic States at that time, so that the Senator’s grouping together 
of the New England States is historically unfortunate—that the people 
of Massachusetts believed then and believe now that the Mexican war 
was a war undertaken by this country, a strong power against a weak 
power, when we were in the wrong, and that the motive of it was to 
extend the area of slavery and to obtain new slave territory; and for 
that reason they resisted it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, Tam not inclined at this, as I have 
never been at any time, to indulge in anything which partakes of the 
nature of sectional bickering, and I could I think appeal to the Senator 
from Indiana himself for the vindication of New England against the 
unjust aspersions which he has cast upon her. 

So far as my own State is concerned, it is true of her sons as it is true 
of the sons not only of New England but of Indiana and of the whole 
country, that their blood has mingled in the turf on every battle-field 
where American soldiers have fought for their country. 

But, sir, Ido not propose that this debate, bearing directly upon a 
very important bill, which concerns the interests of the soldiers of the 
entire land, shall be turned aside and shall be dwarfed and belittled by 
this unnatural bickering which has been brought into it. I rose as | 
thought, if.I know my own motives, impelled by a just and generous 
sentiment toward the veterans, a majority of whom, it is true, reside in 
the South; but they are not an unknown nor are they an infinitesimal 
quantity among the citizens of my own State. One President of the 
United States won a reputation for gallantry upon the battleficlds of 
Mexico, and all the way from Vera Cruz to the capture of the capital 
of that republic he was as conspicuous as any man in the discharge of 
his duty. I am anxious for one that the Mexican war soldier, in his 
old age and in his poverty and under circumstances which we have 
never considered in dealing with the soldiers of any other war, should 
be favorably considered. I would give him his $8 a month. I would 
give him more if he needed it. I would give him everything that his 
necessities required, whether it is $8 or $50 per month; but of the sol- 
diers of the Revolution, of theeoldiers of the war of 1812, of the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war, so far as they have already shared in the 
generosity of that country which they have made so great, of the soldiers 
in the last war, not one is receiving & pension from the country unless 
it be for disability. Never toasingle one of them has there been a prop- 
osition so generous as that which I suggested, which was to give to the 
Mexican soldier the necessary sustenance in his poverty and his age. 

The Senator calls that unjust, and he sneers at it as a sort of nutmeg 
New England economy. He himself ought to be ashamed of what he 
said in reference to my own State and my own proposition in this de- 
bate. Sir, I would give to the Mexican soldier at the South and to 
the Mexican soldier at the North his sustenance if he needs help from 
his country. Although the question and the proposition of the Senator 
from Florida was precisely that P ition, I asked that it might be 
modified in such a way as to meet the scruples that any patriot must 
feel, that any Southern patriot must feel, no matter what his course 
might have on during the recent rebellion, that he should now when 
he comes to partake of the munificence of the Government if there 
is a question about his past loyalty settle that question by the oath of 
all Any man who loves his country, any man who has sacri- 
ficed what these Mexican veterans have in former time in her defense, 
will not hesitate to asseverate when he es of the bounty of the 
Government he has made so great that he is to-day its supporter. 

It is a mere question of fact. It is necessary that some condition of 
this kind should be imposed, and it is the simplest possible. I think 


I was not in the Chamber at the 
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that the Senator from Florida and the other Senators who are by him 
in their readiness to accept this amendment exhibited a proper appre- 
ciation of the situation, and with that simple addendum to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida I shall be very glad to vote for it, and 
so far from it being an incumbrance to this bill, which seems to be 
apprehended on this side of the Chamber, I say to you, Mr. President, 
that this addition to the bill would be not only an act of justice and 
generosity but it would be, as I believe, the very thing that would 
carry this to a happy conclusion not only in this Chamber but in the 
other, and insure for it the signature of the President of the United 
States. 
oeTne PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire as offering the suggestion he made as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did so, and I understood it was ruled out because 
the roll-call had commenced, but there has been a very lengthy debate 
going on since then and I do not understand why we can debate this 
business by the hour if I can not offer an amendment. 

Mr. CALL. If it is in order, I will accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida can not ac- 
cept the amendment or modify his own, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered on the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I move this asan amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisin order as an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. The question then is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
nent proposed by the Senator from Florida, which will be read. 

Yhe ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment 
the following: 

Provided, Such soldier shall be in needy circumstances and shall take an oath 
o! allegiance to the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am in favor of the passage of the bill providing for 
an increase of pensions applicable to the particular class to which it 
applies. As I said once before to-day, I prefer the House bill to the 
amendment, but the amendment has been adopted by the Senate, and 
I shall now vote for it, but I shall not vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida for this reason, if no other: without giving any 
expression of opinion as to whether I would vote for it as a separate bill 
or not, I shall vote against it here because I do not deem it necessary. 

To give my opinion upon this subject at this time, having been a 
Mexican soldier myself, may not be very proper for me to do; but my 
judgment is that if the amendment of the Senator from Florida is 
adopted that is the end of this bill. It will not pass the House with 
that amendment, and it ought not to pass with that amendment at this 
time, for the reason that the amendment has not properly been con- 
sidered, and it makes no distinction whatever in reference to grades or 
anything else, but simply gives so much money to each soldier who 
served in the Mexican war. I do not think sufficient consideration 
has been given to it for it to be adopted at this late hour of the session, 
aud I hope it will not be for that reason, that I believe it will be the 
end of this bill, that it will be such a weight upon it as will carry it 
down, and I do not want to see that done. I want to see the bill pass, 
and let the House agree to it and increase these pensions for a certain 
specified class. 

A proposition of this kind, that is merely for one peculiar class of sol- 
diers, crippled, with legs off, arms off, eyes out, or anything of that kind, 
it is very inappropriate to amend by adding a general bill legislating upon 
the subject of pensions as applicable to any war or any general class of 
soldiers without its being applicable to this particular class. I do not 
think it ought to be adopted, and for that reason I shall vote against it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not desire to discuss this question. I simply 
want to say that the bill to which this is proposed as an amendment is 
4 bill which relates to the rates of pension to pensioners who are now 
entitled under the existing law; and without expressing any opinion 
upon the justice or merits of the pensioning of the survivors of the Mex- 
ican war, I shall vote against this amendment, as I would vote against 

any amendment to pension any other class of soldiers not already pen- 
sioned. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Now, Mr. President, is it not possible for us to have 
avote? [‘‘Question!’’ ‘‘Question!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAir] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida [ Mr. rnp j 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

ed to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer}. 

Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], unless my vote is required 
to make a quorum. 


Tam paired with the 
I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 





Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called) 
the Senater from Virginia [Mr. Jonmnsron]. 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I desire to announce that 
my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. PENDLETON]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHeErson]}. I do not know how he 
would vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE}. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
CAMERON ]. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
Jones, of Florida] with the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

Mr. BARROW. My colleague [Mr. Brown] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMmB]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from lowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON]. Ido not see him in his seat. 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] is paired with the Senator trom Mary- 
land [Mr. GoRMAN], who is absent. If there be no objection to trans- 
ferring the pairs to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], the Senator from Rhode Island 
and myself, being present, will vote. 

Mr. GROOME. That will be satisfactory to my colleague. 

Mr. CALL. I announced the pair of my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Florida] with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I understand 
that it has been transferred to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difference which one the 
Senator trom Iowa is paired with. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
to pair my pair with his pair so that we can both vote; and therefore 
I vote ‘‘yea,”’ 


Mr. JACKSON. 


$$$ ae 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, | 


I am. paired with the 


Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 


I vode ** yea’? 


Mr. KELLOGG. For the purpose of making « quorum I vote 
** nay.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 32; as follows 

YEAS—8 
Anthony, Call, Davis of 11}, Plumb, 
Blair, Conger, lloar, Rollins 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Harris, MeDill, Piatt, 
Barrow, Harrison, McMillan, Pugh, 
Bayard, Hill, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Coke, Jackson, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Edmunds, Jonas, Mitchell, Test, 
Garland, Kellogg, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Groome, Lapham, Morrill, Walker 
ABSENT—36. 

Allison, Fair, Hawley, Ransom, 
Beck, Farley, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Butler, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Camden, George, Lamar, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Logan, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Hale, Mahone, Williams, 
Dawes, Hampton, Pendleton, Windom 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I should vote 
*“yea.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 
“pay. * 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. PENDLETON’S name was called). My col 
league [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEn- 
DLETON ]. If he were here, I have no doubt my colleague would vote 
““nay.”’ 

The roll-call was eoncluded. 

Mr. SLATER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPnerson]. I donot know how he would vote, but 
if he were present, I should vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. BECK. Iam paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. HALE]. I would vote ‘‘yea”’ if he were here. 

Mr. GEORGE (atter having voted in the affirmative). I voted inad- 
vertently. Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAm- 
ERON}. I withdraw my vote. I would vote ‘‘yea”’ if he were here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘To-day, while we were considering a bill in the 
Appropriations Committee, I was paired @ the Senator from lowa 


[am paired with the Sen- 
Were he here, I should vote 


1 understand the Senator from | 


I understand the Senator from Missouri proposes 
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[Mr. ALLISON], and left the room without saying anything further. I 
understand my colleague has paired him with the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. Jones]. That being so, 1 am of course unpaired, and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. lam authorized to vote to make a quorum. I vote 
*‘nay.”” 

Mr. JACKSON. In order to make a quorum I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] to his pair, 
80 that I can vote to make a quorum? 

Mr. LOGAN. Provided you vote the same way I will, I have no 
objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
with whom I am paired would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here. I shall 
vote for the purpose of making a quorum, but I do not vote if it is not 
necessary. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Barrow, George, Jonas, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Groome, Miller of Cal., Walker. 
Coke, Harris, Morgan, 
Garland, Jackson, Pugh, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Harrison, MeDill, Rollins, 
Blair, Ilill, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of. N. Y., Sewell, 
Davis of Il1., Ingalls, Mitchell, erman. 
Dawes, Lapham, Platt, 
Edmunds, Logan, Plumb, 

ABSENT—36. 

Allison, Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Ransom, 
Anthony, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Beck, Ferry, Kellogg, Slater, 
Brown, Frye, Lamar, Tabor, 
Butler, Grover McPherson, Vance, 
Camden, Hale, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Morrill, Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Pendleton, Windom. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GEORGE. I offer the following amendment: 
Src. —. That a pension of $8 a month be, and the same is hereby, granted to 


evety surviving soldier of the United States who served for three months or 


longer in the last war between the United States and Mexico, and who was hon- 
orably discharged from said service: Provided, This section shall not apply to 
— | = surviving soldier who has means of support without resorting to man- 
ua "a 


If the Senate is ready to vote, I will not say anything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]}. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend that amendment by adding at the end 
of the proviso: 

And who labors under the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I appeal to my friend from Mississippi and 
to everybody else not to raise this Mexican question and this disability 
question on this matter of providing for people who we know are 
specially and destructively disabled? Let the two things stand by 
themselves and let us at the next session take up the Mexican bill and 
dispose of it one way or the other; but do not let us leave these people 
without legs and arms, &c., without a little additional provision for 
their comfort in our squabbles and discontents over this insoluble prob- 
lem that we have discussed so long, insoluble in this way by way of 
particularamendments. I do to my friend from Mississippi and 
to everybody else to just leave simple bill about one class—not all 
classes of the soldiers of the late war but one particular class—who have 
to the eye been disabled so that it is not a question that there can be 
any fraud or deceit about. Let us provide for them and not hang up 
their hopes and their lives, their needs and necessities on these other 
disputed questions. 

Mr. GEORGE. Tothe appealof the Senator from Vermont I would 
respond very readily if I could. Nearly a year ago I had the honor of 

ing a resolution embracing the substance of the amendment I have 
just offered, directing the Committee on Pensions to report. bill allow- 
ing a pension to indigent soldiers of the Mexican war. That resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions and there that resolution has 
slept tothisday. The committee has taken noaction. The Congress is 
about to expire, and now I want to appeal to the Senator from Vermont 
and to every other Senator upon that side of the Chamber to vote for the 
amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. President, if you will but remember the date of the Mexican 
war you will call to mind that there can be but few of the survivors 
of that war who are under 60 of age, and most of them are older 
than that. This amendment which I have had the honor to offer only 
ere oer to those who are compelled to labor with their 

for —— It embraces no property-holders and no profes- 
sional men. It proposesa boon only to those being over 60 years of age 
who are compelled to resort to manual labor in order to procure the 
means of subsistence. 

Now, Mr. President, tM@the survivors of an army which rendered 


such signal service to this country as the soldiers of the-United States in 
the Mexican war, to the survivors, I say, of such an army, now standin 
almost _ the verge of the grave, destitute of property, destitute of 
friends who have property, at that period of life when men are incapable of 
pursuing manual labor with comfort or success, something is due from the 
American Congress; and ought we not when we take into consideration, 
these facts to vote cheerfully for the small pittance proposed in the 
amendment I have offered? No man who has the means of supporting 
animal existence independent of his own labor gets any benefit: no 
man who has the means of supporting existence by the exercise of 
his talent as a professional man can get any benefit from the amend- 
ment. The benefit goes solely to those who in their old age and beiny 
without property are compelled to resort to hard labor for a subsist- 
ence. 

I desire to say a word or two more on this subject. Many of these 
soldiers reside in the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
on this floor. I knowthem. I meet them occasionally. We have lit- 
tle conventions or meetings in which we exchange views about this 
question and aboutothers. I see the men there who held up the flag of 
this country in that war; they come to those meetings bearing every 
evidence of poverty. They write to me, many of them, they appeal to 
me to press their claims so that they may have a few of the comforts of 
life in their declining years. 

Mr. President, the soldiers of the Union Army in the last war de- 
serve, I admit, the gratitude and bounty of the Government. Iam will- 
ing so far as I am concerned, though I was on the other side, to vote 
them liberal pensions. But it has been objected to this that we ought 
not to associate the two together. I think we ought, for however much 
honor the Union soldier may have deserved for his services in the late 
civil war he can deserve no higher honor than the soldier who upheld 
our flag in the Mexican war. Most of these soldiers reside in the sec- 
tion of country from which I come. From causes not necessary for me 
now to relate, it is well known that the people of those States are not 
in that condition of affluence which enables them to dispense charity 
with a bounteous hand to those who need it, nor to the extent which the 
more favored section of the country can extend it. These men are poor; 
nine out of every ten of them are poor; they are needy. Their neigh- 
bors, charitable, kind, and generous as they may be, are most of them 
in that hard condition which prevents them extending a generous help- 
ing hand. SolI appeal to the Senator from Vermont, as the bill has 
already been amended and as it must go back tothe House, to allow 
this amendment to be passed, and thereby at this late day to extend to 
these veterans in poverty, as they are, some little of the bounty of the 
Government whose honor and interest they so well and so bravely sus- 
tained in a foreign land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the philosophy of my friend from 
Mississippi as to the nature of his amendment does not quite agree with 
mine. I do not know any reason why a professional man who is desti- 
tute and who served his country should be excluded from the benefit of 
his country’s gratitude, while the man who is not a professional man 
should receive it. That is not the way to tempt professional people and 
mercantile people, and all the other body of people except day laborers, 
to uphold the flag of their country. The amendment itself, therefore, 
if it means what my friend thinks it does, proceeds upon a false theory, 
in my view. But no matter for that, I do not want to take up time 
about that. 

The difference between the case we have in hand, the men whose 
legs and arms are gone, and the case the Senator from Mississippi states 
is this: In this case we know that these yr or are in their present 
condition in consequence of their service; indigent survivors of the 
Mexican war who do not already have pensions for disability incurred 
in the line of duty are indigent, are sick, or in treuble, not because 
they were soldiers of the United States, but because like the rest of 
mankind they are subject to the ihfirmities of human nature and to 
the changes and chances of this mortal life. I do not mean to say that 
that is not a reason why our gratitude should be applied to them, but 
I say it marks a clear distinction that we t to observe—unless we 
mean to destroy this bill for the benefit of whose legs and arms 
are gone, which I can not impute to the Senator from Mississippi, a «is- 
tinction that we ought to observe and not embarrass one thing that we 
all agree about I hope, by another that is not so clear. 

Now when you come to the question of pensioning people who have 
served their country in war because are now in need, what differ- 
ence do years make? Why should not soldier of the Union of 1861 
to 1865 who is now indigent, and in trouble and distress, be just as 
much entitled to the gratitude of his country as the soldier of the 
Mexican war who is now indigent and in trouble and distress, I should 
like to know. I am unable to see that time has anything to do with 
that question. I should be glad to have somebody explain how it can 
have. 

We did pension all the survivors of the Revolutionary war fifty or 
sixty years because they, like a great many other things 
that happened at that time, aslong periods of years went on, became 
mere monuments of national glory, a few people scattered here and 





there that the country was able and glad to decorate them with this 
honor, as well as to provide for them in their old age. 
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Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator from Vermont will it me, I will 
state that my recollection is, though I speak entirely from memory, 
that about the year 1817, during the first administration of Mr. Mon- 
roe, a bill was passed granting pensions to the soldiers of the Revolu- 
tionary war who were needy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be and it might have been passed, upon 
the principle that my friend from Mississippi proposes, in the year 1789, 
when the Constitution was adopted just as well, because if we owe any- 
thing in the way of duty or gratitude to the soldiers of the Republic 
who came out of the war as well as they went in—and I agree that we 
do as far as we are able to do it—we owe it not in respect of the lapse 
of time that has occurred after they came out of the war, but in respect 
of the necessity that they happen to be in; and therefore I repeat that 
in my opinion there is no distinction in principle between providing 
for the indigent soldiers of the war for the Union, if I may call it so— 
others call it the war between the States, the civil war, and so on— 
there is no distinction in principle that can be made between the Mex- 
ican soldiers and the soldiers of 1861-’65, if you put it on the ground 
of necessity. But I say in either case that the question that is before 
the Senate on this House bill as amended is an entirely different one 
from the one proposed by the Senator from Mississippi, and if I did not 
know his patriotic impulses I should suspect that the effect might be 
(as I am afraid it may be, though the purpose may be a legitimate and 
parliamentary purpose), to destroy this measure for the people who 
stand before our eyes, maimed for all their lives in the service of their 
country to have this little addition to their support, by getting up a 
question of this kind. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It seems to me, Mr. President, that everybody 
else in this country gets a pension except the soldiers of the Mexican 
war. Wehavebeen giving pensions until our pension-list now amounts 
to over $100,000,000 per annum, but I donotcomplain of it. I wish the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps] had not gone out because I want 
to answer the question he asked as to what was the difference in principle 
upon which thesoldiers of the Mexican war were to be pensioned and the 
soldiersof the late warnot; why wasit that a soldier was entitled toa pen- 
sion any more than a civilian, than a professional man? The principle 
of the whole thing in our Republic is this: We have no large standing 
army; our policy is to rely upon our citizen soldiery when an emergency 
comes for the defense of the country; we keep up no hundred thousand 
or five hundred thousand soldiers as they do in the despotisms of Eu- 
rope. We go upon the idea that we must be dependent upon our citi- 
zen soldiery rather than to be dependent on a great standing army. 
That is the principle on which the whole thing rests. 

Our Government says to its citizens when war comes, ‘‘ Enlist, volun- 
twer, take the flag of your country and carry it in triumph, and when 
you have grown old and become infirm the country will see that you 
are kept out of the poor-house, that you are kept off from public char- 
ity."’ We find it cheaper to do this than it is to keep up a large stand- 
ing army of 500,000 or 600,000 men, as governments with much fewer 
people than we have do. We have in this country to-day a standing 
army of less than 25,000 men, and there is not a kingdom in Europe 
of half our population that has not an army of twenty times that size. 
That is the difference. 

Everybody else can be pensioned, black, white, and red men, all but 
the Mexican soldiers, the very men whose blood and toil have brought 
into this Union vast possessions covering a million square miles of terri- 
wes up our country from ocean to ocean, giving us 1,250 miles 
of Pacific seacoast, bringing to this country all the vast extent of ter- 
ritory from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean with all its wealth 

of gold and silver and other precious metals. All this has come from 
the toil of those old veterans of the Mexican war who are rapidly pass- 
ing away. 

Ah, Mr. President, if these men resided now in New England the 
Senatorfrom Vermont would long ago have had them upon the pension- 
roll. It is because they come from a country that is opposed to the Re- 
publican party that these men have been neglected. Gentlemen's sym- 
pathies move out for all other soldiers. You have a bill before you to- 
day that in my judgment will add $60,000,000 the first year to the 
taxes of this country; there is no doubt in my mind about it; and yet 
Senators hesitate to put upon the pension-roll a few old men the sum 
total of whose pensions will not amount toa million and a half a year. 
Where is the consistency? Where is the reason? It is because these 
men happen to reside West and South and not in New England. The 
country believes that. 

I have just come into the Senate Chamber and I do not understand 
exactly the condition of the question, except as I caught it from the 
two speeches made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr] and 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], but I understand the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Mississippi is only to put upon the pension- 
roll those indigent soldiers who make oath themselves and substantiate 
it by other proof that they are unable to support themselves. Is that 
the ition, I ask the Senator from Mississippi ? 

tr. GEORGE. The proposition is to put on the roll only those who 
have not the means of acquiring subsis*ence except by manual labor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Have they got to swear to that? 
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Mr. GEORGE. I suppose some regulation will be made by the Pen- 
sion Office to ascertain the fact. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As a Mexican soldier myself I scorn any such pen- 
sion as that. Put them on the roll as you put the soldiers of the Revo 
lution, put them on the roll as you put the soldiers of the war of 1812, 
and do not insult the Mexican soldier by making him swear that he is 
a pauper. No man likes todo that. Let him believe that this pension 
is an honor from his Government and that it is not a pittance of charity 
Why, sir, we go to our friends and our kindred for charity; we go to 
our Government for justice. 

I never can talk about this subject without being carried off. 1 feel 
that these men have been treated with the grossest injustice possible. 
Here we are paying to the Union Soldiers of the Republic $100,000,000 
a year; here is a bill before you proposing to increase that $50,000,000 
more per year. I care not what the tables or estimates may have made 
it; no man can convince me that if the bill before the Senate becomes a 
law your pension-list will not be swelled to $50,000,000 more than it is 
to-day. How? The bill provides that every man who shall have lost 
a hand or lost a foot in the war shall have his pension increased to $40 
a month, and that every other man who has received an injury equiva- 
lent thereto shall have his pension increased in the same ratio. Can 
anybody tell me that it is possible fora man toreceive a gunshot wound 
in his body that so disables him as to entitle him to be put on the pen- 
sion-roll at all, that he will not have incurred a disability equal to the 
loss of a hand or the loss of a foot? I have seen a man’s hand taken off 
successfully and his foot taken off successfully and he be as stout as he 
was before; but shoot him through the hip, or through the shoulder, 
and he is disabled. What difficulty is there in getting a doctor to cer- 
tify thata fellow who has varicose veins, who has chronic diarrhaa trom 
bad food, who has a stiff elbow from a shot in his arm, or a stiff knee 
from a shot in his leg, has a disability equal to the loss of a hand or x 
foot? It is perfectly apparent. 

We have nearly 300,000 men already on the pension-roll, and 200,000 
more applying for pensions. Hlow many of these men will be put under 
this equivalent-disability clause on the roll at a pension of 40a month ? 
Not less than 200,000. It is awide door open to plundering the Treas 
ury; and let me say to my Republican friends that there are two par 
ties to this question; there are other people in this country besides the 
soldiers; there are the tax-payersas well assoldiers to be pensioned, and 
beware how you arouse and stir up these people against this system, 
which I think is just, equitable, and proper, lest you may stir them up 
to destroy the entire system. What would you destroy it for? Do 
you want to squander the public money? Do you want to induce the 
necessity of a higher tariff, higher taxes upon foreign imports, higher 
taxes upon internal products? Do you want to tax tobacco higher, to 
tax whisky higher? Do you want to put a higher tax upon foreign 
F wools, upon iron, upon everything that people consume? 

Oh, Mr. President, let me warn the Senate tiiat there is a day of reck- 
oning not far off when they will be called to an accountability for what 
they are doing. How does all this happen? Why in such a hurry 
when we have been asked to reduce taxation? Are you now for in- 
creasingit? Whyisthat? If youaresoready to increase it $50,000,000 
or $100,000,000 a year for the young soldiers of the Republic, why can 
you not allow a few old fellows, totiering on to the grave, whose whole 
pension would not amount to over a million and a half a year, to have 
the benefit of it? I made an estimate a year or two ago when we dis- 
cussed this question; I had no idea it was coming up to-night, and was 
absent only an hour from the Senate, when I came back; but then we 
were just in the midst of this question. If there ever was a class of 
men on this continent who deserve recognition at the hands of their 
Government it is these Mexican soldiers. Twenty-six sovereign State 
Legislatures have instructed their Senators to vote for putting them on 
the pension-roll. Where are the fifty-two members answering to those 
instructions? What will you say to the people when you go home? 
That you have refused to obey their instructions? 

I want these men put upon the pension-roll; I want them put on 
fairly and squarely. I do not want them put upon that roll in a man- 
ner that will humiliate and degrade the soldier in his own estimation. 
I donot want him to take an oath that he is a pauper and a fit subject 
for the poor-house. Uphold his pride and manliness; cheer the old 
man’s declining years as he goes tottering down to the grave with the 
ideaat last that heis honored by his country, that this is a boon, agrace 
from his Government, and is not an act of charity. That is the last 
thing a man in this life wants—charity even from a friend or from his 
government. These men are proud and gallant men who caught the flag 
of theircountry in the hour of its peril thirty-seven years ago, and carried 
itin triumph through the burning plains of Mexico and placed it upon 
the hallsot the Montezumas. It was the first foreign warthis country 
ever had; it was the first war in which this country demonstrated its 
capacity for warlike operations. Before that war we had no reputation 
among the nations of Europeas a warlike people, but that demonstrated 
the factthat freedom made men brave and courage made them warlike, 
and the skill of our generals and the valor of our troops in that war 





stamped this nation as the foremost military nation upon the face of 
God's earth. The glory and the honor that war brought to this coun- 
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try is worthmuch. Ah, Mr. President, the glories that were achieved 
by the Mexican soldiers were notdimmed by one single drop of fraternal 


blood; all were won in the common cause of a common country; and | 


as the few remainingold men yet among us move on toward the bourn, 
as they cross the silent river to the camp beyond it, let us cheer them 
on their way, for they are dropping out day by day, and their graves, like 
milestones, mark their march to the end of all things. 

I had hoped that this Congress would ere this have granted a pension 
to these men as it did to the Revolutionary soldiers and the soldiers of 
1812; and when the soldiers of the late war have grown as old as these 
men, then let us take them up and pension them too; but the other 
soldiers have the start by sixteen or twenty years, and I know myself 
that nine out of ten are indigent. I do not know in all my State of 
fifty men who are in independent circumstances who served in the 
Mexican war. We know that the men who go to war, the men who 


rush out at the tap of the drum or the sound of the bugle, and who | 


seize their country’s banner and march to the field of battle, are not the 
most thrifty fellows who make money at home. That class of men stay 
at home and hire substitutes, but the gallant, the brave-hearted, the 
magnanimous young fellow takes the banner of his country and marches 
tothe field irrespective of consequences, and allof us know that these men 
are not frugal as a general thing, and most of them are necessarily poor. 

However, I am sorry that this proposition is not in a more satisfac- 
tory shape to me. I feel that while there is great necessity for pension- 
ing even the poor, it is an insult to them all to put it upon the ground 
that they are objects of charity and not because of merit. Recognize 
their services, and do not bestow charity. That is the point of the whole 
thing. 

I teel perfectly assured that if a majority of these soldiers had be- 
longed to New England, they would long since have been pensioned, 
for New England always takes care of her people of all sorts, her sol- 
diers and her laboring people and her manufacturers and her capital- 
ists. She is careful about them; she is kind; she goes upon the idea 
that charity begins at home and that a man who takes not care of his 
own household is worse than an infidel or any other demon on the face 
of the earth. 

Now, let us put all these men on the pension-roll, as you ought to 
have done longago. It has been done by this body three times. I saw 
it done on the floor of the Senate before I took my seat, by an almost 
unanimous vote, but it was reconsidered and voted down the next day. 

What defense can you give to the country; what reply can you make 
to your Legislatures who have instructed you, Senators, for I know that 
twenty-six States have instructed you; what reply can you make to the 
demands that have come from these old soldiers now for more than ten 
years? 

I feel in great difficulty about this proposition, because with due re- 
spect to my friend from Mississippi I think that his proposition wiil 
leave out a large class of men whose pride is too great to allow them 
to come up and swear that they are paupers. It is shameful to make 
these poor old men take that oath, for if there is anything that a man 
hates to do it is to take an oath that he is a pauper. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky, had he 
been present in the Senate and paid attention to what has transpired 
here within the last two hours, would have been saved from the neces- 
aity of delivering the very extraordinary speech he has just made, con- 
sidering the circumstances under which he spoke. 

In the first place, he would have known that the Senate, by a very 
decided majority, had voted down an amendment pensioning the Mexi- 
can soldiers, every one of them, those who are able to live without it 
and those who are not able to live without it. He would have found 
that out. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator will allow me to state that I had 
just come in and I did not know the Senate had voted down any propo- 
sition of that sort. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand since my remarks that the Senator 
from Massachusetts has offered-an amendment which I did not under- 
stand either, and I want to have a response to that when the Senator 
gets through. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator’s speech could not have been made if 
he had known the situation before the Senate. 

| offered my amendment not as an original proposition, not as con- 
taining the measure of what I thought was due tothe Mexican soidiers, 
but because, as the Senator from Kentucky would have learned if he 
had been present, the proposition to pension all having been voted down, 
it was stated by one or two Senators on the other side who voted against 
that general proposition that they would vote for a proposition of this 
sort. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that when the Senate of the United 
States, by a decided majority, refuses to pension all the Mexican sol- 
diers, it is an insult to those who are compelled after they have arrived 
at the age of 60 years to work for a living to offer them a little helpin 
their old age. The Senator from Kentucky is very easily insulted. I 
have heard no such sentiment from the Mexican soldiers whom I rep- 
resent. It is true they all demand that there shall be a general recog- 
nition of their services, but none except the Senator from Kentucky, 


so far as I know, will refuse to accord it to those who are unable to live 
without manual labor because we can not give aid also to the wealthy. 
__ Again, Mr. President, the Senator says that the amendment requires 
| the recipients of this bounty or of this pension to take a pauper’s oath. 
| There is nothing of that sort in the amendment, no requirement of the 
| kind, I suppose that the ministers of the law, the pension agents, w j}| 
| formulate rules by which the condition of the soldier will be ascertained 
| without exacting from him any degrading confession. If the Senator 
| had heard the amendment read he could not have made the remarks 
which he made upon that question. 

Again, if the Senator had been present when the Senator from Texas, 
who sits before me [Mr. MAXEy], interrupted the Senator from Ver- 
mont he would have learned another fact of which he is entirely igno- 
| rant, and thatis that the soldiers of the Revolutionary war were insulted, 
| according to his theory, in thesame way by the statesmen of this country 

who lived and carried on our affairs during the administration of Mr. 
Monroe; for this amendment is almost literally copied from the first bi}] 
that was ever passed by the American Congress to pension the soldiers 
of the Revolutionary war, other than those who had received disali)i- 
ties in the war. So the Senator’s sensibilities bring him in contact not 
only with an humble individual like myself, but with the fathers of the 
Republie who were making provision for the men who had won our in- 
dependence. Certainly if there were any men in the world who deserved 
not to be insulted they were the soldiers who in the seven long years 
of the Revolutionary war bore the brunt of battle, half-fed, half-clad, 
fighting against enormous odds, following Washington in the darkness 
and gloom, spending that horrible winter at Valley Forge, but they did 
not deem themselves insulted, nor did the statesmen who lived in that 
early era of our Government feel that they were insulting them, by giv- 
ing to those who were unable to earn their subsistence except by manua} 
labor a pension from the Treasury of the Government. 

This is nota matter of sentiment; it isa business transaction. Here 
are these men, as the Senator from Kentucky says himself, nine out of 
every ten of them poor, compelled to labor for a living; here is a state- 
ment made by more than one Senator on the other side, who voted down 
the amendment to pension all, to vote for a proposition something like 
this; and shall we, after we have testified by our votes—the Senator 
did not, because he was not here—after we have given evidence by our 
votes of what we thought they deserved, a pension to all—shall we now, 
failing in that, turn to the poor laboring survivors of the Mexican war 
who have not the means of subsistence except by hard toil, and say, 
“We could have got this boon for you, but we would not insult you 
by giving it to you unless we included within the bounty the rich who 
did not need it?’’ That is the Senator’s position. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to do for these poor men the best that 
can be done for them. I do not propose to turn these poor laboring 
soldiers of the Mexican war from the doors of the Treasury of the United 
States because Iam unwilling to give them their due unless at the 
same time I can give somebody else what I think is due him. 

Mr. President, a word in reply to the Senator from Vermont. He 
seems to think that this is an unusual proceeding to give pensions to 
soldiers who had not been disabled in the Army in the service of the 
country; yet he was informed by the Senator from Texas that about 
the year 1817 the Congress of the United States had set a precedent for 
what we now ask you to do for the Mexican soldiers, and to give the 
bounty alone to those who are compelled to earn their living by man- 
ual labor. The Senator from Vermont seems to think there was just 
as much reason for pensioning the professional man and the man who 
is able to live without any exertion of any sortas to pension the laborer. 
That may be true in one sense, but still we have precedent for doing 
what we are doing, and we have the vote of the Senate declining by a 
very decided majority to pension all without reference to their condi- 
tion in life who served in the Mexican war. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the amendment which I have offered wil! 
prevail. It is not all I want. I have voted this night for more; I will 
do itagain; but I see no chance to get any more. When but little isin 
sight, I will take whatever chance I may for it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have no intention of making a speech 
on this question. I have heretofore at former sessions of Congress placed 
upon record the views I have in respect to the main question of pen- 
sioning the soldiers of the Mexican war. Those reasons I do not care 
at this time to repeat; but simply as to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi, I desire to say that I do not look upon it as the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky does. He was in the Mexican war, 
and he thinks it an insult to those men who are needy, whoare not able 
to earn their living to call on the Government to help them, and that to 
take an oath in respect to their inability would be the pauper’s oath and 
aninsulttothem. The Senator from Mississippi, whom I honor for hav- 
ing offered the amendment, was a member of the gallant Mississippi 
Rifles, and there was not a better regiment ever went to Mexico than 
that regiment, nor any one which did more gallant or efficient service 
for the flag of the Union than that regiment. 

This does not propose to give a pension to any man who is capable of 
making hisown living. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
does not need anything; the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], who was 








in that war, needs nothing; the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorcr} 
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needs no aid, nor doI. I know of no other four here, nor does this 
amendment make any provision for any of us, and so long as I am able 
to earn my living by the sweat of my face I want no aid from any gov- 
ernment; but I do know that there are men all over the State which I 
have the honor in part torepresent who thirty-seven years ago marched 
out under the flag of the Union, full of life, full of hope, full of promise, 
and I know that many of those men who thirty-seven years ago fought 
the battles of their country under the flag of the Union upon a fereign 
soil to the acquisition of the grandest empire ever added to any coun- 
try, are to-day old and needy, and it is for them that the Senator from 
Mississippi enters his plea, and I join him and second him in entering 
that plea; not that I want anything; not that any Senator here who 
served in that war wants anything; but there is and there ought to bea | 
fellow-feeling among soldiers who served in the same war and under | 
the same flag. If they were true to the flag of their country there isa 
fellow-feeling; and I do feel for those men whom I sec around me who 
were in that Mexican war and who to-day are needy. I do not want 
to see them go to the poor-house; I do not want them to become the 
objects of private charity; and because I do believe they have an equi- 
table appeal to the charity of this Government, I say this amendment 
ought to pass, and it extends to that class and to that class only. 

In my own State, unlike perhaps the condition represented by the 
Senator from Kentucky, there are many men who were in the Mexican | 
war who to-day are in a comfortable condition; they have made them- | 
selves so by their own exertions; but there are others, honest and true | 
men, now old, many of them decrepit, helpless, who need this little 
pittance of $8 a month, and if thisGovernment is the generous and char- 
itable government that it ought to be, it seems to me this aid ought to be 
extended. ' 

But, says the Senator from Vermont, this ought not to interfere with 
those who lost an arm or a leg in the late war and are therefore rendered 
unfit to earn theirliving. Sir, these men by reason of age, decrepitude, 
and many of them by reason of exposure in the Mexican war have been 
brought to that condition of decrepitude where they are not able to 
earn their living. Therefore there is a parallel between the cases. 
Wherever these men may live, whether in the bleak snows of Maine or 
of New Hampshire or down in the sunny land where I reside, it makes 
no difference. I believe that the soldiers who fought under the flag of 
the Union in the late war, if the question were submitted to them, 
would say that these gallant old remnants in decrepitude of the Mexi- 
can war ought to be pensioned and would gladly pay their portion for 
doing it, and I say it, sir, upon the faith of the fact that to-day there 
are filed in the Senate and in the other House the positive instructions 
of some twenty-seven or twenty-eight States of this Union to pension 
not these poor decrepit men only, but the soldiers generally of the Mexi- 
can war, and for reasens best known to Senators that has not been done. 
I propose to obey that instruction because it is right, and whenever the 
opportunity is presented I propose to vote for a bill pensioning the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war as they ought to be, for it is not a bounty 
granted to them; they have given to this Government an empire, a mere 
trifle of which would much more than compensate them with a larger 
pension than was ever granted to any soldier in the history of this coun- 
try, not out of money that the Government had before the war, but out 
of that which was added to the Government by a fair construction. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, can not we have a vote now? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the proposed amendment 


it is moved to add: 

And who labors under the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOAR. Iwill not call for the yeas and nays on that at this 
time; but I wish to be permitted to say that that amendment is pre- 
serving the language of a bill which was offered on the other side of 
the Chamber by some gentleman representing more particularly the 
desires of these soldiers two years ago. I was thinking it was the Sen- | 
ator from Texas, but he assures me I was mistaken. 
Mr. MAXEY. No; I offered a different bill. 
Mr. HOAR. That was a bill introduced and referred. It was pend- 
ing here. The Senator from Kentucky made a long speech in its favor. 
That contained the exception of persons who were under disability. 
Mr. GEORGE. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that | 
there is not a single person in my knowledge who is under the disa- 
bility that would be entitled to the benefits of the amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. It can do no harm. 





ment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe]. 
The ee being put, a division was called for. 
Mr. HARRIS. It is just as well to have the yeas and nays at once, 
because a division will develop the want of a quorum as well as the 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be read 

The amendment was again read 

Mr. VOORHEFS. I hope the amendment will be voted down 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. ANTHONY (when his name was called). Iam ] 
Senator from Maryland {| Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON]. Ith 
vote von 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called. ) 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Pryv] 
*“vea.’? 


mired with the 

Tam paired with 1] 
l 

were present, I should 

Lam paired with th 

If he were present, I should vote 


Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called lam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. MILLER, of Calitornia (when his name was called). Tam paired 


with my colleague [Mr. FAR.ey ]}. 
Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 


On this question | , 


am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SaunpeERs]. It he 
were here, I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Winbdom’s name was called My col 


league [Mr. WiINDoM] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. DAvis}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONAS. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON | is paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. * 

Mr. LOGAN. I was paired, but I have transferred the pair to the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], so that we can both vote to 


make a quorum. 
Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. BECK. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE} 


Mr. SLATER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. JoNEs, of 
Florida] with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON }. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed I was paired with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL}. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] I think trans- 
ferred the pair to my colleague. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will vote to make a quorum, and J 
vote ‘‘yea’’ because my colleague [Mr. FARLEY] would vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Barrow, Coke, Harris, Morgan, 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Call, George, Maxey, Vest. 
Cockrell, Groome, Miller of Cal., Walker. 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Harrison, McDill, Platt, 
Blair, Hill, MeMillan, Rollins, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Davis of I11., Ingalls, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Dawes, Lapham, Morrill, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Loyan, Pendleton, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—36. 
Allison, Fair, Jackson, Ransom, 
Anthony, Farley, Johnston, Saulsbury 
Beck, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Brown, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Butler, Gorman, Kellogg, Tabor, 
Camden, Grover, Lamar, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mahone, Williams, 
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Plumb, Windom 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wantto give notice that hereafter upon any 
question that is to be decided by the vote of the Senate, as the Senate 
is very thin and we have to draw up Senators and pairs have to be broken 
in order to make a quorum, I shall object to this course of proceeding. 
it is nota fair expression of the judgment of the Senate, and I shall ob 
ject tothissystem of waiting and drumming up in order that we may show 
a quorum to decide not the judgment of the Senate but the judgment 
of the few that may be here, even though they be paired. I simply 
want to serve that notice, and whatever under the rules of the Senate I 
may have a right to do in the future, no matter what ‘the question is, I 
give notice that I will do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will do what? 

Mr. HARRIS. When the roll-call ends and Senators present have 


| voted that see proper to vote, I shall insist that the vote be announced 
| and the result declared. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. And no drumming up to hunt up a quorum and 
breaking pairs to make a quorum that would notexpress the judgment 
of the Senate if the Senate were full, shall be allowed. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Does the Senator from Tennessee object to sending 
out for Senators to committee-rooms ? 
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Mr. HARRIS. Ido not; but I object—— 

Mr. ROLLINS. What does the Senator mean by breaking pairs? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do object to Senators breaking pairs and voting to 
make a quorum when they express not the judgment of the Senate but 
the judgment of the few who choose to be so unpai 

Mr. ROLLINS. As to the matter of pairs I simply state that pairs 
have been quite as often broken on the other side of the Chamber as on 
this. 


Mr. HARRIS. On that subject the Senator from New Hampshire is 
radically and wholly mistaken. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from New Hampshire is not radically 
mistaken or wholly mistaken. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will show it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from New Hampshire knows whereof 
he speaks. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I take advantage of this vanishing quorum to 
move that the hour of meeting to-morrow be 11 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not decide that yet; let us wait. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let us have a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is not in order while this 
is pending. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is always in order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill be read a third time? 

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. ROLLINS called for the yeasand nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the roll-call is finished the 
Chair will announce the result. If any persons wish to votethey must 
vote before the roll-call is finished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the resultis announced, by the paper being 
handed to the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BARROW (when his name wascalled.) On this vote I am paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs.] If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BARROW (when Mr. Brown’s name was called). I believe 
that my colleague [Mr. Brown] is paired with the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEy’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. Haw ry] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLE- 
TON]. If he were present, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I should vote 
**nay.’’ 

Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). I have transferred my 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr], but I do not see him present. I 
presume he will be here. I vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and I can withdraw my vote 
if he does not appear. 


Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 
Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 
vote *‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SLATER. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON]. He would vote ‘yea’ and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I have exchanged pairs with the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Lo@An]. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Jones}. If he were here, I should vote ‘“ yea.’’ The Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] was paired with the Senator from Keatucky 
{Mr. WILLIAMs]. That pair is transferred by agreement to the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Jongs]. Therefore I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Wrnpom ] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. 
My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 


If he were here, I should 


YEAS—27. 

— | 6 
son, arrison, c Sa 
Blair, Hill, Miller of Cal., Sewell,” 
) nm ——, Miller of N. Y.,  — 
Tr, ngalis, ’ 

Davie of M1., Lapham, Morrill, > 
Dawes, Logan, Platt, 

NAYS—l4. 
Barrow, Garland, Jonas, Walker, 
= George, Maxey, Williams. 
Call, Groome, M 
Coke, Harris, Pugh.” 





ee | 
Anthony, Farley, Johnston Ransom 
Beck, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Butler, Gorman, Kellogg, Slater, 
Camden, Grover, Lamar, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., ; McPherson, Vance 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Pendleton, Windom. 
Fair, J n, Plumb, 


So it was ordered that the amendment be engrossed and the bill read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I regret that the bill as it came from the House 
has been amended, but as it has been amended I shall vote for it in the 
hope that the House will pass it as it first sent it, and I have confidence 
that it will do so, I did trust that we should ee the House 
bill as it came here, but as it has not been done I vote for the bill 
as it now stands before us. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN], having transferred my pair with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] to him. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE&’s name was called.) The Senator from 
Maine {Mr. HALE] is absent and I am paired with him. 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’s name wascalled). My colleague 
{[Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Penp1x- 
TON]. If he were here, my colleague would vote ‘“ yea.”’ 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I slrould vote 
o nay. ” 

Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON }. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I again announce that my colleague [Mr. Wrv- 
DOM] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am paired with my colleague | Mr. 
FARLEY]. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from South Carolina ier. HAMPTON] 
is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Hale. MeDill, Rollins, 
Allison, Harrison, MeMilian, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Cockrell, oar, Mi 1, Sherman, 
r Ingalls, Morrill, Vest, 
Davis of IN Lapham, Platt, Voorhees. 
wes, " Plumb, 
NAYS—I4. 
Barrow, Coke, Jonas, Walker, 
Bayard, Garland, Maxey, Williams. 
Beck, George, Mo > 
Call, Harris, Pugh, 
ABSENT—35. 
Anthony Farley, Johnston, Ransom, 
Brown, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Sa 4 
Butler, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Camden, Gorman, Kellogg, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Lamar, 2, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, McPherson, Vance 
Davis of W. Va., Hampton, * Mahone. Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Windom. 
Fair, Jackson, Pendleton, 
So the bill was passed 


Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the title by adding “and for other 
Pp’ ” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Senator will withdraw that. It is very 


important to have an executive session. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw the motion. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (II. 
Res. 365) in relation to the distribution of the volumes of the Official 
Records of the War of the Rebellion; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate (Le 
papers of Charles C. Cresson, subject to the rules. 
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AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6737) making appropriations to supply deticiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting otlicers of the 
‘Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 187s, here- 
tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REBERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 365) in relation to the distribution of 
the volumes of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After 21 minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at 10 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1883. 


The House metat1llo’clocka.m. Prayerby Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CONFEREES ON REVENUE BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rawn- 
DALL] desires to make a statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I had followed my impulses on the moment of 
the announcement of the conferees on the part of the House on the 
differences between the two Houses as to tax and tariff legislation | 
would have then and there declined service, but I preferred to act after 
reflection and deliberation, and thus avoid the semblance of what might 
be thought hasty action. Seldom, if ever, during my service in this 
House have I avoided duty or responsibility, but in this instance I feel 
I can better serve the interests of my State by a relinquishment of the 
labor assigned to me. I leave behind me on the committee of confer- 
ence a member representing my own State, and in fact my own city, 
who has devoted a lifetime to the subjects in controversy. Whatever 
report may come as a resultof this action of the House, when it is pre- 
sented I shall be more at liberty to pursue such course on its consider- 
ation as will enable me to best promote the great and many interests 
of the country. 

I therefore, Mr. Speaker, ask that the House may relieve me from 
the service which you were kind enough to assign me to, and that you 
will select some one else in my stead. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will be relieved from service on the confer- 
ence committee. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chair will appoint to fill the vacancy thus created Mr. Mor- 
RISON, of Illinois. 

Mr. MORRISON. _I respectfully decline the service. 

_TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the declination the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, as the third appointee I must respect- 
fully decline. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the question further. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpsoN, one of its clerks, com- 
municated to the House a duplicate engrossed copy of a bill heretofore 
sent to the House and lost, namely: 

The bill (S. 565) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner 
of William T. Pate & Co. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

_ Mr. Speaker, last night during the debate on the riverand harbor bil! 
in a colloquy between the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and 
myself, that gentleman, as I am informed by him, misunderstanding what 
I said and attributing my remarks as being personal to himself, made 
a mse which was personally offensive to me. I trust that after the 
gentleman from New York has had time to consider it he will make the 
necessary explanation to the House of the remarks which he made in 
the presence of the House last evening. 

Mr. COX, of New York. ‘That isnot just exactly the way in which 
1 intended to put it. [Laughter. ] 

I desire to say this: that on what seemed to me a provocation I used 
language in reply which I sincerely regret having used toward the gen- 
leman from California. I have served with him here many years. We 
have had very near relations lately on our shipping committee. We 
all have our partialities; I have a partiality forhim more than for most 
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members on this side. But when the gentleman used expressions that 
were entirely personal, I retorted, as l inevitably do when attacked, and 
never otherwise. With the consent of the gentleman from California 
and myself all that personal matter was left out of the Recorp, very 
properly. I supposed that there would be no moreof it. But my triend 
is going home to California and I would not have him take away one 
single teeling of resentment toward any man, much less myself. And 
therefore, in the presence of the House, if there is any feeling about it, 
I make the amplest apology. [Applause. ] 


ALASKA DELEGATE OR AGENT. 


Mr. PAUL, trom the Committee on Elections, reported a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 366) for the relief of M. D. Ball; which was read twice, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed, together with the accompanying report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORD. I ask leave to take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 
No. 281 and substitate it for House bill 7538, and ask for its present 
consideration. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to take up the Senate 


bill? 

Mr. FORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to present a report 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the regular order 

The SPEAKER. The regular order will be the call of committees 
under what is known as the Pound rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to dispense with the Pound rule for to-day 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that can not be done. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not by a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Pound rule does not interfere with appropria- 


tion bills. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move thatthe House resolve itselfinto Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and I[ give notice 
that my intention is to proceed with the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. PAGE. I shall raise the question of consideration against the 
deficiency appropriation bill; and if the motion to consider that shall 
fail, I shall then move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to further consider the river and harbor appropriation 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the call of committees, al- 
though it comes after the hour tor the Pound rule, must be first dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move to dispense with the morning hour 
for the call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock ] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, stating that his purpose is to proceed with the 
consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I rise to express the hope that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman from California [| Mr. 
PAGE] will avoid the waste of time which will be consumed in wran- 
gling over which bill shall be considered. 

Mr. PAGE. Let the House decide that matter 

Mr. HISCOCK. I submit that question to a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. KENNA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, for the purpose of 
ascertaining the effect of the action of the House on this motion. Sup- 
pose the House should vote down the motion of the gentleman from 
New York 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
being said. 

The SPEAKER. There is no debate. 
hearing only one at a time. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ascertain from the Chair what will be the 
effect of the action of the House in case it should vote down the motion 
of the gentleman from New York? 

The SPEAKHR. The way will then be open to another proper mo- 
tion. 

Mr. KENNA. Toamotion to go into Committee of the Wholeon the 
state of the Union for a different purpose? 

The SPEAKER. If it relates to appropriations. 

Mr. KENNA. The Chair will see the difficulty which I desire to 
avoid. If the proposition to go into Committee of the Whole to con- 
sider the deficiency appropriation bill shall be voted down I desire to 
ascertain if it will then be in order for the gentleman from California 
[Mr. PAGE] to move to go into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering another appropriation bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. When the Committee of the Whole rose last evening it 
had under consideration the river and harbor appropriation bill. Does 





I object to debate; nobody can understand what is 


Progress will be made by 
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not that bill take precedence when the House again goes into Commit- 
tee of the Whole ? 


The SPEAKER. It is unfinished business. 

Mr. PAGE. It is unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER. In Committee of the Whole, however. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I would like to make a further inquiry of the 


Chair. If the House shall decide to go into Committee of the Whole, 
would not the river and harbor appropriation bill be the first business 
in order in committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the general appropriation bill 
would take precedence, if the motion of the gentleman from New York 
shall be carried. 

Mr. PAGE. 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. That will be determined by a vote of the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let the vote in the first instance be taken by tell- 
ers as a test vote. 

Mr. KENNA. AsI understand it, if the motion now made to go into 
Committee of the Whole, no matter for what purpose the gentleman 
from New York may indicate he desires to go there, should prevail it 
would then be a question for the committee to determine which busi- 
ness should be first considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to decide what may 
properly come up in committee. 

Mr. KENNA. I do not ask the Chair to decide any question which 
may arise in Committee of the Whole, but I do ask the Chair to decide 
whether it is a question for the House or for the committee to deter- 
mine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already indicated that in his opinion 
the general appropriation bill would take precedence. But there is a 
question involved, from the fact that in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union there is pending unfinished business; which ques- 
tion the Chair does not want to decide. 

Mr. KENNA. I would ask the Chair to state whether that is aques- 
tion for the committee or for the House to decide. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides the mode of getting rid of this 
question. If objection is made in Committee of the Whole to the con- 
sideration of any bill, the committee must rise and then the House 
determines the question by a vote. 

Mr. KENNA. All I want is to have a ruling on that point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let the vote be taken by tellers, which will test it. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I did not want to make it, but I feel 
it my duty now to make it. My point of order is that no motion such 
as that made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. H1tscock] can be 
entertained. You can not in the House resolve to go into Committee 
of the Whole on a particular bill. When the House shall go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole then the rules indicate the order of business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wished to make that point of order myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the rule covers that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the Chair to entertain the motion 
that the House shall now go into Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I ask the Chair to decide my point 
of order, and I do not wish the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
to interpose. I have submitted a question of order to the Chair, that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] can not properly make 
the motion he has made; he can only give notice of what his intention 
is in making the motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is all I have done. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not entertain the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on a particular bill. The Chair calls 
attention to paragraph 9 of Rule XVI, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Then I raise the question of consideration against that 


At any time after the expiration of the masning hour it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or 


general appropriation bills. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. As I understand, it is contended that 
the river and harbor bill is a general appropriation bill, and in Com- 
mittee of the Whole we shall have to decide which of the appropriation 
bills shall be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared to pass on that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I give notice that there is another bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole not disposed of—the tariff bill—which takes pre- 
cedence of both these other bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the only motion submitted, 
which is that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. Under the rule 
which has been read, may the chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
decide that the river and harbor bill is not a revenue or general appro- 
priation bill, and decline to recognize it as entitled to consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. That point the present occupant of the chair will 








not undertake to answer. Does the gentleman from California demang 
tellers on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PAGE. No, sir, unless gentlemen are willing that the vote }e 
now taken by tellers as a test upon the question whether the river and 
harbor bill shall be taken up in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KENNA. It will not operate as any test. 

a PAGE. Very well; if it will not operate as a test I do not ask 
tellers. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion). The mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York is agreed to; and the House de- 
cides to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PouND] will take 
the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol: 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PoUND in the chair. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the Committee of the Whole proceed to 
consider the unfinished business coming over from yesterday—the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Upon that I raise the question of consideration, my 
object being that the deficiency appropriation bill be taken up. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. I make the point 
that neither of these bills is in order. The rule determines what busi- 
ness is in order. It says that we shall consider bills in their order upon 
the Calendar. The unfinished business in order is the tariff bill, whic) 
was left in Committee of the Whole a week ago last Saturday on the 
supposition that we would resume its consideration on the succeeding 
Monday, but it has not been touched since. 

Mr. FLOWER. Did not the President in his message urge legisla- 
tion on the tariff? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; of course he did. I need not read his 
words again on that subject. He says this Congress must revise the 
tariff. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The deficiency bill is a general appropriation bil), 
and I submit is entitled to consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read clause 4 
of Rule XXII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be taken 


up in regular order except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, 


and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have preced- 


ence, and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or propo- 
sition the committee shall thereupon rise and reportsuch objection to the House, 
which shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition shall be 
considered or laid aside for the present; whereupon the committee shall resume 
its sitting without further order of the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, which bill does the Chair hold is first in or- 
der? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under this clause of the rules the Chair decides 
that the river and harbor bill, being unfinished business, takes preced- 
ence of the deficiency appropriation bill. 7 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I raise the question of consideration, and 

object to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 
- The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to the consideration of this 
bill, the committee, in accordance with the rule, will rise, that the 
House may determine the question whether the bill shall be consid- 
ered. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PouND reported that in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union objection had been made to the consideration 
of the river and harbor bill, and the committee, in accordance with the 
rule, had risen, that the House might decide whether the bill should 
be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
proceed further with the consideration of the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill ? 

Mr. PAGE. Let us have telle?s on that question. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, tellers will be considered 
as ordered. The Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Hiscock, and the gentleman from California, Mr. PAGE, will act 
as tellers. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the Chair again state the question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union further proceed with the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 92, noes 71. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 23, noes 93; less than 
one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMP. I eall for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The House decides that the Committee of the 
Whole shall proceed with the consideration of the river and harbor 

iation bill. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] will 
take the chair. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
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on the state of the Union, and resumed the consideration of the bill thought ought to be improved, when we learn they are a vicious 
(H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the congtruction, repair, and | branch of legislation calculated to corrupt, not only the legislature, but 


preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 


roses. 
, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed I want, 





the executive branch of the Government itself, when we hear that 
from the other end of the Capitol, and look to see what there is that 
can be corrupted, and find the only executive branch that has to deal 
with the rivers and harbors is one of the most enlightened and honor- 
able and faithful branches of the public service, when we tind nobody 


if possible, to reach an understanding with the gentleman trom Michigan | has to do with the execution of river and harbor bills but the Engineer 
[ Mr. BuRROWS] who said he wanted time for the Mississippi RiverCom- | Corps of the Army, and when we find that corps without fear and with 


mittee. The gentleman from California [Mr. Pace], the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, is disposed like myself to give all the time 
that committee demands. I wish simply to call the attention of the 


gentleman from Michigan to this fact, that the Committee on Commerce, | 
which reported this bill, have not yet consumed one hour in support of | 


the proposition. 
whieh he yielded to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] and then 
reserved fifteen minutes, which he now has. So in truth only three- 
quarters of an hour have been consumed by the Committee on Commerce 
for the bill. Then the gentleman from New York [ Mr. RIicH ArDsON ] 
took the floor against the bill and spoke for one hour. I followed the 
gentleman from New York, and there remains two and a half hours, and 
| propose to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roprnson] I shall go on with what I 
have to say, yielding some time to the friends of the bill, and then the 
Committee on the Mississippi River can take the floor and have the time, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce disposing of the time in 
closing to the friends of the bill. Is that the agreement? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I want to be recognized in my own 
right. 

“Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. That is dividing the time between the 
friends and the opponents of the bill about equally. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to take the floor in my own 


right. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No time seems to be given to those 
who are op to the bill. 


Mr. ELLIS. How much time? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. About an hour and a half. 

Mr. ELLIS. An hour and a half to be divided between those hold- 
ing opposing views. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to have a definite understanding about this 
procedure. I understand the gentleman from Maryland to be entitled 
toone hour. I understand the chairman of the committee [ Mr. PAGE] 
to have reserved only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. That is all. 

Mr. KENNA. That leaves an hour and a half, and I do not under- 
stand that hour and a half to be yielded to those who represent any 
particular view of the committee. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. To the whole committee. 

Mr. KENNA. And it is to have it to be divided as the committee 
pleases. 

Mr. PAGE. This can be easily settled. Let the gentleman from 
Maryland proceed with his remarks and speak as long as he pleases, and 
then yield whatever he has left. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Iam going to do that, but I thought 
it wise to have an understanding with the chairman of the Committee 
on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understood from the chairman of the committee he 
would yield one half hour to me. 

Mr. PAGE. After the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Doesthe gentleman from Michigan 
oppose the bill? Ido not see any time for those who are opposed to 
the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled to the 
tloor for fifty-five minutes. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Very well; then I should like to goon. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a pointof order. There isso much contusion 
we are unable to hear the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled to the 
floor and will proceed. 

_ Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, | am very sorry this 
river and harbor bill should always excite so much feeiing in commit- 
tee and make it well nigh impossible for any man to do either himself 
or the subject justice. I have myself no sympathy with this violence 
of passion which characterizes either the friends of or the opposition 
to this bill. I naturally feel as any decent man must at the display of 
vulgarity and ignorance which have marked thisdebate. Whenaman 
undertakes on this floor or elsewhere to abuse the English language by 
using improper terms, or by inventing terms which are not to be tound 
in any respectable authority, and that language is applied either to the 
legislature as a body or to individuals, a man may naturally feel some 
regret and shame, although he may not have the slightest possible tee!- 
ing, and though he may not make any personal application of it. So, 
also, when we learn from the other end of the Capitol that these riverand 
harbor bills which have composed the ordinary and current legislation 
of the country since the first administration, always in the same form, 
always embracing such rivers and harbors as Congress in its discretion 


The chairman of the committee took his hour, out of | 





out reproach, standing if you please as a sign of all that is most honor 
able in the executive government, a man is at liberty to feel some re 
gret at this want of judgment and want of measure in the language ot 
the Executive ‘ 

I understand very well that the Executive is called upon trom time 
to time to make recommendations to Congress. He recommends to them 
such measures as he thinks wise and proper. But | also understand 
that when the Executive makes these recommendations he ought to r 
strain himself within the bounds of propriety, and that he ought not to 
criticise the legislation of the country in a way to place the legislators 
at a discredit. Now, I think it inexcusable in a high executive ofticer 
performing his constitutional duty to speak in terms of disrespect of the 
legislature that he is advising, that he is g information to. And 
that in my judgment is an impropriety; but the impropriety becomes 
much more offensive when it is accompanied with a great display of 
ignorance as to the particular legislation he 
ing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me have the torbesring attention of my col- 
leagues in this committee; none of them, be they political 
friends or personal friends, have more respect for the Executive, who 
gives us the information, than I have. I believe him to bea most hon 
orable, intelligent, and faithful officer, but like everybody else in the 
performance of public duty he can be—not being infallible, but tia 
from it—he can be misled, and can therefore make fundamental mi 
takes of his own, or can be grossly misled by his executive advisers; 
and being misled, he may do very great injustice toothers. Mr. Chait 
man, never in the course of my experience in public lite have | known 
the Executive to be so grossly misled and mistaken as now; and through 
that mistake comes the injustice he has done to the legislative body 
And more than that, his high example has worked an infinite deal of 
mischief. When the President of the United States tells you that we 
have appropriated 518,000,000 for the improvement of works upon 
rivers and harbors, many of which are unworthy the favor of the legis 
lature of this Government, and that the amount you have appropriated 
can not be expended and that it is on hand, and that thereiore because 
it is on hand and unexpended you should not appropriate any more 
and that the manner in which you have appropriated it is vicious 
every political declaimer and penny-a-liner in the country has very 
high authority for denouncing the legislature. And so honorable gen 
tlemen upon this floor, who are not willing to give the necessary time 
for reading even the bill, much less for consulting the authorities upon 
which it has been based—I say many members who are not willing to 
even give time to read it feel quite at liberty to follow that high es 
ample and authority at the other end of the 
bill and the legislature. 

Therefore it isacommon occurrence in debate upon rivers and harbors 
to find members who never did read the bill denouncing it because we 
have appropriated more money than we can spend and that we have 
more than enough in the Treasury to-day to carry us through the year 
Ix84. The men who have the authority of the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of War for that assertion can not be found 
fault with. I tind no fault with the honorable gentleman who makes 
the statement from the official record that we have appropriated more 
money than can be spent and that we have now on hand enough to carry 
us through the year 184, and therefore this Congress ought not to ap 
propriate more. I tindno fault with him, because he has that statement 
given to him by the Executive; but appeal to him never to repeat that 
statement again, because he can not repeat itand speak the truth. Wo 
appropriated about $18,000,000 for the improvement of rivers and har 
bors for the year terminating July 1, 1885. Now, there is always on 
hand at the end of every fiscal year some four or five million dollars de- 
pending upon the amount appropriated and used in the current work, but 
already pledged for work already contracted for. 

We appropriated about $18,000,000; we have now the official record 
from the War Department advising us how much of that money will 
be expended on the Ist of July, 1883, and we have further information 
from the War Department how much of it will beleft at the end of the 
summer. Now, I want to say to this committee that of the eighteen 
millions appropriated, not referring to the balance turned over from 
the last year, and it is like the balance that comes over every year, but 
dealing with this specific sum in question of $18,000,000, you will have 
about five millions of it unexpended on the Ist of July, 1585; but you 
will have all of it contracted for and expendel by the Ist of December, 
1883, when you will not have a dollar of it; and if you mean to have 
the public works go on you must have money to carry them on. Now, 
let me make the application of that to a harbor with which I am most 
familiar. Let us make the application of it to the Baltimore Harbor, 
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and I do not select it because I am more interested in it than any other 
harbor, nor because I have a Representative relation to it, but because I 
know personally the facts to which I wish to call attention. There was 
asum of money, $450,000, appropriated for dredging thatchannel. The 
heaviest dredges in the world have been obtained todo that work. They 
are actually in the channel. The channel itself is about three hundred 
feet wide; the length of a ship coming up that channel is between three 
and four hundred feet. There is therefore at best very little room, and 
the dredges are in the channel. 

From one cause or another three hundred and odd thousand dollars 
of the $450,000 is left unexpended on the Ist of July, 1883; but the 
whole $450,000 is contracted for and will be expended by the end of 
the summer of 1883. 

Therefore if you appropriate no money for the next year your chan- 
nel will be obstructed with your dredges, and a work that was intended 
to be finished in two years may take three or four years—an indefinite 
time, during all of which time your channel is impeded, and in its con- 
dition worse than when you commenced work. Better far, Mr. Chair- 
man, never to have undertaken that work than to perform it in this un- 
skillful and unscientific manner. 

This House and the other branch of the Legislature are invited to 
appropriate no more money for that work because what you appropri- 
ated is to-day unexpended, when the tact is before your calendar year 
is terminated there will be not a dollar of it on hand. 

What I say for that barbor applies to other harbors and other rivers. 
Now, that is the fact, and that is the fact acknowledged by the Secre- 
tary of War. How it was that the President of the United States was 
misled is not for us even to inquire. There can be no excuse for the 
Secretary of War that misled him. There can be no excuse for the 
executive officer, whoever he was, who took that information to the Pres- 
ident and which the President communicated to Congress. Either his 
motive was sinister or his ignorance was inexcusable. Who was it? 
It would be in the interest of the Government to know. I have sought 
to know. No official record shows it. No record comes from the War 
Department that is not perfectly accurate. No exception can be taken 
to any report that ever emanated from the Secretary of War. I have 
seen them all, and know that no more honorable, no more intelligent 
gentleman is to be found in the Federal administration than the Secre- 
tary of War, and all the reports which he has sent to Congress are 
strictly accurate. And I am speaking from them to-day when I tell 
you that the whole amount of your appropriation of $18,000,000 will be 
expended during the year 1883, and that if your works are worthy of 
support you must appropriate money to carry them on. 

Now, not only was the President misled, but I have no doubt his 
mortification is greater than mine. I confess that I am mortified that 
I should be arraigned in the discharge of my duty as a Representative 
by an Executive that tells me I have appropriated more money in the 
first session of this Congress than can be expended during the two 
years, because it was my business to know, and I did know that I 
appropriated not a dollar more than could be profitably expended. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have the estimates of the Secretary of War 
himself communicating to us the estimates of his engineers, telling us 
we could expend profitably about $33,000,000 ior rivers and harbors; 
and we appropriated half that amount only, and that half will have 
been expended during this calendar year. And the Secretary of War 
who made those estumates is the man upon whose report I base my 
statement to-day. Who it was that the President referred to when he 
said the Secretary of War informed him that there would be this bal- 
ance passesmy comprehension. Ihave not been able to ascertain how he 
could have had any such information from the Secretary of War, because 
when I voted for the river and harbor bill I had the report of the 
Secretary of War that he could expend profitably twice as much as I 
voted for and twice as much as Congress appropriated. 

It is out of such exaggeration that comes this vulgarity of abuse, 
whether we hear it on this floor or whether we read it in the press. 
It is on this floor we hear about our river and harbor ‘‘steal.’’ Now, 
if | had used that language, I should have sought in justice to myself 
to have found a justification. If I had found that I had been misled by 
the Executive, 1 would denounce the Executive, and not my colleagues 
on this floor; and if I had used that language, misinformed by the Ex- 
ecutive, | would feel called upon now to make some amends to my col- 
leagues whom I had traduced. 

It is very little matter to us on this floor what the newspapers write 
about this bill, or about any bill; because they have fallen intoa habit of 
very loose and extravagantstyle, and they call each other liarsand thieves 
and viyzibonds from day today without reserve. There is no high jour- 
nal in the country, there is no high metropolitan journal such as has 
been sometimes referred to here, that does not when it speaks of its 
neighbor and colleague in the press call him a liar and a thief and a 
vagabond as it pleases. 

Mr. Greeley originated that style. He never when speaking of a 
brother editor hesitated to call him a liar when he differed from him, 
and his bad taste and bad habit has come down to our day, and you 
have only got pow to read what they say of each other to anticipate 
what they say of us. 

But I am thas indifferent to this bad taste in newspapers I 





am not indifferent to-day when I meet it in a colleague on this floor 

and I never will permit any man on this floor to denounce a vote of mine 
as unworthy of respect without challenging him tothe proof; and, thank 
God, I feel a great confidence that I can brand him to-day if not as , 
calumniator, then as a man ignorant of the current legislation, and he 
ought to make an excuse to the House for his want of attention to the 
current work. How can any honorable gentleman who has never read 
this bill—and there are some who have not—talk about the amount of 
money in it or the character of the work? 

Now, time is pressing on me so that I have not the opportunity tosay 
to the opponents of this bill what I want to say. ; 

I know no man on this floor who is opposed to all river and harho; 
improvements; notone. 1 know no man who has planted himself upon 
any such position. If I have sufficient acquaintance with the subjec 
and with the debates of this House, every man who has made himse|; 
felt upon this floor in opposition to this bill has done it upon the merits 
of the bill itself. He has denounced the bill for the amounts appro 
priated, or for the value and character of the works. 

Now, I beg his attention. I do not believe that there is in this )i)). 
or that there was in the bill of last year, twenty items unworthy of 
being in that bill. And I do not believe that the aggregate amount o/ 
those twenty items exceeds $250,000 out of the $15,000,000 appropri- 
ated by the bill. So convinced am I of that, that although I give im) 
concurrence to the bill now reported by the Committee on Commere 
and which appropriates $7,987,000. I greatly prefer the bill of last 
year as it passed the House. 

The bill of last year, when modified as to the Mississippi River im 
provements so as to make the item for the Mississippi River appropri 
ation correspond with the recommendation of the Mississippi River 
Committee, when that item was brought down to one and a half mill- 
ion dollars, and some thirty small items omitted, then the bill that would 
pass the House with that one and a half million dollars would amount 
to about $14,000,000. That is the bill which inmy judgment this Con 
gress ought to send to the President for his signature. 

It will contain everything estimated for by the Secretary of War; it 
omits thirty-three items of last year’s bill, and those thirty-three items 
are not in it because the works are completed, or because more than tlic 
small balances that remain can not be profitably expended. Altogether 
those thirty-three items amount to $284,000 only. There are there- 
fore only $284,000 in the amount of last year’s bill which is not em 
braced in a bill which I should like to move as a substitute for this bill, 
and which I certainly shall move so as to take the sense of the House 
upon it, if it is not the pleasure of the House to pass the bill reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

I wish I could have a little more opportunity to confer with the 
gentlemen who are opposed to this bill, because, as I said before, none 
of them want to refuse all river and harbor improvements. And th: 
appeal which I want to make to them is this: These items in this bil! 
which have excited their opposition are meritorious items. I would 
appeal to them to shake off from themselves the sectional feeling that 
induces their opposition. 

Now, we might as well look this question in the face, as we ought 
to look all questions in the face. For years and years these river and 
harbor bills were confined to the Atlantic seaboard and the Northern 
States, with small, insignificant sums for the Mississippi River. But 
now, as time has developed our Western country, as population has 
transferred itself from the eastern slope of the Alleghanies to the val 
ley of the Mississippi, great changes have taken place, and the bill that 
used to contain four or five hundred thousand dollars for the Western 
rivers now contains from one to nine millions of dollars. 

No proper river and harbor bill can ever be framed in this House 
with less than $5,000,000, I think $10,000,000, for the Mississippi River 
and all its tributaries. The bili of last year, you know, Mr. Chaiv 
man, appropriated nine millions and some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars for the Mississippi River and all its tributaries. It was that 
enormous appropriation of $10,000,000 for the Mississippi River Val- 
ley that shocked the northern and eastern sections of the country. 

My friends from Massachusetts never felt any embarrassment about 
ariverand harbor b;ll until they found the magnitude of these Western 
appropriations. And the patriotic and candid gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in front of me [Mr. CRAPO] nods his head in assent. Ten 
million dollars to improve the Mississippi River? That has shocked 
the Eastern country, that has shocked the Northern country, and those 
districts which a few years ago were anxious to divide one or two mill- 
ion dollars and take their share for the lakes and the Atlantic coast 
now hesitate to take anything. Their harbors are now for the greater 
part finished; there is little work left to be done upon them: and rather 
than give $10,000,000 to that great valley those gentlemen representing 
these sections oppose the bill. 

Other gentlemen on this floor have talked of railroads; have raised the 
hue and cry of railroads. In my judgment that is no nearer the truth 
than the cry of the opposition against jobs and ‘‘ log-rolling.”’ 

Some of the great railroads of this country are conspicuous in support 
of river and harbor bills. I understand very well that when you take 
these $10,000,000 which I speak of for the Mississippi Valley you dis- 
turb the nerves of some of the great transportation lines running north 
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and south, and some little those of the lines running east and west; 
mainly those ing north and south. 

But whether it be the north and south lines or the east and west 
lines, we representatives of the people ought to show supreme indiffer- 
ence to their opposition. It is not necessary to abuse them, it is not 
D to denounce them. It is in human nature if the improve- 
ment of these great water ways diminish their profits that they should 
be against those improvements. ‘ ; 

But we who legislate for the people, who legislate to develop the in- 
terior of our country, ought not to be disturbed by their opposition. 
And that is all there is in this bill to excite opposition to-day, that this 
large sum of money isappropriated for Western rivers, and very naturally 
we have gone up to the headwaters of some of these Western rivers, 
and others of the Southern rivers, opening to the people of the interior 
easy waysof transportation and communication with the outside world. 

The gentlemen who represent Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia 
will appreciate what I say; the regions of those States which have no 
railroads but have magnificent streams embarrassed by logs and obstacles 
of one kind or another easily removed. They have been added to this 
bill, and the development of those States and the adjoining States of 
the Carolinas is something wonderful. These improvements were not 
formerly in river and harbor bills. 


It is to them I appeal not to abandon this system because they are | 


confronted with an angry and, as I said before, a vulgar and ignorant 
opposition. Let them not be deterred by the cry of a “river and har- 
bor steal.”” Why, sir, who gets that money? Why, sir, so far as the 
representatives of the people are concerned, the most that can be said 
is that some man renders himself popular politically. 

If that is the offense, giveitits characterization. Do not expose your- 
selves to the imputation of calumniating honorable gentlemen who differ 
with you in opinion. ‘A river and harbor steal!’’ 1 tell you, Mr. 
Chairman, most of that talk comes from men ready to give themselves 
away either to a river and harbor or any other “‘steal.’’ The malice 
that inspiresit isaccompanied with a covetous imagination which is *‘ the 
father of the thought.”’ 

I do not want these allusions to take me from the merits of this ques- 
tion. I wish, before I close, to call attention, not only of gentlemen 
from all parts of the Mississippi Valley, but especially those gentlemen 
of this House who at the last session were inspired to oppose the Missis- 
sippi River improvement because perhaps it might save some man’s house 
or farm or other property. Why, Mr. Chairman, this country, so fond 
of regarding itself asa great empire, this country of fifty million of 
people, that is so gracious to everybody who tells it of its wealth and 
magnitude and power—this country hesitates to-day to appropriate 
one-third of what France appropriates for her rivers and harbors—one- 
fourth of what England appropriates—less than half of what that little 
country, Holland, appropriates. She is not afraid of protecting the 
property and lives of her people. She understands perfectly well that 
when she improves a great alluvial valley like the Rhine River the 
navigation is not so important as the property and lives of her people. 
So far from hesitating about a dike or a levee here or there we ought to 
be delighted that our system of engineering in improving navigation 
makes property and life safe at the same time. 

I have looke? with amazement at gentlemen who would surround 
the appropriation for the Mississippi River and hedge it about with 
conditions that the river itself should not be improved if thereby prop- 
erty and life were preserved. With very great difficuly we passed 
through this House in the last Congress a bill containing the condition 
that levees should be built if in building them the navigation would 
be improved at the same time; but that it should appear clearly that 
the navigation was improved, or the levee should not be erected. So 
great was the embarrassment of the engineers in consequence of the 
language which the wisdom and the illiberality of this House put into 
that bill that they could not improve the river at all for fear of luild- 
ing a levee forbidden by the conditions of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. [ will go on with what I have to say; 
and Iam only anticipating what will be, in my mind, an answer to 
that which is tocome. Not only ought every river and harbor bill 
to contain a sufficient appropriation for the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, but in improving that great river I believe the highest 
science in the country will clearly establish the propriety of the levee 
system. Iam not afraid to say this in the presence of my honorable 
colleagues who have recently gone down that river on a steamboat. I 
have myself often gone down that river on a steamboat. In my youth 
! explored it as a United States engineer. I explored it expressly with 
view to ascertain whether its navigation could be improved in the 
same manner thatthe rivers in Holland and Austria and Italy had been 
improved; and before I explored it I had an opportunity to explore the 
rivers of those countries. There I found rivers leveed to three times 
the height to which any man dreams the Mississippi River willever be 


leveed. There you will find superb cities on the banks of rivers where | 
the levees are as high as the tops of the houses. There you will finda | 


rich and cultivated people who have had this done for them by their 
government. 


But some gentlemen may say as to the people who are toreceivesome 
of the benefits of this Mississippi River improvement, this is not their 
Government. I deny it. Thisis their Government. Thisalways was 
their Government; and it does not lie in the mouth of any man who 
forced them by fire and sword to have it remain their Government to 
deny to-day the iact that it is their Government. It is their Govern- 
ment, possessing all the powers that their original State governments 
possessed so far as commerce is concerned. No respectable statesman 
who ever lived in this country has questioned the fact that when the 
States formed this Union they surrendered to the Federal Government 
all commercial power—all power to improve rivers. A State is not 
allowed to-day to put a dredge-boat in a river if it obstructs naviga- 
tion. A State is not allowed to-day to improve its own harbor if it 
obstructs navigation. It surrendered everything. It can not doiteither 
by taxing tonnage or by its own local taxation. The point is, it can 
not obstruct the river. Gentlemen who represent Northern districts, 
Northern States—my honorable friend from Minnesota, and my other 
friend from Wisconsin who sits beyond him—know very well that the 
shallow riversof Wisconsin have been declared to he waters of the United 
States within the admiralty jurisdiction of the United States, although 
nothing but a flat-boat had ever navigated them until the United States 
| had improved them and removed the obstacles. 





That is the law of the 
land and the law of the most enlightened epoch of our history. That 
is the law which hascome down from Marshall to Waite. Only the other 
day the Supreme Court, speaking through the mouth of David Davis, 
applied the doctrine laid down by Marshall to the Fox River in Wis- 
consin. In that case it was shown that before the United States im- 
; proved the river nothing could navigate it but a flat-boat; and since the 
United States improved it it is navigated by steamers, and these steam- 
ers are subject to the admiralty jurisdiction of the United States. 

Now let me ask some gentleman to show me a creek of Delaware 
or Maryland or Louisiana (where they have their creeks and bavous), 
to show me some creek more insignificant than that Fox River, which 
could only be navigated by flat-boats. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to say to the gentleman that it is not 
navigated now by anything but log-rafts. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. ‘The gentleman must not interrupt 
me, unless he wants to correct me. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido. That river is not navigated now except by 
logs. 

Mr. McLANE,of Maryland. The gentleman from Wisconsin abuses 
his privilege; he has not corrected me. 

Mr. BRAGG. That depends upon whether the gentleman insists on 
the fact as he had stated it. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
gentleman has not corrected me. 

Mr. BRAGG. I say that river is not navigated now by anything 
except Jogs. It is utterly unnavigable. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I state the fact that it is navigated 
by steamers—— 

Mr. BRAGG. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. It is navigated by steamers, as it could 
not be before the United Siates improved it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will state to the gentleman that he is misinformed. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. No, I am not misinformed. I have 
the decision of the United States Supreme Court to justify what I state 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. BRAGG] is no better authority than 
those who testify to this fact. The witnesses in that case were the most 
honorable men in this State. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me a moment ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I have only a moment. 

Mr. BRAGG. Before the improvement of the Wisconsin River there 
was more-steamboat service on it than there purports to be now. There 
is now, in fact, no regular steamboat service on it. It is a stream run- 
ning through white sand where the channel changes every season. 
| Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. The testimony taken in the Montello 
| case, a case well known, where the opinion of the court was given by 

Judge David Davis, the testimony in that case tells us distinctly betore 
the United States improved the river it was not navigable for steamer 
It was only navigable for flat-boats. Thatisthe testimony. And then 
the court go on, and they add, although after improvement it was open 
to steamboat navigation, it was nevertheless within the admiralty juris- 
diction of the United States before it was improved. But |. refer to 
the Fox River and not the Wisconsin River, and I did not understand 
the correction of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Braga]. 

Now I am addressing myself to the opponents of this bill. I want 
the men who find fault with these insignificant creeks to review their 
opinions. I want to appeal to the men who have up to this time been 
willing to vote for the Mississippi River. I doubt the sincerity of men 
much who say they are willing to vote for the Mississippi and will not 
at the same time vote for the Hudson River—there is a stream within 
one State—or Duck Creek, on the Delaware Bay 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, there is a spirit of illiberality manifested 
in opposition to this bill which is discreditable to the intelligence and 
information of this House. When aman talks to me about a little 
| stream that is not navigable, who has never sounded its depths, who 
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has never looked to know what the term navigable means; because 
when we speak on this floor we use terms in their legal signification, 
and when a man talks about a navigable stream in a river and harbor 
bill, it is not his caprice which determines whether it is navigable or 
not—no matter how learned he is, and still less when he is altogether 
ignorant—no matter how learned, it is not his caprice, because the law 
of the land defines whatever is navigable, and whatever is navigable is 
open to improvement. And then the point I make following that, you 
ought to be delighted to improve the small streams if they are within 
your power to improve. Here, Mr. Chairman, if I had to choose to- 
day between the Mississippi River, even great and imperial as it is in 
its proportion, and sacrifice in its behalf all the headwaters of the in- 
terior navigation of the country where live those rustic and rural peo- 
ple who have no means of communication with the world, I would let 
the Mississippi wait and first improve those rivers and creeksin North 
Alabama, North Mississippi, North Georgia, North Carolina, and South 
Carolina, and Florida, as well. 

I will not say I would not vote for a bill that did notimprove them, 
because I will take what I can get. But 1 mean tosayas a statesman— 
if I may make the application of that term to myself—I mean to say as 
a statesman I think it is the duty of this Government, as the imperial 
power, to improve them first. 

Remember, Mr. Chairman, I have made the point this is an exclu- 
sive power in this Federal Government. I made the point we haveall 
the power of a State before the Union was formed, and the power the 
State had before the Union was formed was all the power the Crown of 
England has to-day, to improve its riversand harbors. <A friend within 
my hearing says I ought not tohave forgotten West Virginia. { Laugh- 
ter.] No man who reads that bill will ever forget West Virginia. 
[Laughter and applause.] She is like Kentucky—she is as well pro- 
vided for as it is possible to provide for her. I do notspeakof this lit- 
tle bill, but I speak of the bill of last year and the bill I would like 
to pass to-day. 

The feeling [ have on this question has been excited, I confess, by the 
sectional character of the opposition. I live along in this middle lati- 
tude, and never in my life, not even in war, never in my life have I lost 
my interest in what the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Ropreson] 
would call *‘ Federal instinct,’’ although he makes a very unfortunate 
application of it to me when he gives it a political sense, for I only 
cherish it in view of the general welfare of the whole country. I can 
not hope to aspire to all the virtues and all the merits of my ancestors, 
but I may be spared any responsibility for political opinions that are 
not my own. I have been associated with the Democracy of the coun- 
try in important relations all my life, from the days of Jackson to the 
present time, and though I have had my vicissitudes, yet I have had 
my triumphs also; and I never want any better political future than I 
have enjoyed in the past. I only want to see this Democratic party 
maintaining its integrity and its honor and usefulness to the country in 
the future as it has in the past. I do not believe it is entitled to gov- 
ern the country unless it commands its respect. 

Ido not believe that any political party is entitled to govern this 
country that does not command the respect of the country. And I do 
not believe a narrow, mean, illiberal exercise of the power of this coun- 
try ever did or ever will command its respeet. That is my line of op- 
position to friends on this side and to friends on that who would deny 
these appropriations. I believe them to be not only right, but necessary, 
and it is a source of great regret to me that this arrest has taken place 
in the Mississippi River improvement. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. We have now consumed the greater part of the 
time of the discussion upon this bill in speeches in favor of the bill, 
When the chairman of the Committee on Commerce moved to limit de- 
bate last night to two hours and a half the preceding time had been 
taken up by the friends of the bill. My question is, what time, if any, 
is to be given to the members of this House who desire to oppose the 
bill, and who have a right to be heard upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state that that is not a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. There has not been a speech against the bill. 
The gentleman from Maryland promised me five minutes, but he did not 
live up to the promise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I would thank the Chair to admonish 
me when I have consumed fifteen minutes of the time allotted to me, 
as I do not desire to oceupy more time than that, in justice to the other 
members of the special committee. 

Of course this brief time will not enable me to enter into a discussion 
to any considerable extent of the character of the improvements now 
going onon the Mississippi River. A special committee was appointed 
by this House in August last charged with the duty, first, of examin- 
ing into the proposed works in progress on the Mississippi River; 
secondly, as to the feasibility of the outlet m; and, thirdly, the 
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jetty system and the extent to which it had aided the navigation of that 
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river. Your committee discharged that duty as best they were able 
and recommend in their report: 

First. That the efficacy of the plan determined upon by the Mississippi Rive; 
Commission for the channel improvement of the river is not sufficiently estab. 
lished to warrant its general application without further trial; and that such 
works should be restricted to Pium Point and Lake Providence reaches and 
brought to a state of completion, and that a sufficient sum should be appropri- 
ated for the successful prosecution of the work at these two points; and that the 
plan of the commission should not be applied to or continued at any other place 
on the river until the works at these two points are completed and their desira 
bility established. . 

Second. That the construction and repair of levees is not essential to the im 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River, and that Congress should 
make no appropriation therefor. 

Third. That while the outlet system might relieve the river of its flood-waters 
yet your committee are not prepared to recommend it to the favorable consider. 
ation of Congress as a method for improving navigation. 

Fourth, That the system of jetties established at the mouth of the river faci|i- 
tates navigation and answers the purpose for which they were constructed. 


In all these conclusions the committee are not unanimous and mino; 
ity views have been submitted. I desire to submit some considerations 
touching the first proposition, that the plan determined upon by the 
Mississippi River Commission for improving the river should be re- 
stricted to two points on the Mississippi River; that is, to Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches, and the work at these two points brought 
to a state of completion and their efficacy decided before work is under 
taken at any other point. I think I may say I speak for the entire 
committee, the gentlemen composing the special committee, when | 
say that it is the view of the committee that such a step is desirable 
The plan already determined upon for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River I need not now take time to comment upon. I can simply 
say it is indicated in this map which I hold in my hand, the object be- 
ing to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River hy 
dike work at the heads of the islands or bars so as to throw the river 
into a narrower channel within a space of 3,000 feet, as recommended 
by the commission. Now, the committee have no doubt, and [ have 
none myself, that if that work can be successfully accomplished and 
the river at low water brought within a boundary of 3,000 feet, it wil! 
improve navigation. I think there is no question about that. The 
only question for the committee and the only question with the House 
it seems te me is, can that be successfully accomplished? 1 desire to 
call the attention of this committee to the fact that it is a very difficult 
undertaking. In the first place, in order to narrow the channel it is 
necessary to protect the caving banks, and those are, I will not under- 
take to say how many miles in extent; but in order to bring the chan- 
nel within the space of 3,000 feet as contemplated it is necessary in the 
first place that they shall be protected from the encroachment of the 
water. It is attempted to protect them by mattresses of willows, laying 
them upon the caving banks and fastening them with stone, the upper 
portion being protected by revetments. This plan, as I have said, if it 
“an succeed would prevent the caving of the banks, and will aid in 
narrowing the channel. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Most certainly. 

Mr. FLOWER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Michigan if the 
committee took into consideration the advisability of preserving the 
forests on the headwaters cf the Mississippi River, and on the Saint 
Louis River, a tributary of the Mississippi River, and also of the tree 
culture along the banks of the Upper Missouri, in order to prevent the 
rush by the high waters coming down in the spring and expending its 
force upon the levees of the Mississippi River ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. No, sir; the committee did not look 
into that at all. 

Mr. WASHBURN. They are doing that by the construction of 
reservoirs which hold the waters back. 

Mr. FLOWER. I suppose that i3 intended to obtain water to drive 
logs with. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That was not before the committee, 
and was not considered at all. 

Now, let me say the cost of doing this work was estimated in the 
first place at $23,000,000, The cost of bank protection on the channel 
work of the entire Mississippi River below Cairo was estimated at 
#23,000,000. General Comstock, the president of the commission, 
before your committee said that he would have to revise the estimate, 


and placed the cost at $66,000,000. He said that would be the cost of 


doing the work. 

The bill before the committee—and in that particular the committee 
are in accord with the Committee on Commerce—restricts the work to 
these two places, for the reason that the committee believe that this 
work is experimental. True, the commission believe that it has passed 
beyond the stage of experiment, and that it will be perfectly safe to 
enter upon the work from Cairo to Red River, anywhere where the 
banks are caving, and to use any amount of money, and that it would 
be successful; and your committee do not believe that this work should 
be undertaken until its efficacy is established at these two points; and 
these two points are selected because they are the most dangerous points 
in the river, and where navigation is the most difficult. 
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Mr. KASSON. What is the depth of water at these two points? | 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. It varies. The river spreads over a 

ashi and in some places there is only a channel through which 

boats can go. 

have been tried at other ong, have not over 
ved successful. Major Suter testified upon this question as to the 

proved ‘his plan at other places as follows: 


By the CHAIRMAN : 


uestion. I understood you to say that the key to your improvement is the 

eo of the caving banks ? 

Answer. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Q. If that fails your work fails? 

4. Unquestionably. : 

Q. There is no question about that ? 

A. No, sir; noquestion whatever about that. 
Q. Why? 





\. Well, sir, we are agreed as to the means to be employed to get deep water 
for low-water na tion ; we have got to have concentration and contraction. 
We can not possibly have contraction unless we have something to contract 
agvinst. It meansthat we must cut off a certain portion of the present river bed, 
pa that necessarily throws the whole rivereither against one side or the other, 
and the bank on that side must be held. : f 
Q. And if you can not hold the banks the whole thing will be a failure ? 
r. 

@ tn upon the strength, the efficacy, and the durability of your 
works? 

A. Yes, sir. , ‘ 

AY You say that work of a similar character was tried in 1877? ; 

A. Yes, sir; the instance I mentioned was on the Missouri River, at Saint 
Joseph. 

Q. Was thaton a caving bank? , 

A. Yes, sir; that was ona caving bank ; a very rapidly caving bank. 

Q. Were the works that you put in at Saint Joseph the same as the works 
that you put in at Plum Point? ; i 

A. The same general character of work, although the details are different. 
was not nearly as perfect work as we do at the present day. 

Q. You put down mattresses? ; ‘ 

A. Yes,sir. The mattresses used at Saint Joseph were made of fascines; that 
is. bundles of willows, willow saplings tied up in bundlesand fastened together. 

Q. How thick? 

A. About ten inches. : | 

Q. How much of that work was put in at Saint Joseph? 

A. ldo notremember. I think that particular year we put in about half a 
mile, perhaps. We only had a little money to spend and could not go very far, 
and I do not think there was more than half a mile put in at that time. 

Q. You say that such work has been lost in the river? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much? 

A. I would not undertake tosay that. It extends over several years, and every 
year we lost pieces here and there. 


It 


Q. Did you lose any there in 1877? 
A. No, sir. 


Q. In 1878? 

A. No, sir; in 1879 was the first loss. 

«. How much bank-work did you lose that year? 

A. Several miles. The pieces of work done along the river rarely exceeded a 
mile in length. : 

Q. Now, if you will tell me the number of miles of bank-work lost in 1879, and 
the reasons for the same, I shall be obliged to you. 

A. The total amount did not exceed two miles. That is, there was about one 
mile lost opposite Omaha, and a similar amount at Nebraska City. 

There was a mile lost opposite Omaha? 

Yes, sir. 
Which bank? 
The left bank of the river. 
What kind of a bank was that? 
. It was nearly pure sand. 
g bank? 


POrererere 


=? 


It does in great floods. In fact, at Omaha it overflows every year to a cer- 
tain extent, a foot or two feet, perhaps. 

Q. seg this a protection by a mattress? 

r. 

Q. How wide was the mattress? 

A. The mattress was about forty feet in width. 

Q. How high was the bank above the water? 

A. The bank was about fifteen feet high above low water. 

Q. When wasthat work ——— ? 

A. It was put in in the previous fall, in 1878. 

Q. Was it com ? 

A. No; it was notcompleted. When I speak of completion I mean the whole 
bank that was caving was not protected, because we had not money enough to 
do it. Thework as far asit went was completed. 

Q. When did it goout ? 

A. Inthe spring following. 

Q. Did the entire work go out? 

A, Well, it was so oe af damaged that we had to rebuild it. 

Q. Where did it go to ; did it go down the stream ? 
. Yes, sir; it went down the stream. Some of the matresses were caught, I 
believe, at Memphis. That work was built upon the theory of the pilots. 
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Q. was the cost of that work ? 

A. The cost of it was about $2.25 a foot. 

Q. Did that work go out at once in a single day or night? 

A. No, sir; it was of course progressive, but it went pretty rapidly. 

Q. Were you present at the time ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What information have you about it? 

A. I have the information of my assistant, who was on the ground at the time. 

2. we he explain to you how it went out? 

» Yes, sir. 

Q. The river cut in from above, as I understand you? 

A. Which are you referring to now? 

Q. Iam talking of the one opposite to Omaha. 

A. In that case the was principally from above, from the upper part | 
of the bank. The water cut in on top of the revetment. | 

Q. The water then overflowed this work? 

A. No, sir; it did not overflow. 

Q. How could it cut in, then? 

A. The flood which came in brought down the ice from the upper portion of | 
the river, great masses of ice, and very heavy ice at that, and when they struck | 





the upper bank, which had been but lightly protected, it cut right through the 
light protection, which was all that had been thought necessary above low water. 
We had merely put a thatching of brush on the bank, and the fields of ice cut 
through this. Then the water, flowing along the upper edge of the mattress, as 
the river was still rising, cut in behind them and they were finally all carried 
away. 

Q. In other words, the mattress was cut in behind by the flood ? 

A. That was the ultimate result; yes, sir. 

Q. Now you have completed the explanation of the manner in which that went 
outy 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Suppose the current should cut in at the head of that? 
A. It would undoubtedly go out the same way that the other did. 
Q. Well, yowhave not done so? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What was the value of the work that went out? 

A. It cost about $2.50 a foot. 

Q. That would make it about $15,000? 

A. In that neighborhood somewhere. 

Q. That was independent of any plant? 

A. Yes, sir; that is just the net cost of the work itself. 

Q. Have you lost any at other places on the river? 

A. There has been some lost at other plaees. 

Q. Where? 
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. There was a piece of work lost at Nebraska City during the great flood of 
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. Of the same kind? 

. No; that had been lost, as I told you before, in 1879. 

. It was renewed then? 

. Yes, sir. 

. You say there had been work lost at Nebraska City in 1879? 
. There was about a mile lost in 1879. 

. Was that of the same kind and character of work? 

. Yes, sir. 
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By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. What caused that to go out? 

A. That was caused by underscour. 

Q. That lifted the mattress out—took it out? 

A. No, sir; it went down into a hole. The water washed the ground away 
underneath and the mattress went right down. 

Q. Did it all go out together? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did the work cost? 

A. That was cheaper; that only cost $1 a foot; there was a loss of some five 
or six thousand dollars there. 

Q. Do you know where that went to? 

A. No, sir; that was heavy wood that would not float; and I think it staid 
there. 
Q. You built another work there? 
A. We were working at it while the other was going out. 
Q. When was it completed ? 
A. The same season—in 1879, 
Q. Where is that? 
A. That is gone too. That went out in 1881. 
Q. How much? 
A. The same amount—about a mile. 
Q. It does that, then, sometimes? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then the second work, completed in 1979, that went out in the flood of 1881? 
A. Yes, sir. 
. The whole thing? 
. The whole thing. 
. How did that go out? Just explain it. 
Well, sir, during that flood the whole country was overflowed 
was eight feet under water. The work lay at the foot of a long bend twelve or 
fifteen miles around. The river began cutting a mile and a half or more above 
where the works terminated. This cut went on widening as it came down 
stream. When it reached our works it was a quarter of a mile or more wide, 
and as that slice came down it took the work out. 

Q. Did it take it out and carry it down the stream? 

A. Well, I do not know about that. When it disappeared I lost all interest 
in it. 

Q. You do not know what became of it? 

A. I presume it is buried somewhere in the bottom of the river 

Q. I think you stated what the cost in the first place was? 

A. Yes, sir; that was about $5,000. 

Q. And have you put in any other? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You concluded to quit with that? 

A. We concluded to wait until we had money enough to extend the works a 
little farther. 

Q. Did you lose mattresses at any other places? 
A. Another place was at Leavenworth. 
Q. When was that built? 
A. That was built in 1878. 
Q. How much? 
A. Two miles. 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
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The work 


Q. When did it come out? 
A. Eighteen hundred and eighty-one. 
. The whole of it? 

A. No; not all of it; I think about one mile and a half. 

Q. Did that go out? 

A. That was scoured underneath. I had some more work in the same place. 
I said two miles; I had three miles in place, and about half of it was lost. The 
balance was built on sounder principles, and that staid. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. How much did that work cost? 

A. About $2.30 or $2.50 a foot. 

Q. And a mile and a half of that went down? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You spoke of some works being lost at Memphis; what was the extent of 
the works lost there? 

A. I would not be able to state positively. 
done. 

Q. How was that done? 

A. The steamboats land against the work, and as they came in at low water 

y would punch their bows throughthe mattresses. 
. Then it would not do for steamboats to land where this work is built” 
. That could have been prevented by covering the work with stone. 
. Well, has there any damage been done at Vicksburgh ?” 
A. Yes, sir; in the way I have described. The work was isolated. 
. Who built that? 
A. Major Benyaurd had it in charge. 


I said there had been some damage 
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a De you tune how much was lost there? 
Q. And on do not know personally how it was lost? 

A. I have always understood that the work was isolated, and that it was at- 
tacked from above and below and lost in high water. 

I have not the time to go over the entire testimony. This plan has 
been tried at several different places. While at some places it has been 
successful and has answered the purposes for which it was constructed, 
yet in other places it has failed. 

But to bring this question of the stability of these works directly to 
the attention of the committee, as my time has nearly expired, let me 
say that the very work at Plum Point has been disturbed during the 
present month. As will be remembered, the gentleman trom Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Roprnson] called upon the Secretary of War, through a 
resolution of the House, to advise the House as to the loss of works at 
Plum Point. In reply, the officer in charge, Captain Knight, says: 


[Telegram.} 


Cuter or Exorxyerrs, Washington, D. C.: 


I estimate 1,475 feet of dike and 1,400 feet of foot mattress for bank protection 
carried away. Total value, $8,000. Of this about 600 feet of dike had been com- 
pleted; but, having been carried higher than later work, and piling being 
weaker, it could not sustain shock of heavy flow of drift. The rest of dike was 
lost by reason of scour having set in before foot-mat could be sunk, and of mat- 
tress because it had not been sunk before high water rendered its sinking im- 
possible. In my opinion the method followed has not been shown defective by 


this damage. 
KNIGHT, Engineer. 

Now, I think the committee act very wisely in restricting the work 
to these two points. 

Mr. WILLITS. Will thegentleman allow metoask him a question ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLITS. I see the item for improving the Mississippi River 
includes the harbors of New Orleans, Natchez, Memphis, and the de- 
flection of the waters of the Red ».nd Mississippi Rivers from the Atcha- 
falaya River. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. We did not have that in charge at 
all. 

Now, in relation—and I am sorry my time has so nearly expired—in 
relation to the advisability of applying this work to two points— 

General Wright, Chief of the Engineer Corps, testified before your committee 
es follows: “It has always been my view thatonly one reach of the river should 
be attacked first, say the Plum Point reach, That was the worst reach in the 
river, Italways seemed well to me that Congress should appropriate money 
enough to make a fair test upon that reach, and to wait until the results there 
were sufficiently known before stomne yy! beyond.”’ In reply toa 
question if time sufficient had elapsed to test the Plum Point reach General 
Wright answered: “ No, sir; the worksare notsufficiently advanced; I was not 
in favor of expending money on any other portion of the river below Cairo until 
those works were completed and the results fully known, If they were satis- 
factory, as | believed they would be, then appropriations might be made at the 
will of Congress for any number of bad places. Work could be carried on at 
half a dozen places as wellas at one; but itdid notseem to me wise tocommence 
at all the places at the same time. We would learn a good deal from our works 
as they progressed at one point that would cheapen work very much, looking 
toward economy in all future works.” 

General Comstock stated to your committee upon this point: “In my opinion, 
the best way would be to take one of these reaches of ae fifty miles in length 
and have Congress appropriate liberally for work upon that particular reach, so 
that we might do it thoroughly and on an extensive scale; and by that means 
we would be able to determine whetber the work is going to be stable, and 
whether it is wise to stop or go on.”’ 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from Michigan now allow me to 
ask him a question with reference to the mattress work from which he 
passed just a moment ago. I visited Captain Knight when he was con- 
ducting those works, before the gentleman’s committee reached there, 
and he informed me he had no doubt at all about the permanence of 
those works if they are made thick enough; but the eflort of the en- 
gineers was to find a minimum cost at which the mattress work could 
be done. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. What is your question? I have but 
a minute left. 

Mr. DUNN. Did not your committee find that the work being done 
was on the basis of ascertaining the minimum cost at which the mat- 
tress work could be made effective, and to that extent it was somewhat 
experimental ? 

_Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Let me say that the commission tes- 
tified, I think without exception, that the work is not experimental. 

Mr. DUNN. Experimental only in respect to the thickness of the 
mattresses. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have buta minute leit of my time. 
I say that there is no difference of opinion among the members of the 
commission. This work has passed beyond thestageof experiment; and 
whether that be true or not, yet your committee recommend, in accord- 
ance with the views of General Wright and of the president of the com- 
mission, that it is wise to restrict this work to a single point, and not 
to appropriate money with a lavish hand for work along the whole 
course of this river, and then perhaps in the future have the work which 
has been done entirely Nowy 

I say that so far as I am individually concerned, if work had not 
been undertaken at both Plum Poiut reach and Lake Providence reach 
I should strongly incline to the opinion that it should be restricted to 
one reach alone, in accordance with the views of General Wright and 
of General Comstock. But because work has been entered upon at 
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both of those and nearly one million dollars has been ex. 
pended for plant to carry on the work, and a large amount of materia) 
is on hand, to abandon the work at either one of those places might 
endanger it there and destroy it; so that asa matter of economy I think 
it wiser, and the committee so recommend, that work be continued at 
both of those points. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. My friend from ifornia [Mr. 
PAGE] intimated that he would yield to me a portion of his time. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire how much has the mattress work 
at these two places been washed out ? 

Mr. THOMAS. The report of the Secretary of War states that. 

Mr. WHITE. I mean since that report was made. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the latest. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be per- 
mitted to proceed, not to extend the time for general debate. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman from California said 
he would yield to me five minutes of his time. 

Mr. KASSON. My proposition is that the time of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] be extended, but not to extend the 
time for general debate. 

Mr. PAGE. I will yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I am greatly obliged to the gentle- 
man from California. I was saying that if work had not been under- 
taken at both of these points, I should think it wise to restrict the 
work to one only of those reaches. 

Mr. BUCKNER. What is the distance embraced in those points? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. In one it is thirty miles, in the other 
twenty-five miles. So much has been expended for the plant, and so 
much work has been done at both of these reaches, that I think it wise 
to go on with the work at both points. They present different condi- 
tions, and under the circumstances your special committee recommend 
that work be continued at both of these points, and that work at no 
other point be undertaken until the works here have been brought to 
completion at those two points and their efficacy tested by being sub- 
ject to repeated floods, to see whether they will accomplish the end the, 
were designed to accomplish. 

Now, I may be permitted to speak briefly of the cost of building the 
works at these two points. General Comstock, the president of the com 
mission, says there has been expended at Plum Point already $1,250,000, 
and he estimates that it will require from $2,000,000 to $3,836,000 to 
complete the improvement at that reach alone. 

He further states in reference to the work at Lake Providence reach 
that the amount appropriated to that point and allotted out of the pres- 
ent appropriation is $1,100,000, and that it will require $1,600,000 more 
to complete the work at that point. 

For one I am exceedingly gratified that the Committee on Commerce 
in this bill have restricted the work to these two reaches. When we 
reach that portion of the bill I shall offer an amendment restricting the 


commission from doing channel work, which consists of bank protection 


and dike-building, at any other point; and let Congress appropriate a 
sufficient sum of money, I care not how liberal the appropriation may 
be, to test the efficiency of the work at those two points. 

I desire to say in conclusion simply this, what I need scarcely say, 
that Iam a friend of the Mississippi Riverimprovement. Itisa national 
work and should be under national care. 

That man is not a friend of the improvement of that stream who is 
ready and anxious to take this plan or any plan and apply it to the whole 
Mississippi River, expending upon it untold millions, the $66,000,000 
which is estimated, before he is certain that the plan will accomplish 
what is desired. 

He is a friend of the improvement of that river who is willing to try 
an experiment at a single point and bring it to a state of perfection at 
that point, and demonstrate its ability to do what is desired. If you 
enter upon the other system and apply this plan to the whole river, 
and if by some accident the work should be destroyed and swept down 
to the Gulf, it will delay the improvement of the Mississippi River for 
a geveration. 

Mr. KASSON. And create new obstacles down there. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. It will delay the improvement of the 
Mississippi River for a generation; there is no question about that, and 
the nation will abandon all effort at improvement. But if you apply 
it to one or two points, as proposed by this bill, and bring it to a state 
of perfection, and test its ability to narrow the channel and improve 
the navigation, then I trust this great Government will appropriate 
with a liberal hand to improve the Mississippi River from Cairo to the 
Gulf. 

I now yield fifteen minutes of the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rosrnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. McLANEe], in the course of his remarks, stated that Massachu- 
setts did not find occasion to oppose river and harbor bills until items 
were included for the tt Western rivers. I only speak for myself, 
not for the rest of the delegation; but I want to tell him that so far as I 
am concerned I have been from the outset, and am now, in favor of 
every proper and reasonable expenditure for the improvement of the 
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Mississippi River. The other rivers are not now under discussion. 
The position I have taken in debate since I have been in Congress is 
open for the inspection of everybody, and my declarations are sufiiciently 
clear and pronounced to be beyond question. f 
The committee of which I happen to be a member, specially directed 
to consider the improvements of the Mississippi River during the last 
recess of Me TF have had their views presented somewhat by their 
chairman. It is impossible for me to extend them at length upon the 
general question. Suflice it to say that the committee are unanimous 
in the conclusion that the expenditures for the improvement of the river 
should be confined to two reaches called Plum Point and Lake Provi- 
dence, not including at all the question of the harbors. We say, ‘‘Go 
on and attempt to improve under the plan proposed the two reaches, one 
of them thirty-eight miles in length, the other twenty-five; and those 
shall be the tests, after the floods have risen against those structures, to 
determine forthe country whether the improvement shal! goon through- 
out the | of the entire river. With that proposition I believe 
this House is in accord. I am glad to see that the Committee on Com- 
merce has so restricted the appropriations in this bill; and it is only nec- 
, as I believe, to make the language of the clause a little more 
specific so that the appropriations provided in this bill shall be confined 
strictly to those reaches. 
I shall use the remaining portion of my time in speaking upon the 
application of levees to channel improvements. I do not question at 
all that leveesare a proper expedient for the protection and reclamation 
of lands. Mr. Chairman, I do not stop to discuss the constitutional 
question whether under the authority of the Constitution Congress may 
expend money for the protection and reclamation of lands. I waiveany 
discussion of that question, because if I appreciate the sentiment of the 


House I believe it will not appropriate money for this purpose. Atany 
rate I have not time to discuss that feature of the proposition. 1 wish 


to say that the committee, with the exception I believe of two mem- 
bers, that the levees should not be constructed as a part of the 
scheme of channel improvement, especially at this time when it is pro- 
posed that only the two reaches shall be put under treatment. I think 
it does not need a demonstration to show that when we proceed to work 
only upon one space of 38 miles and another space of 25 miles we shall 
not go forward applying the levee system to the remainder of the 1,200 


ment under the plan now upon ? 

Therefore I say we should take the precaution that this commission 
shall not expend another dollar for the building or repair of levees. 
Why? Because, although in the first act giving $1,000,000 it was pro- 
vided in substance that no money should be applied to the building of 
levees except as a means of improving the channel for the purpose of 
navigation, and although the commission did not go on to spend out of 
that appropriation anything for levees, yet, when in the last bill we gave 
them $4,123,000, what did they do? They went forward and spent or 
allotted out of that appropriation $1,010,000 torepair levees. Recollect, 
Mr. Chairman, that they are only working for channel improvement 
upon Lake Providence Reach, twenty-five miles long, and Plum Point 
Reach, thirty-eight miles long. You would expect that they would be 
building leveesagainst those two reaches. Notatall. Where did they 
go to work to build levees? Down below the mouth of Red River; at 
that point they applied $110,000 for the repair of levees. 

Now, why? Nota living man will tell anybody there is any diffi- 
culty in navigation of the Mississippi below the Red River. It is right 
at all stages of the river. The commission say so unanimously, and 
not a steamboat man, not a river man, not a resident ever said to us 
that it was anything but good navigation at all seasons of the year from 
the mouth of the Red River tothe Gulf of Mexico. That being so, I 
question very much the propriety of the commission going on to spend 
$110,000 at a point where there is no difficulty in the channel naviga- 
tion. 


More than that, what did they do and how did they doit? They 
at once, at the beginning, when they wanted to spend that million and 
ten thousand dollars for levees, proceeded to meet the State authorities. 
They called a convention and they sent their delegate, and they metat 
the city of Memphis and proceeded to allot money to the State of Louis- 
iana and to the State of Mississippi and to the State of Arkansas and 
to all of the States except Missouri out of this money»to repair levees 
within those States. How did they doit? By a kind of partnership. 
They said to those tlemen representing those States: How much 
money can you put in to repair levees? It was stated, and they pro- 
ceeded tosupply some more out of the United States Treasury to make 
up the sum necessary. They found out what was necessary. When 
we asked the om of the State board of Louisiana what he was 
to do in building levees, he said, ‘‘ Undoubtedly to protect Jands; 
that is what we are trying to do.”’ 
And so you have this condition of things: The State of Louisiana, for 
instance, appropriating money into one common pool to build levees 
for the protection of lands, and the commission of the United States 
putting some more into the same pool and paying out of the same con- 
tribution. One is said to be for the protection of the lands; the other 
is for channel t. That is the argument. 








miles of the Mississippi River from Cairo tothe Gulf. Why build levees | 
outsideof those two reaches, if you are working for channel improve- | 
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There is a railroad that crosses Bonnet Carré Crevasse, where there 
has been an opening since 1874. No trouble there with the nav igation,; 
none at all. Oh, yes; they say a steamer went in there once, and thev 
tell you of that ene steamer; but the men of the river say for ordinary 
purposes, the common purposes of navigation, it is well enough. At 
high water the river flows out through that crevasse; at low water it 
does not. What didthey do? The commission applied $15,000 of that 
money to assist the railroad company to build the bank across that 
opening, and that bank was the protection of the railroad company’s 
track—the Mississippi Valley Railroad—I have not the whole name 
before me, but it is something like that. Fifteen thousand dollars was 
applied, because the railroad company notitied them they would apply 
the rest of it themselves to build that levee. 

I believe that is not right. Look at the map which is before you 
There is a map showing the overflowed portion of the Mississ:ppi Val 
ley during the last flood, the colored portion. What do the commis- 
sion propose todo? To make channel works 3,000 feet apart within 
the bed of the river, below the natural banks, of course. When it is 
low water, or when the river is not more than bank-full, it is supposed 
those contracting works will restrain the water way so the river will 
pass in that space of 3,000 feet. The levees, we all understand, are on 
the banks, perhaps halfa mile or a mile away. The river is broad in 
many places. Ii the water overflows the bank there is no difliculty 
about the navigation of the river, but there is difliculty about the lands 
So the commission had this theory; notice it: They say we propose to 
make these new banks by the contracting works. Then thequestion is 
what will you do with the levees? They are to have an ideal river, 
says Major Suter, an ideal Mississippi River 3,000 feet wide. Then 
what is he going to do with his levees? He told us he proposed to bring 
his levees up to the bank of that ideal river and build new levees on that 
newly constructed bank, on that new edge. Recolleet, when that foun 
dation is gone the superstructure will come down with the foundation 
But suppose it stands. In the last flood the country was overflowed 
seventy-three miles wide in one place. On the testimony the water was 
all the way from three to twenty-five feet deep in that space of seventy 
three miles. Yet the Commission propose experimentally to draw up 
that water seventy-three miles wide into a leveed space of 3,000 feet, 
and hold it there. The common sense of all uneducated men Jeads one 
very much to doubt the feasibility of such a plan, and the competence 
of the distinguished gentlemen to deal with such a problem 

Mr. KING. It has been done once and can be done again. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. What I have to say is if they 
are working to that plan, and that is what they say, this Congress ought 
to understand it before it appropriates money for any such scheme as 
that. 

Gentlemen say they havedone it before. That is, I suppose, they have 
built levees before and have restrained the water; but if the gentlemen 
living along that line of States have built them, for what did they build 
them? For the protection of the lands, is the unanimous testimony, 
and nothing else. 

Oh, they say, you will have the works at Plum Point and at Lake 
Providence Reach, three hundred miles, we will say, above the mouth 
of the Red River. But they propose to go below the mouth of the Red 
River and build levees so that when the waters come down there, in a 
channel periectly good at all stages of water, it will behave well under 
that restraint. That is the theory. Not that it needs to scour the bed 


| of the river; no, because the bed is sufliciently low at all times tor the 


purposes of navigation. Buton the explanation of their theory it. is 
proposed to bring the water within the restraints of good behavior 
throughout the State of Louisiana. Not that there is any difficulty 
with the navigation. No; nor are they open to the insinuation. They 
say that it is done to protect the land: and yet it needs only that it be 
very seriously questioned whether the great dominating iniluence of 
that section, and I say it without hostility, I say it without reflecting 
upon them, it is very proper that they should be interested in the 
question, but whether the great dominating influence of that section is 
notafter all but an etfortin favorof their lands under the guise of channel 
improvement. Anditis distinctly stated by prominent gentlemen who 
testified before our committee in the city of New Orleans that it was 
right for the Government of the United States under the protective 
theory to build these levees to protect the lands for the benefit of the 
sugar-planters in the State of Louisiana. That was the claim, that was 
the testimony. That testimony is before the House; it isin this volame 
which is open to the inspection of anybody. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts permit me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
answer it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does not the gentleman from Massachusetts think 
that he is doing the scientific commission and the officers of the Army, 
the engineer oflicers who are performing the work to which he now 
refers, a great injustice when he says that the work they recommend is 
for the protection of the alluvial lands along the banks of the river and 
not for the benefit of its navigation? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I did not say it. I did not say 
that the Army engineers were building them for that purpose. But I 


Certainly, if I have time to 
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stated, and I believe, that the influence of that portion of the Missis- 
sippi Valley which is on the lower part of the river is for these improve- 
ments principally because they will protect their alluvial lands. The 
gentlemen above on the river are interested in the channel improve- 
ments, and for everything that will give them a channel from 
Saint Louis tothe Gulf of Mexico. Iam with them heartily, for I think 
that is exactly what ought to be done. I am for the improvement of 
the channel of the river wherever its improvement is necessary. And 
when I come to vote upon the question | shall vote just in that direc- 
tion every time, and that is the extent to which we ought to go unless 
this Congress proposes to go on and take upon itself the whole burden 
of protecting the lands in the alluvial valley of the Mississippi River. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts is mistaken as to 
the question of the protection of these alluvial lands. It is the im- 
provement of the river which is of prime importance—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If I hada little more time I would be glad to hear 
the question of the gentleman and reply to him. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I now yield fifteen minutes of the 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Tuomas}. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated by the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Burrows, of Michigan] as well as by another 
member of the select committee, upon most of the questions submitted 
to it for its investigation the committee are agreed. That the work of 
the Mississippi River Commission has been done according to the terms 
and provisions of the law is shown by the committee in their report. 
That the Mississippi River Commission exceeded its authority under the 
law in any part or parcel of their work is not established by the voice of 
one respectable witness that came before the committee. 

I have not the provisions of the law before me, but I recall the fact 
that that commission was to devise means, if possible, to prevent disas- 
trous overflows, and if the history of the past shows that levees have 
restrained the waters of the river and prevented disastrous overflows, 
then the commission in the expenditure of the money alluded to have 
kept strictly within the letter of the law. And I desire to put myself 
on record here and now in favor of the plan of the Mississippi River 
Commission, and that, too, including levees to prevent disastrous over- 
flows. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, stop and think fora moment. The morning 
mist is water distributed and in that formis wholly harmless. Concen- 
trated, however, that same mist is the mighty ocean, which is absolutely 
irresistible. The floods falling upon a field in the form of gentle rain, 
as has been said by one of the most accomplished writers on hydraulics 
in this country, will not disturb the most delicate vegetable mold, 
whereas if the same water is concentrated in one channel it will tear 
down the firm hills. Sir, few realize, even those who have been upon 
its waters, the power and volume of the Mississippi River and the 
strength of its floods. There is more dynamic force, more power in 
that river to scour out its bottom when confined within proper limits 
than the aggregated force of all the artificial power in the world. Are 
you aware that that river when its waters are fully charged with sed- 
iment and its current is checked will deposit 5,000 or more cubic yards 
of sediment in one place during twenty-four hours ? 

The stream that can carry that load can, if properly confined and if 
its forces are conserved, bear its burden of silt on and out into the Gulf 
and out of the way of navigation. Why, sir, the bottom of the Missis- 
sippi River is simply hills and valleys. It may be very properly de- 
scribed, as the topographical map shows, as a succession of lakes or lagoons 
with hills intervening. These hills are sand-bars; the lagoons are 
stretches of deep water between. The Mississippi River has only as 
much water for purposes of navigation as is found over the highest sand- 
bar between its source and its mouth, and a boat can carry no greater 
load than is warranted by the depth of water upon the highest sand-bar. 
The sand-bars are to be found only where the forces of the river have 
been checked and where its load of silt has been thrown down iy reason 
of obstruction. 

The plan the Mississippi River Commission proposes is to confine the 
water of the river so as to force it over the crests of these bars and cut 
them down, and thus unite by a safe navigable channel these lagoons 
or long stretches of deep water. And inasmuch as great opposition to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River has been developed by the in- 
terstate artificial transportation lines, as well through themselves as their 
agents, as well through their advovates outside as inside of Congress, 
as well through newspapers as other influences, the committee, recog- 
nizing that this improvement of the Mississippi River was for the 
pose of giving to the producers of the West the cheapest possible transpor- 
tation for their produce, said: ‘*‘ Notwithstanding this howl and clamor, 
we are determined—since Co has adopted it—to have this plan of 
improvement tested fairly and fully, but, lest it should prove a failure, 
we are willing to confine the work for the t to the two reaches of 
the river known as Plum Point and Provi ” 

But I ask, sir, that the Mississippi River Commission may be allowed 
toe the paltry appropriation by this bill, according to 
the plan adopted by it aftera long, t , and earnest investigation, 





a plan which was indorsed by the Forty-sixth Congress after full in- 
vestigation, and was reindorsed by this Congress at its last session. 

And now, forsooth, eight members of Congress, floating down the 
Mississippi River through nights and days of fog and rain on a freight- 
boat loaded down with empty kerosene barrels, agricultural implements, 
and every imaginable sort of freight, steaming along and stopping on!, 
four times on the way, come here and in the face of all the experience 
of the best scientists in the world say, ‘* You shall not spend the money 
for this purpose or that, for we have been down the Mississippi River 
and know more about it than the commission does.’’ How absurd. 
when this commission is composed of the best hydraulic and dynamic 
engineers in the world, men who have reputations confined to no State. 
to no country, but that reach out wherever human intelligence and 
civilization are known. 

In the face of all this we find the friends of freight-pooling companies 
of railroads proposing to limit this great national work, proposing to 
strangle it to death by this means or that. I object to being governe«! 
by their dictates. 

But, says my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBrnson ], and I wish 
him to understand as well as the chairman that in the reference I make to 
friends of monopolies I do not refer to them, as he refers to a map and 
calls attention to the fact that the floods of 1882 spread over seventy 
miles wide of territory, and were from three to twenty-five feet dec), 
‘** How can you hold that water within a channel of 3,000 feet?” He 
forgot to tell you another thing, and that was that the flood—the crest 
of the flood wave being perfectly defined, but while the water was stil! 
within its natural banks—traveled from Cairo to the Gulf in exactly 
ten days. But after the river’s force had been weakened by its waters 
being spread all over the country, when it had lost momentum by the 
obstruction of every intervening tree and hill, it took the second wave 
about one hundred days to travel the distance which the first had tray- 
eled in ten days. 

Now, the commission propose—and their friends all stand by them— 
to confine this water so that it will run out in ten days, instead of in 
one hundred days, as is required when the river overflows its banks. 
If gentlemen think the people of this coutry are idiotic enough tosup- 
pose they could command that river to stand still as Joshua did the 
sun, till they piled it up into a column of water sixty feet high, they 
certainly reckon without their host, and show that they have no proper 
appreciation of the intelligence of the people of this country. The 
people realize that the river rans downward and onward to the sea, and 
waits not for the hand or the pleasure of man Why, sir, this river, 
as any one will see who looks at it, rans through the lowest part of 
the great Mississippi Valley. Why? Because water always seeks the 
lowest level. - 

And that fact is established by another fact; that is, that all of the 
lateral streams run into the Mississippi; and hence it is that the chan- 
nel of the river is the lowest part of that valley. It builds its own 
banks; it is the creature of its own power. It carries on its shoulders 
and within its waters all the time all the silt that it can, and it builds 
its own banks from that silt. It builds them upto within three inches 
of the average flood-height. 

Now, if we can put three inches more on top of its own banks, banks 
built by itself, then we will protect the country from the average 
floods. And if we can put a foot more on we will protect the country 
from extraordinary floods. 

Gentlemen talk here of these levees as though we were going to build 
them as high as St. Peter’s dome and as broad as the Capitol of the 
United States. Nothing of the kind is necessary. All that is required 
is to build them high enough and strong enough to meet the extraor- 
dinary floods. And when the river is concentrated, as I said a while 
ago, in its own channel, it will take up the silt from the bottom of the 
channel and remove these irregular poiats and obstructions, wash them 
off, thereby deepening the channel, and navigation will be thereby im- 
proved, disastrous floods will be prevented, commerce will be promoted, 
and the mails will be properly delivered as the law provides they should 
be. 
But, say some of my friends, if we build levees all this alluvial coun- 
try will be reclaimed and we can not stand that. Now, I am more lib- 
eral than they. I say that if we can by this plan deepen the channel 
of the river and thereby improve its navigation and increase the com- 
merce of the country, and if as an incideat to that work the alluvial 
lands are reclaimed, I am not going to find fault with it. 

I shall not find fault if the 45,000 square miles of the most magnifi- 
cent lands the world has ever seen are reclaimed and made a garden 
spot instead of being overflowed marshes and lagoons—made to furnish 
homes to hundreds, ay, thousands and millions of people, instead ot 
homes for musquitoes, frogs, and alligators, as they do now. 

This appears to me to be a great national work. We waited fifty 
years for some one to furnish a plan for the improvement of this river. 
This plan and that have been tried, but experience has shown that they 
are all worthless ex this plan of the Mississippi River Commission, 
which has shown itself to be founded upon proper engineering princi- 
ples and eternal truths. 

The Mississippi River Commission, at the instance of Congress, came 
forward and furnished this plan, and so far as it has been developed 
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the river ithas shown the most magnificent results. At 
Horsetail bar, a short distance below Saint Louis, is has produced an 
improvement in depth of water, through the whole length of that shal- 
iow bar, of from six to fourteen feet. And at Minturn’s Point, where 
there was a bar so large and high that a steamboat could not enter the 
harbor at Cape Girardeau, by the employment of a line of piling the bar 
has been swept away and there is now a good harbor. 


The plan of the Mississippi River Commission and its works are no | 


jonger experimental, but are assured and established facts worthy of 
the confidence and support of Congress and the country. 

{Here the hammer fell.] f 

Mr. PAGE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. : ; 7 

Mr. COX, of New York. In the five minutes allotted ! can not dis- 
cuss any engineering problem. I can not solve any problem connected 
with the pny rogrey Aa the Mississippi River. 

[ can only refer to the political question. It refers to the power of 
the General Government on this subject. It involves the dividing line 
between Federal and State authority. I hold to the very strictest con- 
struction of our Federal Charter. 
our fathers, at least from the time these appropriations were asked for 
in 1827, down to the present time. 

Gentlemen when they bring in these bills have some sort of miracu- 
lous skill of getting them in andthrough. We can not see what passes 
them. It isa mystery—a fairy, sportive mystery. If the gentlemen 
in charge of this bill have seen the opera of Iolanthe they must have 
noticed that there was a ‘‘ fairy member of Parliament.’’ He had the 
support of the enchantments of the unseen fairy world in al: ais Iegis- 
lative work— 

Every bill and every measure, 
Whatever suits his mind and pleasure, 

Though your fury it arouses, 

Shall be passed by both your Houses. 

[ Laughter. ] 

What is the cause of the passage of these kind of bills! 

Mr. DUNN. Common sense. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, 
says: 

The amount of the appropriations of August 2, 1882, remaining un- 
expended on December 9, 1882, in the Treasury and in the hands of disbursing 


officers is about $16,500,000, a considerable portion of which is covered by exist- 
ing contracts, 

Although not called for in the resolution, it is proper to state that the amount 
in Treasury mber 9, 1882, belonging to appropriation acts for river and 
harbor works prior to act of August 2, 1882, was $2,330,510.58. This amount in- 
cludes the amounts reported in List E herewith. 

The amount which will mmage | remain unexpended and uncontracted for 
July 1, 1883, of the appropriation of August 2, 1882, is $3,513,475, a large part of 
which can not be judiciously expended during the present fiscal year, owing to 
the impracticability, in some cases, of completing preliminary arrangements for 
work in time to secure its application within the period stated, and, in others, to 
the desirability of extending operations beyond the present fiscal year for eco- 
nomical considerations. The remaining portion of this balance is accounted for 
in Statements A, B, C, and D, herewith, and to which I beg again to refer. 

it is further estimated that the aggregate amount that will be on hand June 
30, 1883, from all appropriations hitherto made by river and harbor acts is $6,375,- 
299.75. 


If this be so, what is the necessity of this bill? ‘There is a sufficiency 
of means for all Federal commerce and national uses. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to say that for over twenty-five years I 
have known the present Secretary of War, as boy and as man. I have 
known him as Secretary of War; and I am happy to say that he is in 
every regard a model executive officer. That is better than high de- 
scent or great ancestry. When, sir, he makes the report, from which I 
have quoted, showing the large surplus remaining out of the appropria- 
tions of last year, and when he shows the inutilities of such uses of our 
moneys, I prefer to take his recommendation made under judicious and 
engmneering examination before I take the recommendation of men who 
have local interests to gratify and local pride to entorce them. This 
bill should be separated... The goats should be divided from the sheep. 

I sent to the Committee on Rules a resolution, twice asking them to 
separate the larger streams, those which refer to Federal commerce, from 
the little streams and little harbors; so that we might have two bills, 
one good, the other bad; one very good like Jeremiah’s figs, and the 
other probably very bad. That resolution was as follows: 

Resolved, That the seventh clause of Rule XI be amended by adding at the end 
of the hh the following : 

% in reporting bills making appropriations forthe improvement 
of rivers and harbors, said Committee on Commerce shal! make said report in 
two separate bills; the first to include all appropriations for improvements upon 
the sea, lake, and Gulf coasts and the rivers navigable through two or more 


— parts of States; the second to include rivers of local or State commerce 
only.” 


It has been impossible to get a response from the Committee on Rules 
for that resolution. Why? I do not know. 
good to pass. 


Some time we may get a chance to vote on this appropriation for na- | 


tional objects, such as Galveston, Baltimore, New York, San Francisco, 
and for your rivers of national commerce, such as the Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and Hudson. 

In conclusion I ask to have printed the veto message of President 
Polk in 1847 on this subject. It shows that by these i ,ordinate taxes 


I would go back to the methods of | 
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for rivers and harbors you tax people who have no rivers and harbors 
for the benetit of their fellow-citizens who are more advantageously 
situated. This is a crying sin and a mutual wrong. This system is 
as bad if not worse than the tariff. It is based on the same principle, 
of giving localities special advantages at the expense of localities that 
do not enjoy any such advantages. 

I ask to have printed with my remarks President Polk's message on 
this subject and the vote of the House upon a resolution disapproving 
that message. It will be seen that in those early days every Democrat, 
including my friend from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE], voted indirectly to 
sustain the position of President Polk. Every Whig voted the other 
way. 

Cvcespay, July U1, 1s4s. 





Mr. White moved that the vote taken yesterday on agreeing to the resolutions 
introduced by Mr. Stephens be reconsidered, and that this said motion to recon 
sider be laid upon the table; which motion was agreed to 

On motion of Mr. Goggin the House proceeded to the orders of the day and 
resumed the consideration of the report trom the Committee on Commerce, upon 
the memorial from the Chicago convention, relative tothe improvement of rivers 
and harbors by the General Government ; and, also, upon other memorials upon 
the same subject; the veto message of the President of the United States at the 
present session, upon a bill of the last Congress, providing forthe improvement 
of riversand harbors; and the bill relative to tonnage duties; the question being 
on agreeing tothe second resolution accompanying said report ; which was read, 
as follows: 

* Resolved, That the interests of our national commerce, the common defense, 
and general welfare of the United States require a judicious exercise of the fore 
going power.” 

And the question being put, will the House agree thereto” 

It was decided in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 53 

The third resolution was then read, as follows 

* Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the President in his veto message of 
December 15, 1847, for his refusal to approve and sign the bill passed Mareh 3, 
1847, making appropriations for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
are deemed insufficient and unsatisfactory.” 

And the question being put, will the House agree thereto? 

It was decided in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 72. 


The following is President Polk’s veto message: 
To the House of Representatives 


On the last day of the last session of Congress(a bill, entitled “An actto pro 
vide for continuing certain works inthe Territory of Wisconsin, and for other 
yurposes,’’ Which had passed both Houses, was presented to me for my approval 

entertained insuperable objections to its becoming a law; but the short period 
of the session which remained afforded me no suflicient opportunity to prepare 
my objections, and communicate them, with the bill, tothe House of Representa 
tives, in which it originated. For this reason the bill was retained ; and I deem 
it proper now to state my objections to it 

Although, from the title of the bill, it would seem that its main object was to 





make provision for continuing certain works already commenced in the Terri 
tory of Wisconsin, it appears, on examination of its provisions, that it contains 
only a single appropriation of $6,000 to be applied within that Territory, while 
it appropriites more than half a million of dollars for the improvement of numer 
ous harbors and rivers lying within the limits and jurisdiction of several of the 
States of the Union 

At the preceding session of Congress it became my duty to return, with my 
objections, to the House in which it originated, a bill making similar appropri- 
ations, and involving like principles; and the views then expressed remain un 
changed. 

The cireumstances under which this heavy expenditure of public money was 
proposed were of imposing weight in determining upon its expediency. Con 
gress had recognized the existence of war with Mexico, and, to prosecute it to 
“a speedy and successful termination,” 


had made appropriations exceeding our 
ordinary revenues 


fo meet the emergency, and provide forthe expenses of 
the Government, a loan of $23,000,000 was authorized at the same session, which 
has since been negotiated. The practical eect of this bill, had it become a law 
would have been to add the whole amount appropriated by it to the national 
debt. It would, in fact, have made necessary an additional loan to that amount 
as effectually as if in terms it had required the Secretary of the Treasury to bor 
row the money therein appropriated. The main question in that aspect is 
whether it is wise, while all the means and credit of the Government are needed 
to bring the existing war to an honorable close, toimpairthe one and endanger 
the other, by borrowing money to be expended in a system of internal improve 
ments capable of an expansion sufficient toswallow up the revenues not only of 
our own country, but of the civilized world’? it isto be apprehended that, by en 
tering upon sucha career at this moment, confidence, at home and abroad, in 
the wisdom and prudence of the Government, would be so far impaired as to 
make it difficult, without an immediate resort to heavy taxation, to maintain 
the public credit and to preserve the honor of the nation and the glory of ov 





The resolution is too | 


arms in prosecuting the existing war toa successful conclusion. Thad this bill 
become a law, it is easy to foresee that largely increased demands upon the 
Treasury would have been made at each succeeding session of Congress, for the 
improvements of numerous other harbors. bays, inlets, and rivers, of equal im 
portance with those embraced by its provisions. Many millions would proba 
bly have been added to the necessary amount of the wardebt, the annual inter 
est on which must also have been borrowed, and finally a permanent national 
debt been fastened on the country and entailed on posterity 

The policy of embarking the Federal Government in « general system of in 
ternal improvements had its origin but little more than twenty years ago. Ina 
very few years, the applications to Congress for appropriations, in furtherance 
of such objects, exceeded $200,000,000.) In this alarming crisis, President Jack 
son refused to approve and sign the Maysville Road bill, the Wabash River bill 
and other bills of similar character. Hisinterposition puta check upon the new 
policy of throwing the cost of local improvements upon the National Treasury, 
preserved the revenues of the nation for their legitimate objects, by which he 
was enabled to extinguish the then existing public debt, and to present to an 
admiring world the unprecedented spectacle, in modern times, of a nation free 

from debt, and advancing to greatness with unequaled strides, under a govern 

ment which was content to act within its appropriate sphere. in protecting the 
| States and individuals in their own chosen career of improvement and of enter 
| prise. Although the bill under consideration proposes no appropriation for a 
| road or canal, it is not easy to perceive the difference in principle, or mischiev- 

ous tendency, between appropriations for making roads and digying canals, and 
| appropriations to deepen rivers and improve harbors. All are alike within the 
| limits and jurisdiction of the States; and rivers and harbors, alone, open an 

abyss of expenditure suflicient to swallow up the wealth of the nation, and load 
it with a debt which may fetter its energies and tax its industry for ages to 
come 

The experience of several of the States, as well as that of the United States, 
during the period that Congress exercised the power of appropriating the pub- 
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lic money for internal improvements, is full of eloquent warnings. It seems 
impossible,in the nature of the subject as connected with local representation, 
that the several objects presented for improvement shall be weighed according 
to their respective merits anc appropriations confined to those whose impor- 
tance would justify a tax on the whole community to effect their accomplish- 
ment. 

In some of the States systems of internal improvements have been projected, 
consisting of roads and canals, many of which taken separately, were not of 
sufficient public importance to justify a tax on the entire Ly ome yar of the State 
to effect their construction; and yet, by a combination of local interests, oper- 
ating on a majority of the Legislature, the whole have been authorized, and 
the tes plunged into heavy debts. To an extent so ruinous has this system 
of legislation been carried, in some portions of the Union, that the people have 
found it necessary to their own safety and prosperity to forbid their Legislatures, 
by constitutional restrictions, to contract public debts for such purposes without 
their immediate consent. 

If the abuse of power has been so fatal in the States where the systems of tax- 
ation are direct, and the representatives responsible, at short periods, to small 
masses of constituents, how much greater danger of abuse is to be apprehended 
in the General Government, whose revenues are raised by indirect taxation, and 
whose functionaries are responsible to the people in larger masses and for longer 
terms? 

Regarding only objects of improvement of the nature of those improved in 
this bill, how inexhaustible we shal! find them. Let the imagination run along 
our coast, from the River Saint Croix to the Rio Grande, and trace every river 
emptying into the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico to its source; let it coast alon 
our laices, and ascend all their tributaries; let it pass to Oregon, and explore all 
its bays, inlets, and streams; and then let it raise the curtain of the future, and 
contemplate the extent of this Republic, and the objects of improvement it will 
embrace as itadvances to its high destiny, and the mind will startled at the 
immensity and danger of the power which the principle of this bill involves. 

Already our confederacy consists of twenty-nine States, Other States may, at 
no distant period, be expected to be formed on the west of our present settle- 
ments. We own an extensive country in Oregon, stretching a hundreds of 
miles from east to west, and 7° of latitude from south to north. By the admis- 
sion of Texas into the Union, we have recently added many hundreds of miles 
to our seacoast, In all this vast country, bordering on the Atlantic and Pacific, 
there are many thousands of bays, inlets, and rivers, equally entitled to appro- 
priations for their improvement with the objects embraced in this bill. 

We have seen, in our States, that the interests of individuals or neighborhoods, 
combining against the general interest, have involved their governments in 
debts and bankruptcy; and when the system prevailed in the General Govern- 
ment, and was checked by President Jackson, it had begun to be considered the 
highest merit in a member of Congress to be able to procure appropriations of 
public money to be expended within his district or State, whatever might be the 
object. We should be blind to the experience of the past if we did not see 
abundant evidences that, if thissystem of expenditure is to be indulged in, com- 
binations of individual and local interests will be found strong enough to con- 
trol legislation, absorb the revenues of the country, and plunge the Government 
into a hopeless indebtedness. 

What is denominated a harbor by this system does not necessarily mean a 
bay, inlet, or arm of the sea, on the ocean or on our lake shores, on the margin 
of which may exist a commercial city or town, engaged in foreign or domestic 
trade, but is made to embrace waters where there is not only no such city or 
town, but no commerce of any kind. By it a bay or sheet of shoal water is 
called a harbor, and appropriations demanded from Congress to deepen it, with 
a view to draw commerce to it, or to enable individuals to build up a town or 
city on its margin, upon speculation, and for their own private advantage. 

What is denominated a river, which may be improved, in the system, is 
equally undefined in its meaning. It may be the Mississippi or it may be the 
smallest and most obscure and unimportant stream, bearing the name of river, 
which is to be found in any State in the Union. 

Such a system is subject, moreover, to be perverted to the aessenetihanens of 
the worst of political purposes. During the few years it was in full operation, 
and which A mwe ed preceded the veto of President Jackson of the Maysville 
road bill, instances were numerous of public men seeking to gain popular favor 
by holding out to the people interested in particular localities the promise of 
large disbursementsof public money. Numerous reconnaissances and surveys 
were made during that period for roads and canals through many parts of 
Union, and the people in the vicinity of each were led to believe that their prop- 
erty would be enhanced in value, and they themselves be enriched, by the lange 
expenditures which they were promised, by the advocates of the system, should 
be made from the Federal Treasury in their neighborhoods. Whole sectionsof 
the country were thus sought to be influenced, and the system was fast becom- 
ing one not only of profuse and wasteful expenditure, but a potent political ep- 
gine. 

If the power to improve a harbor be admitted, it is not easy to perceive how 
the power to deepen every inlet on the ocean or the lakes, and make harbors 
where there are none, can be denied. If the power to clear out or deepen the 
channel of rivers near their mouths be admitted, it is not easy to perceive how 
the power to improve them to their fountain-head, and make them navigable to 
their sources, can be denied. Where shall the exercise of the power, if it be as- 
sumed, stop? Has Congress the power, when an inlet is deep enough to admit 
a schooner, to deepen it still more, so that it will admit ships of heavy burden? 
And has it not the power, when an inlet will admit a boat, to make it deep enough 
to admit a schooner? May it improve rivers deep enough already to float shi 
and steamboats, and has it no power to improve those which are navigate 
only for flat-boats and barges? May the General Government exercise power 
and jurisdiction over the soil of a State consisting of rocks and sand-bars in the 
beds of its rivers, and may it not excavate acanal around its water-falls or across 
its lands for precisely the same object? 

Giving to the subject the most serious and candid consideration of which my 
mind is capable, | can not perceive any intermediate grounds. The power to 
improve harbors and rivers for purposes of navigation, by deepening or clear- 
ing out, by dams and siuices, by locking or canaling, must be admitted with- 
out any other limitation than the discretion of Congress, or it must be denied 
altogether. If it be admitted, how broad and how susceptible of enormous 
abuses is the power thus vested in the General Government! There is not an 
inlet of the ocean or the lakes, not a river, creek, or streamlet within the 
which is not brought for this purpose within the power and jurisdictien of the 
General Government. 

Speculation, disguised under the cloak of public good, will call on Co: 
to deepen shallow inlets, that it may build up new cities on their shores, or to 
make streams navigable which nature has closed by bars and rapids, that it 
may sell ata profit its lands upon their banks. To enrich neighborhoods, by 
spending within it the moneys of the nation, will be the aim and boast of those 
who prize their local interests above of the , and millions upon 
millions will be abstracted by tariffs taxes from the earnings of the whole 
people to foster speculation and subserve the objects of private ambition. 

Such asystem could not be administered with any approach to equality among 
the several States and sections of the Union. There is no equality among them 
in the objects of expenditure, and, if the funds were d buted accordi 
to the merits of those objects, some would be enriched at the expense of 

But a greater practical evil would be found in the art and indus- 


tay by which appespeiations would Ue sought ama eusained. The most artful, 





and industrious would be the most successful; the true interests of the coun 
try would be iost re of inanannual scramble for the contents of the Treasury 
and the member of Congress who could procure the largest appropriations i, 
be expended in his district would claim the reward of victory from his enriched 
constituents. The necessary consequence would be seciional discontents and 
er, increased taxation, and a national debt neverto be extinguished 

In view of these ntous consequences, Ican not but think that this course 
of legislation sho arrested, even were there nothing to forbid itin the fun. 
damental laws of our Union. This conclusion is fortified by the fact that the 
Constitution itself indicates a process by which harbors and rivers within th 
States may be improved, a process not susceptible of the abuses necessarily to 
flow from the assumption of the power to improve them by the General Goy. 
ernment, just in its operation and actually practiced upon without complaint or 
interruption during more thirty years from the organization of the preset 
Government. 

The Constitution provides that “ no State shall without the consent of Congress 
lay any duty of tonnage.” With the “ consent” of Congress such duties may 
be levied, collected, and expended by the States. We are not left in the dark as 
to the objects of this reservation of power to the States. The subject was fui\y 
considered by the convention that framed the Constitution. It appears,in M; 
Madison's report of the proceedings of that body that one object of the reser. 
vation was that the States should not be restrained from laying duties of toy. 
nage for the purpose of clearing harbors. Other objects Were named in the de. 
bates, and meng Cem the support of seamen. Mr. Madison, treating on ths 
subject in the Federalist, declares that “the restraint on the power of the States 
over imports and exports is enforced by all the arguments which prove the ne- 
cessity of submitting the — of trade to the Federal councils. It is need- 
less, therefore, to remark r on this head than that the manner in which 
the restraint is qualified seems well calculated at once to secure to the States a 
reasonable discretion in providing for the conveniency of their imports and ex 
ports, and to the United a reasonable check against the abuse of this dis. 
cretion. 


The States may lay tonnage duties for clearing harbors, improving rivers, or 
for other purposes, but are restrained from abusing the power, because before 
such duties can take effeet the ‘ consent”’ of Congress must be obtained. Here 
is a safe provision for the improvement of harbors and rivers in the reserved 

wers of the , and in the aid they may derive from duties of tonnage lev- 
ed with the consent of Congress. Its safeguards are that both the State Levis. 
latures and Congress have to concur in the act of raising the funds; that they 
are, in every instance, to be levied upon the commerce of those ports which are 
to profit by the proposed improvement; that no question of conflicting power 
or Furisdiction is involved; that the expenditure being in the hands of those 
who are to pay the money and be immediately benefited, will be more care- 
fully managed and more productive of good than if the funds were drawn from 
the National Treaaaz ee disbursed by the officers of the General Government: 
that such a eng ll carry with it no enlargement of Federal power and pat- 
ronage, and leave the States to be the sole ju of their own wants and inter- 
ests, with only a conservative negative in Congress upon any abuse of the power 
which the States may attempt. 

Under this wise system the improvement of harbors and rivers was com- 
menced, or rather continued, from the organization of the Government under 
the present Constitution. Many acts were passed by the several States levying 
duties of tonnage, and many were passed by Congress giving their consent to 
those acts. Such acts have nm b husetts, Rhode Island, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, and 
have been sanctioned by the consent of Congress. Without enumerating them 
all, itmay be instructive to refer to some of them as illustrative of the mode of 
improving harbors and rivers in the early periods of our Government, as tothe 
constitutionality of which there can be no doubt. 

In January, 1790, the State of Rhode Island a law levying a tonnage 
duty on vessels arriving in the port of Providence “‘ for the purpose of clearing 
part Sopesing the channel of Providence River, and making the same more nav- 

ie. 

On the2d of February, 1798, the State of Massachusetts passed a law levying 
a ton duty on all veasels, whether employed in the foreign or coasting 
trade, which might enter in the Kennebunk River, for the improvement ot {!. 
same, by “rendering the passage in and out of said river less difficult and dan- 

reus, 

On the Ist of April, 1805, the State of Pennsylvania passed a law levying « 
ton duty on vessels ‘‘to remove the obstructions to the navigation of the 
river Delaware below the city of Philadelphia.” 

On the 23d of January, 1804, the State of Virginia passed a law levying a ton- 
n duty on vessels “ for tb bey navigation of James River.” 

On the 22d of February, 1826, the State of Virginia passed a law levying aton- 
nage duty on vessels for * improving the navigation of James River from War- 
wick to ett’s landing.” 

On the 8th of December, 1824, the State of Virginia passed a law levyingaton- 
nage duty on vessels for “ improving the navigation of Appomattox River from 
Pocahontas bri to Broadway.” 

In November, 1821, the State of North Carolina a law levying a tonnage 
duty on vessels ‘for the purpose of opening an inlet at the lowe end of Albe- 
marie Sound, near a place called Nag’s Head, and improving the navigation of 
said sound with its branches;* and in November, 1828,an amendatory law was 


On the 2lst of December, 1804, the State of South Carolina a law levy 
ing a tonnage duty for the purpose of “ building a marine hospital in the vicin- 
ity of Charleston ;" and on the 17th of December, 1816, another law was passed 
by the Sy yy of that State for the “ maintenance ofa marine hospital.” 

On the 10th of February, 1787, the State of Georgia a law levying a ton- 
n duty on all vessels entering into the port of Savannah for the purpose of 
“clearing” the Savannah River of “ wrecks and other obstructions” to the 
navigation. 

On the 12th of December, 1804, the State of Georgia passed a law levying a ton- 

duty on vessels, “to be Se to the payment of fees of the harbor-master 
and health officer of the ports of Savannah and Saint Mary’s.”’ 

In April, 1783, the State of Maryland passed a law laying a tonnage duty on 
vessels for the improvement of the “basin ” and “ harbor" of Baltimore and the 
“river . 

On the of December, 1791, the State of Maryland passed a law levying » 
tonnage duty on vessels for the improvement of the “ harbor and port of Balti- 
more. 


On the 28th of December, 1793, the State of Maryland passed a law authorizing 
the appointment of a health officer for the port of Baltimore and laying a ton- 


n uty on vessels to defray the expenses. 
‘Congress has posed many acts giving its “‘ consent” to these and other State 
laws, first of which is dated in 1790 and the last in 1843. By the latter act the 


“consent ’’ of Congress was given to the law of the Legislature of the State of 
Maryland, laying a tonnage y~ vessels for the improvement of the harbor 
con! 


of Baltimore, tinuing it in force until the Ist day of June, 1850. I trans- 
mit herewith of such of the acts of the Legislatures of the States on the 
subject, and also the acts of Congress giving its ‘‘ consent’ thereto, as have been 

That the was constitutionally and rightfully exercised in these cases 
does not of a doubt. 


The injustice and inequality resulting from conceding the power to both gov- 
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ernments is illustrated by several of the acts enumerated. Take that for the im- | governments. Probably no instance occurred in which such an application was 
rovement of the harbor of Baltimore. That improvement is paid for exclu- | made, and the flood-gates being thus hoisted, the principle laid down by him 
sively by a tax on the commerce of that city; but if an appropriation be made | was disregarded, and applications for aid from the Treasury, virtually to make 
m the national Treasury for the improvement of the harbor of Boston, it must | harbors as well as improve them, clear out rivers, cut canals, and construct 
AP paid in out of taxes levied on the commerce of Baltimore. The re- | roads, poured into Congress in torrents, until arrested by the veto of President 
sult is that commerce of Baltimore pays the full cost of the harbor improve- Jackson. His veto of the Maysville road bill was followed up by his refusal to 
ment designed for its own benefit; and in addition contributes to the cost of all | sign the “* Act makingappropriations for building light-houses, light-boats, bea- 
other harbor and river improvements in the Union. The facts need but be stated | cons, and monuments, placing buoys, improving harbors, and directing sur 
to prove the inequality and injustice which can not but flow from the practice | veys;" “ An act authorizing subscriptions for stock in the Louisville and Port 
embodied in this bill. Either the subject should be left as it was during the first land Canal Company ;" “ Anact forthe improvement of certain harbors and the 
third of a century, or the practice of levying tonnage duties by the Statesshould | navigation of certain rivers;’’ and, finally, * An act to improve the navigation 
be abandoned altogether, and all harbor and river improvements made under | of the Wabash River.’ In bis objections to the act last named he says 
the authority of the United States and by means of direct appropriations. In “The desire to embark the Federal Government in worksof internal improve 
view not only of the constitutional difficulty, but as a question of policy, | am | ment prevailed, in the highest degree, during the first session of the First Con 
clearly of opinion thatthe whole subject should be left to the States, aided by | gress that I had the honor to mect in my present situation. When the pill 
such tonnage duties on vessels navigating their waters astheir respective Legis- | authorizing a subscription on the part of the United States for stock in the Mays 
latures may think proper to pro: and Congress see fit tosanction. This ‘‘con- | ville and Lexington Turnpike Company passed the two Houses, there had been 
sent” of Congress would never be refused in any case where the duty proposed | reported by the Committees on Internal Improvements bills containing appro 
to be levied by the State was reasonable, and where the object of improvement | priations for such objects, exclusive of those for the Cumberland road, and for 
was one of importance. The funds required for the improvement of harbors | harbors and light-houses, to the amount of about. $106,000,000. In this amount 
and rivers may be raised in this mode, as was done in the earlier periods of the | was included authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to subseribe for the 
Government, and thus avoid & resort to a strained construction of the Constitu- | stock of different companies to a great extent, and the residue was principally 
tion not warranted by its letter. If direct ce be made ofthe money | for the direct construction of roads by this Goverument. In addition to these 
in the Federal Treasury for such purposes, the expenditures will be unequaland | projects which have been presented to the two Houses under the sanetion and 
unjust. The money in the Federal Treasury is paid by a tax on the whole peo- | recommendation of their respective Committees on Internal Improvements 
ple of the United States; and if applied to the purposes of improving harbors | there were then still pending before the committees, and in memorials to Con 
and riversit will be partially distributed and be expended for the advantage of | gress, presented but not referred, different projects for works of a similar char 


particular States, sections, or localities at the expense of others. acter, the expense of which can not be estimated with certainty, but must have 
By returning to the early and approved construction of the Constitution and | exceeded $100,000,000." 
to the practice under it this inequality and injustice will be avoided and at the | Thus, within the brief period of less than ten years after the commencement 


same time all the really important improvements be made, and, as our experi- | of internal improvements by the General Government, the sum asked forfrom 
ence has proved, be better made and at less cost than they would be by the | the Treasury for various projects amounted to more than $200,000,000, President 
agency of officers of the United States. The interests benefited by these improve- | Jackson's powerful and disinterested appeals to this country appear to have put 
ments, too, would bear the cost of making them upon the same principle that | down forever the assumption of power to make roads and cut canals, and to 
the expenses of the post-office establishment have always been defrayed by those | have checked the prevalent disposition to bring all rivers in any degree naviga 
who derive benefits from it. The power of appropriating money from the Treas- | ble within the contro! of the General Government. But an immense fleld for 
ury for such improvements was not claimed or exercised for more than thirty | expending the public money and increasing the power and patronage of this 
years after the organization of the Government in 1789, when a more latitudi- | Government was left open in the concession of even a limited power of Con 
nous construction was indicated, though it was not broadly asserted and exer- | gress to improve harbors and rivers—a field which millions will not fert 
cised until 1825, Small appropriations were first made in 1820 and 1821 for surveys. | the satisfaction of those local and speculating interests by which these projects 
An act was passed on the 3d of March, 1823, authorizing the President to‘ cause | are in general gotten up. There can not be a just and equal distribution of pulb 
an examination and survey to be made of the obstructions between the harbor | lic burdens and benefits under such a system, nor can the States be 


} 
ize te 


relieved from 
the danger of fatal encroachment, nor the United States from the equal danger 
of consolidation, otherwise than by an arrest of the system, and a return to 
the doctrines and practices which prevailed during the first thirty years of the 
Government 

How forcibly does the history of this subject illustrate the tendency of powe: 
to concentration in the hands of the General Government. The pdwer to im 
prove their own harbors and rivers was clearly reserved to the States, who 
were to be aided by tonnage duties levied and collected by themselves, with the 
consent of Congress. For thirty-four years improvements were carried on un 


of Gloucester and the harbor of Squam, in the State of Massachusetts,’ and of 
“the entrance of the harbor of the _ of Presque Isle, in Pennsylvania,” with 
a view of their removal, and a small 4 ag nee was made to pay the neces- 
sary expenses. This appears to have n the commencement of harbor im- 
provements by Congress, thirty-four years after the Government went into op- 
eration under the present Constitution. On the 30th of April, 1824, an act was 
passed making an appropriation of $30,000 and directing “ surveys and estimates 
to be made of the routes of such roads and canals” as the President ‘“* may deem 
of national importance in a commercial or military point of view or necessary 


for the transportation of the mails." This act evidently looked to the adoption | der that system, and so careful was Congress not to interfere, under any implied 
of a general system of internal improvements, to embrace roads and canals as | power, with the soil or jurisdiction of the States, that they did not even assume 
well as harbors and rivers. On the 26th May, 1824, an act was passed making | th? power to erect light-houses or build piers without first purchasing the ground 


appropriations for ‘‘ deepening the channel leading into the harbor of Presque 
Isle, in the State of Pennsylvania,” and to * repair Plymouth Beach, in the State s 
of Massachusetts, and thereby prevent the harbor at that place from being de- | tion of certain obstructions at the mouth of one ortwo harbors almost unknown 
stroyed.”’ It is followed by acts making smal! appropriations for the removal of those ol 
President Monroe yielded his cupeers! to these measures, though he enter- | structions. The obstacles interposed by President Monroe, after conceding the 
tained, and had, in a message to the House of Representatives on the 4th of | power toappropriate, were soon swept away. Congress virtually assumed juris 
May, 1822, expressed the opinion that the Constitution had not conferred upon | diction of the soil and waters of the States, without their consent, for the pur 
Congress the power tq“ adopt and execute asystem of internal improvements.” | poses of internal improvement; and the eyes of eager millions were turned’ 
He placed his approval upon the ground, not that Congress possessed the power | from the State governments to Congress as the fountain whose golden streams 
to “adopt and execute”’ such asystem, by virtue of any or all of the enumerated | were to deepen their harbors and rivers, level their mountains, and fill thei 
grants of power in the Constitution, but upon the assumption that the power | valleys with canals. To what consequences thisassumption of power is rapidly 
to make appropriations of the public money was limited and restrained only by | leading is shown by the veto messages of President Jackson; and to what end 
the discretion of Congress. In coming to this conclusion, he avowed that, ‘in | it is again tending is witnessed by the provisions of this bill and bills of similar 
the more early stage of the Government,”’ he had entertained a different opinion. | character. 
Heavowed that his first opinion had been, that, “ as the National Governmentis In the proceedings and debates of the general convention which formed the 
a government of limited powers, it has no right to expend money except inthe | Constitution, and of the State conventions which adopted it, nothing is found to 
performance of acts authorized by the other specific grants, according toastrict | countenance the idea that the one intended to propose, or the others to concede 
construction of their powers ;"’ and that the power to make appropriations gave | such a grant of power to the General Governmentas the building upand main 
to Congress no discretionary authority to apply the public money to any other | taining of a system of internal improvements within the States necessarily 
purposes or objects except to “carry into effect the powers contained in the | plies. Whatever the General Government may constitutionally create it may 
other grants.” These sound views, which Mr. Monroe entertained ‘‘intheearly | lawfully protect. If it may make a road upon the soil of the States, it may pro 
stage of the Government,” he gave up in 1822, and declared that— tect it from destruction or injury by penal laws. So of exnals, rivers,and har 
“The right of appropriation is nothing more than a right to apply the public | bors. If it may put a dam ina river, it may protect that dam from removal or 
money to this or that purpose. It has no incidental power, nor does it draw | injury, in direct opposition to the laws, authorities, and people of the State in 
after it any consequences of that kind. All that Congress could do under it in | which it is situated. If it may deepen a harbor it may, by its own laws, protect 
the case of internal improvements would be to appropriate the money necessary | its agents and contractors from being driven from their work, even bythe hows 
tomake them. For any act uiring legislative sanction or support, the State | and authorities of the State. The power to make a road or canal, or to dig 
authority must be relied on. The condemnation of the land, if the proprietors 


up the bottom of a harbor or river, implies a right in the soil of the State, and 
should refuse to sell it, the establishment of turnpikes and tolls, and the protec- | a jurisdiction over it, for which it would be impossible to find any warrant 


with the consent of the States, and obtaining jurisdiction over it At length, 
after the lapse of thirty-three years, an act is passed providing for the examina 


mm 


tion of the work when finished must be done by the State. To these purposes The States were particularly jealous of conceding tothe General Governinent 
the powers of the General Government are believed to be utterly incompe- | any right of jurisdiction over their soil, and in the Constitution restricted Uh 
tent.” exclusive legislation of Congress to such places as might be “ purchased with 


But it is impossible to conceive on what principle the power of appropriating | the consent of the States in which the same shall be,for the erection of forts 
publig money, when in the Treasury, can be construed to extend to objects for magazines, dock-yards, and other needful buildings.’’ That the United States 
which the Constitution does not authorize Congress to levy taxes or imposts to | should be prohibited from purchasing lands within the States, without ther 
raise money. The power of appropriation is but the consequence of the power | consent,even for the most essential purposes of national defense, while left at 
to raise money; and the true inquiry is, whether Congress has the right to levy | liberty to purchase or seize them for roads, canals, and other improvements of 
taxes for the object over which power is claimed. immeasurably less importance, is not to be conceived, 

During the four succeeding years, embraced by the administration of Presi- A proposition was made in the convention to provide for the appointment of 
dent Adams, the power not only to appropriate money, but to apply it, under | a “secretary of domestic affairs” and make it hisduty, among other things, © t« 
the direction and authority of the General Government, as weli to the construc- | attend to the opening of roads and navigation, and the facilitating communica 
tiod of roads as to the improvement of harbors and rivers, was fully asserted | tions through the United States,’ It was referred to a comunittee, and that ay 
and exercised. pears to have been the last of it. On a subsequent occasion a proposition was 

Among other acts assuming the power, was one passed on the 20th of May, | made to confer on Congress the power to “ provide for the cutting of canal 
1826, entitled “* An act for improving certain harbors and the navigation of cer- | when deemed necessary,”’ which was rejected by the strong majority of eight 
tain rivers and creeks, and for authorizing surveys to be made of certain bays, | States to three. Among the reasons given for the rejection of this proposition 
sounds, and rivers therein mentioned.” By that act large appropriations were | it was urged that “‘the expense in such cases will fall on the United States, ar 
made, which were to be “ applied, under the direction of the President of the | the benefits accrue to the places where the canals may be eut.’ 
United States,” to numerous improvementsin ten of the States. This act, passed During the consideration of this proposition a motion was made to enlarge 
twenty-seven years after the organization of the present Government, contained | the proposed power for “ cutting canals"’ into a power “to grant charters of in 

¢ first appropriation ever made for the improvement of a navigable river, | corporation, when the interest of the United States might require, and the leg 
unless it be small appropriations for examinations and surveysin 1820. During | islative provisionsof the individual States may be incompetent andthe reason 
the residue of that administration, many other appropriationsof a similarchar- | assigned by Mr. Madison for the proposed enlargement of the power was, that 
acter were made, embracing roads, rivers, harbors, and canals, and objectsclaim- | that it would “‘secure an easy communication between the States, which the 
ing the aid of Congress multiplied without number. 


free intercourse now to be opened seemed to call for. The political obstacles 
nis was the first breach effected in the barrier which the universal opinion | being removed, a removal of the natural ones, as far as possible, ought to fol 


of the framers of the Constitution had for more than thirty years thrown in the | low.” 
way of the assumption of this power by Congress. The general mind of Con- The original proposition and all the amendments were rejected after deliberate 
gress and the country did notappreciate the distinction taken by President Mon- | discussion, not on the ground, as so much of that discussion as has been pre 


served indicates, that no direct grant was necessary, but because it was deemed 
inexpedient to grant it dt all. When it is considered that some of the members 


roe between the right to appropriate money for an objectand the right to apply 
and expend it without the embarrassment and delay of applications to the State 
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of the convention, who afterward participated in the organization and admin- 
istration of the Government, advocated and practiced upon a very liberal con- 
struction of the Constitution, grasping at many high powers as implied in its 
various provisions, not one of them, it is believed, at that day claimed the power 
to make roads and canals, or improve rivers and harbors, or appropriate money 
for that purpose. Among our early statesmen of the strict construction class 
the opinion was universal, when the subject was first broached, that Congress 
did not possess the power, although some of them thought it desirable. 

President Jefferson, in his message to Congress in 1806, recommended an 
amendment of the Constitution, with a view to apply an anticipated surplus in 
the Treasury ‘to the great purposes of the public education, roads, rivers, ca- 
nals, and such other objects of public improvement as it may be thought proper 
to add to the constitutional enumeration of the Federal powers ;"’ and he adds: 
*] suppose an amendment to the Constitution, by consent of the States, neces- 
sary, because the objects now recommended are not among those enumerated 
in the Constitution, and to which it permits the public moneys to be applied.” 
In 1825, he repeated, in his published letters, the opinion that no stich power has 
been conferred upon Congress. 

President Madison, in a message to the House of Representatives of the 3d of 
March, 1817, assigning his objections to a bill entitled *‘ An act to set apart and 
pledge certain funds for internal improvements, ’’ declares that “the power to 
regulate commerce among the several States can not include a power to con- 
struct roads and canals, and to improve the navigation of water courses, in order 
to facilitate, promote, and secure such commerce, without a latitude of construc- 
tion departing from the ordinary import of the terms, strengthened by the known 
inconveniences which doubtless led to the grant of this remedial power to Con- 
gress. 

President Monroe, in a message to the House of Representatives of the 4th of 
May, 1822, containing his objections to a bill entitled “ An act forthe preservation 
and repair of the Cumberland road,’ declares : 

“Commerce between independent powers or communities is universally reg- 
ulated by dutiesand imposts. It wasso regulated by the States before the adop- 
tion of this Constitution, equally in respect to each other and to foreign powers. 
The goods and vessels employed in the trade are the only subjects of regulation. 
It canact on none other. A power, then, te imposesuch duties and imposts in re- 
gard to foreign nations, and to prevent any onthe trade between the States, was 
the only power granted. 

“If we reeur to the causes which produced the adoption of this Constitution, 
we shall find that injuries resulting from the regulation of trade by the States re- 
spectively, and the advantages anticipated from the transfer of the power to Con- 
gress, were among those which had the most weight. Instead of acting asa 
nation in regard to foreign powers, the States, individually, had commenced a 
system of restraint on each other, whereby the interests of foreign powers were 
promoted at their expense. If one State imposed high duties on the goods or 
vessels of a foreign power, to countervail the regulations of such power the next 
adjoining States imposed lighter duties, to invite those articles into their ports, 
that they might be transferred thence into the other States, securing the duties 
to themselves, This contracted policy in some of the States was soon counter- 
acted by others. Restraints were immediately laid on such commerce by the 
suffering States; and thus had grown up a state of affairs disorderly and unnat- 
ural, the tendeney of which was to destroy the Union itself, and with itall hope 
of realizing those blessings which we had anticipated from the glorious revolu- 
tion which had been so recently achieved, From this deplorable dilemma, or, 
rather, certain ruin, we were happily rescued by the adoption of the Constitution. 

* Among the first and most important effects of this great revolution was the 
complete abolition of this pernicious policy. The States were brought together 
by the Constitution, as to commerce, into one community, equally in regard to 
foreign nations and each other. The regulations that were adopted regarded 
us, in both respects, asone people, The duties and imposts that were laid onthe 
vessels and merchandise of foreign nations were all uniform throughout the 
United States; and in the intercourse between the States themselves no duties 
of any kind were imposed other than between different ports and counties within 
the same State. 

* This view is supported by a series of measures, all of amarked character, pre- 
ceding the adoption of the Constitution, Asearly as the year 1781 Congress rec- 
ommended it to the States to vest in the United States a power to levy a duty of 
5 per cent. on all goods imported from foreign countries into the United States 
for the term of fifteen years. In 1783, this recommendation, with alterations as 
to the kind of duties, and an extension of this term to twenty-five years, was re- 
* peated, and most earnestly urged. In 1784, it was recommended to the States 
to authorize Congress to prohibit, under certain modifications, the importation 
of goods from foreign powers into the Unite. States for fifteen years. In 1785, 
the consideration of the subject was resumed, and a proposition presented in a 
new form, with an address to the States, explaining fully the principles on which 
a grant of the power to regulate trade was deemed indispensable. In 1786, a 
meeting took sinee at Annapolis, of delegates from several of the States, on this 
subject, and on their report the convention was formed at Philadelphia, the en- 
suing year, from all the States, to whose deliberations we are indebted for the 
present Constitution. 

“In none of these measures was the subject of internal improvement men- 
tioned, or even glanced at. Those of 1784, °S5, '86, and '87, leading step by step to 
the adoption of the Constitution, had in view only the obtaining of a power toen- 
able Congress to regulate trade with foreign powers, It is manifest that the reg- 
ulation of trade with the several States was altogether a secondary object, sug- 
gested by and adopted in connection with the other. If the power necessary to 
this system of improvement is included under either branch of this grant, I should 
suppose that it wasthe first rather than the second. The pretension to it, how- 
ever, under that branch has never been set up. In support of the claim under 
the second, no reason has been assigned which appears to have the least weight.” 

Such isa brief history of the origin,progress,and consequences of asystem which 
for more than thirty years after the adoption of the Constitution was unknown. 
The greatest embarrassment upon the subject consists in the departure which 
has taken place from the early construction of the Constitution, and the prece- 
dents which are found in the legislation of Con in later . President 
Jackson, in his veto of the Wabash River bill, declares that ‘to inherent em- 
barrassments have been added others from the course of our legislation con- 
cerning it.’ In his vetoes on the Maysville road bill, the Rockville road bill, 
the Wabash River bill, and other bills of like character he reversed the prece- 
dents which existed prior to that time on the subject of internal improvements. 
When our experience, observation, and reflection have convinced us that a leg- 
islative precedent is cither unwise or unconstitutional, it should not be followed. 

No express grant of this power is found in the Constitution. Its advocates 
pore di a “7 amnans, Gamenipengs to the source = Lt nery * wae derived as an 
neident. Inthe progress of the discussions upon t su wer to regu- 
late commerce seems now to be chiefly relied upon, especially “4 reference to 
the improvement of harbors and rivers. 

In relation to the regulation of commerce, the language of the grant in the 
Const®ution is, ‘* Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes... That to 
“regulate commerce ’’ does not mean to make a road or dig a canal or clear 
out a river or deepen a harbor would seem to be obvious to the common un- 
derstanding. To ‘ regulate’ admits or affirms the pre-existence of the thing to 
be regulated. In this case it et ny existence of commerce, and of 
course the means by which ond the ls through which commerce is car- 
ried on. It confers no creative power; it only assumes control over that which 








may have been brought into existence through other agencies, such as Stat 
legislation and the industry and enterprise of individuals. Ifthe definition t 
the word “regulate ’’ is to include the provision of means to carry on commerce. . 
then have Congress not only power to deepen harbors, clear out rivers d 
canals, and make roads, but also to build ships, railroad cars, and other \. 
hicles, all of which are necessary to commerce. There is no middle ground 
the power to regulate can be legitimately construed into a power to cre 
facilitate, then not only the bays and harbors, but the roads and canals 
the means of transporting merchandise among the several States, are put at t} 
disposition of Congress. This power to regulate commerce was construed and 
exercised immediately after the adoption of the Constitution, and has bee, o.. 
ercised to the present day, by prescribing general rules by which conn, ree 
should be conducted. With foreign nations it has been regulated by trea: 
defining the rights of citizens and subjects, as well as by acts of Congress i 
posing duties and restrictions, embracing vessels, seamen, cargoes, and passer 
gers. It has been regulated among the States by acts of Congress relatiye (, 
the coasting trade, and the vessels employed therein, and for the better secupis, 
of passengers in vessels propelled by steam, and by the removal of all restr), 
tions upon internal trade. It has been regulated with the Indian tribes by ,, 
intercourse laws, prescribing the manner in which it shall be carried on. ‘T}y\\. 
each branch of this grant of power was exercised soon after the adoption of t}, 
Constitution, and has continued to be exercised to the present day. Ifa yo; 
extended construction be adopted, it is impossible forthe human mind to tix , 

a limit to the exercise of the power other than the will and discretion of (., 
gress. It sweeps into the vortex of national power and jurisdiction not 6.) 
harbors and inlets, rivers and little streams, but canals, turnpikes, and yr, 
roads—every species of improvement which can facilitate or create trade y)\| 
intercourse “ with foreign nations, among the several States, and with the |, 
dian tribes.” 

Should any great object of improvement exist in our widely extended county, 
which can not be effected by means of tonnage duties, levied by the state, wit), 
the concurrence of Congress, it is safer and wiser to apply to the States, iy ¢| 
mode prescribed by the Constitution, for an amendment of that instrun.; 
whereby the powers of the General Government may be enlarged, with si 
limitations and restrictions as experience has shown to be proper, than to a- 
sume and exercise a power which has not been granted, or which may be rc- 
garded as doubtful in the opinion of a large portion of our constituents, T) 
course has been recommended successively by Presidents Jefferson, Madix 
Monroe, and Jackson; and i fully concur with them in opinion. If an enlarc: 
ment of power should be deemed proper, it will unquestionably be granted | 
the States; if otherwise, it will be withheld; and, in either case, their decis; 
should be final. In the mean time I deem it proper to add that the investiy 
tion of this subject has impressed me more strongly than ever with the soley 
conviction that the usefulness and permanency of this Government, and thy 
happiness of the millions over whom it spreads protection, will be best pr 
moted by carefully abstaining from the exercise of all powers not clearly granite: 
by the Constitution. 
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JAMES K. POLK 

WaAsHINGTON, December 15, 1847. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Arkinsi< 
[Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] says that 
he is following the views of the *‘ fathers.’’ I wish to read from a let 
ter addressed by George Washington, October 12, 1783, to the Marqui: 
de Chastellux, a French nobleman: 

I have lately made a tour through the Lakes George and Champlain as | 
as Crown Point; then returning to Schenectady, I proceeded up the Mohaw! 
River to Fort Schuyler, crossed over to Wood Creek, which empties into th: 
Oneida Lake, and affords the water communication with Ontario; I then tray- 
eled the country to the head of the eastern branch of the Susquehanna, and 
viewed the Lake Otsego, and the portage between that lake and the Mohawk 
River at Canajoharie. Prompted by these actual observations, I could not hi 
taking a more contemplative and extensive view of the vast inland navicatix 
of these United States, and could not but be struck with the immense diffusion 
and importance of it, and with the goodness of that Providence who has dea\t 
His favors to us with so profuse a hand. Would to God we may have wisdo: 
enough to improve them! 

This is the language of ‘‘ Father’’ Washington. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But that does not meet the point. [ re 
ognize Washington as the father of my country; but the extract read 
does not touch this question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this opportunit) 
to say a word upon the pending bill. I do not object to limited a) 
propriations for the improvement of the rivers and harbors which «wi: 
entirely national in their character. Indeed, I regard the water-way + 
of the country the natural check upon the railroad companies in esta!) 
lishing routes for transporting the products of the West to the seaboard 
and in that the people of my State have a large interest. Congress 
would therefore be justified, in my opinion, in carrying on those im 
provements to a reasonable extent. It was well settled, however, in 
the recent elections that the people of this country are opposed to the 
use of the public money for the improvement of rivers not of a nationa! 
character. This expression was too emphatic to be ignored, and I to 
one can not vote to continue any improvement which does not redoun« 
to the use and benefit of the whole country. There are many itemsin 
this bill for which I could cheerfully vote. They come within the class 
which will clearly benefit the commerce of the United States. But | 
can not consent to continue the pernicious practice of coupling with 
works of national those of purely a local character. If I vote for the 
one in this bill I must also vote for the other. Weare told by the Se 
retary of War, who has charge of these works, that the appropriation 
of last year was so liberal, and that there is yet so large an unexpended 
balance in the Treasury, that further appropriations by the present 
Congress is unwise if not unnecessary. In this I think he is right, and 
an attempt now to appropriate a further sum I regard as a reckless use 
of the public money, and I feel it my duty to vote against the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the time which Iam allowed 
for the discussion of this question is too limited to enable me to do either 
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it or myself justice. I was a member of the committee appointed to in- 


vestigate the plans of the Mississippi River Commission for improving | 


that river. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ropinson] has 
rightly said that there was no dispute or controversy in the committee 
as to the propriety of making needful and needed appropriations to im- 
prove the navigation of the Mississippi. It is a stream of national con- 
sequence, and the Government that forced its way through enemies’ 
lines to the Gulf in order to open that national highway will not be 
likely now to neglect it or fail to make proper appropriations for the 
improvement of its navigation. 

To recognize the necessity for such improvement is one thing; the 
means to that end is quite another. If I had any criticism to make 
upon the gentlemen with whom I was brought in contact while acting 
as a member of that committee it would be that they promptly called 
in question the friendship of any one who disputed the fitness and pro- 
priety of their pet method or methods. There was something of a dis- 
position to treatthe members of this committee as if they were strangers 


in a hostile land, unless they would subscribe to every proposition | that these ample coal-tields are placed at the head of the streams upon 


i | Which the mined coal may be floated at little cost to the homes of the 
not mean that gentlemen were uncivil or inhospitable, but that they | 


placed before them in regard to ,the improvement of that river. I do 
seemed to take each suggested criticism of their own peculiar plans for 
the improvement of the Mississippi as an evidence of hostility to any 
and all improvement. 


rian owne:s. And hence we advised the experiment of cutting an out 
let at Lake Borgne, some ten or twelve miles below New Orleans 

Let me leave the consideration of the Mississippi River matter, Mi 
Chairman, to refer generally to the system for the improvement ot 
rivers and harbors. My honorable friend trom New York [Mr. Cox 
goes back more than half a century, and notes the nature and amount 
of appropriations to determine what this House may properly do to 


| day in the matter of appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 


harbors. I want him to understand that the young Republic is no 
longer an intant in swaddling clothes. It no longer occurs that the 


| harvest fields and gardens about your cities and villages yield enough 


| even the great West, in the valleys of the Mississippi 


to satisfy the wanfs of all the inhabitants. It no longer occurs that 
it ho longet oo 
curs that the forests yield all the fuel they want or all the lumbe: 
they require. In place of the forests of a quarter of a century ago, we 
seek now the great coal-fields in the country, and from thence we get 


our fuel. And if seems to have been a wise provision of Providence: 


inhabitants below. Can it be doubted, sir, 


that to the inhabitants ot 


| the Mississippi Valley, of the Ohio Valley, the Kanawha River is much 


Sir, the commerce from my ownsection finds its way tothe Gulf and to | 
the markets of the South and Europe down the Mississippi River: and we | 


are as much interested in its navigation as those who live along its banks. 
But, sir, gentlemen familiar with the soiland the conditions with which 
we have to deal from Cairo to the Gulf, a distance of 1,200 miles, know 
that it is all made earth—an alluvial deposit, percolated all through 
by quicksands. The soil is such that it melts in water like sugar, cav- 


| Valleys. 


ing off by the acre, nay by acres, and is swept down the stream, so that | 


it may in very truth be said that that mighty river holds in solution an 
empire. Some of our friends are under the impression that they can 
confine the water spreading over sixty miles by building mud walls 
along the banks, without a compromise with muskrats or a truce with 
moles, and thus keep within the narrow contine of these earthen barriers 
an ocean that sweeps along with the force of twenty Niagaras. We 
doubt if they can do it. If they can, we shall be very glad to learn it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee believed—I do not know that 
there were more than one or two dissenting voices—that the attempt 
to protect the banks of the Mississippi River bya system of willow mat- 
tresses, or the like, was and is purely experimental. Nobody will be 
more glad, I take it, than gentlemen of that committee if this experi- 
ment should prove to be successful. But, sir, we are dealing with a 
stretch of river of which 1,200 miles is to be protected on both sides 
by this system, costing an immense sum of money, certainly much 
above $50,000,000. All the committee say is, until the present plan 
shall have passed beyond the region of experiment and proved a suc- 





as Ceres strewed corn. That is all. 

When it shall have been demonstrated that the levee system is a 
needed supplementary work, and that the system adopted by the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission will serve the purpose tor which it is in- 
tended, I will vote and advocate, wherever I am, an appropriation equal 
to the improvement of the banks from its source to its mouth. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. ROBINSON ] is clearly right 
when he asserts that the commission has gone beyond the letter, cer- 
tainly the spirit, of the law in using so large a part of the appropriation 
for the construction of levees along the banks of the river. 
not inveigh against either the levee or any other system which is being 
tried as an experiment by the Mississippi River Commission. I only 
want all those attempts to be treated as an experiment, because they 
are in the experimental stages, and when we get beyond that it will be 
time enough to consider what appropriation will be necessary to keep 
and control the Father of Waters and improve its navigation. 


| and Iowa are not interested in this matter at all 
|} und from Kansas, let me ask, whom do you feed ? 


| proved that your products may reach those marts cheaply 
cess, we ought not to strew money up and down the banks of that river | 


more important than the Hudson? 
The Hudson or the Big Kanawha, which could we best spare? Why 
sir, there is not a village or hamlet within twenty-tive miles of the Ohio 


that does not receive its coal from that stream or adjacent streams. Upon 


| the banks or in the hills along those streams God has stored our tuel 


indispensable to us and to all the people in the Ohio and Mississippi 
We must have fuel and we want it cheap. And this recalls 
anincident. While I wasspeaking about the question of river and hat 
bor improvements in a town fifty miles north of Cincinnati, some anxious 
soul was in the audience and was concerned to catechise me. 1 asked 
him: *‘ How much do you pay for coal here?’’ He said: ** We 
put into our cellars at 15 cents a bushel.’’ ‘You do, and you get it 
by rail from a mine that is less than a hundred miles away, while I get 
my coal from Kanawha, brought on the river five hundred miles, asu 
perior article, put into my cellar two miles away from the city at tl cents 
a bushel.” 

Why my friend talks asif those who are in the harvest fields of Kansas 


yet it 


Gentlemen from lowa 
Where is the market 
for your hogs, for your oats, for your wheat, your barley, and for all that 


you produce forthe markets. Whereisit? Isitabout yourhomes? Not 
atall. Is it in the villages and hamlets of your several neighborhoods ? 


Notat all. Where then is the market tor your produce? It is in the 
hives, the busy hives of industry upon the Atlantic, down the Mississippi 
River and throughout this vast country in other localities: and the high 
ways that God has digged for the people of these localities ought to be im 
How else 


can you reachthem? Cheap transportation is what you want, and then 


| it will not occur again, as it has in the past, that men will be starving 


Sir, I do} 


| to the commerce of this country. 


in the streets of New York for the corn which you are burning for fuel 
in your houses in Iowa and Kansas. 

I want to say a word touching the East. Gentlemen, there is not a 
river, there is not a creek harbor of yours that we have not improved 
and improved liberally if it is in any respect or in any degree important 
The little bays and shoal places alony 
your coasts where a fishing-smack with twenty kits of mackerel and fifty 
codfish might ride safely at anchor, we have improved. We ask now 
that rivers bearing the commerce of this country trom the corn and 


| wheat fields of the West shall be also improved, and that the Constitu 


| tion shall be construed with reference to existing conditions 


The 


| streams and rivers that fifty years ago nobody would have dreamed ot 


The fact that an immense commerce floats on its bosom does not | 


change the character of the banks nor the difficulty of dealing with that 
stream. It is the opinion of old and experienced navigators that what 


| jes’? 


is most needed is a system of dredge-boats properly and energetically | 


worked—that which they do not have now; but whatever is necessary 
to be done Iam sure the committee in its entirety are willing to do. 
The question remains, what ought we to do? 
made will determine, and then we can act advisedly, and will, I trust, 
appropriate liberally. 

_ Mr. Chairman, I was appointed chairman of a sub-committee to con- 
sider a special branch of the investigation which related solely to the 
outlet system. We have made a report which I commend to the read- 
ing and careful consideration of the members of this House. I have 
not time now to consider it beyond saying this: The sub-committee found 
the Mississippi dammed up at its mouth, and the waters backed up the 


impeding the natural flow of the current; so that the river, 


while it is two hundred feet deep at New Orleans, is less than twenty 


The experiments being | 


improving have since become important factors in the problem of oui 
national and interstate commerce, in the sense in which the term ‘ 
merce’’ is used in the Constitution 

To my friend from New York, when he 


com 


speaks of the ‘‘ great arte 
of commerce, let me say that the arteries of commerce, as the 
arteries of the human svstem, are of little consequence if the veins 
that feed them and by which they are fed are dried up. 1 say more, in 
defending the action of the House touching the river and harbor ap 
propriation bill of last year (conceding, as I do, that there were man 
objectionable features in it; these were, however, the speck in the oint 
ment), that it shall not be forgotten that the time will soon come, if it 
is not now here, when men trom the Mississippi Valley who shall re 
fuse to vote ample appropriation for improving the people’s highways 


will not get votes enough to pay for countingthem. Do not forget, men 


| of New York and of the East, you who would treat the country as an 


feet deep at the mouth; it therefore occurred to the sub-committee that | 


if by any means, through an outlet, you could lower the plane of that 
stream ten or fifteen feet it would tend to increase the current of the 





t ; | ient for the people’s use. 
river below, improve navigation, and as an incident protect the ripa- | 


orange you have sucked and now want to chew the pulp; do not forget 
that from the East, not through the balmy South, nor yet the frigid 
North, but along the central line, with North to South conjoined, 
** Westward, the course of empire takes its way.”’ And in the line of 
that march of empire these necessary improvements will follow: nay, 
more, will henceforth walk abreast, and the needed appropriations to 
that end be voted, and the people’s highways made ready and conven 
[ Applause. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. ELLIS. I am glad, Mr. Chairman, for the poor privilege of 
speaking, if only for fifteen minutes, upon this question. I have not 
time even to gather about the shores of the truths that lie hidden in 
this subject. I can but devote the brief space of time given to me to 
try to elaborate one single point. I have agreed with the majority of 
the committee, the special committee appointed by this House, in con- 
curring that for the present at least the efforts of the Mississippi River 
Commission should be confined exclusively to the points where work 
has already begun. It was not, Mr. Chairman, any lack of confidence 
in the theory or plans of the commission. Itwas not but that I believe 
they will successfully work out the permanent improvement of that 
river; but it was because they themselves testified that until the like 


character of work which they had adopted for the purpose of this river | 


improvement had proved satisfactory and all suflicient for their designs 
and plans they themselves would prefer that the work should be so 
confined. What is that plan? It has not been half stated in this dis- 
cussion. It is as stated in the report of the minority of the committee, 
which I propose to read, simply this; and I now beg the careful consid- 
eration of the committee to this point, because it is one of magnitude 
and importance in connection with the question: 

The contraction for low-water channel of the river to a uniform width of 3,000 
feet between one of its natural banks revetted and held in place, so that caving 
is impossible, and a bank formed within the channel by the rivers’ deposits of 
silt, arrested and held by permeable dikes and piles so constructed as to arrest 
the current and cause the necessary deposit. 

That is the low-water channel. And now, coincident with this, and 
absolutely inseparable from this, isthe theory of the high-water channel. 
That is a channel constructed upon or nearthe dikes on the bend of the 
levees, along which the river must be trained into the same course or 
direction of current secured as the low-water channel. And the plan 
embodying both the low and high water channel is an entirety, a whole, 
and you can not separate them. I will read also the language of the 
minority of the committee with reference to this high-water channel: 

Coincident with this plan for low-water channel, dikes or levees are to be con- 
structed on or near the natural banks for the purpose of training the flood waters 
in the direction and course of the low-water current, to restrain them from break- 
ing off into cross or counter currents, which would endanger the lower-water 
channe! works and cause deposits therein, and to secure additional dynamic force 
for the more speedy discharge of flood waters. 

Now, what is the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts ? 
He says to this commission: take Plum Point reach and Lake Provi- 
dence reach and work out your plan; and then he proposes that Con- 
gress shall deprive them of one essential of their plan. He says, ‘‘Go 
work out your theory, but you shall not have the opportunity to illus- 
trate and develop that theory in full.” 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, that gentleman’s progress on this subject has been 
rather like that of the craw-fish. He has been looking one way and 
goinganother. In 1879, when this commission bill was before Congress, 
that gentleman said—and I challenge his attention and ask him to ex- 
plain it under the five-minute rnle—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman said— 


The committee have found— 


The committee of which he was a member and which framed this 
commission bill— 

The committee have found these two subjects to be interdependent. They 
have not seen in the investigation they have given that the one necessarily 
stands apart from the other. All the writers and all the engineers from whom 
they have heard declare that in some measure, greater or less, the protection 
of the lands has also an influence upon the navigable character of the river. 


He further said: 

This bill is intended to provide a commission to devise a plan for the improve- 
ment of the pn River and the protection of the alluvial lands combined. 
If as a part of the whole plan for the improvement of the river for the purposes 
of navigation, and incidental thereto, the lands of the valley may be protected, 
T am in favor of it. 

Now, what is the gentleman’s attitude here to-day? As I have 
shown, the plans of low-water channel and of high-water channel are 
coincident and the one depends upon the other. Now, what does the 
gentleman hold? ‘‘ You may go and work out your low-water chan- 
nel; if you can we will give you money to try the experiment; but you 
shall not have the high-water channel.’’ That is the proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this theory met the ap- 
roval of every engineer that testified before us save one, a most intel- 
igent gentleman from his own vicinity, who could by no possibility 

of means be suspected of entertaining any sectional prejudices that way 
that would lead him to wish to take the Government money and apply 
it for the a of property. Professor Clemens Herschell told him 
this was the means of training rivers in Europe, and that the plan was 
an entirety; and that the low-water channel was dependent upon the 
high-water channel. That is the main point, Mr. Chairman. The 
members of the committee were told that when the river overflowed it 
attacked not only the surface-water, but the water away down to the 
bottom of the river attacked the bank. There is your revetment bank— 
the wall of the House will represent it. Over it a crevasse plunges. 
Now, by the experience and deliberate testimony of these engineers the 
water when it overflowseven to the depth of three or four feet, the sur- 


I will be happy to do so. 








face-water directing the attacking column, attacks that bank down to the 
very bottom of the river. What chance would revetment have with 
such an attack, an attack that plows its way two hundred or three 
hundred or four hundred yards into the bank of the river creati 
great bay? What will protect all your low-water improvements 
permit attacks of this character? 

No, sir. You must train and must guide these flood-waters in 
course coincident with the low-water scour, or your low-water pl 
will fail. 

There was another thing that bothered the gentleman from Mags; 
chusetts [Mr. RoBINSON ], who is a great and good lawyer and a scholar 
but who, I judge, would hardly muster up engineering skill enough t, 
construct a flutter-mill on the boyhood plan of thirty years ago. }}.. 
looks at that stained map and asks how it is possible to gather up these 
flood-waters into banks 3,000 feet apart. Mr. Herschel], his friend and 
neighbor, told him. Let me read his testimony. He was being cross. 
examined by that gentleman at the time. I ask the attention of t},. 
gentleman again to that testimony, because there is a good deal in jt 
which he may learn from. I call his attention to this portion of \y 
Herschell’s testimony: 


Question. Have you had experience or observation in Europe? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether that system has been pursued in European rivers ’ 

A. I know that it has. 

Q. What river? 

A. The Rhine is a 
regulated and train 
Ocean. 

Q. How has it been regulated and trained? 

A. Generally by the very system I have described. 
waters are limited and defined. 
out within the high-water limits. 

Q. A channel within a channel? 

A. A channel within a channel; that is it precisely. 

Q. Is it regarded in streams that are subject to flood periods as necessary t. 
have the high-water channel well defined? 

A. I think that is the general opinion among engineers. Itcertainly is min 

Q. Why is that; is ita protection to the inner channel, the low-water channe! 

A. I should say the principal reason was to keep the river from abandoniny 
entirely its former channel and striking out in a new course for itself, as it would 
be likely to do unless guided during times of flood. Another reason is that (}): 
very material that the river erodes or takes up is one of the chief causes of 1. 
forming shoals, Thatis where the most of the material that makes shoals comes 
from. It comes from being picked up in one place and deposited in anothe: 
In order to havea river of proper navigable depth—a reliable navigable depth 
at all stages itis necessary that it shall pick up material as little as possible 

Q. I should suppose, however, that A anond high-water banks can not provid: 
aguinst every exigency; occasionally a flood will come that will go over th: 

A. In case of river warks, they are liable to floods such as occur, we wil! say 
once in a century or théreabouts. They will be higher than has been provider 
for. It does not pay commercially to provide against exigencies of this so: 
that are not liable to occur more than once in a hundred or two hundred yeu 
At this very moment the greater part of Central Europe is recovering from th. 
effects of a flood from both the Danube and the Rhine, the like of which | «a 
informed has not been seen for two hundred years. To make the river work- 
on those rivers sufficient to guard against grossly exceptional floods of that clu 
acter probably would not pay. It is practically impossible. A contingency of 

t sort must be endured. 

Q. Certainly. Like the flood of which we read—they could not help it. Bu 
ow ap in your opinion, it is necessary to control the river in high-wate: 

ri o 


pe : 

A. I think it is. 

Q. And this essentially, in your judgment, for the purpose of navigation and 
commerce? 

A. I think it is. 

Q. It looks like a mammoth undertaking, does it not, to gather up the flood 
waters that extend, for instance, fifty or sixty miles wide and three or four feet 
deep? For instance take this point where, according to the section lines, the 
flood was seventy miles wide. It looks like a huge undertaking to propose to 
control all that water and keep it within the channel of the river and compe! t!: 
river to discharge it. 

A. Weil, sir, it does not look so very formidable to the hydraulic mind 

Q. To the unprofessional mind I confess it looks like a big’job. 

A. If the river discharged it it would not spread out. 

T is true. 
A. There would be nothing to gather up, as it were. 


That is, by the theory of general concentration you compel the dis- 
charge before the waters have accumulated. And this isa well-known 
principle in hydraulic engineering, that every increase of dynamic force 
of a current increases the rapidity of discharge. 

I quote from Mr. Herschell’s testimony further: 


Q. Under what law of hydraulic engineering or dynamics would the river 
ever control and discharge that immense flood? ; 

A. It is one of the most notable laws of hydraulics that the channel with an 
increase of depth and only a slight increase of slope, discharges so much more 
water. Five feet increase in depth when the de is already 80 feet, say, may 
double the discharge. 

Q. Five feet increase in depth may double the discharge. 
wat Those i eae —— yd illustrate that a small increase in depth 

very greatly increase . 

Q. Is not that the law? 

A. It is the law. 

Q. It is a well-ascertained, incontrovertible law. 18 

A. It is a well-ascertained law that one handling water becomes very familiar 
with, and is not surprised at, when he sees it in practice. 


Again, at pages 331-2, he says: 

Q. But could the flood of 1882, extending down in the valley, 
twenty to seventy miles in width, and in depth over the land from 
feet, be confined in that space? you look forward to it as a 
scheme that pone walls of earth in the bed of the river, or on the 
could cor.fine 

A. Certai 
which it has 
standing still 


nga 
if you 


an 


example of it, the upper reaches of it. It isa we!) 
river from Switzerland to the movth, to the German 


In the time of flood its 
In time of low water they are likewise marked 


ng fro 
ve to ten 
racticab!le 
nks, you 


t flood and carry it out to the Gulf without disturbance’? 
. The width of a flooded district and the moderate depth ove: 
wed are 
and flooding the 


figures. But if that water, instead of 
been enabled to pass on it’ would not 
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ng proportion. It is like the genii in the Arabian 
tertainment. So long as it was kept within the bottle it was all right; 
it got out it looked very formidable and impossible to get it back again. 


Nig 
but when 


It is in testimony here, as recalled by my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
THOMAS], that whenever the water is confined within its channels, it | 
travels from Cairo to New Orleans, 1,000 miles, in ten days. Where 
the water had spread all over the country, the floods have consumed 
one hundred daysin traveling the same distance. That is, by contin- | 
ing it, the discharging power of the water increased 1,200 per cent. ; and 
for every foot of rise the scouring power is also increased, and the cur- 
rent is deepened. a 

They have testified that every additional rise, while confining the 
waters, adds immeasurably to the discharging power of the river. 
Here, then, you find these two plans, the one dependent upon the other, 
tending to work out all the design that was contained in the instruc- 
tions to the Mississippi River Commission. 

There is one thing said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
RoprinsoN] which I desire to correct. It was intended to prejudice 
the minds of members of this House against the building of levees. I 
refer now to the testimony of Major Harrod. The attempt was made, 
and has been made, to produce the impression on the minds of mem- 
bers of this House that this Mississippi River Commission has been 
eolluding with State and private corporations for the building of levees. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLIs] does injustice not only to myself but to Major Harrod. I 
did not refer to Major Harrod at all. 

Mr. ELLIS. Major Harrod was the gentleman who was badgered on 
that subject like a witness in the police court. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I refer to Major Richardson. I | 
interrupt the gentleman because I do not wish to have any injustice 
done to Major Harrod. I did not refer to him in any manner in what 
I said. 

Mr. ELLIS. He was a witness and was cross-examined by the gen- 
tleman in regard to building a railroad dike. Major Richardson had 
nothing to say about that. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 


General Comstock testified about | 


that. 

Mr. ELLIS. The testimony of Major Harrod and the testimony of 
Mr. Taylor, of Indiana, was this: that it being in the direction of the 
-work of the commission in establishing this high-water channel and 
closing these outlets, when they found State or corporations building 
works in the direction of the accomplishment of their object, they found 
they could do the work a great deal cheaper and with a great deal more 
of economy to the Government by inviting their aid. 

So when they found that the State and the railroad company were 
about to close Bonnet Carre cusvasse they found they could with $15,000 
do what would ordinarily require eighty-five or ninety thousand dollars 
todo. And when they found that this railroad company was prepared 
to construct a dike along the bank of the river in the form and shape 
of a levee, so as to accomplish their purpose of high-water channel con- 
tinement, they found they could do for $30,000 what would otherwise 
cost $60, 3 

And with that scrupulous care for the interest of the Government 
which has been developed in every line and syllable of this testimony, 
they embraced the opportunity of doing the work which was best for 
the Government. 





(Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Task leave to print some remarks upon this | 
bill. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See | 
Appendix. } 
| 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask leave to print some remarks, as I find I 
shall have no opportunity to deliver them. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I find that I have three or four minutes of my time left, 
which I do not care to occupy. I prefer to have the bill read by para- 


[See 


phs. 

Mr. WHITE. As a member of the Committee on Commerce, I ask 
leave to occupy the four minutes’ time remaining which the gentleman 
from ia says he does not wish to occupy. 

Mr. PAGE. I haye no objection; there are three minutes remaining, 
I believe. 


Mr. WHITE. As a member of the Committee of Commerce, who I 
believe my colleagues will bear witness during the last session gave 
close attention to the work of preparing the bill which received such 
wide condemnation, beginning with the veto of the President, I desire 
to say that at this time I am opposed to passing any river and harbor 
bill. But I am pursuing this course to help educate the people up to 
the necessity for more liberal appropriations for internal improvements 
in the future. 

In the first place, we were told last year by the President that the | 
duty devolved upon him to withhold his signature from a bill contain- | 
Ing appropriations which in his opinion greatly exceeded in amount the | 
needs of the country for the current year. it the $18,000,000 we ap- | 
propriated last year was more than the Executive knew how to prop- | 
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erly expend, then I think it would be unwise to make an additional 
appropriation at this time. 

Again, the President said that his principal objection to that bill was 
that it contained appropriations for purposes not for the common de 
fense or general welfare, and which did not promote commerce among 
the States. He said that in the bill he found an appropriation for the 
Potomac marshes, which he had recommended, and an appropriation 
for the Mississippi River, which he had recommended; but which in 
my opinion were the worst things in that bill. 

After spending days and nights for months carefully preparing a bill 
which in my opinion met the wants of the country, the Senate amended 
it and the President vetoed it, saying that there was more money in it 
than he could properly expend. Now, if that was so, there must be a 
surplus fund on hand to-day 

Let the President and his advisers alone until they have expended 
the $18,000,000 appropriated last year and notify Congress that more 
money is needed. 

Last year the House’s river and harbor bill was carefully prepared 
to meet the wants of the entire countrv; while this bill has not been 
carefully prepared and does not meet the wants of the entire country 
It proposes additional appropriations, when the Executive who has the 
disbursing of the fund through his subordinate oflicers notified us and 
the country that we had appropriated more money last August than 
they know how to expend 

I am therefore opposed to passing any river and harbor appropriation 
bill at this session of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time forgeneral debate has been exhausted 
The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the following sumsof money be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be ex 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, com- 
pletion, repair, and preservation of the public works hereinafter named 

Improving harbor at Portland, Maine: Continuing improvement, $15,000 

Mr. PAGE. lam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to offe1 
the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk and which was omit 
ted from this bill by mistake. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the paragraph just read insert the following: 

“Improving harbor at Rockland, Maine: Continuing improvement, $20,000," 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 
ment: 


Improving Quincy Bay 


Mr. PAGE. That amendmentis not germane to this part of the bill. 
I ask the gentleman to wait until we get to the part relating to the 
Mississippi River. I will notify the gentleman. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Hlinois. I have no objection to withdrawing 
the amendment for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Improving harbor at Plymouth, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement 
$1,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
inquire whether Plymouth, Massachusetts, is not one of the cases re- 
ferred to by the Secretary of War where there is an unexpended appro- 
priation in the Treasury ? 

Mr. PAGE. It is among the items which were objected to by the 
Secretary of War, but upon examination the committee found it to be, 
in its claim for an appropriation, one of the strongest works in the river 
and harbor bill. This position is justified by the reports of the engi- 
neers for this year, last year, and preceding years. In addition to this 
at the last session a letter was addressed to the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Commerce by the Secretary of War calling attention to the 
damage done to that harbor by storms, and urging an appropriation of 
$14,000 to carry on the work last year. I hold in my hand an addi 
tional letter from the Secretary of War asking for an appropriation of 
the same kind. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to inquire whether the appropriation 
made last year has not been expended, or will not be expended before 
the end of this fiscal year? 

Mr. PAGE. It will be, and this additional sum of $1,000 is for the 
completion of the work. 

Mr. CRAPO. I would like to answer the question put by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. The harbor of Plymouth isin 
the neighborhood of my home; and hence I have personal knowledge 
in regard to it. It is the first in the detailed list of alleged unimpor 
tant works in the last river and harbor bill which the Secretary of War 
reported to Congress in his recent communication in answer to the res 
olution of the House. I think this particular item in the bill deserves 
some attention in order that we may determine what reliance can be 
placed upon the statements made by the Engineer Department in that 
detailed list. The Secretary of War, in his list of objectionable works 
forgets the special communication which he made to Congress in April 
of last year, when the last river and harbor bill was in the course of 
preparation by the Committee on Commerce, in which he urged the re- 


I desire to offer the following amend 


Continuing improvement, $25,000 
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pair and maintenance of Long Beach, in this harbor; and asserted that 
any action of the sea thereon likely to injure it should be at once ar- 
rested; and recommended over his official signature an appropriation 
by Congress of $14,000 for this work 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Out of the regular order. 

Mr. CRAPO. Out of the regular order as a special appropriation. 
That appropriation was made in the last river and harbor bill. Yet in 
his recent communication specifying objectionable works the Secretary 
of War says that this particular appropriation ought not to have been 
made, because the benetits to be derived from the improvement are local, 
with but little bearing upon the general commerce of the country. Now, 
the fact is that the harbor of Plymouth has a very considerable foreign 
commerce. There came into that harbor last year merchandise from 
foreign countries amounting to over $320,000; and merchandise was 
exported from that harbor to foreign countries. The custom-house at 
that port, during the last year, collected on merchandise coming from 
foreign countries duties amounting to over $47,000; and there is to-day 
in bonded warehouses of the United States at that port foreign mer- 
chandise valued at $120,000, upon which the duty when collected will 
amount to $18,000 or $19,000. This very port of Plymouth, in the 
amount of customs duty which it collects, is the second or third of the 
ten collection districts of Massachusetts, Boston of course standing first. 

In view of these facts and figures, to say that the improvements at 
Plymouth are simply socal and of local importance is to throw discredit 
generally upon the conclusions of the Secretary of War in the document 
sent to the Ilouse enumerating unimportant and objectionable harbor 
works, 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw my former amendment and move to 
strike out the words ‘‘one thousand dollars.’’ I am perfectly aware, 
Mr. Chairman, that the different items in this bill will be passed as 
they have been heretofore, and therefore there is not much inducement 
to make any motion tostrike out. And on account of the historic name 
of Plymouth and of the friendship of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts I would be willing to withdraw the motion to strike out $1,000. 
If you put it as a matter of friendship, if you put it as a recognition of 
the name of Plymouth and the effect of its traditions upon this coun- 
try which have gone into American history, I repeat I am perfectly 
walling that this appropriation shall remainin. But, Mr. Chairman, if 
you put this appropriation as in any sense regulating railroad rates or 
as in any sense affecting the broad commerce of the nation, I certainly 
would not concur in such an appropriation. The fact is that all along 
that coast there are other points to which commerce comes. Now, | 
happen to know something of that specific harbor from personal expe- 
rience. I have sailed on it; and at low tide, if the mud was not so soft 
that you could not walk upon it, you would have a particularly large 
amount of traveling to do to reach the land. 

Mr. CRAPO. But how deep is it at high water? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do not know; I did not get out to measure it at 
that time. [Laughter.] But that is one case where you have a ques- 
tion of expending a large amount of money before you can make achan- 
nel through which any large vessel can pass. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts knows as well as I dothat atlow water this isused largely 
to-day for fishing-¢macks. 

Mr. CRAPO. Let me say to the gentleman from Kansas that this is 
not for the preservation of the channel; but it is for the preservation of 
a beach which protects the harbor from the encroachments of the ocean. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Oh, yes; and ultimately you will have to run it 
all along that long arm that reaches out there, and it will require ad- 
ditional expense. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am calling attention to this particular item for 
the purpose of illustrating my opposition to this class of appropriations, 
under the guise of improvements of rivers and harbors for the commerce 
of this country. Where you dig a channel that is necessary, where you 
improve a harbor that is necessary for the commerce, where you take 
one work that is really affecting even to a limited extent the general 
commerce of the country, I am ready to vote for it, but inno other case. 

Mr. WASHBURN. What do you call general commerce? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do not call some little petty creek the general 
commerce of this country. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Does the gentleman from Kansas know 
that during the last year 2,700 vessels arrived at that port, according to 
the statistics? 

Mr. ANDERSON. If that be true, then of course they must have 
come in at high tide. When I get through I expect to withdraw my 
motion to strike out the $1,000, because if that harbor is already adapted 
to the entrance of the number of vessels to which the gentleman refers, 
then $1,000 will not make any material difference in its improvement. 
If it is not adapted to their entrance, that sum of money will not have 
any effect upon its improvement. But the appropriations which are 
made in a bill of this kind should be for purposes which can be of 
utility in connection with the commerce. It may just as well in such 
a case as this go where a great deal of the details of appropriations as 
mentioned here will go; we may charge it up to a high general royal 
account. My object in presenting this motion was only, however, to 

appropria- 





call attention to the facts in connection with this matter of 
tions as carried by this bill, and I now withdraw the motion. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving channel between Staten Island and New Jersey : Continuing im. 
provement, 000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the last word for the 
pose of asking the gentleman in charge of this bill what the pur; 
this appropriation is? 

Mr. PAGE. Let me say to the gentleman that it is made in pursy. 
ance of the recommendations of the engineers. I can turn to the en. 
gineer’s report if the gentleman wants to hear it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. It is not one of the objected-to items? 

Mr. PAGE. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Caro)}jino 
Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. In line 70, I move to strike 

out 100” and insert ‘‘250;’’ so that it will read: 
Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

The amount recommended by the Engineer Department for the im 
provement of Charleston Harbor is $1,800,000. The amount which the 
Engineer Department has said can be used and ought to be appropriated 
for the improvement of the harbor for the next fiscal year is $755,000. 
In & report which I hold in my hand, and a part of which I will in- 
corporate with my remarks, the Engineer Department informs us that 
unless asufficient amount is appropriated now to continue the improve- 
ments which have been begun great losses must result to the Govern- 
ment and serious injury to the work. Here is what the report from the 
Engineer Department says: 


pur- 
0Se of 


The work as far as constructed is generally in a satisfactory condition, not 
withstanding some slight settlement has occurred at different periodsat several) 
portions of both jetties. Thus far nothing of a serious nature has taken place 
At other points sand is collecting over the work, aiding in protecting the mat 
tress logs from the attacks of the teredo. 

Considerable scour has recently been observed alongside of and past the sea 
ward portion of the south jetty. This has not only necessitated the construction 
of spur jetties on either side of it, but also indicates the expediency of a rapid 
seaward extension of the work, to guard against an undue increase of its ulti 
mate cost. 

To expend the sum of $300,000 appropriated for improving the entrance to 
Charleston Harbor, by act of Congress pessed August 2, 1882, a contract was en- 
tered into, on September 30, 1882, with Mr. A. Ames Howlett, of Syracuse, New 
York, who agreed to do at least $25,000 worth of work ad month. 

Operations under this contract were commenced during the latter part of Oc- 
tober last, and are now progressing. It is caleulated that of said appropriation 
not more than $50,000 will remain unexpended at the end of the present fisca! 
year, and it is probable that the entire sum will be expended by the first of the 

ollowing August. 

It should be stated that, while the future ship-channel proposed to be deve! 
oO} and protected by the jetties is not yet formed nor available for the passag: 
of large vessels, though some important chan are taking place, the existing 
or Pumpkin Hill Channel shows eumistakalte signe of deterioration, caused 
no doubt by the influence of the works now in progress. A further reduction 
of the depths of this channel may be reasonably expected. It seems, therefore, 
to be of great importance, if not of urgent necessity, to promote the formation 
of the new ship-channel, not only by pushing out and raising both jetties as 
rapidly as possible, but also to hasten this effect by dredging, so that increased 
depths may be obtained at an early date. The increase gained in this manner 
will undoubtedly be substantially maintained by the jetties if the latter are sim- 
ultaneously extended and strengthened. 

The present appropriation is not sufficient to carry the work through this 
critical stage, and it is therefore greatly to be desired that an additional! sum t« 
made available for the coming fiscal year, in order to prevent a suspension of 
operations. 

Should this latter take place, it would undoubtedly cause a very materia! in- 
crease in the cost of this work, and seriously jeopardize even the present inade- 
quate facilities for commerce. 


I understand the plan of the committee has been to give ordinarily 
one-third of the amount recommended by the Engineer Department 
And yet, in this instance, we have less than one-seventh of the amount 
appropriated. Now, I appeal to the committee that in the interest of 
economy as well as a matter of justice to the people of Charleston to put 
them upon an equal footing with the other appropriations which they 
recommended in the bill, they should at least give one-third of the 
amount which the Engineer Department has asked for as absolutely nec- 
essary to be appropriated in order to carry on in a proper manner this 
great work and to prevent loss on the work already done. If they do 
not intend to abandon the work and allow all that has been done tobe 
lost, and the expense incurred by the Government wasted, I appeal to 
them to adopt the amendment I have offered and at least allow a sul- 
ficient amount to enable this work to be carried to such a state of im- 
provement that no loss will result to the Government from a cessation 
of all work. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. PAGE. I with what the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. RicHARDsON] has said as to the importance of this work. ‘Th: 
committee endeavored to keep this bill down somewhere between bounds. 
They tried to make a bill against which there could be no complaint 
as to the extravagant amount of money carried by it. It is true that 
the Engineer Department asked for $755,000. There are $60,000 now 
on hand or will beon the Ist of July. We have given $100,000 more. 
making in all that will be available for that harbor for the next year 
$160,000. I leave it to the Committee of the Whole to decide whether 
they wish to increase this appropriation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. Let me read a single passage 
from the engineer’s report. 
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Mr. PAGE. There are many other works in the same condition as 
the Charleston Harbor is. j , 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the engi- 
neer in his report in answer to Senator BUTLER’s request uses this lan- 
guage speaking of the suspension of operations: 

Should this take place it would undoubtedly cause a very material increase to 
the cost of this work and seriously jeopardize the present inadequate facilities 
for commerce, 

I trust, in the interest of economy and the preservation of what has 
already been done, that we shall pass this amendment. 

Mr. MACKEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The amount appropriated in this bill for the continuation of the work 
now in progress for improvement of Charleston Harbor is so utterly in- 
adequate that it is almost equivalent to an abandonment of the work 
which was begun there several years ago for the deepening of the chan- | 
nel at the entrance of the harbor. Any one who will take the trouble 
to read the reports that have been made by the engineers in charge of 
the work will see that those engineers express the opinion that unless 
an adequate amount is appropriated for the purpose of continuing the 
work throughout the next fiscal year serious shoaling may occur in the 
channel now used for the purpose of entering the harbor, which may 
result in a serious injury to the commerce of the port. In a recent com- | 
munication from Lieutenant Bailey of the Engineer Corps, that officer 
says: 

The work is now just in that condition when it should be pushed with energy. 
A discontinuance would unnecessarily expose the present work to deteriora- 


tion, increase the cost of future construction, and seriously delay the develop- 
ment of the new channel. 


With an appropriation of only $100,000 work can not be carried on 
through more than about one fourth of the year and consequently during 
the balance of the fiscal year the work will have to be suspended. 

In comparison with the appropriations provided in this bill for other | 
harbors, the Committee on Commerce, in proposing so small an amount 
for Charleston Harbor, have acted rather unfairly to that locality. By 
this bill the appropriation proposed for the harbor of Mobile, Alabama, 
is $100,000, the same amount as it is proposed to give to the harbor of 
Charleston. And yet by reference to the annual report of the Chief of | 
the Bureau of Statistics on the commerce and navigation of the United | 
States it appears that the value of imports and exports of merchandise | 
during the past fiscal year from the port of Charleston was over $20,- | 
000,000, while the value of imports and exports from the port of Mobile, | 
for the improvement of whose harbor it is also proposed to give $100,000, | 
amount to only $3,637,681, about one-sixth of the value of the imports 
and exports at Charleston. Furthermore, in the value of her imports 
and exports Charleston ranks as the eighth port in the United States, | 
while Mobile ranks as the twenty-fourth. 

Let me mention another instance. By this bill it is proposed to give 
Galveston, Texas, $200,000, or twice the amount given to Charleston, 
and yet in the value of her imports and exports Galveston stands below 
Charleston. And so in other cases, which I could mention if I had the | 
time. Hereis aport,the value of whose commerce is over $70,000, 000-—— | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Can the gentleman give us the amount of 
tonnage? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman trom South Carolina 
has expired. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to, 
and I hope no amendment will be agreed to increasing these appropri- | 
ations. There are hardships in many cases no doubt, but the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, desiring to bring in a bill that would meet the appro- 
bation of the House, have felt it their duty to reduce many appropria 
tions they otherwise would have increased. I trust all friends of the 
river and harbor bill will stand by the bill as reported by the commit- 
tee, at least so far as keeping it within its present bounds is concerned. | 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I would ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. In that case what is the use of considering the bill? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have aright to appeal to the Honse to keep 
this bill within its present limits. It is in the discretion of the House | 
to do as they please. The river and harbor bill of last year passed 
through the House without an amendment, and [ hope this will. Those 
who are desirous of beating the bill entirely I notice are in favor of 
amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman will not insist that this bill is pre- 
pared as carefully as the last one was. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ware] | 
had taken pains to be in the committee-room a few times he would | 
have known all about it. 

Mr. WHITE. The committee was not full at anytime; the bill was 
prepared by half a dozen men. 

Mr. MACKEY. I will ask the gentleman, is not the amount appro- | 


— for Charleston Harbor much less in proportion than inany other | 
case 


Mr. WASHBURN. That may be the fact, but Charleston is one of | 
the harbors for which large appropriations have been made. The Gal- 
veston Harbor improvements are comparatively recent; so that there 


18 
in 


Very good reason for the larger appropriation in the latter cuse than 
the former. 





| not work as well as it was thought originally it would work. 


Mr. MACKEY. The gentleman is mistaken as to that. 

Mr. KENNA. I move tostrike out the last word, for the purpose of 
asking the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, or some member 
of that committee, whether in the reduction made in reference to the 
appropriation for Charleston Harbor the same rule substantially has 
been applied that was applied to other reductions throughout the bill? 

Mr. HORR. I will answer the gentleman by saying that the re 
duction of the appropriation for Charleston Harbor is larger than we 
have generally made throughout the bill; there is no doubt about that 
The facts are these: we last year gave a larger amount to Charleston 
Harbor than to any other harbor along that coast. Of that amount 
there is $60,000 left, and we concluded that they could get along this 
year very well with $160,000, though upon the face of it the gentleman 
from South Carolina |Mr. MACKEY] is correct in his statement. It 
does not look exactly just, but we tried to give what we thought they 
ought to have. 

I am frank to contess for one that when the estimates came to the com 
mittee there was a feeling that the one for Charleston Harbor was a very 
large one. 

Mr. KENNA. I made that inquiry, looking further than merely the 
appropriation in this particular instance. If the Committee on Com 
merce in devising this bill have made the same general reductions, tak- 
ing into consideration and always having in view the question of the 
amount which will be on hand for each of these works at the close of the 
present tiscal year—if, in other words, the reductions have been made with 


| some degree of uniformity and with a general degree of fairness through 


out, I am ready to accede to the request of the gentleman from Minne 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN } and aid in the passage of this bill as it came from 


| the committee. 


Mr. MACKEY. But in this instance the reduction has not been made 
with uniformity and justice. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. The estimate fo: 
1884 for Charleston Harbor was $755,000. The amount recommended 
by the Committee on Commerce in this bill is $100,000. 

I rise to reply especially to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mz 
WASHBURN }, whohas intimated thatif I had attended the meetings of 
the committee a little oftener I would not have had such a bad opinion 
of this bill. 

Mr. HORR. No; he said you would have known more about it. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to remind that gentleman, without betray 
ing any of the secrets of the committee, that among the first things we 
did in that committee was to agree on some system by which to pre- 
pare this bill. And the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr] offered 


| a resolution that we would take the estimates and prepare a smaller bill 


than we had last year upon some fair basis, say of 334 
estimates. 

After we had proceeded a little ways it was found that that would 
When 
we came to this Charleston Harbor the grossest injustice was done by 
giving not merely 33) per cent. but going way down below that pro 
portion of the estimates, and treating that harbor unjustly and un 
fairly, although the board of trade asked us for an appropriation to de 


per cent. of the 


| velop the trade in Charleston, as the board of trade in Louisville did 


for that city. 
I say again, as I said a moment ago, that this bill has not been care 


| fully prepared but is a patched-up arrangement. 


Mr. BISBEE. I wish to say a word upon the pending amendment 
for the reason that I represent a district that has an improvement going 
on which is in precisely the same condition as the improvement at 
Charleston. 

I do not wish to condemn or criticise the Committee on Commerce 


| But when they inform the House that they have adopted as a rule of 
| action as the basis of their report the taking one-third of the estimates 


of the engineers— 

Mr. PAGE. 
adopted, 

Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. WHITE. Merely to correct a mistake. 

Mr. BISBEE. Notnow. This is a national work, and after a plan 
of improvement has been adopted by the Engineer Department and the 
work commenced, | want to know what reason there is for not appro 
priating money enough to keep that work continuous until it is com 
pleted. Is it not economy to do so? 

Would it not bea waste of public money to frameabill giving a little 
appropriation for one harbor and a little for another, instead of giving 
sufficient to keep the works going on continuously until they are com 
pleted. There is no sense in acting otherwise, and there is certainly 
no statesmanship in so doing. 

The Government is comunitted to the completion of this work. There 
is no complaint that the Government has not money cnough to com 
plete it. It is obliged at some time to complete the work, but instead 
of appropriating money enough to do so in one year or two years, it is 


No such statement has been made, no such rule was 


Then I think they have gone on a wrong basis 
Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment. 
Not now. 


| proposed to drag it along through a series of jour or five or even ten 


years, 
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T have a word to say to this side of the House. In 1880 we hada 
national convention at Chicago, and in the platform adopted at that 
convention I find among other things that the party committed itself 
to this: 

That we esteem it the duty of Congressto develop and improve our water- 
courses and our harbors. 

And I find in the letter of acceptance of General Garfield the follow- 
ing: 

Fortunately for the interests of commerce there is no longer any formidable 
opposition to appropriations for the improvement of our harbors and great navi- 

io eivers, provided that the expenditures for that purpose are strictly lim- 
ted to works of national importance. 

Now, sir, we are committed to this doctrine of improving our sea- 
coast harbors and all the navigable waters under the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to say very briefly-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will interrupt the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TOWNSEND] by saying that he was in error in recognizing 
him, as he desires to alternate from side to side of the House, and will 
now recognize the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins]. 

Mr. EVINS. I want to say but a word or two. This isa very seri- 
ous matter, not only to the people of Charleston, but to all who trade 
with Charleston. The engineer in charge of the work is now here; a 
delegation from that city is also here to represent to this Congress the 
importance of making a more liberal appropriation for the completion 
of the improvements of that harbor. 

The gentleman from Michigan spoke of the large estimate made by 
the engineers and seemed to question—at least by his manner—whether 
the estimate should have been made so large. 

Mr. HORR. No; the point I made was that it seemed to be larger 
than the other estimates for works on the coast, and consequently a 
different rule would apply. 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, thereason of thatis veryevident. The 
ckaracter of the work is such that it is absolutely necessary it should be 
pressed with all vigor to completion. 

Mr. HORR. That may be. 

Mr. EVINS. The plan of the work there, as members of the com- 
mittee know, is the jetty system; and in order to make this work ef- 
fective, in order that it may not obstruct the entrance to the harbor, it 
must be prosecuted vigorously. It has already changed somewhat the 
channel entering into that harbor. By the continuance of the work 
the channel is constantly shifting, and there is great danger that the 
Government, too, will suffer great loss if the work should not be con- 
tinued without interruption as the engineers desire. 

I regretted very much to hear my friend from Minnesota appeal to 
the House to stand by the bill as it came from the committee. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, if that is the way in which bills are to be passed through 
this House, what is the use of considering them at all? What is the 
use of taking up the time of members by going into Committee of the 
Whole and considering bills of this kind, item by item, if the bill as 
framed is to be accepted by the Committee of the Whole without change? 

We may be sure, Mr. Chairman, that the members of the Committee 
on Commerce, representing different portions of this country, have taken 
care of their own local interests; but I trust that there are in the House 
friends enough of justice:and fair dealing to adopt this amendment. 
The appropriation proposed in the bill is entirely inadequate, as must 
appear when it is examined, especially in connection with appropria- 
tions reported for other harbors along the coast. As was stated by my 
colleague, the appropriation for Galveston Harbor is $200,000; the ap- 
propriation proposed for the Tennessee River is $200,000; but here is 
one of the most important works upon our whole seacoast, a work the 
importance of which is urged upon us by the chambers of commerce of 
New York and other commercial cities, which is cut off with the insig- 
nificant sum of $100,000. This important work being now in progress 
and likely to deteriorate greatly, to greatly injure the approaches to the 
harbor if not prosecuted rapidly to completion, this House should not 
hesitate about granting the additional appropriation proposed. If we 
are in earnest about this matter, if this measure is not intended to be a 
job, if we desire to improve our great rivers and harbors and thereby 
aid the commerce of the country, Iam sure gentlemen can find no bet- 
ter opportunity for a wise appropriation of the people’s money than is 
afforded by this amendment, and I trust it will bona x 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON, 
of South Carolina, there were—ayes 42, noes 55. 

Mr. EVINS. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope not. 

Mr. EVINS. This amendment is so just that I hope the Committee 
of the Whole will not refuse to adopt it. 

Mr. PAGE. I will say to the gentleman that if he has any disposi- 
tion to have this bill considered in the Senate—— 

Mr. EVINS. I would rather not have the bill considered than that 
= omae so unjust in amount as that proposed in the bill should 

e. 
PO a rc Does the gentleman from South Carolina demand 
ers 


Mr. EVINS. Yes, sir. No quorum voted. 





The CHAIRMAN. The point in regard to a quorum was not raised 
in time. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MACKEY. I move toamend the pending paragraph by strikiy»> 
out ‘*$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$200,000.”’ , ai 

Mr. PAGE. Make it $150,000. 

Mr. MACKEY. No, sir. All we ask is that this committee give to 
the harbor of Charleston the same amount given to the harbor of Ga). 
veston. Inpointofcommercial importance our harborstandsa great dea! 
higher. This isan exceptional case. The stoppage of this work is q 
serious injury to the harbor. Unless you are willmg to give a sufticient 
amount to carry on this work properly, you might as well strike oy: 
the whole appropriation. We either require $200,000 or we require 
nothing. If we can not get what we are justly entitled to, I for one 
shall vote against this whole bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MACKEY, there 
were—ayes 29, noes 53. 

Mr. MACKEY. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. MACKEY were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 59, noes 81. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MACKEY. I now move to amend by striking out ‘‘ $100,000" 
and inserting ‘‘$175,000.”’ 

The amendment was not agreed to, there being—ayes 36, noes 47. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Florida: Continuing improvement, $25,000 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

TARIFF AND INTERNAL REVENUE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the appointment of 
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. SPEER, to fill the vacancy on the con- 
ference committee upon the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 358) to provide fer the publication of the memorial ad- 
dresses delivered upon the 1’ «and character of Hon. John W. Shack- 
elford. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, and requested 

concurrence of the House in a bill, (S. 2482) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved June 20, 1878. 

The m further announced that the Senate had adopted a resolu- 
tion (in which the concurrence of the House was requested) for print- 
ing 10,000 additional copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. CANNON in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 79 insert the following: 

“e mena of harborat Appalachicola, Florida: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in support 
of the amendment. Appalachicola isa Gulf port situated at the mouth 
of the Appalachicola River. It is acity of growing importance, largely 
engaged in the manufacture of lumber. Annually for three or four 
years past Congress has made an appropriation for the improvement of 
the channel of the harbor of that city. Now, sir, the last appropri- 
ation will soon be exhausted and the work stopped unless appropriation 
be made for it by this bill. 

The engineers report only $45,000 is required to complete the work. 
My amendment asks but for $20,000 to continue this work. Yesterday 
afternoon the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE], the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, when appealing to this House to take up 
and consider the river and harbor bill, said that millions of money would 
be lost if that bill was not considered and promptly acted on, that the 
benefit resulting from a; iations heretofore e would cease. So 
I can say of the icola River that the appropriations heretofore 
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made will be lost unless this work is continued. Therefore, sir, 
only as a matter of right, but as a matter of economy, | ask that this 
amendment be adopted. , ek a 
lachicola, but to continue a work which has been in operation for three 
or four years past. ; . ; 
Mr. PAGE. In response to the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire simply to say that while I presume all he states is true, 


that committee or of Congress to give a sufficient amount of money to 
protect all these works, nevertheless the gentleman will observe we have 
‘iven for the improvement of the harbor of Pensacola $20,000, or nearly 
one-half. There are many works which the committee could not pro- 


vide for; but we have selected the most meritorious, leaving the others | 


to be carried over and provided for in the next Congress. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I would not only be satisfied with 33 per cent., 
but would be satisiled with 25 per cent. of the amount recommended 
by the engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. 
lachicola. 

The CHAIRMAN. For-what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to support the amendment of the gentleman 
from Florida, and will move pro forma to strike out the last word. 

Now, in reference to this improvement at Appalachicola Bay, Florida, 
I read from the report of the engineers: 

6. Appalachicola Bay, F lorida,—The present project for this improvement was 


I wish to say a word in regard to this harbor at Appa- 


adopted in 1880, the object being to afford a channe) of entrance from Appalachi- | 


cola Bay into Appalachicola River, up to the wharves of the city of Appalachi- 
cola, one hundred feet wide and eleven feet deep at mean low water. The 
channel before the improvement was commenced had a depth of four feet at the 
shoalest place. 

Now, we haveappropriated $1,000 to complete the work at Plymouth, 
where, as stated by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BeLrorp], at 
low tide there is no water at all—a mere mud-hole. Here we have at 
mean low water a channel eleven feet deep. We have spent a good deal 
of money already. Last year the Committee on Commerce, which sat 
day and night for months, and not for a few hours, with a small part of 
the committee present, as it did at this session—that committee, then, 
at the last session thought this work was of sufficient importance to 
appropriate $25,000 for the purpose of continuing it. Now, because the 


President dared to veto that bill, and because the metropolitan press and | 


the railroads of the country had dared to raise a how! against Congress 
on that account, we propose to put our tails between our legs and run 


away. If it were an important work last year it is an important work 
now. If weappropriated $25,000 last year, why not appropriate $25,000 


now to continue this work, which by the engineers’ report they can prof- 
itably expend this year? 

The President says now they have more money than they knew how 
to use, but the Chief of Engineers says that for the next fiscal year 
they can profitably expend $45,000. Why, then, has not the committee 
provided for it in this report? 
Now, when the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DAvipson]} asks for the 


small sum of $20,000 to continue a work, is this House ready to say to | 


the country that last year itacted corruptly, that it was wrong in mak- 
ing appropriations aggregating $18,000,000, and therefore they are go- 
ing to whittle it down to $8,000,000 this year? Will they do anysuch 
thing? If we are going to vote to stand by what was done last year, 


if we are going to take what the engineers estimate instead of the how] | 


of the press, then let us stand by this appropriation moved by the gen- 
tleman from Florida. 
by the engineers. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the 
amendment, and I desire to say in a very few words that the commit- 


tee, in order to keep the bill down to a reasonable amount, allowed | 
only 25 per cent. of the amendment recommended by the Secretary of | 


War. We were compelled to make some reduction in many cases where 
we would have been glad to appropriate the full amount. Those only 
were omitted which would receive no injury by waiting fora year longer. 

There will be no serious injury or loss by postponing that for a year 
or two. It is not necessary that it should be appropriated at this time, 
and I hope the amendment will! not prevail. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in at the 
end of line 75. 

The Clerk read 2 follows: 

That $100,000 be appropriated for the construction of reservoirs at points where 
the Platte and Poudre Rivers emerge from the Rocky Mountains, in the State of 
Colorado, to the end that the surplus waters of these streams which occur in 
the spring-time may be utilized in reclaiming the lands belonging to the nation. 

Mr. PAGE. Ifthe gentleman from Colorado desires to be heard upon 
his amendment I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BELFORD. I beg to say a word on the point of order. This 
bill, Mr. Chairman, pertains to water, and my amendment proposes 
po for the reclamation and the redemption and the utilization of the 
ari 
shall be preserved. 
of the rivers and harbors of the East. 


There is not a river in my State 


that is benefited by the appropriations carried in this bill. We have | 


no harbors in the State of Colorado. I have regarded this, however, 


It is not to commence a new work at Appa- 


not as a great national question, a question as broad as the confines of 


the Republic itself. I have voted for river and harbor appropriation 
bills because in the valley of the Mississippi River there are 30,000,000 
of the people of this nation; because it is a river that goes through 
eighteen States and two of our Territories. 1 have voted for it because | 


| believed the time had come when the Republican party, with its grand 


Why did they leave it out entirely? | 


It is for the continuance of a work recommended | 


lains of this nation the surplus waters of our Western streams | 
I have stood here and voted for the improvements 


| generosity of character, could reach its hand down to the struggling 
and no man on the committee regrets more than I do the inability of | 


people of the South and lift them out of the destitution and the im 
poverishment of war. I voted for it because I regarded it as the enter 
ing-wedge into the great coming political battle against the monopo 
lists of the nation. Both parties are destitute of issues. The railroad 
companies of this country have subsidized its press and have attempted 
to disgrace, discredit, and dishonor the action of this Congress because 
it desired and dared to promote the national commerce. I propose to 
vote for this bill now because I believe it will cheapen transportation. 
Reduce the tonnage tax 1 mill and you save to the people of this coun 
try $70,000,000. Add 1 cent to it and you tax them $700,000,000 a 
year. I regard this bill in the interest of the great body of the toiling, 
working, laboring people of this nation, and for that purpose and that 
purpose alone it shall receive my hearty support. [Applause. ] 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Florida. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 59 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 81 insert : 

** Improving the northwest channel of the harbor of Key West, Florida, $25,000."" 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that the prospect is 
not very cheering to secure the passage of that amendment, but I offer 
it in the discharge of what I believe to be a duty devolving upon me 
The commercial importance of Key West demands that this harbor 
should be improved. It is the extreme southern city of the Union, con 
taining a population of more than 10,000 souls. It collects annually 
for the Government between four and five hundred thousand dollars of 
| revenue. The number of vessels that entered and cleared from that 
| port during the year 1881 was more than nine hundred. This amend 
ment asks for an appropriation of $25,000 to improve the northwest 
channel of that harbor. Should that channel be deepened the distance 
from Key West to the Gulf ports would be shortened by about one hun 
dred miles, as will be seen by the letter of the collector of the port 
which appears in the report of the engincers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not only a local matter, in my judgment, 
but it is one of national importance, for the ports of the Atlantic as well 
as of the Gulf are concerned in it. Not only citizens of Key West are 
interested, but all persons concerned in sailing vessels around the Flor 
ida capes are interested. 

If I may be permitted I will say that the claims of Key West in my 
judgment have not been recognized by Congress as they should have 
been. Long since there should have been a public building there for 
| customs, court-house, and post-office; for the buildings—shanties, they 

may be called—in which these offices are now kept do no credit to our 

Government and are altogether inadequate for the purpose for which 

they are used. But I can not hope tor the passage of a bill of that kind 
| during this Congress. Still, in view of the importance of that city and 
| the character of the work proposed, and notwithstanding obstacles that 
have been thrown in the way of any additions to this bill, 1 hope the 
committee will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the faet 
as shown by Miscellaneous Document No. 15, that the sum of $25,000 
already appropriated for this purpose has not been used, nor has any 
order been given by the Secretary of War to commence the work. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I could have anticipated what the gentleman has 
| said, but as | live in that district I think it only proper to state that by 

the time the next Congress meets this appropriation will have been ex 
hausted. 

Mr. PAGE. But the $25,000 appropriated last year is still on hand, 
| and there is no order to begin the work. 
| Mr. DAVIDSON. I know that, but probably it will begin very soop, 
| and that sum is not adequate to keep it up until the next Congress meets 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the gentle 
| man from Florida [ Mr. DAVIDsoN } 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I do not desire to delay one moment the progress 
| of this bill, but in justice to my constituency I must demand a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 42. 

So (there being no further count called for) the amendment was not 
| agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 92 and 93, as follows: 

Improving Sabine Pass, Texas 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to have some explanation of this item. 
does the bill appropriate $75,000 for Sabine Pass? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 


Continuing improvement, $75,000 


Why 
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Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out lines 92and 93. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will be heard 
on his motion to strike out. 

Mr. WHITE. The point, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention 
to is that in this case the appropriation is $75,000, whereas in the en- 
gineer’s report it is estimated that $500,000 can be profitably expended 
there. I want to know from the committee why it is they propose to 
keep that work hanging fire on the pittance of $75,000 when it is re- 
ported by the engineer that $500,000 can be profitably expended ? 

Mr. DUNN. But they can not do it all at once. 

Mr. WHITE. I call upon the chairman of the committee to explain 
this to the satisfaction of the House and the country. I think it is an- 
other evidence of what I have twice stated, that this bill is stmply an 


endeavor to appease what our committee believe—and it is hoped the | 


House will indorse that action—was the scare throughout the country 
that last session we did something that was horribly bad. 

Now, sir, I do not believe that. Andif there is any reason why that 
work last year should have had $150,000, and if this year they can profit- 
ably expend $500,000, and it is an important work, and in the unani- 
mous opinion of our committee last year it was considered an important 
work, why should it be crippled in this way by giving it only half what 
we gave it last year? 

Mr. DUNN. Why does the gentleman not move to increase the 
amount? 

Mr. WHITE. I would move to increase it if I were in favor of pass- 
ing any bill. But I say we should not pass any bill if we believe that 
the President and the Secretary of War have an abundance of that 
$18,000,000 on hand. 


more than he could expend within the year. I therefore would appro- 


priate nothing, but would leave them to expend what they have on | 


hand. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 
I find this language in the report of the Secretary of War: 
IMPROVING HARBOR AT HURON, OHIO. 
Continuing improvement............... 


The local engineer reports that he has endeavored to procure statements of 


the commerce of the i for the past ten years, with the aggregate amount of 
imports and exports ¢ 


lector of customs. The records show that the amount of commerce to be bene- 
fited is very small; but the community anticipate some increase on the comple- 
tion of a railroad which it is proposed to build to that point. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I simply desire to reply that this is one 
of the oldest harbors on Lake Erie. It has been a port of entry for forty 

ears. Itisin the collection district of Sandusky city and its commerce 

is reported to that office; and of course it has no very large amount of 
reports in its own office. It is one of the harbors that some years ago 
were more important thannow. But there has been recently constructed 
a railroad terminating at that point and there is another in progress of 
construction which will make it a very important harbor. A large 
amount of shipping will be there. It is important to improve it; and 
this is only to keep the harbor in a proper state. It is a proper appro- 
priation. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 106 to 107 as follows: 


Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of Muskingum River, Ohio: Continuing 
improvement, $20,000. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ $20,000" and insert ‘* $40,000." 


Mr. DAWES. I am perfectly aware of the extreme difficulty of 
breaking in upon the completed proportions of this bill, but here is a 
case where as soon as the Engineer Department became aware what the 
appropriation for the work was they immediately entered their protest. 

The Secretary of War last night presented to this House a communi- 
cation from the engineer in charge of the Ohio River, in which he says: 

I notice the new river and harbor bill appropriates only $20,000 for ice-harbor 
at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio. The necessary amount of work 
ean not be undertaken without an appropriation of at least $40,000, and I there- 


fore urge that this state of affairs shall be made known to the Committe on 
Commerce of the two Houses, 


Now, the point is this: the work is especially hazardous for the rea- 
son that the Government is constructing a lock through a dam be- 
longing to the State of Ohio. The portion of the lock above the dam 
is completed. The dam is to be cut through, and in order to enter 
upon that breaking through of the dam and the reconstruction of the 
dam special and extraordinary risks to the Government as well as to 
the improvement of the river are necessarily encountered. I shall in- 


corporate as a part of my remarks the letter from Major Merrill. It is 
as follows: 


soesesseeeess $2, 500 


Unrrep Strates ENGINter OFrricr, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, Febrwary 20, 1883. 
GENERAL: I notice that the new riverand harbor bill aaquepeintenonty $20,000 
to the ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River. work at this point 
is specially hazardous, inasmuch as the United States is building a large lock, on 
a quicksand bottom, through an existing dam belonging to the , Which dam 


The President, in his veto message, said it was | 


uring that time, but it could not be furnished by the col- | 


must be kept up and which has a low-water lift of twelve feet. 

lying in the pool of the State dam is finished ; and the next thing to be done is te 

cut through this dam, remove the abutment and so much of the dam as com “ 

within the lock, and immediately build up lock walls and new abutment so — 
| to tie the new work to the land. Should a high flood come in the midst ofthese 
| operations we should run the risk of having the river break through bebind th 

new lock and carry away the large flouring-mill just below, and the Baltimore 
| and Obio Railroad bridge. But this risk is unavoidable, and if taken durin tl - 

summer, when the rivers are usually low, it will not be imminent. sia 

The point which I wish to urge is that we must either take this risk or dk 
nothing at all during the comingseason. But if we begin work we can not sto : 
unti! both walls are built through the State dam and a firm connection 4 
made with the bank. To stop short of this would be to invite almost certair 
destruction during the floods of the following winter. , 

This amount of work can not be undertaken without an appropriation of at 
| least $40,000, and I therefore urge that thisstate of affairs should be made know) 

to the Committees on Commerce of the two Houses. 
| Itis specially important that a large appropriation should be made now, be 
| cause a high stage in the Muskingum, with low water in the Ohio, may entire}, 

demolish that part of the coffer-dam below the line of the State dam. As the 
old dam had to be cut entirely in two last summer to stop leakage, any serious 
damage to this part of the coffer~<lam is alwost sure to start another breach in 
the State dam, destroying navigation, and bringing serious loss upon the rive; 
interests. 

We have reached a point where it is almost as dangerous to stand still as jt 
would be to go ahead with insufficient fands. 

As the Government has undertaken this work, justice to the people in whose 
| interest it is built, and justice to the engineer, who is responsible for its safe con 

struction, demands that such appropriations as are absolutely essential to the 
safe progress of the work should not be withheld. 

Nothing can be done with an appropriation of but $20,000, and the committee 
should be so informed. 

1 inclose herewith a map, which shows the present condition of the work and 
illustrates my remarks on the necessity for a larger appropriation, 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. E. MERRILL, Major of Engineers. 
Brig. Gen. H. G. WrieRrr, 
Chief of Engineers, Washington, D. C. 


It will be seen that this work is specially important, because of the 
risk of breaking the dam, and having floods occur such as they have had 
this season, destroying improvements below the dam, jeopardizing the 
bridge of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and putting in peril the prop 
_erty of the Government on which $150,000 have already been expended. 
| That is the situation. The estimate to entirely complete the work 
_ is $66,000. The committee have treated this as they have treated other 
| works. They have given it its proportion of one-third, or $20,000. The 
| committee were not in ion of these representations. They were 
| laid before the House last night by this communication from the Sec- 
| 


All of the work 


retary of War. 

Now, the point in this case is that the property of the Government 
| at this work is in peril, and the navigation of the river, involved in the 
| preservation of that dam, is also imperiled, and the Government i. 
bound to preserve and maintain that navigation as a condition of the 
| grant by the State of right of way through its dam, whichis one essen 
| tial link in the chain of dams that make the river a line of navigation. 
| There is a valley here nearly one hundred miles long, with a rici 
commerce which is dependent upon the preservation of that public work 
I am sure I will get the support of my honorable friend from New York 
who speaks a great deal against this bill. He is a product of that va! 
ley, one of its fairest flowers, that has for many years adorned this 
Hall; I refer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who was 
born on the banks of that river, and if he can not support the bill h: 
will scarcely refuse to help this small amendment for the Muskingum 
River. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A single word. I desire to say to the geu 
tleman in charge of this bill that the investigation shows that the work 
here ought to be put in such condition that the Government shall not 
sustain actual loss. 

Mr. PAGE. We gave more in proportion for this work than fm 
| many others. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the condition of this work is such that 
it can not be placed in a condition ef safety with the amount you pro 
pose to give, and the result of not giving more will be a great loss to 
the Government, then there wiil be neither a suggestion of econom) 
nor of propriety in refusing such a sum as will put this work in a prope! 
condition. The letter of the engineer shows that by refusing to give a 
| proper appropriation you will jeopardize all that has been done by the 
| Government, as well as the work belonging to the State. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I do not think it necessary to sa) 
anything about this matter. The facts were presented to the commit 
tee, and we considered them all carefully. I am aware that the engi 
neer can do more work with $40,000 than with $20,000; but in justice 
to other works we propose to give $20,000 to this. I am satisfied that 
it can go over to the next year with the remainder of the public works, 
and I am not in favor of increasing the appropriation. 
| This information, referred to by my colleague [Mr. Dawes] came 
| too late to the Commerce Committee. It is now impossible, in justice 








_ to the bill, to accept an amendment, and a liberal appropriation is mad« 
for this work in comparison with other works, and we must seg 
the harmony of the bill if we expect to have any hope of passing it. | 
am in favor of this improvement and always have been. 
| Tne amendment of Mr. DAWEs was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read lines 110 and 111, as follows: 
Improving harbor at Sandusky city, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $10,000 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
paragraph just read. 
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Mr. WHITE. Lines 108 and 109 should be read after the amendment | 


which was offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DAwes] in line 107. | 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Those lines have been read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that those lines have been 


= WHITE. I make the point of order that they have not been 


read; that lines 108 and 109 have not been read since the gentleman from | 


Ohio [ Mr. DAWES] was allowed to move an amendment to line 107. 
And it is not in order for the Clerk to read lines before amendments 
have been offered to preceding lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the lines indicated. 

The Clerk read lines 108 and 109, as follows: 


Improving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out lines 108 and 109. The Secre- 


tary of War, in Executive Document No. 1 of this session, page 2, re- | 


ports to Congress as follows in regard to this item: 


1867; but no action was taken upon it. r ’ 
showed the channel at the entrance to be narrow and intricate, with a depth 
of only five feet. 


Now, I would like to know if that is not a trout stream ? 
Mr. RYAN. No. 


Mr. WHITE. Well, itisa trout harbor. The amount appropriated 


| drawn. 


in the bill of last August for this item was $6,000 in a bill appropriating | 


over $18,000,000. 
in a bill of less than $8,000,000. 
pill. I tell yon itis a bill without dune consideration, patched up to 
fit a few localities. 

Furthermore, if we are going to make appropriations, let us do so on 
a fair basis, or we will get more condemnation for the bill we are run- 
ning through now than we did after making a gallant tight with a bold 
front on the bill of last August. 


The Chief of Engineers in his report tg the Secretary and to the Pres- 


ident, who vetoed the last bill, I believe, says that the amount which 


We now propose to give to this trout harbor $5,000 | 
You tell me this is a fair bill, isa just | 


can be properly expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, for | 


this purpose is $20,000. Now, I have no doubt that if we are going to 
make a good harbor out of this trout harbor, we can expend $500,000 
before they will be done asking for it. This seems to be one of those 
places where it is convenient for the State of Ohio to spend money. I 
move to strike it out 

The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 110 and 111, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Sandusky city, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move to add to the clause just read 
the words ‘‘and to deepen the channel to sixteen feet.’? That was 
omitted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the amendment will be 
adopted. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his amendment in 
writing. 

Many MEMBERS. 
Mr. WHITE. 
has been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Add to the clause these words: 

“ And to deepen the channel to sixteen feet.” 

Mr. WHITE. On page 301 of this report I find that the engineer in 
charge recommends that the depth of the channel of this harbor be in- 
creased to sixteen feet. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TowNSEND], because he is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, is going to override the recommendation of the De- 
partment for this harbor? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. That is just what the amendment is. 

Mr. WHITE. You are not going to do it all this year? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I want tosay tomy good-looking friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wuirr] that this is in the line of the recommen- 
dation of the Engineer Department; does not increase the appropriation 
atall. It is proposed to deepen the channel of the harbor to sixteen 
feet, which is a proper depth for the channel of a harbor on Lake Erie. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman 

+ WILSON. Theapology isall right, WuiTr; sit down. 
ter. 

Mr. WHITE. 
says he estimates the cost of gaining this increased depth at $61,000. 
Now, if I understand the object of the gentleman from Ohio it is to 
drive a peg upon which to get future appropriations. There can be no 
other object. But we are now in an era of reform. We have passed 
the civil-service-reform bill. 
reform at the election of last November. We are now about to have 
another election on internal-improvement reform. Ii the President was 


Read! Read! 
I object to reading, until we know what amendment 





[ Laugh- 


right in vetoing the last river and harbor bill, then the amendment of 


the gentleman from Ohio is not only in bad taste, but in direct viola- 
tion of the spirit of that veto message which seems to have been in- 





We have heard from the country on tariff 


| Government to pay the balance du 
| : 


Mr. Chairman, the Chief of Engineers in this report | 


x _ | general commer 
The first survey of the harbor under the General Government was made in | 


In 1870 a new survey was made, which | 


Charleston, this committee gave to Charl 
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dorsed in Ohio, though it was not indorsed in Kentucky. 
this for the good of the Republican party in Ohio : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Michigan City, Indiana 
harbor, $50,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. In order to make an 
out the paragraph last read. 


Tam doing 


Continuing operations at outer 


inquiry I move to strike 
rhe Secretary of War in his report says 
Work on the outside harbor was designed in the interest of the general con 
merece of the lakes, and has been carried on in pursuance of approved project 
Work on the inner harbor has for its object the enlargement of an unnavigable 
creek to acapacity sutlicient to admit vessels drawing over twelve feet of water, 
and the docks are built on private property adjoiningas rapidly as the improve 
ment is carried forward. Its prime benefit accrues immediately and directly to 
the owners of this dock property. 








There seem to be two points of appropriation here—the outer har 
bor, which might possibly be brought within the purview of the phrase 
, and this creek, the 
dently for the benetit of private parties. 

I see also that of the last appropriation of $80,000 only $45,000 was 
I wish to inquire whether the $50,000 appropriated in this 
bill, together with the $35,000 undrawn, will be expended on this creek 
or on the outer harbor? 

Mr. PAGE. The objection made by the Secretary of War was to the 
improvement of the inner harbor; this appropriation is for the outer 
harbor. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, the misapprehension of the Secre 
tary of War and also of the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. ANDERSON. [simply quoted his language 

Mr. CALKINS. Is that they did not know that in 1865 the Michi 
gan City Harbor Company was required to pay $100,000 for the benetit 
of the outside harbor betore the mment would make any appro 
priation at all to again commence the work. 

Mr. HORR. The outside harbor is a harbor of refuge 

Mr. CALKINS. The outside harbor 
inner harbor has heen improved by the 
ernment has simply been paying back to that company the money it 
was required to expend in 1865. But in this bill the committee have 
been so careful that they have done the injustice of not allowing the 


to this 


improvement of which is evi 


, 
Crove 


is a harbor of refuge The 
harbor company, and the Gov 


harbor company 
Mr. WHITE rose. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw my amendment in orde1 
gentleman from Kentucky may renew it 
Mr. WHITE. I renew the amendment 
ing the improvement of Charleston Harbor I stated that the Chief of 
Engineers has said that the Government could probably expend on that 
harbor $755,000. But notwithstanding the prayer of the boards of 
trade of Charleston, of Cincinnati, and of Louisville, the latter two cities 
looking forward to their railroad communications soon to compete with 


that the 


When we were consider 


ton Harbor less than one-sev 


enth of the estimate of the Er 






igineer Department, notwithstanding 
the rule of the committee to give one-third. In reference to this hat 
bor at Michigan City, tor which the Secretary of War recommended an 
expenditure of only $200,000, and the improvement of which, as stated 
by the gentleman from Kansas [{ Mr. ANDERSON |, is to be largely for the 
benetit of private parties, this committee, though smarting under the 
lash of the President's veto and the rebuke at the polls in last Novem 
ber, has seen fit to give 25 per cent. of the estimate 


In the case of 
Charleston Harbor, where the 


recommendation of the engineer is that 
$755,000 be expended, you give but $1 for Michigan City, 
where the same engineer recommends $200,000, you give $50,000 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to oppose the amendment I find that ap 
propriations have been made for Michigan City since 1236—not in every 
vear, but nearly every year rhe total amount appropriated has been 
$858,918 : 

Mr. CALKINS. 
company paid. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Now, here is a ease 
$1,000,000 have been ¢ and yet the improvement of this crec] 
is uncompleted; and tor the outer hat 
of $50,000 more. 


WOOO, while 


That does not include the $100,000 thatthe harbor 
where it appears nears 
xpended 
bor th re 
I would like to know how much more money it is 
going to take before this company is repaid and this improvement com 
pleted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will answer the gentleman from Kansas in asin 
gle sentence. The engineer in charge of this work has estimated that 
about $100,000 more will complete the harbor of refuge 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to ask my friend this question—] 
have no doubt what the answer will be: whether the engineer if by 
his daily work he had to earn this sum of $1,000,000 would be quite 
so liberal in his estimates of expenditure ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not care to go off into the philosophy of labor 

Mr. ANDERSON. There is a little bit of philosophy here 
body must furnish this money. 


is to be an appropriation 


eome- 


way of expending this money, and it becomes a question in my mind 
whether Michigan City has not had pretty nearly enough. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


We are called upon to vote as to the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Calumet, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In the clause just read strike out ‘ $15,000" and insert the following: 

“ Fifty thousand dollars, $35,000 of which shall be expended for the improve- 


ment of the Calumet River, in accordance with the recommendation of the board 
of enginers in their report dated October 6, 1882." 


Mr. ALDRICH. It happens, Mr. Chairman, that the report made 
by the engineers has just come in. I expect that there is not a single 
member of the committee who has seen it, unless it be perhaps the 
chairman of the committee, to whom I showed it yesterday. That re- 
port was made and sent here in accordance with the bill passed at the 
first session of the Forty-seventh Congress; that is in the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill of last year. It gives all the facts as before, but 
presents them in a much stronger light. 

Now, L apprehend, Mr. Chairman, there is not any improvement in our 
State, or indeed anywhere in the West that I know of, which is more 
important than this. The manufacturing industries which have grown 
up in that particular locality are remarkable. The river for a mile and 
a half is now being laid out for the purpose of building more factories. 
And the report of the Chief of Engineers states what is necessary to be 
done is to straighten the river. 

I ask only for a small sum. I do not ask for more, because I wish to 
get what I do ask for. Ido not want to ask for more, for, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am really anxious to have this bill pass. I will, therefore, not 
take up the time of the committee, but if this committee will do what is 
right they will accept the amendment for the small appropriation which 
I have asked. I know, busy as the members of the committee are, and 
have been, if they only had time to read one-half of the report of the 
engineers in behalf of this amendment, to say nothing on the subject 
generally, lam sure they would have put it into their report on this 
bill. Iask simply the justice to increase the amount because of the 
building of these factories. They have increased fourfold in two years 
on this river. The absolute necessity of the improvement of this river 
is apparent at a glance, and without detaining the committee further 
I will ask that my amendment be adopted. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 41. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Chicago, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to strike out ‘*$75,000”’ and insert 
**$125,000;’’ so it will read: 


Improving harbor at Chicago, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $125,000. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in the interest of econ- 
omy. We have asmall balance left over from the last appropriation 
of something like $40,000. We require in all to complete this great 
improvement at Chicago $384,000. That finishes the improvement. 
The breakwater that is being constructed is right in the line of passage 
of vessels, and until this is completed it is really of no service. 

I wish now to call the attention of the committee to the improve- 
ment of this, apart from the fact they have stated they have givenclose 
attention and carefulscrutiny to provide forthe large ports of this coun- 
try. I notice they have voted an appropriation of $75,000 to improve 
Sabine Pass. The total tonnage passing over the bar at Sabine Pass is 
4,000; while that of Chicago is 8,000,000. Yet you give to Chicago the 
same amount you do to Sabine Pass. 

Further, at Sabine Pass the Government has expended $400,000 in 
experiments, and they are now beginning a new project, the completion 
of which will require the payments of $2,800,000. Aransas Pass is an- 
other where $175,000 is appropriated. The tonnage of that place is 
15,000. Galveston is given $200,000. The tonnage amounts to 200,000. 
So with many others. 

The improvement of Chicago Harbor ought to be completed in the in- 
terest of the commerce of the entire West. 

A MEMBER. What is the tonnage? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Eightmillionsof tons. There isarrivingand 
departing every twenty-four hours during the entire navigable season, 
from the Ist of April to the Ist of December, one hundred vessels. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. RicHARDSON], in his speech 
last night, referred to the amount of grain shipped to Chicago by rail— 
something like 150,000,000 of bushels. He stated 96 per cent. came by 
railroad. He did not add over 81 per cent. was shipped by steamer or 
barge. This is one of the first ports in the country. But little more is 
required to improve it. In the interest of economy it should be im- 
proved at once. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. PAGE. I hope this amendment will not pass. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 50. 

Mr. PAGE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. Davis of Illinois were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 47, noes 66. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. ’ No quorum has voted, 


aa A a A — 





The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 
90 ’ 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Black Lake, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I movetostrike out thoselines. The Chief of Ey. 
gineers’ report of last year, page 2313, states that the commerce of ths 
port is local and extremely light. A statement of that commerce js 
given in a table, which shows that instead of an increase of commerce })y 
reason of the improvement it has vastly decreased. ; 

The number of vessels entering that port for the year ending June 
30, 1870, was 1726. The number for the year ending June 30, 18s} 
was only 165. ‘The fact of the matter is, Mr. Chairman, that that por: 
has degenerated and is of no utility. In a national point of view, jt 
is of no utility whatever, as the report shows. Certainly not in the 
line of the general commerce of this country, and therefore I think thi, 
should be stricken out. 

It appears that there has been already expended at that port $229,473. 
and that there was an available balance on hand for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1882, of $10,000. It is proposed now by this bill to 
add $6,000 more to it, to be thrown away. I hope gentlemen will not 
insist upon wasting and squandering the people’s money upon such 
trifling and insignificant harbors as this. Therefore I move to strike 
out the clause. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is put I would like to 
be heard in addition to what the gentleman from [Hnois has just said. 
I wish to state that the number of vessels entering that port in 1469 
was 1,865; in 1870 that number had decreased to 1,726; but last year, 
1882, there was pnly 192. 

The object of establishing that port was in the first instance to get 
the timber away. That object having been accomplished, having re- 
moved the timber, there is no longer any necessity for the port. It is 
only one of those dry harbors in Michigan which are very convenient to 
spend $6,000 upon. Unqu bly it has no place in this bill, if there 
is to be any reform on the subject of internal improvement appropria- 
tions. Wecan not appropriate for such important works as the im- 
provement of the Charleston Harbor more than a mere pittance, but for 
these little trout harbors of Michigan, tad-pole harbors along the shores 
of Michigan, we can appropriate a few thousand dollars without any 
objection on the part of anybody. 

Now we appropriate more here in this bill than they spent in 1822 
More money than was spent in that year is appropriated here, and at a 
place where the work is not needed at all; where the commerce ha- 
dwindled from year to year until it amounts to nothing. I repeat, it i. 
unquestionably a matter which should not be in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois to strike out. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 10, noes 38. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to strike out was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Marquette, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $3,000 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out lines 143 and 144. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to amend that motion by inserting in 
place of those lines the following 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to be 
heard ? 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to be heard for a moment. 

In Executive Document No. 1, part 3, page 2115, I find that the orig 
inal estimate for this harbor was $325,000. The amount appropriate: 
up to this day is $314,000. Now, the Secretary of War, in volume 1, 
page 267, of these documents, recommends an appropriation of $10,000 
for this year. The committee hag seen fit to reduce it down to $3,000) 
I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that I believe in interior improvement 
as much as any member on this floor; but, sir, I do not believe in 
making up appropriation bills so as to catch votes. I donot believe in 
making an appropriation this year of $3,000 to a work which it will on!) 
take $15,000 to finish altogether; and when we are told by the Wa: 
Department that they can properly expend $10,000, for us to exercise 
this right simply because we are onthe committee, and for the House, 
because the committee agreed to it, to swallow the dose whole, strikes 
me will appear to many people that we are simply leaving over $7,000) 
to be put on the river and harbor appropriation bill of next year. Then 
Michigan will vote again on this question. Ifit takes $10,000 tocom- 
plete it, let us appropriate that amount; and let us if we are going to 
complete the work do it in a proper way or else strike out this item 
altogether. 

The question was taken on Mr. WHITE’S amendment; and it was not 


agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I now call up the amendment which I sent 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 144: 


Thatall ay ee moneysappropriated by former river and har- 
bor bills, not needed to existing contracts, 
ury.” 


shall be covered into the Treas- 
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Mr. PAGE. I make the point of order upon that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 


Of VAN VOORHIS. I would like to know what the point of 


is. 

“~. PAGE. It is not germane to that partof the bill, and it changes 
existing law. 1 

Mr. ANDERSON. And reduces expenditures. 

Mr. BAYNE. It impairs the obligation of contracts. 

Mr. PAGE. I submit to the Chair to decide the question. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I would like tobe heard on the point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. ThenI desire to be heard on the amendment. 

The Secretary of War hassent to the Committee on Commerce of this 
House aletter, which hasbeen printed. That letter was sent upon in- 
vitation of this House suggested by the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, and in it he states there are ninety-one of these useless and 
worthless improvements for which the money in the former bill has not 
been used. There is somewhere about $4,000,000 of funds appropri- 
ated for utterly worthless things. That money ought to go back into 
the Treasury. Now, that does not affect those valuable improvements 
which are entitled to have appropriations made for them. [Cries of 
“Vote!’’ ‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to my colleague [Mr. Camp], 
who has not been here for three months, for now calling ‘‘ vote.”’ 

Mr. CAMP. The gentleman is mistaken. I did not call vote on 


him. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Thensome loaferdid. As I said before, for a 
meritorious work such as the engineers can perform—[cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
“Vote !’’ ]—I wait for order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The commitiee will be in order. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I will state to the gentleman that it is not mem- 
bers of the Committee on Commerce who are crying ‘‘ vote.”’ 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Then the cry proceeds from the friends of the 
Commerce Committee, from the “‘heelers’’ of that committee in this 
House. The cry comes from the men who have got something in this 
bill as a consideration for their votes for it. They are the men who 
howl down anybody who tries to talk. v 

I could not get an opportunity to be heard in the general debate. 
Some four hours were allotted to general debate, and you, Mr. Chair- 
man, gave almost every minute of that time to the friends of the bill, 
giving only five minutes to my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox], 
who made the only speech against it on the floor of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say he is not aware he is 
subject to the rebuke of the gentleman from New York. The Chair 
divided the time under the rules of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That explanation is unnecesary. 
Let us have a vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of [llinois. 


ported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of line 144 insert: 


Let the amendment be again re- 


Provided, Tnat all unexpended moneys appropriated by former river and 
harbor bills, and not needed to fulfill existing contracts, shall be covered into the 
Treasury.” 

Mr. FLOWER rose. P 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from New 
York rise? 

Mr. FLOWER. I wish to inquire does this cover into the Treasury 


the appropriation of $400,000 made for the Harlem River improvement 
in 1879, under which the State of New York was obliged to secure the 
right of way for the Harlem River improvement and under which she 
has expended $50,000? Does that amendment take it back into the 
Treasury ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAGE. The amendment covers everything. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 69. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. VAN Vooruis, and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
TOWNSEND. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the point as toa quorum will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
the bill. 

Mr. PAGE. No, sir; the amendment covers into the Treasury every 
dollar even for works under contract. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 26, 
noes 123. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 149 and 150, as follows: 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Michigan : Continuing improvement,{$8,000. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I offer as an amendment, to be in- 
serted after line 150, what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 150 insert : 
“T Harbor, at Saint Joseph, Michigan, and water channel leading up 
to Harbor, Michigan, $15,000.” 





I understand this provision is already in | 


| 
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Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I will not weary 
they will give me their attention for a moment. 
bors in my district. The committee have left out three and appropri 
ated for one. The one appropriated for is not the most important 
The most important are the harbor of Saint Joseph and Benton Har- 
bor. They are the chief harbors in my district. 1 presume it is an 
oversight on the part of the committee; having so much work to do, it 
it is very natural they should omit something. The Saint Joseph Har 
bor lies on the lake, and the Benton Harbor on Saint Joseph River, a 
mile up the river. These two places were appropriated ior last year, 
and for several vears. [read fromthe report in regard to Saint Joseph 
Harbor: 


The entire north revetment ard pile pier is in a tumble-town condition, and 
nothing short of absolute replacing of the whole structure will be worth under 
taking. To repair this work would be simply to throw away money. 

The work will probably stand one more season, but hardly longer. 

It is recommended that this work be replaced and that upon aline drawn from 
the angle formed by the cribs and pile pier, beyond the shore line toa point 1,100 
feet east, which is 300 feet from the south pier o} 

The cost of the above work is estimated, dredging included, at $37,650, and is 
recommended in place of pier extension, for the reason thet it is thought that by 
converging the piers a little toward the present opening, instead of allowing 
them to diverge, the action of the current would be more positive upon the sands 
outside and that the result would be nearly if not quite as beneficial as a 200-foot 
extension of the pier outside, also because pier extension hardly seems advisa- 
ble while the railroad bridge remains as it now is 

The crib at the end of the north pier, placed under contract with Dewar and 
Corlett in 1879, has settled at the outer end to about three feet below water, and 
remains unsuperstructured. This should be built up, and will be, should the 
amount appropriated in the pending bill be suflicient 

Repairs are needed upon the south pier, and cateh-sand fences should be built 
to prevent the encroachment of sand from the beach. These also will be com 
pleted if the amount appropriated in the pending bill is sufficient 

The commerce of this harbor, in connection with that of Benton Harbor, will 
increase very rapidly under the impetus given by two new railroads which are 
now in process of construction with their respective termini at these ports 

It is estimated that $50,000 can be used to advantage during the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1884 


the committee if 
There are four har- 


posite. 





The water channel or canal leading from Saint Joseph’s River to Ben 
ton Harbor was constructed by the people of Benton Harbor at their 
own expense at the cost of $100,000. For two years the Government 
of the United States has taken the work in charge and appropriated ex 
pressly for it. The railroad is already completed to Benton Harbor 

In regard to Benton Harbor, I read from the report as follows 

At this junction— 


Speaking of the improvement 


| a proposition was made by the president of the Cincinnati, Wabash and Mich 


igan Railway Company to Major Harwood in effect as follows, namely: That if 
the Government would dredge the canal to a width of ninety feet (instead of 
eighty feet as under approved project) the railroad company would build the en 
tire revetment on the north side of the canal, agreeing to push the work as fast 
as the dredging would allow. 

This proposition was submitted to the Chief of Engineers by Major Harwood 
with the recommendation that the canal be made one hundred feet wide, as the 
expense of dredging would not exceed the cost of the entire work as originally 
ny amr being approved the dredge was put at work casting over, removing 
setween September 1, 188], and April 15, [S82, 88,060 cubic yards of sand and muck 
and leaving a wide cut in the axial line of the canal twelve feet deep 

The south bank of the canal is revetted with sheath piling nearly four-fifths 
of its length. This was done by local parties and will probably be completed by 
the end of another season. 

The north bank will be and is now being prepared by the railway company as 
the site of an extensive lumber and grain dock, and it is more than likely that a 
greater depth of water will be required in the canal than the present project 
calls for (namely, twelve feet). 

A line of propellers plies between this port and Chicago daily, and the local 
fruit trade, augmented as it is about to be by the railroad shipments from a large 
area of Southern Michigan and lumber receipts from the North, gives the port 
in connection with Saint Joseph, an importance which willdemand ample harbor 
facilities in the near future. 

The report further states that the amount that can be profitably ex 
pended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, is $50,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
more. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to oppose the amendment, and will yield 

Pp} ’ d 
my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows! 
will see the propriety of not taking up more time. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have not trespassed on the atten 
tion of this committee, and I desire to say one word more 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr. ] 

Mr. HORR. I will yield two or three minutes of my time to my 
colleague. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I do not think that both of these 
harbors should be abandoned and one which is unimportant compared 
with these appropriated for in this bill. Let me say in connection 
with these harbors that last year there were eight hundred and seventy- 
five entries and clearances of vessels into and from these harbors. The 
commerce is large, the cities are growing, and I certainly think it was 
an oversight on the part of the committee to leave out this appropria 
tion. Take the harbor of South Haven, for instance: the engineers ree 
ommend an appropriation of $30,000, though it is not so important a 
harbor as these, and the committee appropriate $8,000 for it; while in 
this case the engineers recommend an appropriation of $25,000 and the 
Committee on Commerce have given it nothing. 


I would like to have a minute or two 
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Mr. HORR. TI desire to say to my colleague [Mr. Burrows] that 
his statements are substantially correct; and the only reason that the 
committee omitted the appropriation for this harbor was on account of 
the fact that it was like entering upon a new work or a new plan, and 
we were drafting a bill leaving everything of that kind out. 

Every statement my colleague has made is borne out by the report, 
and if we were preparing a bill containing the ordinary appropriations 
for these purposes which we make every year and from year to year we 
should have included an appropriation for this harbor as a just appro- 
priation. It was left out of this bill simply because it was in the nature 
of new improvement, and for no other reason. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Allow me to say that the harbor of | 
Saint Joseph, which liesa mile from Benton Harbor, is certainly not a 
new improvement; that has been appropriated for for twenty-five years. 
And the harbor of Benton has been appropriated for for the last two, nay 
three, years by Congress, and it is asimportant a harbor as Saint Joseph 
and is rapidly growing. The new railroad goes there, and the Govern- 
ment has undertaken this work. It is not a new work, but a contin- 
uation of a work already begun. 

I think in fairness and justice this work ought not to beabandoned. 
These two are the chief harbors in my district, and I trust the committee 
will do justice to them and put in this appropriation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 
One of the grounds upon which a river and harbor appropriation bill 
has grown unpopularin this country is because of the untairdistribution 
of the funds sought to be appropriated. 

I have made a computation of the amounts appropriated by this bill 
for the State of Dlinois. I find that only $175,000 is appropriated by 
this bill for the improvement of the harbors and rivers and streams of 
Illinois, whereas I discover that there is appropriated for the State of 
Michigan by this bill $398,000—a State that is far less in territory and 
extent, far less in population, far less incommerce, and far less impor- 





tant in every particular than the State of Illinois. 

Mr. KENNA. But infinitely greater in its navigable waters. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Llinois. Infinitely greater in having more | 
influence upon the Committee on Commerce than the State of Illinois. | 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman think this is a division of money | 
among the States ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
terrupt me. A few moments ago a Representative from one of the | 
Chicago districts asked for an increase of the appropriation for Chicago | 
from $75,000 to $125,000, an increase of only $50,000 for that great | 
harbor in which there is perhaps more commerce than in any harbor | 
off the Atlantic coast. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] now comes here and | 
asks us to make an appropriation for a little harbor up in Michigan 
which it would seem has just been discovered; for I thought the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had discovered every little rivulet, inlet, and har- 
bor there was in the State of Michigan. He comes here and asks us to 
make an appropriation for that little harbor, in face of the fact that the 
Committee on Commerce refused to make a dollar of appropriation for 
it, and also in face of the fact that the very able and vigilant friend | 
from that State, one of her Representatives on that committee, did not | 
deem it of sufficient consequence to make an appropriation for it. 

And the i gentleman who asks us now to create a new object for 
appropriation himself voted to strike down the amendment offered by 
my friend from Chicago for an increase of the appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Chicago. I certainly do not see how this 
committee can consistently vote in favor of the appropriation asked for 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] right upon the heel 
of this vote just recorded against an increase of the appropriation for the 
harbor of Chicago. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If 1 thought the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] would have any effect on the 
committee, I would like to reply to it; but I do not think it will. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. Bur- 
rows, of Michigan; and upon a division there were—ayes 19, noes 73. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I do not make that point. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I make it on my own responsibility. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I trust my friend will not make that 
point. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Very well; I will withdraw it. 
So (there being no further count called for) the amendment was not 


to. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move another amendment, making 
the amount $10,000 instead of $15,000. I hope the committee will 
adopt that amendment and not leave this harbor without any appro- 
priation at all. 

And I desire to say, in reply to what the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] has said about this being a harbor recently dis- 
covered, that is wholly untrue, and the gentleman must himself know 
that the statement is not correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why did not the Committee on 
Commerce discover it? 





Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I can not tell you why. I simply 


say it is an important harbor and one that should be appropriated fo, 
and there is no reason why it should be left out of this bill. 

It is hardly fair and honorable in the gentleman, simply because 
Chicago, in his own State, did not get all she wants, to attempt to in- 
flame the members of this committee to strike down a harbor that does 
not get anything in this bill. That is hardly fair and hardly honora- 
ble. There is no reason why because he could not get all that he 
wanted for Chicago, in his State, therefore he should refuse to give any- 
thing for this harbor. There is nothing fair and honorable in an argu- 
ment of that kind. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If I desired to obtain lessons jy, 
what is honorable or fair, the gentleman from Michigan is about the 
last member on this floor from whom I would seek them. I do not con- 
sider that it is fair and honorable that the gentleman should vote here 
steadily against these appropriations in favor of Illinois and then have 
the inconsistency to ask this committee to make an appropriation ot 
$15,000 for an insignificant harbor in Michigan, which the Committee 
on Commerce was unable to discover. 

It does strike me, if there is anything unfair or not honorable, it js 
in the conduct of the gentleman from Michigan, who has antagonized 
this bill for the reason, I apprehend, that he did not get a large enough 
portion of the *‘pork.’’ 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman is in error in the sup- 
position that I voted against the Chicago appropriation; I voted for it. 
He is in error also in saying that I am antagonizing this bill. I am 
not; I am for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that when the gentleman took the floor during the time allowed tor 
general debate and consumed one hour under the pretext that he was an 
opponent of this bill, his conduct certainly was worthy of some criticism. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I did not do that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Other gentlemen were denied the 


_ privilege of opposing the bill in the general debate, because, as was 


stated by members of the Committee on Commerce, the gentleman from 
Michigan was occupying one hour of the time allotted to the opponents 
of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The ‘‘gentleman from Michigan’ 
occupied just fifteen minutes and tive minutes yielded to him by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE], not in opposition to the bill, 
but simply in a discussion of the plan of improving the Mississippi River 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Dlinois. I reassert that when I asked in re- 
gard to the time to be allotted to the opponents of the bill in the gen- 
eral debate, L was told by some members of the Committee on Commerce 
that the gentleman from Michigan took the floor to oppose the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. You were simply misinformed. 

Mr. KENNA. As the gentleman from Illinois has just said to me 
that I was the person who made the statement, I wish to say that ]y 
misunderstood me if he understood me to make any such statement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND), of Illinois. ‘The gentleman did not correctly un- 
derstand what I said. It was my friend trom Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] 
who gave me the information. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by striking out the last word 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask my colleague in fairness to 
yield a moment that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane} 
may state he was the authority for my assertion that the gentleman 
from Michigan had occupied one hour of the time in opposition to the 
bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no doubt, I presume, that the gentleman 
was so informed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I merely wanted to vindicate the 
correctness of what I had said. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan ts 
right in saying that this is not a new work. It is an old frequentero! 
these Halls. As the report of the engineers shows, we have already ex 
pended $297,000 in improving this harbor. The Committee on Com 
merce, it seems, thought we had expended about enough upon this 
work, and concluded it was time to call a halt. I commend the com 
mittee for discovering, in one case at least, that the Government had 
expended quite as much as was justifiable. 

The further fact appears, ascording to the report of the engineers, 
that there is for the year ending June 30, 1833, an available balance o! 
$12,407 for this improvement. No more money, therefore, is needed 
I am glad to be able to compliment the Committee on Commerce fo 
stopping this work. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the gentleman please read from 
the report of the engineers the further statement that $50,000 can be 
expended upon this work for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, I have not the slightest doubt that you can 
expend a million there. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Irenewit. We here have evidence of the statement 
I made early in this debate, that this bill is by no means perfect. We 
have in the consideration of the bill passed over many small appropri- 
ations and some quite as large as the present, without debate, without 
amendment, or if any amendment was offered it has been voted down 
simply because the committee had reported a certain appropriation. 
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sir, here is a case where last year we thought it advisable to 
appropriate $12,407. The Secretary of War advised this Congress that 
«50,000 can be profitably expended there this year. Yet, sir, the com- 
tte has left that entirely out of the bill. 

If we are going to have a bill that will secure the confidence of the 
people, that will have the approval of this House, then this bill ought 
to go back to the committee with instructions to report it back, a 
measure which in the opinion of the committee would be perfect in its 
provisions, without taking into account either the veto of the Presi- 
dent or the denunciation of the metropolitan press of the country. In 
my judgment they have been attempting to please too many people 
instead of carrying out our instructions under the Constitution to make 
appropriations for the improvement of our rivers and harbors in behalf 
of the commerce of the country. 

If I had the time, Mr. Chairman, I would put in every one of these 
harbors which the Committee on Commerce has left out from fear that 
the President might veto the bill again or the metropolitan press, owned 
by the railroads in New York, might condemn us. I say, sir, we ought 
to make a perfect bill, while this is an imperfect bill. It is unjust and 
unfair; the result of cowards, who are afraid of the public lash wielded 
by the railroads who own the metropolitan press. [ Applause. } 

“Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 1 move to strike out the last word. 
My friend from Illinois expressed great surprise at the fact that $12,000 


Now, 


expended, and yet you appropriate $75,000 in this bill. 
complaint of that, but merely call attention to the fact. 
Mr. SPRINGER. What year? 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
this year $241,000. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is correct. 
is not to be compared with that of Saint Joseph, Michigan. 
By unanimous consent the pro forma amendment was withdrawn 
The amendment of Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Oconto, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, $12,500, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The Chief of Engineers’ report states that the estinsated cost of this 
improvement is $125,000. The natural entrance, we are told, to the 
Oconto River has less than two feet of water in its channel. In the 
engineer’s report, on page 2128, it appears there are two available plans 
for the improvement of that harbor. 


Unexpended on the 30th of June in 


| in the report made by the Secretary of War I find the 


But Chicago Harbor | 
| jurisdiction of the proper doctrine of general commen 


Mr. POUND. Will the gentleman now permit me to make a sug- | 


gestion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. POUND. The gentleman is reading from an old report, which 
proposed to improve the river of Oconto, while this appropriation is 
for the improvement of the harbor of Oconto. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam reading from page 2128 of the last report 
of the Chief of Engineers. ‘‘ Improvement of Oconto Harbor, Wiscon- 
sin; estimated cost of the present plan $125,000; appropriated $25,000.”’ 

Mr. POUND. What has the depth of water in the river to do with 
the harbor? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is to improve the harbor. 

Mr. POUND. But the gentleman read from the report in regard to 
the river being only two feet deep. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That isat the mouth of the river, where the harbor 


is. Now let me read from the report : 


IMPROVEMENT OF OCONTO HARBOR, WISCONSIN. 


Estimated cost of the present plan 
Appropriated 25,000 


The first appropriation for this harbor having been made on an insufficient 
citizens’ estimate, was withheld from expenditure until further action by Con- 
gress, as fully set forth in the last annual report (1881, pages 2062, 2063). Another 
appropriation having been made, it is proposed to begin the work this season, 
so that during the fiscal year 1882-’83 about 3,000 linear feet of slab pier will be 
constructed, and a new dredge built for work at this and other harbors in the 
vicinity. During the fiscal year ending June 30, L884, it is proposed to continue 
pier extension and to begin the work of dredging. 


MONEY STATEMENT. 


. $10,000 00 


10,000 00 
15,000 00 





Amount available for fiscal year ending June 30, 1883......... 


pertsseceseeeese 20,000 OO 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project......... 100,000 00 
“ue that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June | 


There is now unexpended for this purpose $25,000, and yet 
pose to increase that by $12,500. 
here there is any considerable business done at this place, and as there 


ure only two feet of water in the mouth of the river where the harbor | 


Is to be, and it seems we are to make an artificial mouth and an arti- 
ficial channel and harbor, I believe it ought to be stricken out. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote.’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 
amendment was not agreed to. 





| have not run to or called at 
was unexpended. Here, in the case of Chicago, $241,000 remain un- | 
I make no | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wisconsin : ( 
at outer harbor, $6,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON. 


mprovement 


I move to strike out these lines. I do it because 


following lan 
guage: 

The local engineer reports that Port Washington has as small an amount of 
commerce as Two Rivers. The benefits to be derived from expenditures at that 
place would have a local bearing only 

The amount appropriated under the act of August was 
$17,000, from which there has been drawn on requisition until De 
cember 1, 1882, 510,000 x a balance of $7,000 on hand at this 

Lhis bill proposes to expend in addition to that sum 


re 2, 1882, 


leaving 
time unexpended 
$6,000 more 

Mr. GUENTHER. TI | 


This is fo » deepening of the harbor 

Mr. ANDERSON. That may be all very true, but the facts are as 
I state them, that this is tor local benetit only; and reference is made 
to the harbor at Two Rivers, Wisconsin In that connection I desire 
also to quote the language of the Secretary of War transmitted in the 
report made accompanying this bill. He says 

The local engineer reports that Two Rivers Harbor is of no importance tothe 
commerce of the lakes, its value being entirely local Phe commercial statistics 
show a great falling off inthe tonnage entering this harbor Since LS7Y steamers 


tthis p 


Now, as I have shown, the lo 


ic 


al engineer reports that Port Washing 
ton has as small an amount of commerce as Two ind that is 
the report of the Secretary of War to this House constituted 
officers of the Government, one who has every facility that the Gov 


ernment can afford for obtaining information 


Rive is 


one of the 


one who has caused a 
special examination to be made of this particular case and who reports 
to this House that this can not come under the purview or within the 
He says that 
this is simply a matter of local commerce, and the tacts, as I have 
stated, from his report show that there were $7,000 unexpended last 
year, with 36,000 to be appropriated by this bill It seems to me that 
that authority ought to be good enough for this House to take into con 
sideration the propriety of making this appropriation 


] have no doubt 


that it is good, and this is another of the cases where I feel authorized 
to draw the line. 

There is another reason also. The President, I think, in a previous 
message vetoed an appropriation bill of this kind for these places. I 


am not prepared to take the position that the President of the United 
States in that Mhessave did not express the popular opinion of thiscoun 
try and the sentiment of those who furnish this money, and to whom 


| it belongs, with respect to this class of items named in this river and 
| harbor appropriation bill 


| the outer harbor 


| shown by the statistics, in 1882 was 
$125,000 | 


we pro- | 
It does not appear from the reports | 


I believe that he did express that sentiment. IT believe furthermore 
that his expression of that sentiment and the response it met in the 
hearts of the people had very much to do with the last election; and 
I asa Republican do not want to repeat that mistake 

Mr. GUENTHER. In response to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kansas, I will say that this subject has been fully examined by 
the Committee on Commerce and thoroughly considered. ‘The present 
State Legislature of Wisconsin sent a memorial to Congress showing 
conclusively that the discontinuance of the work at this point would 
seriously imperil navigation. Atter careful examinat 
tee became convinced that this statement was correct. 

This appropriation of $6,000 is for the superstructure of the piers in 
The number of vessels that arrived at that port, as 
three hundred and ninety-eight 
steam and sailing vessels, with of 60,000 and 4,500 crew 
The exports and imports are large and of a character showing general 
and not only lo#al commerce offered for the 
statement of the Secretary of War that this is not for the benefit of the 
general commerceof the country. Besides that, it is a harbor of refuge 
and should be preserved on that account for the safety o 
gating on Lake Michigan. I eall for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas to strike out 

The committee divided; and there we 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order being 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. KENNA were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 18, noes 122 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment of Mr. ANDER 
SON was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee do now rise 

Mr. KENNA. before that, I desire to ask the gentleman from Cal 
ifornia whether he proposes to take a final vote on this bill to-night. 

Mr. PAGE. Ido. I expect when we meet at half past 7 to-night 
to go on with the bill and continue its consideration until it is passed 

Mr. KENNA and others. That is good 

Mr. WHITE. Then I shall move that the House adjourn 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
| gentleman from California, that the committee do now rise 
| The motion was agreed to. 


on the commit 


ls, a tonnave 


So that no excuse ean be 


vessels navi 


e—avyes 4, noes 47 


made that no quorum 


} 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
nver and harbor appropriation bill, had come to no conclusion thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that this House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman will withhold the motion 
until I can make a report from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I desire to make a report on a Senate bill. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 358) to provide tor the publication of memo- 
rial addresses delivered upon the life and character of Hon. John W. 
Shackeliord, of North Carolina. 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Jost-Office and Post-Roads, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PHBE C. DOXSIE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(S. 43) granting a pension to Phasbe C. Doxsie; which was referred to 
tke Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 6204) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s Savingsand 
Trust Company for losses incurred by failure of said company; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

STATUE OF JOSEPH HENRY. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the provisions of the joint reso- 
lution of the House (H. Res. 356) accepting the invitation of the Smith- 
sonian Institution to attend the inauguration of the statue of Joseph 
Henry, approved February 24, 1883, the Chair announces the appoint- 
ment of the following-named members to be present and represent the 
Congress of the United States on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives, as provided in said joint resolation, namely : Mr. Warr of Con- 


nectitut, Mr. ALDRICH of Lilinois, Mr. BRowNzE of Indiana, Mr. KAs- | 


son of Iowa, Mr. RoBESON of New Jersey, Mr. CANDLER of Massachu- 
setts, Mr. WALKER of Pennsylvania, Mr. PETTIBONE of Tennessee, 
Mr. McC.Lure of Ohio, Mr. Cox of New York, Mr. RosecRANs of 
California, Mr. KNorr of Kentucky, Mr. TuCKER of Virginia, Mr. 
CuRTIN of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Greson of Louisiana. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RecorD remarks upon the pending House bill (No. 6158) relat- 
ing to education. [See Appendix. i 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House all the papers relating to House bill No. 4446, 
entitled ‘‘A bill to require the testing af chains and anchors and for 
the better security of life and property on ship board,’’ there being 
no adverse report thereon. 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a concurrent res- 
olution of the Senate, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE Untrrep Srates, February 28, 1883. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 10,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the Report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the 
year 1882 be printed, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
6,000 copies for the use of the House, 1,500 copies for the use of the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries, and 500 copies for sale by the Public Printer, at a price 
equal to the actual cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereon added 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


JOHN CONNOLLY. 

Mr. GARRISON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (H. R. 3409) for the relief of John Connolly; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK COOK. 


Mr. GARRISON also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. 7680) for the relief of 





Patrick Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RECESS. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of half past 5 having arrived, the Chair. 


in pursuance of the order of the House, declares the House in recess wnti} 
half past 7 o’clock this evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m. 
MORRIS C. MENGIS. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimousconsent, from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported back with an adverse recom 
mendation the bill (H. R. 6883) granting the right of way through 
grounds belonging to the United States at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, to 
Morris C. Mengis, his associates, successors, or assigns, for the constru: 
tion of a railroad; which was laid on the table, and the accompanyiny 
report ordered to be printed. 


FIRE-PROOF BUILDING FOR ARMY MUSEUM. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER also, by unanimous consént, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. 7681) au- 
thorizing the erection of a fire-proof building in the city of Washing- 
ton, to contain the records, library, and museum of the Army Medica! 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, wit) 
theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL W. PERKINS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. k. 
777) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa 
nying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. LEE. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bil! 
(H. R. 3335) for the relief of Mary A. Lee, and that the same be brought 
before the House for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author 
ized and directed to pay to Mary A. Lee, mother and only heir at law of Walter 
J. Lee, late asecond lieutenant in the Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Infan 
try Volunteers, the amount-of pay and allowances of a second lieutenant of in 
fantry from September 22, 1864 to the 10th of April, 1865, and the pay and allow 
ances of a first lieutenant of infantry from April 10, 1865, to August 10, 1865; such 
paymentto be made out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropri 


ated, and deducting therefrom the amount of any pay, ifany, made him for such 
service, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Reserving the right to object I desire to hear the 
report read. 


Mr. LACEY. The report accompanies the bill and it is very short 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to have 
the report read or to hear an explanation? 


Mr. LACEY. I can explain it to the gentleman from Indiana if he 
so desires. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I should prefer hearing the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3355 
for the relief of Mary A. Lee, submit the following report: 

It appears that Mrs. Mary A. Lee is the widowed mother and sole heir at law 
of Walter J. Lee, deceased, late a second lieutenant in the Twenty-eighth Rey: 
ment of Michigan Volunteers; that Lievtenant Lee was promoted from the rans» 
to be a second lieutenant in this regiment, was duly commissioned, and entered 
upon duty as such on the 22d day of September, 1864, and so continued till the 

day of March, 1865, when he was placed in arrest for alleged disobedience «! 
orders; that he was tried by court-martial on the 3d day of April, 1865, found 
guilty, and sentenced to be cashiered and to forfeit all pay and allowances duc 
and to become due him; that said sentence was approved in a general order 
from headquarters Department of North Carolina, bearing date July 14, 150 
that Lieutenant Lee was commissioned a first lieutenant in the said regiment 
to date from April 10, 1865, but was not mustered; that he was released from a: 
rest May 18, 1865, and performed duty as first lieutenant in said regiment unti! 
the said 10th day of August; that on the said 10th day of August the gener 
commanding the department issued a general order remitting so much of his 
sentence as forfeited his pay and allowances, but it being held that the sentence 
had been executed by virtue of the order of July 14, the order of August 10 wa» 
inoperative. As Lieutenant Lee actually performed service up to the 10th da) 
of August, and as it is to be presumed the commanding general had good reaso:: 
for remitting this part of the sentence, it is the opinion of your committee that 
his pay and allowances to that date were at least equitably due him, and that 
they should now be paid to his mother and heir at law, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended. 


ee Is there objection to the present consideration o! 
ill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. While there was a prospect of the Senate passing 
the general bill covering such cases which passed the House I was in- 
clined to object to bills of this kind. But under the circumstances | 
will not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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time, and \. . 

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICE, of Missouri, addressed the Chair. 
Mr. PAGE. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Do not call for it yet. 
Mr. PAGE. Very well. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. RICE, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table for consideration at this time the bill of the Senate, 
No. 889, to provide for the erection of a public building in Jefferson City, 
in the State of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. It is to be read subject to objection? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to purchase a site for,and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults extending to each story, in Jefferson City, in the State 
of Missouri, for the use and accommodation of the United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts, post-office, and other Government offices held and located in said 
city, which site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adja- 
cent buildings by an open space of at least fifty feet, including streets and alleys; 
the site,and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and spec- 
ifieations to be previously made and approved bythe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, not to exceed the cost of $100,000; and said sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purchase of said site and the completion of said building: Provided, That no | 
part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to said site shall be vested 
in the United States, and the State of Missouri shall cede to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process therein. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to-seconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I call for the regular order. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, CHELSEA, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy in response to a resolution of the House relative to the naval 
and marine hospital and grounds at Chelsea, Massachusetts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT LIBRARY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy reporting the condition of the library in the Navy Depart- 
ment, as required by the act of August 7, 1882; which was referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. Joyce, tor 

this evening’s session, on account of sickness in his family. 
D. AND J. R. MORDECAI. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The regular order, I think, will not be insisted 
upon, and I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table for 
passage at this time Senate bill 1785, for the relief of David Mordecai 
and J. Randolph Mordecai, composing the commercial firm of Mordecai 
& Co., of Baltimore, Maryland. I have here a report from the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House covering the same subject. 
of a class of bills a number of which has been passed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 


directed to pay David Mordecai andJ. Randolph Mordecai, composing the com- 
mercial firm of Mordecai & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, the sum of $822, out of 


It isone 


wail money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; which said sum wasille- | 
ly collected from vessels owned by them by the collector of customs at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration at this time 
of the bill which has just been read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object until I can hear the 
report read. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I have here a report made by the gentleman from 
Ulinois [Mr. Morrison] from the Committee on Ways and Means of 
this House on a House bill of a similar import. 

Mr. PAGE. How long is the report? 

Mr. TALBOTT. It is very short. 

Mr. PAGE. I think I shall have to call for the regular order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PAGE. If it does not take too long. 


| Carolina, doing a coustwise trade 


| vate Calendar for consideration at this time the bill (H. It 


Mr. TALBOTT. It will not take more than two minutes to read it 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
6380) for the relief of Mordecai & Co., having carefully considered the same, sub 


| mit the following report: 


That David Mordecai and J. Randolph Mordecai, composing the commercial 
firm of Mordecai & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, were shipping merchants of Bal 
timore, Maryland, and were the agents and owners of a line of steamships do 
ing business between the said city of Baltimore and the city of Charleston, South 
They were illegally charged with entrance 
and port entry fees at the custom-house in Charleston, at various times between 


| November, 1866, and January, 1877, amounting to $822, and were compelled to 


pay the same. Protest was made against the illegality of the charge; and rep 
resentations being made to the Secretary of the Treasury by the said Mordecai 
& Co. of the exaction of the tax by the custom-house at Charleston, the custom 
house officer was directed by the Secretary of the Treasury to discontinue the 
collection of the tax. 

The petitioners applied for reimbursement of the amount illegally paid, to wit, 
the sum of $822, but were informed by the Treasury Department that they had 
no power to refund the amount illegally exacted, but they must ask the special 
enactment of Congress. The Secretary of the Treasury, in a letter to Hon. Jue 
TIN S. MORRILL, chairman of Finance Committee of the Senate, says 

“Under these circumstances I consider the relief which the bill proposes to 
give to Messrs. Mordecai & Co. as proper, and would recommend its passage.” 

The committee report favorably on the bill (IT. R. 6380) for relief of David Mor 
decai and J. Randolph Mordecai, composing the commercial tirm of Mordecai & 
Co., and recommend the passage of the bill 


Mr. HAZELTON. 


What committee does that come from ? 
Mr. TALBOTT 


Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HAZELTON. How did the committee stand? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I think they were unanimous. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's ta- 
ble, read three several times, and passed 

Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 


ROBERT SMALLS—STEAMBOAT PLANTER. 


Mr. DEZENDORF. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri 
°. 7626) an 
thorizing a reappraisement of the steam trausport-boat Planter, cap- 
tured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribution of the proceeds thereof. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, &c., That the Secretary ofthe Navy be, and he ishereby, author 
ized to appoint a board of competent officers of the Navy, whose duty it shall be 
to makeareappraisement of the steam transport-boat Planter, taken during the 
late rebellion by Robert Smalls from the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina, 
and of all arms, munitions, tackle, and other property on board of said trans 
port-boat at the time of her delivery to the Federal authorities by the said Robert 
Smalls; and when the full value of said transport-boat, the arms, munitions, 
tackle, and other property shall be ascertained, estimating said values by the 
worth of the property at the time of capture as aforesaid, shall cause an appor 
tionment of such value so ascertained to b 
his associates on said transport-boat at the time of her capture and delivery to 
the Federal authorities, in the manner hereinafter provided for by this act, de 
ducting only the amount or amounts paid to the said Smalls and his said asso 
ciates under the act of Congress approved May 30, LX62 

See. 2. That the apportionment referred to in the first section of this bill shall 
be made as follows: One-third of the full amount of the value of the said trans- 
port-boat Planter, the arms, munitions, tackle, and other property at the time 
cf her capture and delivery to the Federal authorities, shall be awarded to the 
said Robert Smalls, and the balance shall be equaily divided between his said 
associates or their heirs at law 

SEC, 3 


made between Robert Smalls and 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay to Robert Smalls and his associates or their heirs at law as aforesaid, out 


| of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sums which may 


be by the said board of officers hereby authorized apportioned, to each of them 
under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I object 

Mr. HAZELTON. Then I call for the regular order 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. DEZENDORF said: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SINGLE- 
TON | has withdrawn his objection to the bill which I desired to call 
up for consideration. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. 

Several MreMBERS. Do not object. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I hope my colleague will not object. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. Very well; I will withdraw my objection 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask for the reading of the report; I hope there 
will be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it will take some forty 
minutes to read the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope the gentleman calling up the bill will 
state the facts so that the House may understand what the bill is and 
act knowingly upon the subject. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DEzENDORF]} 


Is this bill read subject to objection ? 


How does the committee stand on that bill? 
It is a unanimous report from the Committee 


I object. 


will be recognized to make a brief explanation. 
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Mr. DEZENDORF. This is a substitute for a House bill which was 
introduced to place Robert Smalls on the retired-list of the Navy with 
the rank of captain, in consideration of his services in capturing the 
steam transport-boat Planter. The Committee on Naval Affairs in ex- 
amining the case found that there was no precedent for any such action. 
They however found that the appraisement which was made in 1862 


that the guns on board the vessel at the time she was captured were 
worth more than the appraisement of the vessel, guns and all. 


| 


The evidence shows that this ship was worth at the time of the cap- | 


ture $60,000, and the Government at that time was paving for just such 
vessels $400 perday. The evidence also shows that the guns and mu- 
nitions of war on board the vessel were worth $10,000, Yet the ap- 
praisement was made at only $7,500, of which Robert Smalls received 
$1,500. 

We found a precedent for the reappraisement of this vessel in the case 
of the confederate ram Albemarle. The report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs recommending the passage of this bill was unanimous. 
I hope there will be no objection to the bill. I take the liberty of in- 
corporating with my remarks the report of the committee: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred bill H. R. 7059, beg 
leave to report a substitute therefor (H. Report No, 1887, Forty-seventh Congress, 
second session), authorizing the President to place Robert Smalls on the retired- 
list of the Navy. 


January 23, 1883, recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered | 


to be printed. 

Mr. Dezenporr, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the follow 
ing report, to accompany bill H. R. 7059: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whem was referred the bill to retire 
Robert Smalls as captain of the Navy, beg leave to report as follows: 

This claim is rested upon the very valuable services rendered by Robert 
Smalls to the country during the late war. The record of these has been very 
carefully investigated, and portionsof it are appended, as exhibits, to this report. 
They show a degree of courage, well directed by intelligence and patriotism, of 
which the nation may well be proud, but which fortwenty years has been wholly 
unrecognized by it. The following is a succinct statement and outline of them ; 

On May 13, 1862, the confederate steamboat Planter, the special dispatch boat 
of General Ripley, the confederate post commander at Charleston, South Car- 
olina, was taken by Robert Smalls under the following circumstances from the 
wharf at which she was lying, carried safely out of Charleston Harbor, and de- 
livered to one of the vessels of the Federal fleet then blockading that port. 

On the day previous, May 12, the Planter, which had for two weeks been en- 
gaged in removing guns from Cole's Island to James Island, returned to Charles- 
ton. That night all the oflicers went ashore and slept in the city, leaving on 
board a crew of eight men, all colored, Among them was Robert Smalis, who 
was virtually the pilot of the boat, although he was only called a wheelman, 
because at that time no colored man could have, in fact, been made a pilot. For 
some time previous he had been watching for an opportunity to carry into exe- 
cution a plan he had conceived to take the Planter to the Federal fleet. This, 
he saw, was about as a good a chance as he would ever have to doso, and there- 
fore he determined not to lose it. Consulting with the balance of the crew 
Smalls found that they were willing to co-operate with him, although two of 
them afterward concluded to remain behind. The design was hazardous in 
the extreme. The boat would have to pass beneath the guns of the forts in the 
harbor. Failure and detection would have been certain death. Feartul was the 
venture, but it was made. The daring resolution bad been formed, and under 
command of Robert Smalls wood was taken aboard, steam was put on, and with 
her valuable cargo of guns and ammunition, intended for Fort Ripley, a new 
fortification just constructed in the harbor, about 2 o'clock in the morning the 
Planter silently moved off from her dock, steamed up to North Atlantic wharf, 
where Smalls's wife and two children, together with four other women and one 
other child, andalso three men, were waiting to embark, A|!l these were taken 
on board, and then, at 3.25 a.m., May 15, the Planter started on ber perilous ad- 
venture, carrying nine men, five women, and three children. Passing Fort 
Johnson the Planter’s steam-whistle blew the usual salute and she proceeded 
down the bay. Approaching Fort Sumter, Smalls stood in the pilot-house lean- 
ing out of the window with his arms folded across his breast. after the manner 
of Captain Relay, the commander of the boat, and his head covered with the 
huge straw hat which Captain Relay commonly wore on such occasions, 

The signal required to be given by all steamers passing out was blown as coolly 
as if General Ripley was on tents going out on a tour of inspection. Sumter 
answered by signal “all right,” and the Planter headed toward Morris Island, 
then occupied by Hatch’s light artillery, and passed beyond the range of Sum- 
ter’s guns before anybody suspected anything was wrong. When at last the 
Planter wus ¢)viously going toward the Federad fleet off the bar, Sumter sig- 
naled toward Morris Island to stop her; but it was too late. As the Planter ap- 
proached the Federal fleet a white flag was displayed, but this was not at first 
discovered, and the Federal steamers, supposing the confederate rams were com- 
ing to attack them, stood out to deep water. But the ship Onward, Captain 
Nichols, which was not a steamer, retaained, opened her ports, and was about 
to fire into the Planter, when she noticed the flag of truce. As soon as the ves- 
sels came within hailing distance of each other the Planter’s errand was ex- 
plained, Captain Nichols then boarded her, and Smalls delivered the Planter 
to him. From the Planter Smalls was transferred to the Augusta, the flag-shi 
off the bar, uncer the command of Captain Parrott, by whom the Planter, with 


Smalls and her crew, were sent to Port Royal to Rear-Admiral Du Pont, then in 


command of the Southern squadron. 

Captain Parrott's official letter to Flag Officer Du Pont, and Admiral Du Pont's 
letter to the Secretary of the Navy are appended hereto. 

Captain Smalls was soon afterward ordered to Edisto to join the gunboat Cru- 
sader, Captain Rhind. He then proceeded in the Crusader, piloting her and fol- 
lowed by the Planter to Simmons’s Bluff, on Wadmalaw Sound, where a sharp 
battle was fought between these boats and a confederate light battery and some 
infantry. The confederates were driven out of their works, and the troops on 
the Planter landed and captured all the tents and provisionsof theenemy. This 
occurred some time in June, 1862 

Captain Smalls continued to actas pilot on board the Planterand the Crusader, 
and as blockading pilot between Charleston and Beaufort. He made repeated 
trips up and along the rivers near the coast, pointing out and removing the tor- 

oes which he himself had assisted in sinking and putting in position. Dur- 
ing these trips he was present in several fights at Adams's Run on the Dawho 
River, where the Planter was hotly and severely fired upon; also at Rockville, 
John's Island, and other places. Afierward he was ordered back to Port Royal, 
whence he piloted the fieet up Broad River to Pocotaligo, where a very severe 
battle ensued. Captain Smalls was the pilot on the monitor Keokuk, Captain 
Ryan, in the memorable attack on Fort Sumter, on the afternoon of the of 
April, 1863. In this attack the Keokuk was struck ninety-six times, nineteen 


| session of the south end of Morris Island, when he 
was made at a ridiculously low figure, the facts of the case showing | 


shots pussing through her. She retired from the en sment only to sink 
the next morning, near Light House Inlet. Captain Smalls left her just },.;,.. 
she went down, and was taken with the remainder of the crew on board of th 
Ironsides. The next day the fleet returned to Hilton Head. odes 
When General Gillmore took command Smalls became pilot in the quarter 
master’s department in the expedition on Morris Island. He was then stato), i 
as pilot of the Stono, where he remained until the United States troops took Son 
was put in charge of [j.)); 


House Inlet as pilot. 

Upon one occasion, in December, 1863, while the Planter, then under ; 
mand of Captain Nickerson, was sailing through Folly Island Cree k, th: 
federate batteries at Secessionville opened a very hot fire upon her. ( apt 
Nickerson became demoralized, and left the pilot-house and secured hims:j; 
the coal-bunker, Smalls was on the deck, and finding out that the captain had 
deserted his post, entered the pilot-house, took command of the boat, and carrie d 
her safely out of the reach of the guns. For this conduct he was promoted |, 
order of General Gillmore, commanding the Department of the South. t 
rank of captain, and was ordered to act as captain of the Planter, which \» 
used as a supply-boat along the coast until the end of the war. In Septem|er 
—- he carried his boat to Baltimore, where she was put out of commission 
solid, 

Besides the daring enterprise of Captain Smalls in bringing out the Plante; 
his gallant conduct in rescuing her a second time, for which he was made cap 
tain of her, and hisinvaluable services to the Army and Navy asa pilot in waters 
where he perfectly knew not only every bank and bar, but also where ever, 
torpedo was situated, there are still other elements to be considered in estip)./ 
ing the value of Captain Smalis’s services to the country. The Planter, oy ti. 
13th of May, 1862, was a most useful and important vessel to the enemy, T)}) 
loss of her was a severe blow to the enemy's service in carrying supplies aj 
troops to different points of the harbor and river fortifications. At the very 
time of the seizure she had on board the armament for Fort Ripley. The Plante; 
was taken by the Government ata valuation of $9,000, one-half of which was 
to the captain and crew, the captain receiving one-third of one-half. o 

00. 

Upon what principle the Government claimed one-half of this capture can no) 
be divined, nor yet how this disposition could have been made of her withov: 
any judicial proceeding. That $9,000 was an absurdly low valuation for th: 
Planter is abundantiy shown by facts stated in the affidavits of Charles H. Cam), 
bell and E. M. Baldwin, which are appended. In addition thereto their swoy 

average valuation of the Planter was $67,500. The report of Montgomery Sicard 
commander and inspector or ordnance, to Commodore Patterson, navy-yard 
commandant, shows that the cargo of the Planter, as raw material, was worth 
$3,043.05; that at ante-bellum prices it was worth $7,163.35, and at war prices 
$10,290.60. For this cargo the Government has never paid one dollar. It is » 


»th 


an 


| severe comment on the justice as well as the boasted generosity of the Govern 





ment that, while it had received $60,000 to $70,000 worth of property at the hand. 
of Captain Smalls, it has paid him the trifling amount of $1,500, and for twenty 
years his gallant daring and distinguished and valuable services which he ho 
rendered to the country have been wholly unrecognized. 


Report of Flag-Officer Du Pont. 


FLAG-sHIP WABASH, 
Port Royal Harbor, South Carolina, May 14, 1862 

Sik: I inclose a copy ofa report from Commander E.G. Parrott, brought her 
last night by the late rebel steam-tug Planter, in charge of an officer and crew 
from the Augusta. She was the armed dispatch and transportation steamer at 
tached to the engineer department at Charleston, under Brigadier-Gener| 
Ripley, whose barge, a short time since, was brought out to the blockading flee! 
by several contrabands. p 

The bringing out of this steamer, under all the circumstances, would hav: 
done credit to any one. At4o’clock in the morning, in the absence of the cap 
‘tain, who was on shore, she left her wharf close to the government office and 
headquarters, with palmetto and confederate flags flying, passed the successiv: 
forts, saluting as usual by blowing hersteam-whiatle. After getting beyond th 
range of the last gun, she quickly hauled down the rebel flags and hoisted a whit 
one, 

The Onward was the inside ship of the blockading fleet in the main chan 
and was preparing to fire when her commander made out the white flag. Thu 
armament of the steamer is a 32-pounder, or pivot, and a fine 24-pounder how 
itzer. She has, besides, on her deck four other guns, one 7-inch rifled, which 
were to have been taken the morning of the escape to the new fort on the mid 
dle ground. One ofthe four belon to Fort Sumter, and had been struck inthe 
rebel attack on the fort onthe muzzle. Robert, the intelligent slave and pilot of 
the boat, who performed this bold feat so skillfully, informed me of this fact 
presuming it would be a matter of interest to us to have possession of this gun 
This man, Robert Smalls, is superior to any who have come into our liaes—i: 
telligent as many of them have been. His information has been most interest 
ing, and portions of it of the utmost importance. 

‘The steamer is quite an acquisition tothe squadron by her good machinery an‘ 
very light draught. The oflicer in charge brought her through Saint Helena 
Sound, and by the inland passage down Beaufort River, arriving here at 10 
o'clock last night. 

On board the steamer when she left Charleston were eight men, five wome! 
and three children. 

I shall continue to employ Robert asa pilot on board the Planter for the inland 
waters, with which he appears to be very familiar. I do not know whether, in 
the views of the Government, the vessel will be considered a prize; but if so, | 
respectfully submit to the Department the claims of this man Robert and his a+ 
sociates, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

8. F. DU PONT, 
Flag-Oficer, Commanding, &c. 
Hon. Grpron WELLES, 

Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 


UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP AUGUSTA, 
Off Charleston, May 13, 1862 

Sir: I have the honor to inform you that the rebel armed steamer Planter was 
brought out to us this morning from Charleston by eight contrabands and d: 
livered upto the squadron. Five colored women and three children are also on 
board. She carried one 32-pounder, and one 24-pounder howitzer, and has also 
on board four large guns, which she was en in transporting. 

I send her to Port Royal at once, in order to take advantage of the present good 
weather. I send Charleston — of the 12th, and the — intelligent contra 
as who was in charge will give you the information which he has broug!t 
on. 

I have the honor to request that you will send back, as soon as convenient, 
Tam. unpeuaieliy, dan. peer obedion 

am, ully, , your o t servant, 
E. G. PARROTT, 


Coimmander, and Senior Officer presen. 
Flag-Officer 8. F. Du Pont, 
Commanding South Atlantic Blockading Squadron. 

















1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3439 


—— as ore on 








Exhibit of the estimated values of certain ordnance and ordnance stores on board the rebel steamer Planter, which came out of Charleston, South Carolina, in the United Slates 
blockading fleet on the 1th day of May, 1862. 


Estimated under the supposi- | Estimated supposing that all 
tion that the guns and pro- the articles are valued at 

































Articles of ordnance and ordnance stores on board the jectiles are of value to the prices paid before the war, Beotimats d supposing that all 
lanter. United States only as old ma- except the Brooks rifle and ene ee whvariePteemi ed by the 
terial, the powder being con- its projectiles, which are United States at war prices 
sidered as useful for saluting. given at war prices 
1 long 32-pounder, Of 7,200 POUNAL. .......00.0-0-sercrerescereesersceeeees : At feent per pound 1 00 At 5.6cents per pound At 10 cents per pound. $720 00 
| short 32-pounder, of 3,300 pounds........ -| At 2? cent per pound 2475 Ai 5.6cents per pound, At 9 cents per pound 297 00 
| short 24-pounder, of 1,476 pounds ...............ececceeescenerseeeeeeens / At j cent per pound lL 07 | At6.6cents per pound At 9 cents per pound 132 84 
2 sinch Columbiads, of 9,240 pounds each.........................004 . At 2cent per pound 138 60 t5.6cents per pound At Ll cents per pound. 2,082 8» 
17-inch rifle, of 10,500 pounds............ eceesenseseacessesncessees wine At # cent per pound 7875 Atl2cents per pound At 12 cents per pound... 1,260 00 
29) 32-pounder shot........-.. ..| Atl} cents per pound 113 00 |) At 6 cents each At $l each om 200 00 
150 8-inch 32-pounder shot Atlicentsperpound.. 170 62 | At &3cents each. At $1.25 each : 187 50 
9% $2-pounder shell, loaded and fused................. cece -| Atl} cents per pound 7875) At $1.S0each At $2.50 each Sz OO 
100 24-pounder shell, loaded and fused ... At li cents per pound 2926 0 «~At $1.40 each At $2 each 200 00 
200 7-ineh rifle shell, loaded and fused... At lj cents per pound 315 00) At Seach At $6 each 1, 200 00 
150 Sinch rifle shell, loaded and fused....... At 1} cents per pound 131 00 At $2.33 each. At $3.39 each 508 00 
400 $2-pounder charges, 8 pounds each, 3,200 pounds .. At 22 cents per pound 7400 AtIScents per pound At 30 cents per pound 960 00 
100 24-pounder charges, 2 pounds each, 200 pounds....................., At22cents per pound 4400 | Ati8 cents per pound At S0 cents per pound 60 00 
200 7-inch rifle charges, 10 pounds each, 2,000 pounds...... oe) At22 cents per pound 4400) At iScents per pound At S0cents per pound 600 OO 
300 inch Columbiad charges, 10 pounds each, 3,000 pounds... At22centsperpound.. 660 00 At IScents per pound At GO cents per pound 900 00 
1 32-pounder Carriage, AFMLY PAtte4TM......... 0. ccceeccceecceeeee ..| At22 cents per pound 49 80 At IScents per pound 50 00! 
] %-pounder carriage, army pattern... iceuedi-oievietipanin . At22cents per pound 10 00 30 00 
TIE TLL 0 des Racelveaeteksesevesrnipnvercsexeesteatecaeine aa ; 3,043 05 7,163 35 10,290 60 
Wak DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, | was live oak and red cedar, and built as strong as possible; she was built ex 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1883. pressly for the coastwise trade, and she is running out of the city of Charleston 
Sir: Your communication of the 26th ultimo, in relation to your services on | to-day, and is considered by steamboat men one of the strongest and best built 
the steamer Planter during the rebellion, and requesting copies of any letters | Steamboats in the South - ‘ ' ae 
from General Gillmore and other officers on the subject, has been received. CHARLES H, CAMPBELI 
The records of this office show that the name of Robert Smalls is reported by Subscribed and sworn to before me the 23d day of March, 1876 
Lieutenant-Colonel J. J. Elweil, Hilton Head, South Carolina, asa pilot, at 950 [OFFICIAL SEAL. ] JAS. A. TAIT, 
yer month, from March 1, 1863, to September 30, 1863; and from October 1, 1563, to Notary Public 


November, 20, 1863, at $75 per month. 
He was then transferred to Captain J. L. Kelly, assistant quartermaster, Novem- | Personally appeared before me, a notary public, FE. M. Baldwin, of the city of 
ber 20, 1863, by whom he was reported as pilot from November 21 to November | Washington, District of Columbia, who was by me duly sworn acc ording to law 
30, 1863. He is reported by that officer in same capacity from December 1, 1863, | and dep and savs : . 
; 7, “74 5 >» | } SoCs tac ab) 
until February 29, 1864, at $150 per mouth. . F , , Thatduring the year A. D. 1862 and rward was doing service for the Navy 
The name of Robert Smalls is then reported by ¢ aptain Kelly as captain of | Department at Hilton Head, South Carolina, in the South Atlantic blockading 
the steamer Planter at $150 per month from March 1, 1564, until May 15, L564, | squadron; that he was captain of the steam-tug Mereury, and was one of the 
when transferred to the quartermaster in Philadelphia. Spe : first persons that boarded the Planter at Hilton Head on the 12th day of Ma‘ 
Heis reported by Captains C. D. Sclimidt, G. R, Orme, W. W. Van Ness, and A.D tal i i ib} Mi 





1862 


> > ; » Ihils . ie ‘ . f «hea aN = 
John R. Jennings, assistant quartic rmasters at Philade iphia, as captain of the | That he has been for years, and is now. engaged in the steamboat business as 
Planter, at $150 per month from June 20, 1564, to December 16, 1864, when trans- | gy oficer and owner. and is familiar with th prices paid for charters by the 
ferred to Captain J. L. Kelly, assistant quartermaster, Hilton Head, South Caro- | quartermaster at Hilton Head. and the value of steamboats generally at that 


, } 


lina, by whom he is reported to January 31, 1865, : Sima Gudl Siace « that he exeneae the ret paint Sore ag em Re yop ae 
From February 1, 1865, he is reported as a ‘contractor, victualing and man- at Hilton Head 





>} ” , and found her a first-class steamboat, built of live ank and red 

ning the steamer I ianter. . > 7 : cedar, ther outfit and findings complete in eve®y particular; that she could 
I respectfully inclose herewith copy of a letter dated September 10, 1862, from | jaye been readily sold at the time she arrived at Hilton [ead for $75.000in cash 
Captain J. J. Elwell, chief quartermaster, Department of the South, in relation | ¢5+ the steamboat alone. or could have been chartered to the Government for 
to the capture of the steamer Planter, which is the only one found on file in this | $100 per day, which at that rate would have paid the pursthase-imoney at the 
office on the subject, . price aforesaid in less than one year, and would have left a large surplus to the 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, purchaser; that she was cons déred by both the officers of the Army and Navy 


ALEX. J. PERRY 


~ pork on account of her light draught and great strength, by far the best steamer for 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U.S. A., . . 


that coast service inthe Department of the South 





Acting Quarts rmaster-General, Kk. M. BALDWIN 
Ilion. RoBERT SMALLS, : : ‘i 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. Sworn to before me and subscribed by him in my presence this 25th day of 
: 7 — March, A. D. 157 
OFFICIAL SFAI JAS. A. TAIT, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER, 
Hilton Head, 8. U., September 10, 1862. | 


} 


GENERAL: I have this day taken a transfer of the small steamer Planter of the | 


Notary Publi 


The committee in calling attention of the House tothe above facts in this case 


Navy. This is the confederate steamer which Robert Smalls, a contraband, | ‘ abining, ry a y bape ys esr en — = my per ee gic ; 
brought out of Charleston on the 13th of May last. The Navy Department, | 1? * orth + thes th — sng 4 prs lesan “g oe .< oo sag @ Geo testa 
through Rear-Admiral Du Pont, transfers her, and I receipt for her just as she | (2? MS, vesret that they do ne - aioelne on craters tenga cristata Ph +h Sines see 
was received from Charieston. Her machinery is not in very good order, aud | "0" gine sae “highness namageetagy Cacmeiner seg rH: i Rai tame 
will require some repairs, &c.; but this I can have done here. She will be of ae rn thw nit % jatiwes. wer rihe aera thnk 4) a ‘al vane til ub 
much service to us, as we have comparatively no vessels oflight draught. I shal] cya remnant Aas gh ates Tea tlie lie geste wet they chy er wth“ wen repens 
have her employed at Fort Pulaski, where I am obliged to keep a steamer. | } ERs nena merry © ROU Ney Se enee Ceneert SnN Cane COSC MEEn TY SNE POU ey) eee ee 
lis associates were unjustly dealt by in the matter of the appraisement of the 


Please find inclosed a copy of the letter of Rear-Admiral Du Pont to General Pl 





Brannan in regard to the matter. : ae tl — ance ect i re ota sees Belted " oy a peeetee aie 
Iam, general, very respectfully, your most obedient servant, pactecenfpeng eo 7 akties aces, genplan Rent Pingo Rad 5 ra 
J. J. ELWELL arms, munitions, and tackle, at the sum of *O while the evidence shows that 
Captain and Assistant Quartermaster the said boat was worth $60,000 at the time of her capture, and that the Govern 
J. G. CHANDLER mo . ment was offered 925.000 for her at the close of the war, and that the arms, mu 
et : seal, nitions, and tackle alone were worth $10,000 at the time of capture 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U.S. A. Your ce : tee theretor believe that there should be a reappraisement of 
Personally appeared before me Charles H. Campbell, of the city, county, and | said transport boat Planter, and the arms, mranitions, and tackle on board of 
State of New York, who, being by me duly sworn according to law, deposes and | her at the time of her capture and delivery to the Federal authorities by the 
says as follows: said Robert Smalls, and a reapportionment of the proceeds of the full value of 
hat during the year 1862, and from that time up to and including the year | said transport boat Planter, arms, munitions, and tackle between Robert Smalls 
1866, he wes dein service in the Department of the South, headquarters at Hil- | and his associates, and for that purpose report the following bill as gy substitute 
— ae ee that he knows Hon. Roeert SMALLS, of Beaufort, | for H. R. 705y 
South Carolina; t he was present when the steamer Planter, of the city of | i. \ Fal a i ee oe ) 
Charleston, came into Hilton Head on or about the 13th of May, 1862; that he | Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether the rule laid down for 


went on board the Planter and made a personal examination of her condition, the distribution of this fund, in the event— 
and found she was built of live oak and red cedar, and a first-class coast wise Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. How much money will this bill 
steamer, well furnished and complete in every respect; that he was and is well | |. y? : . 

acquainted with the value of steamers, and has been engaged in the business of 4 UTY : =A —_ . F 

steamboating, both as captain and owner, for the last fifteen years; that the | Mr. BISBEE. I happen to know the truth of the facts stated in this 
steamer Planter was fully worth, at the time she came into Hilton Head,the | ease. | was on the scene of action. 


sum of $60,000 in cash for the boat alone ; thatthe United States Government was Mr. PAGI The bill may not carry $2.000 

paying at that time for steamers of her class $400 per day under a charter-party ange ees : ne Hill May Nov Carry v-~; ; 

agreement with the chief quartermaster at that place, the Government finding Mr. DEZENDORF. The amount of money will be very small 

both wood and coal; that he chartered to the United States Government at or | Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask whether if this reappraisement he 


about that time the steamerGeorge Washington for $350 per day, which was only . ar : ¢ ‘ : decade 
about half the size of the Planter, and not more than half her value; that he exe- made and ba further sum shall be found tobe due to the captors, Captain 
cuted seven charters for steamers with the Government, and also had a valuation | Smalls will not underthe rule provided in this bill receive a larger pro 
— them eat shy ave and ominue seaemens i 9 in Sevtedenes with | portion of the amount than he would under the general law touching 
prices e Government at Hilton Head and elsewhere during the | syste Bee eases we 

time the Planter was in the service; that, at the close of the war, and while the the capt ur ol _ = , ? , ae he 
Planter was laying u in Charleston and ina very bad condition from the nature | Mr. DEZENDORF. He will receive the same proportion as in the 
oor, pen ceeaterioned by her mnenee Owen, Captain rave | case of the original appraisement under the act of May 30, 1862, one- 
rehase i rom the Government for the sum of $25,000, which | 4); Tha « "e ar ae eae aint ‘ 

sum I did offer, and the same was refused on the part of the Government of the third. The amount which he will receive will be very small at any 
United States; that thesteamer Planter was an extrastrong built boat, her frame | Tate. 
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There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the | The Secretary of War, in his letter, says that no steamers have ca||ex 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the | at that port for a good many years. The fact is that since 1881 ste), 


bill; which was thereupon ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DEZENDORF moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


ers have called there. In 1881, in addition tosailing vessels, there were 
one hundred and fifty-two steamer arrivals there, and just as many d«. 
partures. I do not wish to take up the valuable time of this committer 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on | I hope the motion of my mild-mannered friend from Kansas wil] }. 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF REBELLION ANNALS. 2 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Printing, reported a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 365) in relation to the distribution of the volumes of 
the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the present consideration of this resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
gress assembled, That the time in which the Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates of the Forty-seventh Congress may designate the addresses to which the 
volumes of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion shall be distributed, 
as provided in the act of Congress approved August 7, 1882, shall continue until 
the Ist day of September, 1883; and thatall volumes not then designated by them 
to be distributed under the provisions of said act. and not directed by anid act to 
~ aaa wise distributed, shal! be sold by the Secretary of War as provided in said 
a 

Mr. McCOOK. Why not continue the time till the first of December? 

Mr. PAGE. If this resolution is going to lead to debate I must 
object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not subject to objection. In explanation of 
the resolution I will state that the Secretary of War is of opinion that 
members under the act of August 7, 1882, will not have the right to 
designate addresses for the distribution of these volumes after the 4th 
of March next. This resolution provides merely for continuing the 
time and allowing members to designate addresses until the Ist of Sep- 
tember. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Is this reported from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It was reported from the Committee on Printing 
yesterday, was printed in the RecorD, and went over. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion wa#€greed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask consent to submit a resolution of inquiry, which 
will take but a minute. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the regular order. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PAGE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. CANNON in the chair), and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Improving harbor at Two Rivers, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement at 
the piers, $3,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the lines just read. I am 
led to make the motion by the report of the Secretary of War to this 
House, in which it is stated: 

The local engineer reports that Two Rivers Harbor is of no importance to the 
commerce of the ye its value being entirely loeal. The commercial statistics 


show a great falling off in the tonnage entering this harbor. Since 1879 steamers 
have not run to or called at this place. 


Balance in ®reasury July 1, 1882.......... 


aa 15, 000 
Drawn on requisition, July 1 to December 31, 1882............... cece cccceeceeeee . 7,000 


The appropriation made last session for this work was $15,000, of 
which it appears about half remains unexpended. In addition to this 
balance, this bill proposes to appropriate $3,000. Now, if there have 
been no steamers calling at this point since 1879, if the tonnage is 
steadily decreasing, notwithstanding the fact that there are two rivers 
there, it seems to me we should abide by the recommendation of, the 
Secretary of War, and enforce in this case the principles of the Presi- 
dent’s veto message. It seems to me this is a typical case. Attention 
has been officially called to it; and it is a case which certainly can not 
be covered either by the proposition of promoting general commerce or 
by that other proposition about decreasing the cost of transportation by 
rail 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, what I said before taking a re- 
cess in reference to the harbor at Port Washington applies with equal 
force to this harbor. In fact, the two items were lumped together in 
that remarkable letter of the Secretary of War. 





| voted down. [Cries of ** Vote!’’] 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to strike out the last word. Now. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not find in this bill Cheesequake Creek, and yy 


| bill is perfect that does not have Cheesequake Creek in it. I also miss 


another; I do not find Sacramento River. We gave by the last river 
and harbor appropriation bill $250,000 to take out of the Sacramento 
River detritus which the California miners throw into it. Now, sir, why 
are we not called upon to give something more for that purpose? |. 
the detritus all taken out? Is there no more detritus? The engineers 
say it will take a million and a half of dollars to do that. I ask some 
member of the committee why this noble river, which floats the com 
merce of a continent, is slighted in this manner? Why is nothing ap- 
propriated in this bill for taking out the dirt which the State of Cali 
fornia permits the miners to throw into it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Yes; I will withdraw my pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANDERSON’S amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Oakland, California: Continuing improvement, $80,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out that paragraph, And I do 
so, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of making an inquiry of my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in regard to the necessity 
for this work at Oakland. Now, these appropriations running through 
the Eastern States are for $2,000, $3,000, $4,000, $6,000, $10,000, and 
even for Chicago, where there is greater commerce and greater tonnage 
probably than at all the other ports of the lakes put together, or nearly 
so, the appropriation is only for $75,000. Yet here is a proposition for 
the harbor at Oakland of $80,000. I do not remember what it was last 
year. 

A MEMBER. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I am told it was $200,000 last year. It so hap- 
pens, as I remember that country, that at San Francisco, across the 
bay, is one of the grandest harbors which the Almighty has anywhere 
made. The entire shipping of the world could be accommodated in 
that San Francisco harbor. If you took in Suisun Bay and San José 
Bay it would be analogous to the splendid harbor along the front of 
New York, deep channel, broad channel, and fine harbor. There is a 
flat there where the sediment is deposited by the bay, and the proposi 
tion is to improve that flat at Oakland. I know Oakland has become 
an important city, but Iam not quite clear when called upon to vot: 
away $80,000 of the people’s money I ought to vote to give it fo 
making a harbor at Oakland when there is a magnificent harbor at San 
Francisco. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, in order to gratify my friend, who has 
been to California and who ought to know, if he does not know, I will 
say that Oakland is on the side of the bay where all the wheat that is 
produced in the State of the California is shipped to Liverpool. Every 
pound of grain that comes to the harbor of San Francisco goes there at 
an expense of $2a ton, being crossed in boats ing cars loaded with 
wheat, when it ought to go to Oakland where ship and car ride side by 
side. On forty millions of quintals shipped from California to Liver- 
pool there is a saving of $2aton. The Oakland Harbor of San Fran- 
cisco is on the side of the bay where all the agricultural products of 
California exist. 

The only other harbor is the wharf belonging to the Central Rail- 
way Company. I hope my friend is answered. 

The estimate of the Engineer’s Department is for $300,000, but this 
Committee on Commerce has only given $80,000. But as my friend 
from Kansas has been the advocate at all times of the interests of agri- 
culture, and I have no reason to doubt his sincerity, I ask him to stand 
by this appropriation to-day, for if there is anything in this bill in the 
interests of agriculture it is the matter of this harbor at Oakland. 

And furthermore, Mr. Chairman, let me say that every pound of tea, 
every pound of coffee, and all the produce of the Asias which comes 
into this country by way of San Francisco comes in at that point, where 
the ships that bring them are run up by the very side of the wharves 
of the railroad com to unload their there; and from there 
they are shipped to New York, Philadelphia, and all of the other East- 
ern cities. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to be heard for a moment. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote!’’ “Vote!” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do not believe that I occupied all of my time. 

Fs CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman if he desires 
to be heard. : 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think I understood my friend from California 
to say that the depot at San Francisco for the arrival of these supplies 
and also several railroad companies was at Oakland ? 
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from that port during the year 1882. 
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Mr. PAGE. This wharf that I refer to is a wharf that belongs to 
the people; where ships that bring or carry away all of the commerce 
of the State may land, and where the wheat which comes by rail to be 


joaded for Liverpool or other points can be shipped from the cars to the | 


yithout inga tax of $2 a ton to be sent across the bay. 
boat WE NDERSON: Where is this wharf the gentleman speaks of? 

Mr. PAGE. At Oakland water front. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What railroad company comes in there’ 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, there are half a dozen of them. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Well, that is just what I expected; just what I 
was looking for. Now, it turns out as I anticipated it would, that the 
development of that harbor is very largely for the benefit of the various 
railroad companies coming into Oakland. It will turnout,furthermore, 
Mr. Chairman, I venture to assert, to be an actual fact that there is no 
city in this Union where there is such a universal, absolute, heartless 
monopoly of the railroads as there is at this dayin California. If you 
go to the very bottom of this thing I do not doubt but that you will 
find an expenditure of public money made here under the guise of de- 
veloping the agricultural resources and products of the farms of Cali- 
fornia which is nothing more than a benefit to the railroad companies 
out there, with the Bankof California, the Steam Navigation Company, 
the Oregon Company, the California ur Company all rolled into one 
great concern to deriveall this benefit from the public moneys. [Loud 
cries of ‘‘Vote!’? ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope we can have order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not concur with the views of the gentlemen who 
call ‘* Vote!”’ ‘‘Vote!’’ when a gentleman is on the floor in good faith 
discussing a proposition. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. [I rise to oppose the amendment. 
understand this Oakland Harbor mattervery well. The object to which 
this money is to be applied is to build docks. I may say also in this 
connection that there are $220,000, as I am informed, unexpended be- 
longing to this fund yet. 

The harbor is deep enough, the water is deep enough, but somebody 
wants the Government to build dockage for them, so that these rail- 
roads, five or six of them, can use the docks built at the expense of the 
General Government. It is perfectly absurd to say that that is the im- 
provement of a harbor. 

Mr. HAZELTON. What do you know about it? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I was there when my friend Mr. HAZELTON 
was, and he knows what I say to be trueas wellasIdo. Iam not going 
to let my friend contradict me when he does not know anything about 
it. Ido not believe that he ever was in California. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Oh, no; not yet! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I really am not satisfied with that Oakland mat- 
ter. I move to strike out ‘‘80”’ and insert ‘‘75.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The questién is on agreeing tothe motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to be heard. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 69. 

» Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. I wanted to be heard on this mo- 
on. 

Mr. PAGE. Regular order. 
me... CHAIRMAN. By consent the gentleman from Kansas may be 


I think I 


Mr. ANDERSON. When I offered the amendment I stated that I 
desired to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman’s pardon. Hedid 
not intend to take him off the floor, and did not hear his request to be 


Mr. ANDERSON.’ I am entirely satisfied. I withdraw the motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


gets harbor at Wilmington, California: Continuing improvement, 
,000, 


Mr. BERRY. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 190 insert: ’ 
For improving the entrance of Humboldt Bay, California, $100,000." 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, now, if I can have the attention of the 
House (which Ido not often desire), I wish to say a word or two as to the 
improvement of the bar atthe entrance of Humboldt Bay, which the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I am sure, have failed to provide forsimply because 
the report of the engineer had not been laid before them in time. This, 


sir, is the second port upon the Pacific coast, that is, upon the California | 


coast. Thecommerce of that port amounts to many million dollars per 
annum. There were about four hundred vessels entered and departed 
It isthe port which taps the great 
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' 
redwood belt of that coast. We are shipping lumber to Australia and 
| to China and to many of the South American states. There are some 
80,000,000 feet of lumber shipped from this port annually. We have 
three steamers plying between San Francisco and the city of Eureka 
situated at this port. There are railroad enterprises now being under- 
taken torun back thirty orforty miles into the redwood belt, where we 
have timber from five to fifteen feet in diameter and from two hundred 
to three hundred feet high, and it is known that the timber suitable for 
lumber is becoming limited in the United States. 

Nowfhere is a bay that has twenty-seven square miles on the inside 
of the bar with iine navigable channels. The bar at the entrance of this 
bay is composed wholly of a sand formation and is constantly changing 
the channels; and the engineers who have examined this bar report 
that it should be taken charge of immediately by the Government; 
also, the consulting board of engineers appointed by the Government 
of the United States have examined the plans proposed for the improve 
ment of the bar by the engineers in charge and have approved them and 
recommended there should be an appropriation of $600,000 made, in 
two appropriations, so that the work might be done economically and 
insure a proper depth of water whereby vessels might enter and depart 
with ease and safety. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. berry. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I would not trespass upon the patience 
of the House, knowing how important it is to put this bill through, 
were it not for the fact that this is the second port on the California 
coast and of vital importance to my people. 

I wish to read one or two lines from the engineer's report I hold in 
my hand. Let me say that this report has not been printed yet. It 
was received so late that the Committee om Commerce had not time to 
examine it satisfactorily. 

In 1851 this channel through this bar was 2,200 feet wide and was 21 
feet deep; in 1871 it was 3,300 feet wide and only 14 feet in depth; in 
1881 it was 2,740 feet wide, with only 14 feet depth of water. During 
the last year, 1882, the sand-spits that formed the boundaries of the 
channel have worn away, and we have a width of 4,000 fect and only 
10 or 12 feet of water. There were eighteen vessels loaded for foreign 
ports with this redwood lumber that were compelled to lie for thirty 
days loaded inside the port waiting for the shifting channel to assume 
such a shape that they could depart. 

Now, the engineers say by the construction of a jetty at one of these 
sand-spits that the channel could be so improved as to afford a constant 
depth of water varying from eighteen to twenty-two feet. Here, then, 
is really a proposition that is in the interest of the commerce of the 
world; it is truly international commerce. It is no mere local matter. 
This is a great harbor, and its improvement can be accomplished by the 
expenditure of $690,000. We only wish an appropriation of $100,000 
to commence this work, a work recommended by the local engineers 
and indorsed by the consulting board of engineers appointed by your 
authority. 

Sirs, from my personal knowledge I know there is no more impor 
tant work being prosecuted by the Government than the work contem 
plated by my amendment, or that would result in greater benelits. 1 
see my time has expired. Permit me to say that I hope this commit 
tee will adopt this amendment, and let the engineers enter upon this 
improvement by preparing material and making such other preparations 
as may be necessary to a rapid prosecution of the work when the chan 
nel through the bar may be found in the most favorable condition for 
the work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on Mr. Berry's amendment, it was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 217 and 21%, as follows: 


Improving Cheesequake’s Creek, New Jersey: 
$7,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is recognized. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I suppose I am to do what no other 
member of the House has done or will do. I move to strike out of this 
bill appropriations for my own State. I do so because I do not think 
these works are for the interest of the commerce of the country, or are 
a national improvement. I willsend up my amendment, and I propose 
to give my reasons for moving to strike out this part of the bill 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows 


Strike out lines 217 to 224, inclusive, as follows 


Continuing improvement, 


I move to strike out those lines. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [| Mr. JONES] 





“Improving Cheesequake’s Creek, New Jersey: Continuing improvement 
$7,000. 
“Improving Elizabeth River, New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $5,000 


| “Improving Mattawan Creek, New Jersey 
| “Improving Mantua Creek, New Jersey: 


| Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. 


Continuing improvement, =4,000 
Continuing improvement, 000." 
The first appropriation I wish to strike 

out is for improving Cheesequake’s Creek. [Laughter.] I believe on 
| that creek there are a couple of brick-yards and perhaps a clay pit 

{ Laughter. ] 

The next is for improving Elizabeth River 


and that furnishes the 
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main reason why I get up here to oppose this. I see the report of the 
enginecrs states that there are 19,000 tons of commerce on that river. 
I have lived on that river for thirty years—— 

Mr. ROSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Several MEMBERS. Do not yield. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I had a factory on that river for five 
years; and I have known the riverfor thirty years. There has not been 
a sloop or sail-vessel up that river for thirty years, and there will not 
be for thirty years more. The tonnage on that river is all on the first 
fifteen rods of it. 

Mr. COBB. I want to ask the gentleman whether the Committee on 
Commerce were not mistaken in putting this into the bill? 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. That is the very thing I am talking 
about. I do not believe the Committee on Commerce would have done 
anything wrong had they known it. Now, this report of the engineers 
gives the tonnage on that river as 20,000 tons, or about that. The ton- 
nage of the river, as I have said, is all on the first fifteen rods of it. 
There is a wharf at the mouth of the river; and there has not for thirty 
years been a load two miles up the river. 

That river runs up into the center of the city of Elizabeth. The 
upper end of it isdammed, and that is used for the supply of water to the 
city of Elizabeth; and all the water that goes into the river or nearly 
all of it, has to pass the houses and through the sewers into this river. 

One object I have in making this statement and in opposing these 
items is to suggest that if the Committee on Commerce have been de- 
eeived on this particular paragraph, for these particular appropriations, 
they may have been deceived all the way through. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Undoubtedly. 

{Ifere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. Asamember of the committee reporting this bill, I de- 
sire to say that the Committee on Commerce, after having their atten- 
tion called to Cheesequake’s Creek so many times through the public 
press, gave this matter their careful attention. 

We examined the reports of the Engineers’ Department. Natur- 
ally we had a prejudice against the name of Cheesequake’s Creek. It 
has an unfortunate name, Iadmit. But whatare the facts? I wasin 
hopes that my friend from New Jersey [Mr. JoNEs], whom I esteem 
very highly, would have been enabled to enlighten this House upon 
the question of the commerce of that creek, as they call it; it is atidal 
stream. 

The statistics show that there were 40,000 tons of sand shipped out 
of that creek of the value of $80,000; that there were shipped 18,000 
tons of pottery clay, of the value of $3 a ton, or $54,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. PAGE. I amreading from the report of the Engineers Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not find anything like that in it. 

Mr. PAGE. Icannothelpthat. There were also shipped 4,000 tons 
of hay, which, at $12 a ton, was worth $48,000; of fertilizers, 37,500 
tons, at $2 a ton, $75,000; of wood, 1,000 cords, at $4 a cord; of ashes, 


10,000 bushels; of lime, 5,000 bushels; of oysters, 2,300 bushels; of | 


farm products, $300,000, and of general merchandise $100,000, making 
in all $670,000 worth of produce that goes out of Cheesequake’s Creek 


eve year, 

Mr. REED. Which end of it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not care if it goes out of both ends. I will sub- 
mit to my friend from Maine [Mr. RreEp] that he can now move for a 
eommittee of investigation to tind out which end of the creek this com- 
merce goes out. 

So far as the Committee on Commerce is concerned, I desire to say 
now that while the committee once struck this out they afterward put it 
back again, because they believed that the engineer’s reports and the facts 
and statistics stated in them justified them in making this small ap- 
propriation for this river with an unfortunate name. It is a creek, 
but it is a tidal creek; and as I have shown out of it comes thousands 
of tons of commerce every year. It is a creek, not in the sense in which 
we denominate the small streams and creeks of the mountain in the 
Northern States; but is a tidal stream. It is true that at low tide the 
water is shallow; but at high tide there goes out of it commerce enough 
to justify this appropriation. 

Now, I submit the matter to the candid judgment of every man who 
will read the statistics upon the subject. I ask this committee not to 
be carried away by any cry of newspapers or any false pretensions 
against this creek because it happens to have an unfortunate name. 

Before I conclude I want to state the number of vessels that sail in 
and out of this creek: Of sloops 152, of schooners 30, of barges 146, and 
of steam-vessels 222. That is the creek, Cheesequake’s Creek, that 
everybody says is so insignificant that it ought not to be included in a 
river and harbor bill. I only know what the report of the engineers 
says, and I only desire to put the committee right on this question. 

Mr. ~ weg of New Jersey, addressed the committee. [See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to put aquestion to my friend who 
has just taken his seat. The papers of this country have howled down 
this Congress as if we were the consorts of thieves in the matter of this 
river and harbor bill. If any member of the House hasconnived at se- 





curing an appropriation for a pond or a creek which has no commerce 
and has thus practiced an imposition upon this House we ought to know 
it. Ifany gentleman rises in his place to bear testimony here it should 
have some relation to the truth in order that the lightning may not bear 
all over this country statements made as if upon personal knowledor 
which are as far from the truth as Dives from the court of Heaven. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, again addressed the committee. [See 
Appendix. } : 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend }) 
striking out the last word. My object in this matter, as I have sai 
is not to antagonize this committee, but to show to this House and the 
country the operations of this board of engineers. It is asked where 
the commerce of this river is. Now, a river may have a very good 
mouth; the first ten or fifteen rods of the river may be navigable and 
may be better than the sound adjoining, which is the case with Eliza- 
beth River; and there may bea nicedockage. There may be, as is the 
case with Elizabeth River, a railroad connection, fora spur to the New 
Jersey Central Railroad runs to this point. 

Mr. DAWES. That is to say there is a good harbor. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. There is a good harbor, and a good 
dockage. There is a rolling-millright there. There is, or was, a large 
spoke factory there; I had the spoke factory myself for five years. | 
know what I am talking about, and I never saw a vessel run up the river 
in my life. Iam stating this matter just asit is. I would not willingly 
antagonize a city within five miles of my ownresidence. I am making 
a good many enemies in doing it; but, gentlemen, I am not here for 
any individual enterprise. I am here for the good of the country, the 
whole country. I do not care anything about any individuals or any 
local enterprise. 

My colleague has stated to the House that there is on that river a ton- 
nage of so much sand, so much brick, &c. I know that there area 
couple of brick-yards, a sand-pit, and a clay-pit. Now, is this improve- 
ment a local benefit or is it a public benefit? If itis a public benefit I 
want a railroad constructed from the Pennsylvania Railroad to my fac- 
tory, because I have a factory there and have to do all the cartage by 
teams. Ifthe Government is todredge this river and dredge the Cheese- 
quake’s and the Morris River and all the other rivers there for the sake 
of a few individuals living there I say let the Government come in and 
build railroads for the benefit of private individuals. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. We did that once. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. Then it ought to be done again. 
was right then, or if it was once right, it is right all the time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want you to understand me as antago- 
nizing the Committee on Commerce, but I am antagonizing the bill, 
and I am going to voteagainst it. [Laughter.] I was not well enough 
to be here last year and vote in the last Congress on this bill, because 
I was sick; and I was cursed for being sick. [Laughter.] Now I am 
here and I am going to show my constituents what I would have done 
had I been here last year. I intend to vote against the bill. [Laughter 
and applause. } 

Mr. HARDENBERGH was recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. What gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey on the right 
(Mr. HARDENBERGH. } 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Chairman, I risesimply for the purpose 
of asking a question of this committee in connection with the passage 
of this bill, or of my colleague, who, I presume, can answer it. 

Now, in all the sessions of Congress during which I have beenamem- 
ber, I have never yet voted for a river and harbor appropriation bill; 
and I did not vote for them simply because I objected to the amount 
appropriated for that purpose. But this I do know, sir, that New Jer- 
sey in all of her history has received but very little favor so far as her 
internal improvements are concerned from the General Government 
of the United States. It has been exceedingly seldom that her repre- 
sentatives here have ever asked for one single dollar from the National 
Government for the improvement of her streams or the benefit of her 
commerce. But the question that I want to ask to-night as a repre- 
sentative of that State is this—and let us deal with it, gentlemen of 
the committee, as a plain, practical, common-sense question. It is not 
a question of the improvement of dry water-ways or the building up 
of disused harbors. The question which I wish to present is one that 
goes further than that. It is one of common, business intelligence, 
and of the proper management of such affairs. It is not whether it isan 

ropriation for local improvements or local purposes, but the ques- 
tion is how far in so appropriating money we are justified by the rela- 
tions that our State bears to the Co and to the country. The 
question therefore that I desire to ask this committee is simply this: 
In all these improvements, Mr. Chairman—improving Cheesequake’s 
Creek, New Jersey (continuing improvement), $7,000; improving 
Elizabeth River, New Jersey (continuing improvement), $5,000; im- 
roving Mattawan Creek, New Jersey (continuing improvement), 

,000; improving Mantua Creek, New Jersey (continuing improve- 


If it 
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ment), $3,000—the Government has spent, as near as I can understand 
it, somewhere between fifty and sixty thousand collars toward the im- 
provements which I have thus specified, that is toward rendering these 


| 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I have what he says. On the Ist of July, 
1881, the amount available was $24,000. The amount appropriated by 
the act of 1882 was $15,000, making $39,000. The amount estimated for 


streams navigable, toward making them tributary to the commerce and | completion of the existing project is $55,000. The amount that could 


e benefit, if you please, of the State of New Jersey as she stands 
= be orm to the commerce of the United States. 


be profitably expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, is $20,000. 
What for? Fora little loca) improvement never recommended. It 


Now, when these improvements have been commenced, where they | any gentleman of the committee will tell us this was ever recommended 
? 


have been made in part, whatI desire to ask this committee is whether 


they should be continued, not whether there is necessity for them. | 


I have nothing to say upon that subject. They are not in the limitsof 


my district, and I leave that question to the representative of that 


district. But tell me, gentlemen, what is to be done with the money 
that has been expended already by the Government upon them? It 
they have been rendered navigable in part will you leave the money 
of the United States there expended useless, idle, and lost, or will you 
by a simple continuance of the small amounts of appropriation required 
proceed to render that money which you have already expended of serv- 
ice to the people and to the country by making these streams naviga- 
ble and completing the purposes of the improvements? That is the 
only question I have to ask, and the only one that the State of New 
Jersey asks this Committee of the Whole and this Congress to consider. 
It is a plain business question. Will you throw away the money that 
has been already expended? Has it been used improperly? Is any 
farther expenditure impracticable? If so drop it at once. But when 
you are asked to spend for that whole State a few thousand dollars to 
render useful the improvements you have already begun there, and to 
save the money that has been already put into these improvements, it 
is your duty not to throw aside the money that you have already ex- 
pended, but to render it valuable for commercial purposes. In a sense 
of justice and right I ask you not to throw aside and waste the money 
that has been spent there, and if there be this addition made to the 
works already begun and commerce can be made practicable thereby, 
I ask in the name of New Jersey now that you will not stop the work 


but allow it to proceed. We want no special favors; we only ask this 
in a sense of justice. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to ascertain if the committee can not come to 
some understanding as to the length of time this matter is to be dis- 
cussed. I hope we can have a vote at once; if not I shall be compelled 
to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon this amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to strike out the last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not now in order; there are already two 
amendments pending. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Who moved the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [I hope he will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. I withdraw the amendment which I 
offered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not wish to detain the House three minutes. I only desire to 
say what I should have said perhaps when I was on my feet before, that 
I am willing to strike out any item in this bill which is not properly 
placed there. 

But I want to suggest to the House and to the country that this com- 
mittee has but two sources of information. One is through the channel 
fixed and authorized by law to bring that information. That is the 
reportof the board of engineers having charge of these works. If officers 
falsify, if they bear incorrect testimony, they should be dealt with. 

Another source of information is the member in whose district the 
work is proposed. If he deals unfairly with the House and with the 
country, upon his head ought to fall the responsibility. 

These are all questions which should be discussed, and with care 
and candor. They are not propositions to be made light of in any re- 
spect. The House has acted up to its conception of what was right 
and proper in the light of the information it gets. Now let the men 
who have these improvements recommended in their various districts 
show to the House that the engineer’s report is wrong, that the pro- 
posed improvement is one that ought not to be made, and this House 
will now, as it would have done at the last session, be swift to vote it 
out; because there is no man who knows enough to go in out of the 
rain but knows that the members of this Congress or any other Con- 
fess can not have any interest apart from the general public in these 
improvements which are carried on under the supervision of the War 

ment and under the control of the engineers of that Depart- 
ment. All I ask is that the House may be fairly dealt with by mem- 


by engineers, and by the sources from whence we derive our in- | 


formation and upon which we are compelled to act. And I say to my 
friend from New Jersey that if it is true as he says that these are un- 
worthy projects, I, and I am sure every man on this floor, will be switt 
to vote them out. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not find in these estimates or recom- 
mendations any recommendation of this Cheesequake’s business. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Here is what the Secretary of War says. 


| 





I wish to know it. 

Mr. HORR. It was. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I can not find it. There is no authority 
for theimprovement. There isnot one recommendation of it. All that 
is said is that the commerce is $110,000 perannum; that it is estimated 
by interested parties at $110,000. 

Mr. HORR. You have not the original report on which the work 
was commenced. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have the original report. 

The amount of commerce on Cheesequake’s Creek 
terested at $110,000 per annum 

Mr. HORR. That is not the report on which the work commenced. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ifthe gentleman trom New York will turn to 
page 680 he will find that the Chief of Engineers recommends it 

Mr. COX, of New York. If I can not make the point as to the par- 


It states this 


is estimated by parties in 


| ticular thing, I make the general point, on which I stand always on 


these appropriations, that whereas Ohio made her canals by her own 
money; whereas Maryland made her canals by her own money; whereas 
New York made her canals with her own cash, and made them free by 
taxing her own people, we are called on now in the afternoon of the 
nineteenth century by the Federal Government to add taxes on taxes to 
gratify a few men, parties interested in certain creeks and harbors en- 
tirely local. We are against thaton principle. Weare against that in 
detail. We fight it from now totheend. If wedo not succeed now we 
will in the next Congress, when Democrats will have a majority and 
old State rights principles will prevail. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. I will answer the gentieman’s ques 
tion now about the recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Irenewit. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. JONES] whether these works are in his Congressional 
district ? 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. No, sir 

Mr. WASHBURN. I supposed when the gentleman arose in his 
seat with the impressive manner in which he did, and made his state 
ment, that these works were in his district. But it seems that his patri 
otic sacrifice is very much of the same character as that of Artemus 
Ward, who was willing to ‘‘ sacrifice all his wife’s relations.”’ He did 
not propose to go to the war himself, but he was willing to sacrifice his 
wife’s relations. That seems to be the case with the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Now, sir, there has been in the past year a systematic eflort in many 
quarters to blackguard the river and harbor bill and the great internal 
improvements provided for by it out of existénce. This attempt was 
initiated in the city of New York. All this clamor about the river and 
harbor improvements, all this loose talk about creeks and macadamized 
streams, has been in the nature of a diversion and cover for the real mo- 
tives of those who have opposed any river and harbor bill. 

The people of the city of New York, as voiced by the press of that 
city, do not wish to see the great Mississippi River improved; that is 
the real difficulty. These great improvements that are opening up the 
channels of commerce of the West, affording competition as against the 
trunk lines of railroads leading to New York city, are what they fear; 
but they seek to divert the attention of the country from their real 
motives by claqoring about Cheesequake’s and trout streams, fearing 
that these improvements will divert the commerce of the country from 
the city of New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ideny that statement; it is incorrect. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And I am surprised that the gentleman repre 
senting that great metropolis of this country-—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I deny that statement. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Nevertheless it is true. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘‘Actions speak louder than words.’’ But I 
rose merely to ask the committee not to be diverted from this great 
question, not to be bulldozed and blackguarded into refusing to make 
these great improvements for the development of the country, for the 
opening up of its great channels of trade, and for affording means to re 
lieve the commerce of the country from the arbitrary exactions of the 
railroads. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I ask if we can not have an agreement now to take a 
vote on this amendment? We have been discussing it for three-quar- 
ters of an hour. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from California asks consent that 
a vote be taken on the pending amendment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
orado rise ? 

Mr. VAN VOORIHIIS. 
to act in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is not in order, 
and will take his seat. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELForp]. 

Mr. BELFORD. A few years ago—and I hope I may obtain the at- 
tention of the committee—my distinguished and eloquent and lovable 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox] made a speech in this House denounc- 
ing an appropriation that was contained in a river and harbor bill in 
reference to a creek called Kiskiminitas. He will float down the an- 
nals of time with the name of that creek—Kiskiminitas. [Laughter.] 

And yet it is a fact that in the first session of the first Congress that 
assembled under the Constitution, Madison and the fathers of the Re- 
public discussed and debated the propriety of locating the national capi- 
tal on that creek because it was a navigable stream. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What State is it in? 

Mr. BELFORD. It is in the State of Pennsylvania, the State of my 
birth, by whose interests I always stand. [Great laughter. ] 

Now, in the five minutes allotted to me I desire to call the attention 
of the committee and of the country to one fact. The Democracy have 
always controlled the South, and you men of the South have always 
stood by the Democratic party; yet the members of the Democratic 
party have dcnounced the propriety of improving your rivers and har- 
bors, and of making appropriations to put you on your feet. 

When in the last session of Congress the Republican party, that has 
been aspersed and derided and assailed, came forward and said, We have 
$150,000,000 of surplus revenue in the Treasury of the United States, 
and we will contribute from that surplus to put the South on its feet, 
you Democrats railed and bedeviled and attempted to disgrace us 
throughout this whole Republic. [Great laughter. ] 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). That is not so. 

Mr. BELFORD. Thatistrue. I say that I was in favor of that 
river and harbor bill because this is our whole country, from the North 
to the South, from the East to the West. 

A Member. Repeat that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Our whole country, from the North to the South, 
from the East to the West. God has blessed the South with a beauti- 
ful climate, with a fertile soil, with magnificent rivers on whose bosoms 
can float the commerce of this continent, 

Now, I hope that the Republican party in the expiring hours of this 
Congress will have the courage to make these appropriations to the end 
that our whole country may be made grand and magnificent, that we 
may teach the South that it is a part of our country, and that she will 
not again err as she did of old. 

Mr. BERRY. Amen! [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. PAGE. Now I hope that we may have a vote on the pending 
amendment. I move thatthe committee rise forthe purpose of limiting 
debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accorlingly rose; and Mr. CALKINS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that when the House again resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the 
river and harbor appropriation bill all debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto shall be limifed to two minutes. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Say one minute. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to make it twenty minutes. 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no gentleman 
until the House shall come to order. [After a pause.] The gentle- 
man from California, the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
moves that when the House again resolves itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill all debate on the pending para- 
graph and all amendments thereto shall be limited to two minutes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to amend so as to make it fifteen 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Pacer], to limit debate to two minutes. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes had it. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I call for a division on the last vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman state that he rose 
in time and called for a division ? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I cerwainly did. 
my motion. 


For what purpose does the gentleman from Col- 


I demand fair play. You were not put there 


I tried to get a division on 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the question will beagain taken. 

The House divided upon the motion of Mr. PAGE to limit debate tg 
two minutes; and there were—ayes 146, noes 2. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a quorum voting. 

Mr. HAZELTON (to Mr. VAN VooruIs). You voted yourself, and 
that made up the quorum. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to limit debate is agreed to, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I could not understand what the Speaker 
said. I supposed no quorum voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum did vote. 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on thestate of the Union for the further consideration 
of the river and harbor bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PAGE, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair, 
and resumed the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PAGE obtained the floor and said: I yield my two minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want only two minutes to respond to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELForD.] That gentleman has made 
a very eloquent speech in favor of improving the navigation of our 
rivers. I know that all the navigation he cares for in Colorado or else- 
where is by artesian wells. [Laughter.] If he will only offer an 
amendment to strike out ‘‘ Cheesequake’s’’ and putin ‘‘artesian wells,” 
we will bore for him. [Laughter.] I do not see my friend from Col- 
orado here. 

Mr. Chairman, I never in my life saw such a reductio ad adsurdum as 
this proposition made here to-night about Cheesequake’s. The gentle- 
man from Colorado, a State where there is never any water—for [ have 
been there, and have drank with the gentleman on the top of a stage- 
coach—— 

A MEMBER. Drank what? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to commit myself on that 
subject. In the Ohio Valley there is ‘‘ water, water, everywhere, but 
not a drop to drink.’’ In Colorado there is no water—only whisky, 
whisky everywhere. 

I want to say to my friend from Colorado that I am proud to see him 
here making one more speech, although, asit appears, he represents Penn- 
sylvania. Iam furnished with aquotationfrom Macauley which fits his 
case: 


[ Laughter. ] 


We knew his purple vestment, 
We knew his crest of flame ; 
So even comes Jimminicas 
Of Colorado fame. 

{ Laughter. ] : 

The pro forma amendment being withdrawn, the question recurred 
on the amendment of Mr. JonEs, of New Jersey, to strike out lines 
217 to 224. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 57, noes 77. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Tellers wereordered; and Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, and Mr. JONEs, 
of New Jersey, were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, 
noes 102. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. . 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out lines 217 and 218, contain- 
ing the appropriation for the improvement of Cheesequake’s Creek. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I ask to have read a few lines from the report 
of the Secretary of War in relation to Cheesequake’s Creek. . 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, 
there were—ayes 11, noes 70. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. ANDERSON were ap- 
inted. 

Mr. ANDERSON (during the count by tellers) said: If the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. PAGE] will agree to give us a vote in the 
House on this proposition, I will withdraw the point in regard to a 


uorum. 

: Mr. PAGE. I can not do it; the rules do not allow it. 
Thecommittee having divided, the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 106. 
So the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The Clerk, I 
understand, read last lines 217 and 218 relating to Cheesequake’s Creek; 
he had not read the line relating to Elizabeth River and Mattawan 
Creek and Mantua Creek. 

Mr. WILSON. Oh, yes, he had. 

Mr. ANDERSON. They have not been read. 

Mr. DUNN. A motion has been voted down to strike them out. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I propose, when we reach Mattawan Creek, to 
make a motion to strike out that appropriation. My parliamentary 
inquiry is, whether that will not be debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Pound). The Chair will answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry by directing the Clerk to read, commencing with line 219. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

i i New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Siesta: bow Jenny: Continuing {mprovement, $4,000, 

Mr. ANDERSON. NowI move to strike out the clause in regard 
to Mattawan Creek; and I claim that the motion is debatable. 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate was limited upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. JoNEs] to including these lines. 

Mr. ANDERSON. These lines were not before the committee. 

Mr. PAGE. Debate was closed upon these four paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to close debate included these lines. 
The point of order was not made that they had not been read, and it is 
too late to raise that point now. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. That the motion of the gentleman trom New 
Jersey was to strike out down to and including line 224. The point 
was not made that these lines had not been read by the Clerk. The 
motion made by the gentleman from California to limit debate to two 
minutes included these two lines. 

Mr. ANDERSON. My point is that debate could not be closed on 
lines which had not been read and were not before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair very distinctly stated they were in- 
cluded inthe motion of the gentleman trom New Jersey, and no point of 
order having been made, these lines were not read, and therefore it is 
now too late to raise that point. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The motion was to limit the debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is a fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Iappeal to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. PAGE. My intention was to limit debate on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey covering the four paragraphsand all amend- 
ments thereto. [Cries of *‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. ANDERSON’S motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Passaic River, New Jersey : From Pennsylvania Railroad bridge to 
mouth of river, $15,000. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS.. I move to strike out that paragraph. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH] stated that the newspapers 
have been talkingaboutthis bill. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
WASHBURN] said they had been blackguarded about this bill every- 
where. Now, I have sought the floor in order that it might be seen 
who are the blackguards. 

In the first place, I suppose the gentleman from Minnesota would 
place the President of the United States in that category; and, in the 
second place, that he would place the Secretary of War in the same 
category. I ask the Clerk to read anextract from the letter of the See- 
retary of War. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IMPROVING CHEESEQUAKE’S CREEK, NEW JERSEY. 
as ca csi dapaminb pneabentcncneuesesuenes 

The purpose of this appropriation is to improve about three miles of creek by 
such dredging operations as will secure a navigable channel four feet deep and 
one hundred feet wide as far back as Whitehead. 

The reportof the Chief of Engineers showsthat the original condition of the 
channel from the bar or jetty at the mouth gives a depth of one foot at mean low 
water for about three-fourths of the length to be improved, and for the remain- 
ing portion a depth of from four feet to one and one-half feet at low water. The 
course of the creek is very crooked and requires to be straightened. 

The project is a change of the outlet into a direction at right angles to the 
beach, to sustain this direction by jetties of stone, and to straighten the course 
of the creek and increase its depth in the upper portions. 


The official reports furnish no definite information as to the amount of com- 
merce to be benefited. 


. $15,000 





Balance in Treasury July 1, 1882.................. | SIE ROPEEEO SS ee . $24,000 

Appropriated act August 2, 1882 15, 000 

wn on requisition, July 1 to December 31, 1882 ................. 15, 000 
IMPROVING MATTAWAN CREEK, NEW JERSEY. 

Continuing improvement.....................0:ssscrcecssssesereesess $5, 000 


From the report of the local engincer it would appear that the object of this 

improvement is to increase local developments, 

he present commerce is small, but he states that ‘ by the proposed enlarge- 
ment of the channel-way and increased facility for shipping goods it is computed 
that there would be a growth in the commerce of from one-third to one-half, 
and that a large portion of Monmouth County would be benefited. Manufac- 
turers would also be induced to locate there, as inquiries have already been 
made as to whether the creek is easy of access by water.” 
Balance in Treasury July 1, 1882..................s:sssesssseseeeeesees 
Appropriated act August 2, I882..0.0.00.00.0.cccccccccssesceeeeens ‘ 

Wn on requisition, July 1 to December 31, 1882..........0....0000.... 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I withdraw my amendmeMt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Woodbridge Creek, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $1,000, 


Mr. ANDERSON. 


. 6,000 
6, 000 


I move tostrike that out. Now, Mr. Chairman, 


while I have confidence, as we all have in any bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and while I still have that confidence in the 
members of the committee, nevertheless, I am frank to say my hope 


pen shattered somewhat and my heart is bruised and bleeding; | 


and 


sir, it seems they have been relying on the report of the engineers 
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and yet from what has been stated by the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. Jonrs], who is personally familiar with Cheesequake’s Creek and 
Mattawan Creek, who is pertectly familiar with this quartet of New 
Jersey creeks, which the committee has refused to strike out, that the 
committee has been misled by false information. He presented the 
case so clear I conclude the Committee of the Whole will be willing 
at least to strike out this particular appropriation. 

There is no use talking about it, Mr. Chairman, but under the cit 
cumstances gentlemen can not justify their action before the country. 
They may think they can, but they will be unable to do so, be« 
the country will never believe that Cheesequake’s Creek is a 
national highway. 

I have the largest confidence in the judgment of my friend from Cali 
fornia, butin this matter it seems to me they have been misled by these 
engineers, and if so the whole foundation upon which I have rested my 
hope and vote in regard to the several appropriations as to creeks and 
other things scattered through this bill is gone. 

Now, I should like to know something about Woodbridge Creek. 

Mr. PAGE ‘Time is the essence of this bill and of future legisla- 
tion, and while I am aware that these motions on the part of the gen- 
tlemen come from the best motives, I feel if time is unnecessarily taken 
up in the diseussion it will prevent the passage of this or any other bill. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!"’ 

Mr. ANDERSON. It would be quite as we lLif the committee could 
have found time when it presented this bill to have given us some in 
formation on the subject. 

Mr. PAGE. Has not the 

The CHAIRMAN. Not entirely. 

Mr. ANDERSON Ifere in the last week of the session we have had 
put before us these appropriations for Cheesequake’s Creek and the other 
creeks of the New Jerscy quartet. Now comes Woodbridge Creek, and 
I want to know something about it so I can vote intelligently on the 
subject. 


vreat 


yventleman’s time expired 


Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. Let me r the gentleman 

Mr. ANDERSON. It may be all right, but I do not think my triend 
should insist upon denying to us the right to call for information when 
this bill is forced upon our attention, when this House ought to be deal- 


ing with the reduction of the tariff and other great matters atlecting 


ausWw 


the people, instead of having this strainer full of holes on the river and 
harbor bill. [Laughter and applause. ] 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I would refer the gentleman to the engineer's report 


and to the letter of the Secretary of War in reference to this question 
That will give him all the information upon the subject that I think 
he could demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isonagreeing to the mx 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was not agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 
_ Improving Delaware River below Bridesburgh, 
Improvement, 290,000, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Imovetostrikeout ‘‘ ninety ’’ and insert ‘*‘ forty 
I want to get some information upon this subject. 

Mr. WARD. I think I ean explain to the satisfaction of the gentl 
man the necessity for this. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. PAGE. Let the gentleman examine the engineer’s report, which 
will show. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the motion 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tio? 
MIO 


Pennsylvania: Continuir 


Improving Mispillion Creek, Delaware : Cont rvement, $1,500 


Mr. ANDERSON. Now I move to strike out that paragraph. I 
want to draw the line somewhere on these little creeks. I want to have 
some explanation as to the necessity for the improvement of thisstream, 
Where is it? 

Mr. WARD. 
River. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WARD. Yes; 

Mr. ANDERSON. Of what? 

Mr. WARD. Commerce. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Where from? 

Mr. WARD. All the world. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike that out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire ¢ heard on the motion to strike « 
250 and 251. I find in the engincer’s report, the first volum« 
772, that the exports from this creek, Mispillion Creek, Delaware, for 
which an appropriation of $1,500 is appropriated in this bill, are stated 


inauaingy binapr 


It is not a creck, it is Delaware 


s really a part of the 
Has it any commerce? 
that river has $74,000,000 


Ye ut lines 


. nace 
» Per 





the statements which have been made by the Secretary of War, | 


in full. This is another one of these little creeks and isa very conven- 
ient place to put a few thousand dollars into for some purposs 

Mr. ONEILL. It is about four hundred feet wide. 

Mr. WHITE. I find the exports from that creek were white « 
timber, 500,000 feet; railroad ties, 30,000; wood, 5,000 cords 
690 tons: wheat, 100.000 bushels: 


1 
ah 


bark, 


wool, 5000 pounds 


shee psl ns, 





Py 
ae 
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7,000; hides, 30,000; canned fruits, 54,000. The imports are about 
1,000 tons of fertilizers; 2,000 tons of coal, with merchandise of vari- 
ous kinds to the value of $100,000. A little creek over there on the 
coast of Delaware, and yet here is this great Government expending 
money for its improvement. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the original plan—however, in reference to this 
creek Lshould say in the first instance that it was discovered in 1881, 
on the 3d day of March, by a Democratic Congress. It was never 
heard of before, although Delaware has been in this Union a long time. 
This little creek was never discovered until the time that party got 
into power, as I have said,-in 1881. During this time a channel forty 
to fifty feet wide six feet deep at low water and nine hundred and fifty 
yards long was made through ‘‘ MushpotShoals.’’ For the completion 
of the original project which was for six feet of water navigation from 
the mouth of the creek $3,500 was estimated to be required. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thetimeofthegentleman from Kentucky has ex- 
pired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot entertain that motion now. 

Mr. ANDERSON, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Irenewit. I desire to say that the original plan it 
was estimated required $3,500 to completethe work. Now, that being 
the case, why does pot the committee put that sum in the bill and com- 
plete the project at once and get rid of this little creek for the future? 
I will tell you why it is not done. In thisreport, page 121, itis said an 
available entrance depth of four feetat mean low water would cost about 
$55,000, and adepth of three feetat mean low water would cost $49,000. 
The intention here, then, is to hold this over untilnext winter, when a 
Democratic Congress comes in here, and they will appropriate $10,000 
or $20,000 to finish it. But, further, by this second plan it has been 
discovered you can reach an oyster-bed or a tadpole-pond by having 
three feet at mean low water, or four feet, at a cost of $59,000. But 
after a while it will be discovered that by having five feet at mean low 
water, and then six feet at mean low water, we can do so and so and 
get to some other point, and appropriations will not diminish for this 
stream. 
| I desire to call the attention of this committee to the fact that this 
country is being taxed by a system of internal taxation that is exceed- 
ingly onerous # the people. This Congress is about to expire, and 
nothing has been done to take these internal-revenue taxes from the 

people. We sit here and propose to peddJe out little sums to these im- 
practicable creeks, not to make a sweeping bill, not to satisfy the whole 
country, but simply enough to carry the bill through and so to mollify 
the metropolitan press. 

I say, sir, we had better vote down this bill, we had better adjourn 
and do nothing, than pass this bill and leave the taxes on tobacco where 
they are, on bank checks where they are, and on other matters that are 
now taxed. All internal taxes, I should say, except on whisky, should 
be repealed. 

If we are gojng to have this system of peddling out the money and 
leaving those taxes, the Republican party will have another load to carry 


at the next election. I would like to seethem delivered from it. They 


are making a mistake. The President has pointed out the way. He 
says, ‘‘ Repeal all the taxes on tobacco; let your river and harbor bill 
alone; you appropriated more money last year than we know what to 
do with.”’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 252 and 253, as follows: 

Constructing pier in Delaware Bay, near Lewes, Delaware: Continuing con- 
struction, $2,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by striking out the lines just 
read. 

I have looked in the estimates of the engineers and can find no ref- 
erence to this amendment whatever. I would like gentlemen either to 
explain why the item is in this bill or else to strike it out. There is 
nothing in the reports of the engineers to sustain it. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 257 and 258, as follows: 

Improving Corsica Creek, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike outthe lines just read. I would 
like to get a little information about this item. I would like to know 
how many thousand tons of importations from the other continents enter 
at this port. 

' Mr. PAGE. The gentleman will find the information he desires on 
page 844 of the report of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman has it before him; let him read it. 

Mr. PAGE. I have not time to read it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I am waiting for information. I am asked to 
vote $5,000 for the improvement of that creek, and I want to know some- 
thing about it. Furthermore, I question whether I am properly dis- 
charging my duty in permitting this House to vote millions of money 
without a quorum. 








Mr. PAGE. I read this from the engineer’s report: 


There is a good shipping business done to and from this stream. At Centre. 
ville Landing there are good wharves and several large warehouses. It is stated 
on good authority that the shipments of grain amount to 300,000 bushels per an- 
num and are ereeaing. with tango quantities of shells, lime, and general mer- 
chandise freighted to the creek. 


I have not time to read it all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas insist on hig 
motion to strike out the paragraph? The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman to withdraw it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have not withdrawn it. I simply sat down 
desiring a vote to be taken. : 

The question being taken on Mr. ANDERSON’S amendment, it wag 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 269 and 270, as follows: 

Improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 


P Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk 


Mr. PAGE. Oh, don’t! 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. Yes, I must. This, I think, is an amend- 
ment to which the chairman of the committee will not object. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 270, insert the following: 

“On the plan for deepening the channel twenty-two feet at mean low tide.” 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I wish to say-—— 

Mr. PAGE. That does not involve any increase of expenditure. I 
have no objection to it. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. That is according to the report of the en- 


gineers. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I desire to be heard on the amendment. And 
first of all I call for order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I want to be able tohear the Chair and I want 
the Chairtohearme. There issuch confusion in the House that nothing 
can be heard. 

This amendment dictates to the engineers what they shall do. The 
War Department will carry on this improvement just as it has been 
carried on. It is not necessary tolimitit. Foraught I know this may 
change the entire character of the improvement. I think the amend- 
ment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I do not think it necessary to answer the 
gentleman. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 279 to 281, as follows: 

Pegeing Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to the fact that on page 24 of this bill the 
levying of tolls for operating the work is prohibited, and that the clause 
making an appropriation for the continuance of the work omits—acci- 
dentally, I have no doubt—the language of the bill of last year. 

Mr. PAGE. It was an oversight; that should have been inserted. 

Mr. KENNA. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


— 280, after the word “improvement,” insert “and operations of the 
work.” 

Mr. KENNA. Otherwise the navigation would be prohibited. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to offer a further amendment. I send it te 
the Clerk’s desk that it may be read, and upon that I desire to makea 
statement. 

Mr. PAGE. We have not reached your improvement yet. 

Mr. WILSON. Mine is not in this bill at all. [Langhter.] You 
never will reach it. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Insert after line 281 the following: 

“For continuing the improvement of the Little Kanawha River in West Vir- 
ginia to complete lock and dam as estimated for by engineers, $31,000: Pro- 
vided, That no of this amount shall be expended until the Little Kanawha 
Improvement Company shall have filed with the Secretary of War its agree- 
provided further, That this appropriation shall be in lieu of the $31,000 appropri 
ated for A work by the ye of Congress. : — 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to get the attention of the Committee on 
Commerce and more particularly that of the chairman of that com- 
mittee. At the last session of Congress an appropriation was made of 
$31,000 for the impgovement of this river. The Senate inserted the pro- 
vision which I have just sent to the Clerk’s desk. That amendment 

the Senate. ‘The bill afterward went to a committee of confer- 
eiice, and I have the word of the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce that he failed to find that amendment as written, and gave it 
from his recollection, appropriating $31,000; but in doing so he made 
a mistake and imposed conditions that the navigation company could 
not accept. 

The lower partof this mver has locksand dams upon it. The amend- 
ment of the committee of conference provided that no toll at all should 
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, upon an t+ of that river, when in point of fact the ob- 
py ri Senate Y soviaioe. was that no additional toll should be 
charged by reason of this improvement. 

The Government has already appropriated $50, 000 for this work, and 

31.000 more will complete it entirely. The $50,000 already appro- 
priated 
7 aclear mistake of the committee of conference. 
repeat what has been stated on the floor of this House so often that there 
js no part of the United States where there is more valuable timber, in 
proportion to area of country, than in that Little Kanawha section. I 
have before methe maps of West Virginia issued by the Census Bureau 
showing the timber regions of the State. There is a larger area of 
valuable timber and nearer water transportation in that section than 
in any other section that I know of. 

That timber goes eastward and westward, to New York and to New 
Orleans. A large amount of the hard wood is shipped all the way by 
rail to Baltimore, and from there it goes to Europe where it finds a 

sady sale. 

The the committee will give this $31,000, heretofore appropriated 
at the last session of Congress, so that it can be madeavailable. I have 
expressly provided in my amendment that it shall be in lieu of the 
$31,000 appropriated at the last session, and that no increased toll shall 
be charged because of this improvement by the existing improvement 
company of that river. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire toask a question of the gentleman who offers 
this amendment. I desire to know whether any money has beenalready 
expended to make this improvement, and whether at the last session of 
Congress any appropriation was made ? 

Mr. WILSON. Thirty-one thousand dollars was appropriated. 

Mr. WHITE. When? At the last session? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. For this improvement? 

Mr, WILSON. For thisimprovement. 
same money now; to utilize the $31,000 which was so appropriated, but 
the navigation company could not comply with the unreasonable re- 
quirement and agree to charge no toll on its locks and dams. It is 
willing to charge no additional toll on account of the improvement the 
Government may make. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to add only one word to what has been sub- 
mitted by my colleague [Mr. WILson.] The work in progress on the 
Little Kanawha River—and its commercial importance has never been 
denied on this floor—is of such a character that its discontinuance will 
necessarily cause an absolute loss to the Government of the money which 
has already been appropriated. If that work is not completed the money 
already appropriated will be lost entirely. The sum of $50,000 has been 
expended upon this river in the construction of locks and dams. The 
sum of $31,000 more, the amount necessary for the completion of this 
work, was appropriated at the last session of Congress, but with a con- 
dition which prevented its expenditure. 

Now, I submit to the House, and especially to the Committee on 
Commerce, that a modification of that condition, so far as to allow no 
tolls to be on that part of the river made available by virtue 


of this appropriation, ought under the circumstances to answer every | 


reasonable demand. 
the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to call attention to the provision in the 
appropriation bill of last year. It wasin this language: 

Provided, That no part of this amount shall be expended until the Little Ka- 


nawha Rapreveusens Company shall have filed with the Secretary of War, tobe 


approved by him, its agreement not to charge, in any manner, any tolls on the 
Little Kanawha River. es F 


I hope the amendment will be allowed to go into 


It will be seen that the proviso in the amendment now offered by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. W1Lson] changes very materially 
the character of the provision in the bill of last year. It puts before 
the House and before the country this proposition: that there shall be 
appropriated $81,000 of the money of the United States to aid a pri- 
vate corporation, the Little Kanawha Improvement Company, to carry 
on its work, 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that is most unjust; that there can 
be no proper claim that money should be appropriated out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to aid a private corporation, or that that cor- 
poration should be permitted to charge tolls upon this improvement. 
The sum of $81,000 is a large appropriation, and that is the entire cost 
of this improvement. - 

We are asked now, after having voted the public money for this im- 
(provement, to permit this private corporation to tax the public com- 
merece on this river; a most unjust and it seems to me iniquitous prop- 
sition. 

Many MemBeERs. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. KENN 


one that ought to have been submitted and determined by the House, 
and it was submitted when this work was undertaken. 





will be lost to the Government unless $31,000 more shall be | 


I will not | 


Isimply desire to apply that | 


A. I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from Iowa | 
(Mr. Heppurn], and it seems to be proper that I should do so, that 
the question which he raises and submits to the House at this time is 


Now, the sum of $50,000 has been expended upon this improv ement, 
and that amount will be entirely lost to the (jovernment unless the ad- 
ditional sum of $31,000, necessary to complete the work, shall be givem. 
I hope the House will not put itself in the attitude of exper ding 
$50,000 on this work uselessly and to no purpose. 

Mr. WILSON. One word. I desire to say to the gentleman that he 
| islaboring under a misapprehension. This question was discussed fully 

in Congress six years ago, and the appropriation was made with alfthe 
facts before it in an elaborate and ample report of the Secretary of War. 

It was agreed that the work should go on. When I read the clause 
which had been inserted in the bill I saw that there had been a mis- 
take, and so stated to the chairman of the committee, who told me that 
he had mislaid the Senate provision and had inserted the provision of 
| the bill from recollection, supposing it was given accurately. But it 

turned out that it was a mistake. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to inquire whether it is not necessary that 
the commerce of this river should pass through tolled locks in order te 
reach the portion now in question; and is there any limitation upon the 
tolls that this company may charge? Is it not true that, although a 
part of the navigation of the river is free, tolls may be charged without 
limitation upon the other portion? 

Mr. WILSON. There are limitations, strict limitations 

Mr. HEPBURN. What are they? Is the company limited in its 
charges? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
this matter. 

Mr. WILSON. To-day a proposition was made to appropriate money 
for a harbor in Michigan where there was, as I understand, a private 
corporation 

Mr. HORR. 
approaches it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

In conformity with the provisions of the river and harbor act of August 
2, 1882, no part of the appropriations therein made can be expended unté 
the Little Kanawha Improvement Company shall have filed an agreement 
not to charge in any manner any toll on the Little Kanawha River. This 
agreement has not yet been filed. Now, while these parties can charge 
toll the Government ought not to undertake to appropriate money for 
the improvement of the river. 

Mr. WILSON. I have explained that in regard to the provision of 
last year there was a mistake; the provision which was intended to be 
inserted was mislaid, and the provision of the bill as it became a law 
was inserted by the chairman of the committee under a misapprehen- 
sion. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILSON, there 

[Cries of ‘‘No quorum! ”’ 


were—ayes 11, noes 28. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. ] 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. The point of ‘‘no quorum’’ was made on the last 
amendment, before the Clerk commenced to read. I understand the 
| gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VoorHiIs] raised the point. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is capable of 
| speaking for himself. 
| Mr. ANDERSON. I move toamend by striking out in lines 230 and 
| 
| 


Debate is exhausted. 
T hope the chairman of the committee will explain 





No, sir; there is no such item in the bill, nor any that 








281 ‘*$120,000”’ and inserting ‘‘ $60,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. That clause has been passed. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But I rose to make this motion when the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia rose, and I addressed the Chair to the best 
of my ability. I rose in time. 

Mr. KENNA. [rise toapointof order. Isubmit that it is too late 
for the gentleman to make this motion. A gentleman can not sit in his 
seat pending a proposition and discussion here for an indefinite time, 
and then say that he rose in time. If he did rise in time, he should 
have enforced his rights at the time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But the amendment of the gentleman from West 
Virginia was to perfect the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
| is well taken, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON } is toe 
late. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $,000 

Mr. HUBBS. I move to amend the clause just read by striking 
| out ‘* $5,000’? and inserting ‘*$10,000.”’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 
| Mr.VANCE. I move toamend by inserting afterthe pending clause 
the following: 


Improving French Broad River, North Carolina: ¢ 
| above Smith's Bridge, $3,000. 


ontinuing impr 


y provement 


L appreciate the importance of not detaining the Committee of the 
Whole, but for some reason the Committee on Commerce has left out 
the provision for this river. The work is already begun on the French 
Broad, and about $35,000 have been spent in improving that river. It 
has been improved from the town of Brevard to Buck Shoals. Work 


has been ordered below the shoals, from Smith’s Bridge, at Asheville, 








3448 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 28, 





mear the railroad depot, to the shoals above. Now, if the Committee 
ef the Whole will agree to this appropriation of $3,000, it will enable 
us to go up to the shoals; and then we will be willing to wait another 
year before asking for money to enable us to go through the shoals. 

I think this work ought not to be abandoned. It isa modest amount. 
Task only $3,000; $38,000 have already been appropriated. I hope 
there will be no objection to the amount I ask. It will enable boats 
to cor®ect with the railroads at two points above Ashville, where there 
are enormous forests of walnut and locust. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. PAGE] interrupts me to say there is an amount 
of $5,000 already on hand. The gentleman is mistaken. There are 
only $3,800 of it on hand. I ask the small sum be given to a modest 
man for a modest country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILSON. I movetostrikeoutthe lastword. If the other side 
be disposed for partisan purposes to shape legislation in such a way as 
to aid and assist the destruction of any Democrat and to break down 
the Democratic party and to build up the Republican party, I have never 
seen a more clear instance of that kind than was exhibited a few mo- 
ments ago. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hearsno objection, and the pro forma 
amendment is withdrawn. 

The question recurred on Mr. VANCE’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 81. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Noquorum has voted. 

Mr. VANCE. Ido not make the point of no quorum myself, and I 
hope the gentleman from New York will not insist on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair recognizes the gentleman from North 
Carolina as having control of his own amendment, and the Clerk will 
proceed to read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I have made the point of no quorum, and I 
demand a vote. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw my amendment, to save further trouble. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. The Clerk has continued reading, although I have 
shouted at the top of my voice claiming the attention of the Chair. The 
Clerk began on line 292, and there is where we are now. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I wish the Clerk would be a little more de- 
liberate in his reading. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to move tostrike out, in lines 292and 293, the 
following words : 

ageoving Great Pedee River, South Carolina; Continuing improvement, 
, ), 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. We do not wish to put this thing through 
with lightning speed. We wish to know what is going on. [Laughter. ] 

A Member. You were struck with lightning last fall; enough to 
satisfy you. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to be heard on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 wish to read from the message of the President of 
the United States. [Laughter and applause]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for order. I wish to hear the President's 
message. 

Mr. WHITE. 
fojlows: 

But I renew the expression of my conviction that such rapid extinguishment 
ef the national indebtedness as is now taking place is by no means a cause for 
eongratulation; it is a cause rather for serious apprehension. 

[Cries of ‘ Vote!’’] 

Gentlemen do not seem to pay attention to this recommendation of 
the President. They did not pay attention to his advice last fall, and 
the gentleman from New York found it out to his sorrow. 

Let me proceed with the reading of the message of the President : 

It was made apparent in the course of the animated discussions which this 
— aroused at the last session of Congress that the policy of diminishing 


© revenue by reducing taxation commanded the general approval of the mem- 
bers of both Houses. 

I regret that because of conflicting views as to the best methods by which that 
policy should be made operative none of its benefits have as yet been reaped. 

In fulfillment of what on my constitutional duty, but with little hope that 
Ican make valuable contribution to this vexed question, I shall proceed to inti- 
mate briefly my own views in relation to it, 

Upon the showing of our financial condition atthe close of the last fiscal year, 
I felt justified in recommending to Congress the abolition of all internal-reve- 
nue taxes except those upon tobacco in its various forms, and upon distilled 
spirits and fermented liquors; and except also the special tax upon the manu- 

rers of and dealers in such articles. 

I venture now tosuggest that, unless it shall be ascertained that the probable 
expenditures of the Government for the coming year have been underestimated, 
all internal taxes, save those which relate to distilled spirits, can be prudently 


The President has told you in his annual message as 


——— ° 
Such a course, if accompanied by a simplification of the machinery of collec- 
tion, which would then be easy of accomplishment, might reasonably be ex- 
to result in diminishing the cost of such collection by at least two mill- 
and a half of dollars, and in the retirement from office of from fifteen hun- 
dred to two thousand persons, 

The system of excise duties has never commended itself to the favor of the 
American people, and has never been resorted to except for supplying deficiencies 
in the Treasury when, by reason of special exigencies, the duties on imports 
have proved inadequate forthe neéds of the Government. The sentiment ofthe 
eountry doubtless demands that the present excise tax shall be abolished as soon 
as such a course can be safely pursued. 





It seems to me, however, that, for various reasons, so swee 
the total abolition of internal taxes would for the present be an unwise step 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PAGE. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. WHITE’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. Imovenow to strike out *‘$2,000”’ and insert ‘$1 ,099- 
and I propose to read further from this interesting document. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] ™ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to give the widest latitude 
for legitimate debate. 

Mr. WHITE. It is impossible for me to hear the Chair unless gep- 
tlemen will keep quiet. . 
an CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will hear the 

ir. 

Mr. WHITE. I am entitled to be heard on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is willing, as no doubt the committee 
is, to give the widest range to legitimate debate, but the gentleman 
from Kentucky is not discussing the question before the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire, with all due respect, to say-——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is out of order, 
and must confine himself to the question before the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to state, with all due respect to the Chair, that if 
I had been permitted to conclude the passage from the message of the 
President I would have made this remark about that little appropria- 
tion to North Carolina: that it is more important to the people down 
there that Congress should wipe out the tax on tobacco than to give 
them $2,000 to be squandered by the Chief Engineer’s agent down there 
(Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 90. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum has voted, and I demand tellers 

Mr, WHITE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iobject to the withdrawal of the amendment 
It was my amendment to strike out that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has withdrawn his 
amendment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been already voted down. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Who made it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I now move to reduce the amount to $200; 
and on that I call for a vote. ° ; 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. VAN Vooruis; 
and the Chair announced that it was disagreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I demand a division. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I make the point of order that a gentleman ad- 
dressing the Chair must address him from his seat. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I want the Chair to hear me, and I am going 
to. make him hear me. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 110. 

Mr, VAN VOORHIS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. VAN VoorRHIs and Mr. GUENTHER were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 9, nocs 
138. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ping a measure as 


I move an amendment to strike out the entiro 


Improving Saint John’s River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


Mr. BISBEE. Inlines 317 and 318 I move to amend by striking out 
**100,000"’ and inserting ‘‘150,000.2’ 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen are anxious to come toa 
vote on this bill. But I have been appealed to and besought by letters, 
telegrams, and memorials from the merchants, bankers, and other busi- 
ness men of the city of Jacksonville to endeavor to get this Congress to 
make an increase of appropriations. The estimated cost of this work 
when completed at the mouth of the Saint John’s River is $1,300,000. 
The work commenced in December, 1880, and at the end of the fiscal 
year 1882 there had been an increased depth of water obtained on the 
bar of from three to four and one-half feet with an expenditure of but 
$225,000. There is no public improvement of the kind in thiscountry, _ 
anywhere, so greatly beneficial to commerce, or where such results have 
been obtained by the expenditure of so small an amount, as have been 
obtained at the mouth of this river where the work is going on. What 
is it? It is simply putting in jetties at the mouth of the river to con- 
fine the water within its interior limits down to deep water. Whatdo 
we want? We simply ask for money enough to continue the work 
without interruption. And on this subject, as it speaks better than I 
can, I desire to have read so much of this memorial, which I send tothe 
desk, from the business men of Jacksonville as I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Second. In December of 1880, when the work was commenced, the depth of 
water on the bar was eleven feet. In June of 1882, with an aggregate expendi- 
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t are of $225,000, the sounding showed from fourteen to fifteen feet, with a much 
shorter ‘and more direct outlet to deep-sea water. 

Third. The cessation of work from June to November of 1882, caused by lack 
ef funds, asshown by the recent report of Captain Post of the engineers, resulted 
in a subsidence of the shore end of the south jetty and the re-establishment of 
cross-currents which had been brought under control, thus seriously damaging 
the jetties and making it necessary to use a large portion of thé last appropria- 
tion to repairthe damage. Captain Post in his report of January 11, 1883, says: 
“Had additional money been available so as to have prevented the long period 
of suspension of operations nearly, if not all, of this settlement could have been 

revented.”’ y f 

Fourth. There is but one opinion among those who from long experience and 

ractical observation are best able to judge as to the results of the jetties at the 
entrance of the Saint John’s when ——— and that is that they will prove a 
complete success and assure a depth of water on the bar which will fully meet 
the expectations of the engineers and prove of incalculable benefit to com- 


mith. It is equally evident and ~ of plain and palpable demonstration 
that until the work is completed and thoroughly secure, if the money already 
expended is to be preserved and the jetties successfull y 

pleted, there must be no interval in the vigorous anc 
w 


and economically com- 
vigilant conduct of the 


Sixth. To illustrate the effect of the hiatus last summer and fall, not only 
must a large portion of the appropriation of 1882 be expended in repairing the 
damage caused thereby, but the water has shoaled down from fourteen to twelve 
feet, where it now stands. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Florida. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to strike out in this paragraph ‘one 
hundred thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ forty thousand.”’ 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 146. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Has a quorum voted? I raise the question 
and ask that the Chair please to state how many are recorded in the 
negative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
20¢ 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to strike out ‘‘$3,000” in line 329, in 
order to be able to ask a question of the Chair, whether the Chair in- 
tends to show any fair play to the opponents of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to answer any such question. 
The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TUCKER. Without favoring the motion of the gentleman from 
New York, I think the gentleman is entitled to make the motion which 
he unquestionably made upon the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that he wishes to treat 
every gentleman fairly; but when a gentleman rises in his place osten- 
sibly to make a motion and then undertakes under cover of the motion 
to impeach the Chair, the Chair will not recognize that motion any 
further. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Pearl River, Mississippi, $8,000. 


Mr. MANNING. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

After the word “dollars,” in line 333, insert ‘‘ $2,000 of which sum to be ex- 
pended between Batesville and the mouth of the Coldwater.” 

Mr. McLANE. That is all right. 

Mr. MANNING. It does not ask an increase of the amount appro- 
priated, but simply provides how a portion of it shall be expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. [offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 


Mr. MONEY. I wish to say a word on this amendment, without 
detaining the committee. This appropriation is a continuing one for 
the improvement of that river. Thirty-five thousand dollars have been 
already expended with excellent results. I suppose that this was left 
out of the bill by inadvertence in making it up, or possibly by a typo- 
graphical or clerical error. This is the only thing I have asked in the 
whole bill. It is a matter of importance to that section of the country, 
and I hope the committee will agree to the amendment. 

_ PAGE. The committee has no authority to accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MONEY. It is a very important stream. I presume, as I have 
\said, that the committee passed it over inadvertently. I know they 
could not properly have failed to make the appropriation if attention 
had been called to it. I ask a vote upon the amendment. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. MONEY. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 79. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that point. 

Several MEMBERS. Withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. In order to save the time of the committee, as the 
amendment has been rejected, I withdraw it. 
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I offer the amendment which I 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 
send to the desk. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to make a 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cannon). 
will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I raise the point thatafter a motion has been 
voted on it can not be withdrawn except by unanimous consent 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
MONEY] asked leave to withdraw his amendment, there was no objec- 
tion. An objection would come too late. , 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. SINGLETON, of Mis- 
sissippi, as follows: 

After line insert the following: 

“Improving Tchula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1,500.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Tchula Lake is supposed to be 
the old bay of the Yazoo River. It runs out of the Yazoo almost par- 
allel with it for about one hundred miles and then empties into it again. 
Twenty thousand bales of cotton are raised on the banks of that river 
so says the engineer—10,000 bales of which are carried out through 
Tchula Lake since the improvement that has been made there. With 
an appropriation of $4,500 more the whole of those 20,000 bales of cot- 
ton would go out through the lake, and not have to be hauled to the 
Yazoo River through an overflowed swamp in the winter season. And 
those 20,000 bales of cotton, let it be remembered, are worth $1,000,000, 
to say nothing of the cotton-seed that is carried out and the freight that 
is carried back. We have no railroads there, and the water transporta- 
tion is our only chance to get cotton to market. I only ask for $1,500, 
conforming myself to the principle established by the Committee on 
Commerce of giving only one-third of the amount recommended by the 
engineers in charge. Wewant you to give us this small sum of money 
to continue the improvement of this Lake Tchula. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman’s statement include 
value of the cotton-ties? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 
ered hereafter. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. The engineers are all honest fellows and 
everybody knows they never make an estimate above the amount of 
money they ought to have. That is characteristic of them. It is part 
of their profession. I suggest we make the amount $4,500 that the 
estimate of the engineers may be fully complied with. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. Yes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi accept that 
amendment as a modification of his amendment ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I will accept it if it does not en 
danger the passage of my amendment. If the Hous« 
that I will not object. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. Rot 
INSON, of Ohio, to the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON ]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Itseemsto me thatis a case which ought to recom- 
mend itself favorably to the committee. I should like to say a word 
in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Now here is a case in which there are no railroads near at hand; 
where there is a large agricultural population, where there is a large 
cotton crop to be moved, and we all know very well that some of the 
men growing that crop are men who enlist the sympathies certainly of 
this side of the House as well as that. 

It so happens, Mr. Chairman, that the committee did not attend to 
this particular case. It so happens that there are some of the weak 
ones of God Almighty who happen to be down there. Here is 
portunity of benefiting them. 

Mr. HORR. To whom do you refer ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman knows very well to whom I r 
fer. I refer to the freedmen there. Here is a chance for the commit- 
tee to do a little bit of generosity and justice. I ask the committee to 
let this drop in for the benefit of these men. I do very much hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi will be adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SINGLETON, of 


parliamentary inquiry. 
rhe gentleman from New York 


90" 


on) 


also the 


Phat is a question to be consid 


Does the gentleman from Ohio offer this as an 


sir. 


chooses to vote 


an op- 


} Mississippi, there were—ayes 65, noes 83. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 336 to 340, as follows: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement from the Atcha- 
falaya to Fulton, Arkansas, including its tributaries above Black River, and for 
closing the outlet of the river known as ‘Sale and Murpli’s Canal,’’ $50,000 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out all after the word “‘ for,’’ in line 
338, and to insert ‘‘conveying the waters of the Red River into the 
Atchafalaya, $50,000;’’ so that it will read: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana: Continuing the improvement from the 
Atchafalaya to Fulton, Arkansas, including its tributaries above Black River, 
and for conveying the waters of the Red River into the Atchafalaya, $50,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all that region of country around the Grand 
Lake and along the waters of the Atchafalaya is practically a swamp, 
except so much of it as is permanently above high water. The Red 
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River, however, in emptying itself into the Mississippi River ‘causes 
destructive floods below the mouth of the Red River. This is the only 
way of removing that difficulty. If it were not for this engineering to 
make the Red River empty itself into the Mississippi it would natu- 
rally einpty itself through the Téche or the Atchafalaya into the Gulf. 
| Now, sir, if we are going to legislate to change the topography of the 
country, if we are going to legislate and determine in this bill which 
way the river ought to flow, what we are going to stop up, and what 
we are to leave open, I propose to put my views on record now; that if 
we are ever to stop the overflow in the Mississippi River Valley it will 
be by leaving the Arkansas River, the Red River, and all the rivers 
west of the Mississippi and south of the Saint Francis to run in one or 
two or three, if need be, principal channels into the Gulf of Mexico. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on Mr. WHITE’s amendment, it was not 
agreed to. , 

The Clerk read the following: 

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I move to amend by insertingafter the clause 
just read that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Matagorda Bay at the mouth of Saint Mary's Bayou, near the town 
of Matagorda, Texas, $10,000. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. I shall occupy the attention of the commit- 
tee for buta moment. This proposed improvement was thoroughly con- 
sidered by the Committee on Commerce and was not favorably reported 
only because it was a new work. 

Mr. PAGE, That is all. 

_ Mr. JONES, of Texas. Its importance was conceded, but the com- 
mittee felt unwilling to incorporate into the present bill any new work, 
and for that reason only the appropriation was not included in this 
bill. Now, I desire to say that past neglect is a very poor excuse for 
continuing it. In support of this proposition as to the importance of 
the work I read from the engineers’ report: 

Matagorda is a town of five hundred inhabitants, is situated on the left bank 
of Saint Mary's Bayou at its mouth, and isthe county seat of Matagorda County. 
According to the statements of its citizens it was once a thriving town, with a 
depth of channel across the bar of three and a half or four feet, but during the 
gradual shoaling of the entrance of the bayou has dwindled into insignificance. 

The soil of Matagorda County is black and red loam, and is very fertile. It is 
principally a cotton-growing and cattle-raising county and produced last year 


12,000 bales of cotton, which, on account of the shoal water on the bar, was car- 
ried by rail to market. 


The estimate by the engineer for the effectual accomplishment of the 
work proposed is the small sum of $10,000, and I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 

> / Arkansas River, Arkansas ; Continuing improvement at Pine Bluff, 


$15,000 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move to amend by inserting after the clause 
just read the following: 
Improving Kansas River, $25,000. 


That stream is one hundred and twenty mileslong. It has been neg- 
lected. 
Mr. DUNN. The paragraph just read relates to the Arkansas River. 


Is the Kansas a tributary of the Arkansas ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. What does it run into? 

Mr. ANDERSON. It runs into the Missouri River at Kansas City. 
It drains the Kansas Valley. 

Mr. PAGE, It is not in the estimates. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That may be; but it has been surveyed. I am 
very frank to say that if the money was mine, I would not expend any 
$25,000 in trying to make this a navigable stream. I do not wish to 
mislead the committee in any regard as to my opinion about it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. ANDERSON. Not now. ‘There is a great deal more water in 
this stream, it has a finer capacity for improvement, than very many of 
the streams for which appropriations are made in this bill. 

More than that, if it were improved as the Kanawha River has been 
80 as to make it a navigable stream by the use of dams and locks, so as 
to have still-water navigation, it would afford a competitive check on 
ny oa Pacific Railroad and on the Atchinson, Topeka and Santa 

é Railway. 

I do not urge it on the ground that in my judgment it would be ad- 
visable for the United States Government to attempt the improvement 
of the Kansas River, unless it should expend about a million of dollars. 
But when this bill is made up for the purpose of distributing money among 
the different States, I should think that upon that principle it was en- 
tirely proper and fair that this initial appropriation should be given to 
the great State of Kansas. That is the only ground upon which I place 
the amendment. , 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


(re Fourche Le Fevre River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to offer an amendment, and before I send it 
up I desire to say—and I want to get particularly the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce—it is the same proposition 
which I before offered, except that I have reduced the amount of the 
appropriation from $31,000 to $25,000. 

It was charged by a gentleman a while ago that no improvement had 
been made upon any river which had locks and dams upon it. Now 
I desire to say that there are two rivers, one entirely in West Virginia, 
the Little Kanawha, and the other partly in West Virginia and part) y 
in Pennsylvania, the Monongahela River, both of which streams have 
locks and dams on the lower parts of the streams. They are exactly 
of the same character of improvement, and in the same condition be- 
fore Congress and the country except this; there was an arrangement 
made between the Monongahela Improvement Company and the Goy- 
ernment that they should build alternate locks and dams. 

I ask the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
(Mr. PAGE] to what I am stating. I say that these two rivers occupy 
the same relation, both having locks and dams on the lower parts of 
the rivers. Congress at the last session made an appropriation for the 
Monongahela River, and reported an appropriation for the Little Ka- 
nawha River. 

As I stated awhile ago, I was told by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce that they did not insert the Senate provision in the 
bill because when they came to confer upon the subject that provision 
had been mislaid or lost; but he gave it from recollection, and believed 
that he gave the substance of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not remember that. 

Mr. WILSON. That was the assurance given to me by the gentle- 
man from California who now has the honor to preside over the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Here are two improvements. Congress gave to the Monongahela 
River $25,000; I have the law before me. And nowI claim thatin lieu 
of the $31,000, which Congress last year appropriated to the Little Ka- 
nawha, we ought now at least to have $25,000. Understand that I do 
not ask to take another dollar out of the Treasury, except $25,000 of 
the $31,000 that was appropriated last year. 

Now, if the House shall determine not to do that it will be a discrimi- 
nation in favor of other streams and against the Little Kanawha. 

I therefore offer the following amendment: 

Continuing the improvement of the Little Kanawha River, in West Virginia: 
To complete lock and dam, as estimated for by engineers, $25,000: Provided, 
That no part of this amount shall be expended until the Little Kanawha Im- 

rovement Company shall have filed with the Secretary of War, to be approved 

y him, its agreement not to charge, in any manner, any tolls for this improved 
navigation: Provided further, That this appropriation shall be in lieu of the 
$31,000 appropriated for this work at the last session of Congress. 

This amendment is the provision which was intended to be inserted 
in the bill of last year, but the amount is curtailed from $31,000 to 
$25,000. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement above 
Nashville, $18,000; continuing improvement below Nashville, $5,000. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move to amend the clause just read by striking out 
** $5,000’ and inserting ‘‘$16,000.’’ This additional appropriation of 
$11,000 for continuing improvement below Nashville will entirely com- 
plete this work. If it be not given now the work will hardly be com- 
menced before it must be stopped. I hope the Committee on Com- 
} merce will not object to this amendment. When the last river and 
harbor bill was under consideration in this House the committee prom- 
ised that on the next bill a sufficient amount would be given to com- 
plete this work. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 53, noes 49. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘$18,000"’ and 
inserting ‘‘ $52,000’ for continuing the improvement above Nashville. 
It will require only $52,000 to complete the work according to the plan 


heretofore adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I move to amend by inserting the following par- 
agraph: 


Improving the Big Hatchie River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
The amount estimated for theimprovementof this stream is $30,000. 
About $16,500 have been expended, opening the river for navigation for 
two hundred and thirteen miles. The estimate for the next year is 
$10,000. My amendment asks for an appropriation of $5,000. Iam 
inclined to think, from the votes given, that there may be some hesi- 
tation on the part of the committee in voting for this amendment—— 
Mr. PAGE. Let us have a vote. 


Mr. SIMONTON. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

Mr. MOREY. I move to amend by inserting after the clause just 
read the following : 





That not more than $40,000 of this appropriation shall be 


Provided, however, 
expended on the Davis Island dam. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thisamendment I understand the commit- 
» agreed to accept. 
It MOREY. This is the official estimate. 

Mr. BAYNE. _I believe that later estimates have been put in. Let 
the amendment be modified so as to provide that the amount appro- 
priated for this work shall be in accordance with the estimates. 

Mr. KENNA. The amount should be definitely stated. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask mycolleague [Mr. Morey] whether 
the amendment does not name the amount estimated ? 

Mr. MOREY. Yes, sir; the estimate is $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following (lines 369 and 370) : 

“Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $50,000.” 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I read from page 257 of the report of 
the Secretary of War: 
improvement of Kentucky River and of Tradewater River, Kentucky; of Big 


Sandy River, Kentucky and West Virginia; and of Guyandotte and Little 
Kanawha Rivers, West Virginia. 


Officer in charge, Major James W. Cuyler, Corps of Engineers. 

1. Kentucky River, Kentucky.—The present project for this improvement is to 
reconstruct the old State slackwater works in the lower one hundred miles of 
river, and to continue the slackwater system of navigation to the ‘ Three Forks,” 
one hundred and fifty-eight miles farther up, by the construction of entirely new 
works. This project has been so far carried into execution as to reopen to nav- 
igation, by the operations of the year just closed, the four lower old works, 
dene improving the lower eighty-two miles of river. 

This leaves one hundred and seventy-five miles of the river. 
the engineer says that this work is entire and permanent. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. It is this: we have passed from that 
appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order comes too late. Beside that, 
the gentleman from Kentucky reserved the right to offer this amend- 
ment stating he rose in time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Kentucky can not reserve any right to go back in the 
bill, and we had gone beyond this point. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will give his atten- 
tion to the Chair. The gentleman from Kentucky stated he rose and 
addressed the Chair in time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Tlinois. 
that point. 

! The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky made that state- 
ment, and after his amendment had been offered he proceeded to de- 
bate it. The point of order therefore comes too late. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope this will not come out of my time. 

Major Cuyler, who has charge of this work, lives in Cincinnati. The 
money in my opinion is being squandered on that river. The atten- 
tion of the Engineer Corps has been called to that fact, but it does no 
good. This $50,000 to continue a work where there is one hundred 
jnd seventy-six miles yet to be completed, is a mere drop in the bucket. 
jt had better stop entirely than to continue the force there and allow 
such an error or such a disastrous waste of money as the proof abun- 
dantly shows occurred the year before last and last year, and I therefore 
move, although it is in my own State, to strike it out. 

Mr. WHITE’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I now renew my motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope not. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope they will. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope they will vote it down. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 63. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum is required on the motion to rise. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

$250,000. 


Improving Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $2 
Mr. WILLIS. I move to add the following: 


Of which amount not exceeding $40,000 may be used for continuing the im- 
‘provement of the Indiana Chute Falls of the Ohio. 

I desire to say this amendment does not involve the increase of the 
bill a single dollar. It only asks in the discretion of the engineer this 
ee may be used upon one of the most important points on the Ohio 

iver. 

I could elaborate and give the facts connected with this improve- 
ment, but I do not wish to take up the time of the committee. As it 
does not involve an increase and as it leaves the whole matter to the 
discretion of the engineer, I hope the amendment will be accepted. 


. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Theengineer could now use $100,000 there 
if he sees fit. 


4 point of importance. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have just received a letter from Colonel Merrill 
that under this bill he does not think he has discretion, for the reason 
that this Ohio Falls improvement is in a separate part of the estimates. 


Now 


3ut the committee had gone beyond 
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As this covers the Ohio River in generic terms, he thinks without some 
further legislation he will not be allowed to use his discretion 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend it is the first time 
he has ever put that construction on it. We had a controversy over 
this last year and the year before, and it was then agreed he could in 
his discretion use what he pleased on the Indiana chute. 

Mr. DAWES. Hecan use the whole amount there now if he chooses 
to doso, but this designation is injustice to twenty or thirty other places 
on the Ohio River. [Cries of ‘* Vote !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests the gentleman had better 
make his amendment in the shape of a further proviso, as this has been 
already amended on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
MorREY ]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will modify my amendment so as to insert, at the 
end of line 372, as follows: 

And provided further, An amount not exceeding $40,000 may be used fer continu- 
ing the improvement of the Indiana Chute Falls in the Ohio 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not wish to take up the time of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 

After the word “dollars,” in line 372, add ‘* $50,000 of said $250,000 to be ex- 


pended at the Grand Chain, or so much thereof as may be necessary to provide 
five feet of water at low-water mark.” 


I ask for a division 


I move the following amendment 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, addressed the committee. [See Ap- 
pendix. } 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I want to protest against the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. It is a discrimination in favor of 
any part of the Ohio River. There is more water now over the Grand 
Chain than there is over three or four hundred miles of the Ohio River 
above. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

As the gentleman from Kentucky states, the Grand Chain is an ob 
struction in the shape of achain of rocks extending entirely across the 
Ohio River from seventeen miles above its mouth to about twenty-three 
miles above its mouth. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. DAWeEs] states 
that there is more water overthe Grand Chain than there is over points 
in the river one hundred miles above. 

Mr. DAWES. I refer to that part of the river above Cincinnati. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘That may be very true. But below Cincinnati are 
some of the largest tributaries of the river. 

Mr. DAWES. But we have more commerce above than below. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, you have not. That isa mistake. We have 
three times as much below as you have above. AM the commerce of 
the Tennessee River, all of the Cumberland River, all the commerce of 
the Green River, of the Wabash River, and the Ohio, seeking an outlet 
into the Mississippi River, has to pass over this dangerous reef of rocks 
known as the Grand Chain. 

There have been $250,000 spent on the work, which is yet incomplete. 
Fifty thousand dollars more will give six feet of water over that danger- 
ous shoal. The most of the work has been done. It has run down 
until there is but a very small portion remaining to be removed, but 
that portion of the obstruction is as complete and perfect an obstruction 
to the navigation of the river as if the whole chain remained there and 
not a dollar had beenspent upon it. Ishall be glad, if it meets the ap- 
proval of this committee, and I think common justice demands it, that 
a part of this appropriation should be designated specially to complete 
this great work. Gentlemen talk about the commerce of the river. 
There was $768,000,000 of commerce on the Ohio River last year that 
had to pass over these dangerous rocks, where millions of dollars in 
steamboat and flat-boat property and produce of all kinds floated on 
the waters of that river has been wrecked and destroyed. It is abso 
lutely important to the navigation of the river that this work should 


I desire to be heard for a moment in support of this 





He will use it in his discretion, and I agree that that is | 


be done promptly. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 


| proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5 

Mr. DAWES. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I could have raised that question if I had chosen on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. I hope it will not now 
be insisted upon. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point of 
order. He does not want to defeat the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. There is $50,000 taken away here from the improve- 
ment of the river for this specific point; I object to it. 

Mr. KENNA. But you will dedeat the whole bill 
| Mr. McCOOK. If in order I would move that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quogum has voted, 
| the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. DAWES. If it can be distinctly understood that we may take 
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a separate vote on this amendment in the House I will withdraw the 
| point. 
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Mr. BRIGGS. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BricGcs, and Mr. TURNER of Kentucky, were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, 
noes 39. 

Mr. BRIGGS. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that point. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I do not propose that this bill shall pass this House, 
after the proceedings that I have witnessed here, unless it passes by a 
quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 1 move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PAGE. Pending that I ask the Clerk to call the roll. 

Several MemMBeRsS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan submits a privi- 
ieged motion, and is in order. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes &6, noes 57. 

Mr. PAGE. ‘Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE, and Mr. Burrows of Michigan, 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes 65. 

So the motion that the committee rise was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I now ask the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The pointof noquorum isstill pend- 
ing. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like toask the gentleman from Michigan if he 
would consent that we may take a recess until 10 0’clock to-morrow, in 
order to facilitate business? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have no objection. 

Mr. PAGE. With the understanding that when the House meets 
again at that hour we go at once into Committee of the Whole on this 
bill. If unanimous consent can be given in the committee that this 
proceeding shall be had in the House, I will make the motion that the 
committee rise now. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot competent forthe committee to make an 
agreement of thatkind. It can only be made in the House. 

Mr. KENNA. Anagreement may be made in the committee which 
will be carried out in the House. It is all a matter of understanding. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I suggest that there will not be a quorum here 
in the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
and the committee having refused to rise, there is only one thing in order 
under the rule—a call of the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope the proposition of the gentle- 
man from California will be agreed to. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will beinorder. There is noth- 
ing in order under the rule except to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman 
from West Virginia making a suggestion. 

Mr. KENNA. If this roll-call commences, it is in accordance with 
the experience of every gentleman here that in the end it accomplishes 
no practical purpose. It results in keeping us here all night. The 
friends of the bill do not want to abandon it, and they do not desire that 
it shall stand in the way of the other business of the session. Can it 
not then be agreed that a recess shall be taken till10 o’clock; and when 
we convene any gentleman will then have the same privilege of raising 
the question of a quorum ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest again to the gentleman 
that it is not competent for the committee to make any agreement 
touching the matter. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that. Butanunderstanding might be 
arrived at here which would be carried out in the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may be allowed, I desire to make a single sug- 
gestion that I think will solve the difficulty. It is that we take a recess 
wntil to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock, with the understanding that 
there shall be an adjournment at 5 minutes before 11. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not competent for the committee to make 
such an agreement, and if it were the gentleman from Wisconsin ob- 
jects. 

Mr. TALBOTT. What is the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


No quorum. 


Armfield, Browne, Cornell, Dowd, 
Atherton, Brumm, Cox, Samuel 8S. Dugro, 

Atkins, Buck, Cox, William R. Ermentrout, 
Barbour, Buckner, Crapo, arwell, Chas, B. 
Belmont, Burrows, Jos. H. Crowley, Fisher, 
Beltzhoover, Cabell, Culberson, Ford, 

Berry, Camp Cullen, Fulkerson, 
Black, Carlisle, Curtin, Garrison, 
Blackburn, Carpenter, Cutts, Geddes, 

Bland, Cassidy, Deering, Gunter, 

Bliss, Caswell, De Motte, Hall, 

Blount, Cobb, Dibrell, Hammond, N, J. 
Bowman, Converse, Dingley, Harris, . Ww. 
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Haseltine, Marsh, Phelps, Taylor, Josep’ 
Haskell, Mason, Phister, ag a 
Heilman, Matson, Reagan, Townshend, R. Ww. 
Herndon, McClure Reese, Tyler, 4 
Hewitt, Abram S. McKenzie, Rice, William W. Updegraff, 

fill, McKinley, Robertson, Valentine, 
Hoblitzell, McLane, Robt. M. Robinson,Wm.E. Van Aernam 
Hooker, Miller, Ryan, Van Horn, , 
Houk, Mills, Scales, Wadsworth, 
Hutchins, Morse, Scranton, Wait, 
Jacobs, Mosgrove, Shelley, Walker, 
Jorgensen, Moulton, Sherwin, Watson, 
Joyce, Murch, Skinner, Webber, 
Kelley, Neal, Smith, A. Herr West, 
Ketcham, Nolan, Smith, Dietrich C. Whitthorne, 
Knott, Norcross, Sparks, Williams, Chas. G 
Ladd, Oates, Spaulding, Williams, Thomas 
Lewis, Pacheco, Speer, Wood, Benjamin 
Lindsey, Parker, Stone, Wood, Walter A. 
Mackey, Pettibone, Taylor, Ezra B. Young. 


The committee rose; and Mr. CALKINS having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having under consideration the 
river and harbor appropriation bill found itself without a quorum, 
whereupon he caused the roll to be called, and he now reported the names 
of the absentees to the House. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union reports that that committee hay- 
ing found itself without a quorum he caused the roll to be called and 
certain members failed to respond to their names. Under the rule those 
names will be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask that Mr. Joycr, and Mr. HARRIS of Massachu- 
setts, be excused on account of-— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request is not now in order. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the roll-call show a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that 158 members 
answered to their names. 

Mr. KENNA. I rise to a question of order. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] is recognized for the question of order. But pending 
that, the Chair desires to make an announcement. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] withdraws from 
further serviceon the committee of conference upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
7482), the legislative appropriation bill. The Chair appoints the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in his place. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PAGE. The roll-call having disclosed a quorum 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] is recognized. 

Mr. KENNA. [rise for the purpose of making an inquiry to ascer- 
tain the regui!arity of our proceedings. I understood the Chair to an- 
nounce that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union found itself without a quorum. I desire to ascertain the man- 
ner or method by which that statement can be justified when the roll- 
call shows the committee found itself with a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] that under the rule, when the roll 
has been called in Committee of the Whole, even though it discloses 
the presence of a quorum, the announcement must be made in the 
House by the chairman df the Committee of the Whole. And the rule 
provides that in that case the House shall immediately return into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I make that motion. 

Mr. KENNA. I make the point of order that the Chair can not 
recognize anybody but the chairman of the Committee of the Whole. — 

Mr. HAZELTON (to Mr. KENNA). You were recognized yourself 
a moment ago. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is necessary on the point ot 
order, forit has been decided several times. The Speaker of the House 
has always held that a motion to adjourn, being a motion of the highest 

rivilege, is in order, even though the Committee of the Whole may 
Coen risen informally. The Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. PAGE. Iask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
to withdraw his motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from California [Mr. PAGE] rise? oe 

Mr. PAGE. Itisforthe purpose of asking the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows] to withdraw his motion that the House now ad- 
journ. There are only seven or eight of the bill left to be read 

. There is a quorum here, and I ask that we be allowed to go 
on read through the bill, and then we will adjourn without calling 





I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
Would a motion to adjourn be now 


A motion to adjourn would now be in 
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the previous question on the bill or taking any vote on the bill until 


to-morrow. 
Several MEMBERS. Legular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being demanded, the 
House will be in order. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Burrows] 


moves that the House now adjourn. 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
ise ? 
‘ Mr. BAYNE. I desire to move that the House now take a recess 
until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not now inorder. The 
regular order being called for, the Chair must put the question on a mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 56, 
noes 84. 

tefore the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays; and I would like to make a motion that the House 
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to raise the question whether a quorum 
voted. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not necessary on a motion 
toadjourn. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were 11 in the affirmative—not 
one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers; and there were but 5 in 
the affirmative—not one-fifth of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays 
are refused, and the motion to adjourn is not agreed to. Under the 
rule the House will now go into Committee of the Whole, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will resume the chair. 

The Committee of the Whole accordingly resumed its session, Mr. 
CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER]. On the last voteon 
that amendment by tellers no quorum voted. ‘The vote will be again 
taken, and the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. BricGs, and Mr. TuRNER of Kentucky, resumed their places as 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 43, noes 44. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. CALKINS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. Before that motion is put I desire to 
ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD some additional remarks 
on the river and harbor bill. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
Appendix. ] 

The motion of Mr. PAGE was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 


[See 





o'clock and 15 minutes a. m., Thursday, March 1) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the Bookbinders Protection As- 
sociation of the city of New York and vicinity, against a reduction of 
the tariff on books—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

‘. By Mr. CASSIDY: Memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, asking for 
an appropriation for the sinking of artesian wells in that State—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for es- 
tablishing & post-office at Wall’s Cross-Roads, Franklin County, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: The resolutions adopted by Youngstown (Ohio) 
Lodge No. 14, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, in 
favor of a protective tariff and against the Senate bill —to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. REED: The petition of citizens of Maine, protesting against | 
the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—to | 


the Committee on Commerce. 

. By Mr. J. B. RICE: The petition of ship-owners and masters of ves- 
ls of Sandusky; of keeper and crew of life-boat station No. 9, Point 

Marblehead; and of citizens of Ottowa Count y, Ohio, protesting against 





the transfer of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department 
severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Huron, Ohio, asking for an appro 
priation for the improvement of the harbor at that place 
committee. : 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of P. H. Goodlanderand H. E. Wal 
lace, officers of Glen Grange, Wabash, Indiana, against any increase of 
postage on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


to the same 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, Mareh 1, 1883. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting a copy of a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of the Navy of the 2lst ultimo, respecting the pro 
priety of selling the naval and marine hospitals and grounds at Chel- 
sea, Massachusetts; which was referred to the Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Committee on 

COURT CLAIMS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 

letter from the Clerk of the Court of Claims: 
on the table: 


OF JUDGMENTS 


Senate the following 

which was ordered to lie 

UNITED States Court or CLAtm™s, CLERK'S Orrict 

Washington, February 28, 1883 
Sir: I beg leave to substitute the inclosed statement of judgements of the Court 

of Claims for the year ending December 3, 1882, for the one sent to you at the 

beginning of the present session, which I am informed was for the previous fear 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
NS 
f Clerk 


ARCHIBALD HOPKI 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATI ( 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before 
telegram in the nature ofa memorial from the Legislature 
which will be read: 
The memorial was read, as follows 


the Senate a 
of California, 


SACRAMENTO, CAL,, EF 
The President pro tempore of the United States Senate, Washington, D. ¢ 


Assembly concurrent resolution No. 47 


bruary 23, 1883 


Whereas the line of mail steamships now covering the route between San 
Francisco, New Zeland, and Sydney, New South Wales, via Honolulu, has been 
of great advantage toour country, and especially so tothe Pacific coast thereof; 
and 

Whereas this steamship line has been maintained mostly by the assistance of 
payments made by the above-named colonies for carrying the mails, the con 
tracts for such payments terminating in November next: Therefore, 

Beitresoived, That this Legislature urges upon Congress the necessity in the in 
terest of American commerce and as matter of equity to our colonial neighbors, 
who have thus far borne the expense of this mutually beneficial mail service, of 
assisting in its maintenance by such liberal payment for the carriage of the New 
Zeland and Australia mails as their wisdom may suggest, having in view the 
benefit we receive from the regular commercial intercourse afforded thereby as 
well as by the increasing tide of travel from the colonies through our country to 
Europe. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to forward by tele- 
graph to the President pro tempore of the United States Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives a copy of the foregoing resolution, with the re- 
quest that they consider and take action upon the same immediately. 

Kk. L. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of State of California 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I propose to ask for an appropri 
ation in the deficiency bill for the purpose of carrying it out 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a joint resolution of the General Assem 
bly of the State of Missouri, in which it is— 


Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, That the improvement 
of the Mississippi River, with navigable tributaries, in the interests of commerce 
and cheap transportation, is of such vast importance to all the people of the Mis 
sissippi Valley thatevery honorable means should be used to obtain such appro 
priations from the National Government as will be necessary to vigorously con 
tinue the work commenced; and tothis end our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress are respectfully requested to use their best endeavors to secure the ap 
propriations for the next fiscal year which are recommended by the Mississippi 
River Commission and by the United States engineers in charge of the several 
works which are now being carried forward. 

Introduced in the Senate and passed by a unanimous vote 

ae 


February 26, 1483 
\MPBELL, 
President Senate 
H. A. NEWMAN 
Assistant Secret 

ivanimous vote, February 26, 1585. 
J. 8. RICHARDSON, Speaker 
JOHN A. HANNAY, Chief Clerk 


ary Senate 
Introduced in the Hlouse and passed by a 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla 
ture of the Territory of Arizona favoring the appointment of a com- 
missioner to investigate matters at Papago reservation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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“ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Itis very important that the appropriation bills should 
be pushed along, and I should be glad to call up the sundry civil bill 
in order to proceed with it at once. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the morning business with a view of 
calling up the sundry civil appropriation bill. Does the Chair hear 
any objection? The Chair hearing none, the question is, Will the Senate 
take up the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses ef the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Lask thatthe formal reading ofthe bill be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read and theamend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be first acted on before 
general amendments are received. That will be the order if there be 
no objection. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All questions of order are reserved about all the 
amendments. I suppose any such thing it is not necessary to state. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, it isnot necessary; but all ques- 
tions of order are reserved. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege to 
make a personal statement. February 27 I was appointed by the Chair 
a member of the committee of conference upon the bill (H. R. 5538) to 
reduce internal revenue taxation 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal to the Senator to suspend a moment until 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance can come in. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would greatly prefer it, but seeing an appropriation 
bill of some length taken up I thought it better that I should make a 
statement before the Senate. I would not object to waiting a short 
while. I wish to make the statement as early as I can. 

Mr. INGALLS. The chairman of the Committee on Finance has 
been sent for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. HALE. 
comes in. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will delay with great pleasure until he is here. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations ‘‘ Un- 
der the State Department,’’ in line 18, after the word ‘‘employés,”’ 
tostrike out ‘' 5,000’? and insert ‘‘7,500;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For international exchanges, Smithsonian Institution: For expenses of the 
international exchanges between the United States and foreign countries, in ac- 


cordance with the Paris convention of 1877, including salaries and compensation 
of all necessary employés, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘five;’’ and in line 22, after ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For salary of the secretary of legation at Vienna, $1,500; and the salary ef the 
consul-general at Vienna for the fiscal year 1884 shall be only $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 30. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair informs the Senator from 
Delaware that the chairman of the Committee on Finance is now pres- 
ent in the Chamber. 

Mr. BAYARD. I observe that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance and the other members of the committee of conference on 
which I was appointed are now present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware rises to 
a question of privilege. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to state that on the 27th of February I was 
appointed a member of a committee of conference upon the tax and 
tariff measure, and held myself ready at once to proceed with the objects 
of the conference. For that purpose I and my associate upon the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], remained in the Cap- 
itol until 10 o’clock at night on Tuesday, when the Senate conferees 
adjourned because of the absence of the House conferees, the chairman 
of which could not then be found. 

We met by appointment at 10 o’clock yesterday morning. At that 
time the House had not refilled its complement of conferees, and we 
adjourned subject to the call of the chairman. We met again yester- 
day at 4 o'clock and adjourned until half past 7, and meeting then con- 
tinued in session until half past 10, when the Senator from Kentucky 
and I, obeying as we believed the instruction of the resolution of the 
Senate adopted yesterday, retired from the conference. I propose indi- 
vidually, and not representing a majority of the committee, to makea 
statement why we did so. The Senate will perceive that by the reso- 
lution of yesterday it was— 


Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Senate that the conference on House bill 

No. 5588 should be fulland free, and thatif the Senate conferees become advised 

= any limitation has been placed by the House upon the action of their con- 
rees—— 


Mr, SHERMAN. 





He will be here in a moment. 
We can proceed with the appropriation bill until he 


I rise to a question of order. 





The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio will state his 
question of order. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. I respectfully submit to the Chair whether the 
Senator, unless he appears on behalf of a committee of the body, has a 
right to make this question or present this matter to the Senate. 
minority of a committee have no right to make a report. Unless the 
Senator can say that he ap 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is mistaken, I am not proposing to 
make a report; I am merely proposing as a personal question and as a 
matter of privilege to report to the Senate why I am in the Senate and 
not in session upon the committee of conference, a matter personal to 
myself, a matter of privilege. I am not arraigning the conference com- 
mittee; I am only stating my own share in this transaction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire tosay, then, thatif it is merely a personal 
explanation—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ware stated when he rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no desire to interfere with him at a)]. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is all. Iam not professing to speak for the 
committee. On the contrary, I expressly excluded that idea. I was 
reading, when interupted by the Senator from Ohio, the resolution of 
the Senate to the effect— 


That if the Senate conferees become advised that any limitation has been placed 
by the House upon the action of their conferees, the Senate conferees shal] retire 
and report to the Senate for its consideration. 


That is what the Senator from Dela- 


The Senator from Kentucky and myself were unable under the in- 
formation brought before that conference by the House conferees to 
come to any other conclusion than that it was not a free and full con- 
ference upon the part of the House conferees; but that they were bound 
by the action of the body that sent them there, and that they could 
not confer fully and freely with us in relation to the amendments 
adopted by the Senate. 

Our reasons for that are properly brought before the Senate in a reso- 
lution of the House, passed on the 27th day of February, and which 
was brought into the conference committee by the House conferees last 
night about 9 o’clock. 

It was not, I may say not improperly here, upon any question con- 
nected with the internal-revenue features of the bill, but it was in 
respect of the tariff features of the bill that the question of the juris- 
diction of the Senate was not only raised by the House of Representa- 
tives, but decided by the House positively and adversely to the existence 
of any power in the Senate. Before the conference committee was laid 
this resolution of the House of Representatives, adopted February 27: 

Whereas House bill No. 5538, entitled “‘ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxa- 
tion, and for other purposes,” under the form of an amendment in the Senate 
to title 33 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for duties on imports, has 
been so modified and changed by the ieaeaieetien of new provisions containing, 
among other thi a general revision of the statutes referred to as both to in- 
crease and reduce duties on imports and in many instances to repeal and in 
others to amend the laws imposing import duties; and 

ereas in the opinion of the House it is believed that such changes and al- 
terations are in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Constitution, 


which requires that all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives: Therefore 


solved, That, if this bill shall be referred to a committee of conference, it 
shall be the duty of the conferees on the part of the House on said committee 
to consider fully the constitutional objections to said bill as amended by the 
Senate and herein to, and to bring the same, together with the opin on 
of the House in thereto, before said fe , and if ry intl *ir 
opinion, after hav conferred with the Senate conferees, said conferees )n 

d committee may make report to the House in regard to the objection’ \o 
said bill herein referred to. 

And on the same day after the adoption of that resolution Mr. Kv).- 
LEY, now the chairman of the committee of conference on the part of 
the House, under a rule adopted on the same day by the House, moved 
to suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table House bill No. 
5538, with the Senate amendment thereto, entitled ‘‘ A bill to reduce 
internal-revenne taxation ’’ and “to declare a disagreement with tli 
Senate amendments to the same, and to ask for a committee of conter- 
ence thereon, to be composed of five members on the part of the House.’’ 
That also was adopted by the House, and a m containing an an- 
nouncement of that fact was laid on the 27th of February before the 
Senate. Therefore the contingency contemplated by the resolution o! 
the House of the 27th of February had come to pass. The bill had 
been referred to a committee of conference, and the House conferecs 
were directed to bring this opinion of the House before the conference ; 
it was in fact part of the resolution creating the committee of conifer 
ence and empowering them to meet acommittee of theSenate. There- 
fore, sir, it was clear to my mind and to the mind of the honorableSen- 
ator from Kentucky that, to use the language of the Senate resolution 
of yesterday, the confereeson the part of the Senate had become advised 
that a limitation had been placed by the House upon the action and 
the powers of their conferees. 

I do not think the question is open or arguable that if it was the de- 
liberate opinion of the House of Representatives, not of the conferees 
appointed by them, the five intelligent and respectable gentlemen who 
met us, but that being thus possessed of the deliberate judgment o! 
the House that the action of the Senate was void and of no effect, be- 
cause it was, in the opinion of the House, in contravention of the con- 
stitutional powers of the Senate—if that was so, then the conference 
was ended almost before it began, and it was impossible that the ques- 











1883. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





3455 





tion of the judgment of the House of Representatives should be sub- 
ject to the aon of five of its members. Itcould not be the House 


conferees carried with them into that conference chamber their measure 
of power, and the statement of the House's opinion as set forth in their 
formal resolution was inconsistent with any discretion on the part of 
the members to accept or to reject at will such features of tariff legis- 
lation as they might see fit to approve. For the House, in advance of 
their appointment, had denied the constitutionality of any andall such 
amendments, and their conferees had no power to deny the full force 
and effect of that declaration, and the obvious limitation it contained 
upon their action. 

Mr. President, it is from a profound sense of what is due to this Sen- 
ate, it is from an equally just sense of what is due to the co-ordinate 
branch of this Legislature, that I and my associate, the Senator from 
Kentucky, obeyed that which we believed was the clear intent and the 
clear and positive instruction of the Senate of the United States in re- 
tiring from that conference and making known as best we could to the 
Senate our reasons for so doing. 

Sir, the privileges and the constitutional rights of the Senate to pos- 
sess and exercise a full, equal, and co-ordinate share in the legislative 
powers of this Government should never be and never can be subject 
to the individual judgment of five members of the House, nor of the 
House itself. Iam not here to make an argument that when the House, 
by a formal, unambiguous declaration of its opinion, declared that the 
Senate had no constitutional power to ingraft features of tariff legisla- 
tion upon a bill originating in the House affecting the collection of ex- 
cise taxes, that resolved opinion precluded all discretion upon the part 
of the conferees on the part of the House to change at their will the 
emphatic, clear expression of the House itself. It can not be, sir, that 
the Senate is to legislate or that the conferees on the part of the Senate 
are delegated to discuss legislation under such tentative and capricious 
conditions. 

We are dealing with a grave subject, none graver, none more im- 
portant; for not only does it touch the constitutional powers and pre- 
rogatives of this body, but it touches the gravest questions of public 
interest through the manifold and multifarious system of external and 
internal taxation to which the bill relates. 

And therefore it is that the Senator from Kentucky and I desired to 
submit to the Senate, and I may say now that it was in our judgment 
the duty of the conferees on the part of the Senate to have submitted 
to the Senate, this expression of opinion contained in the resolution of 
the House which was laid before the committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a point of order again. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I am not interrupted 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise toa point of order. I say the Senator from 
Delaware has no right to arraign the committee of which he is a mem- 
ber under the head of a personal privilege. It is a violation of the eti- 
quette, courtesy, and dignity of this body. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have not said one word of what occurred in com- 
mittee, but I am stating the right and duty of a minority in this case. 
I have not spoken a word of what the Senator said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [rise toa question of order. The Senator is en- 
deavoring to explain a matter which he can not properly under the 
rules of the Senate explain without violating the rules of order of the 
Senate. He has no right to speak of the conduct of the committee of 
which he is a member until the matter is presented in a formal way. 
He should wait until the committee, of which he is in a minority, pre- 
sent their report, and then he can submit his views. 

My friend from Delaware will understand that I do this with the ut- 
most respect for him personally; but it seems tome that this throwing in 
a matter of this kind before it can be presented in a formal way is in 
violation of the ordinary rules of the Senate, and it becomes my duty 
as a member of the committee to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Chair decide the question of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point was well taken, because 
of course referring to what was done in a committee is not proper. 
Shall the Senator from Delaware have leave to proceed in order? 

Mr. BAYARD. The Chair will understand me that I have not re- 
ferred to anything that was done in committee except that which was 
laid before us by the House conferees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator said that the majority 
of the committee ought to have withdrawn. 





Mr. SHERMAN. He was criticising the conduct of the committee | 


that has no right to be heard, no chance to be heard; and this inter- 
rupts in the last hours of the session the progress of an appropriation bill. 

_Mr. BAYARD. I was not referring to the action of the majority 
either in terms of censure or of condemnation. I am simply speaking 
of the part borne individually by my associate from Kentucky and 
myself. I say that we felt and believed it had become our obvious 
ey | under the instruction of the Senate to refer this question back 
to them for their decision, that they might judge whether under the 
action of the House there was a free, unfettered conference. It was 
free and unfettered on the part of the Senate, and it was for the Senate 
to determine whether it was equally free and unfettered on the part 
of the House; and I say that the House coupled their appointment of 
@ conference committee with the distinct statement that in the opinion 
of that House, which was commanded to be laid before the conference 


stitution and therefore void. Of course there could be no legislation 
under such circumstances. 

Then after that what was to be done? I have been as zealous an ad- 
vocate for tariff reform as any man in this Chamber. I have been as 
earnest in my endeavors early and late to see some reformation of the 
tariff law and some reduction of the burdens of taxation, and voted 
forthis bill. But acting as I and my associate from Kentucky did un- 
der the instruction of the Senate resolution, it would have been, in 
my judgment, a breach of duty had we remained to confer with a com 
mittee appointed on the part of the House, a question whether the Sen- 
ate of: the United States had or had not the constitutional power to in- 
graft tariff legislation upon an internal-revenue bill, or, inother words, 
to abnegate and relinquish the clear, manifest power given by the Con- 
stitution in the same association of words, of equal breadth, strength, 
and force, to amend revenue bills by the Senate as to originate those 
bills in the House of Representatives: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills, 

It is this clear grant of power to amend revenue bills which the 
House resolution denies and which it behooves the Senate to see is fully 
and at all times maintained. 

No more profound question can engage the attention of the Senate, 

and I say that wherever a doubt is thrown upon it, much less the clear 
and emphatic denial on the part of the House, we should be, in my 
judgment, unworthy members of this body if we did not jealously con 
sider and maintain our constitutional prerogative; and I submit to the 
Senate, whose conferees we were, whether we had not become advised 
that there were limitations upon the action of the House conferees im 
posed by the resolution referred to. 

Sir, under a government controlled by a written constitution, that 
every legislator is sworn to support, can you state a limitation more 
far-reaching and profound than is contained in the resolved opinion of 
the co-ordinate branch that this Senate had no right whatever to adopt 
amendments to a revenue bill relating to the tariff system, for such 
is the doctrine of the House it formally made known to us? You 
can not lessen the force of that by the individual opinion of the con- 
ferees; you can not lessen its force; you must take it in its full and fair 
and obvious meaning. I believe we do take it so, and I believe the Sen- 
ate will decide, unless eyes and ears shall be closed to the obvious 
meaning of the English language, that it must consider that in the 
action of the House there has been a limitation of powersand preclusion 
of judgment upon its conferees; that no report that they might make 
concurring in any Senate amendment can be acted upon favorably in 
the House until there shall have been a repeal and a reversal of the 
judgment as expressed in the resolution laid before the conference. 
When that is done, then I believe we can have a full and a free confer- 
ence on the part of the House on this bill; but with that resolution of 
February 27, which I have just read and which was communicated 
to us last night—with that resolution standing unrepealed before us it 
is idle to talk of the conferees of that House not being bound by it; and 
if they are bound by it they are limited in their conference, they are 
not free, and they are not at liberty authoritatively to meet the com- 
mittee of the Senate and to pass upon the question not of the constitu- 
tionality but of the advisability and expediency of the action of the 
Senate im regard to this bill and itsamendments. They can not stipu- 
late for anything in relation to amendments by the Senate which the 
House in advance has declared to be without constitutional warrant. 
They could as well stipulate that a minority vote in the House should 
pass a bill as to set up the individual opinions of five conferees against 
the declared opinion of the House itself. They are wholly deprived of 
the power to concur in our amendments. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will take this view and see 
that it isno matter affecting simply the success or failure of this meas- 
ure, important though it may be. It goes far deeper than that. It would 
result in an utter derangement of the whole balance of the powers of 
this Government, and it would place the Senate, where I trust in God 
it will never consent to place itself, upon a position of legislative in- 
feriority tothe other branch of Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to make 
a personal explanation, as well as the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I must express my profound regret 
that two Senators as experienced as the Senator from Delaware and the 
Senator from Kentucky should have felt it to be their duty to make 
this technical objection to the committee of conference, as, whether 
designed or not, it is well calculated to defeat all possibility of any 
reduction of taxation at the present session. 

In my judgment we are only bound, so far as the Senate is concerned, 
to consider what the House has sent us, and that is this resolution: 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill CH. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and ask a eonference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses fhereon, to be composed 
on the part of this House of five members. 

What does it matter as to what the opinions of the House may be on 
constitutional questions or on theological questions? They have pr« 
sented, according to the reading of the Senator from Delaware, a reso 
lution encumbered with a great many hypothetical ‘‘ifs.’’ But sup 
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pose their opinion had been at that time as represented by the Senator 
from Delaware; their latest action is that the Senate amendments to 
Hfouse bill 5538 should be non-concurred in and a committee of con- 
ference asked upon the disagreeing votes. 

Under these circumstances it seems to me that the Senate can have 
no knowledge of any limitation, and I may frankly say that so far as 
the committee of conference is concerned we found no obstruction what- 
ever upon that subject. It was a free and full conference upon every 
part of the bill. Therefore, Mr. President, I do not see how this mat- 
ter can be brought before the Senate at all in any form by a Senator 
rising to a personal explanation; and certainly so far as the record or 
our experience in committee is concerned, the conference committee is 
as free as any conference committee I have ever had the honor of being 
a member of. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I just say one word? I have brought this 
matter before the Senate because I desired to take my full share of the 
responsibility for my own action, and to inform the Senate as early as 
I could what that had been, in order that if there should be disap- 
proval of what I had done the Senate could appoint some one else in my 
place on that committee and carry on the conference. I can not stult- 
ify myself, and I will not, here or anywhere, in respect of anything, and 
when I read the English language as I have in this case, and look at 
the consequences of permitting this to be called a free conference on 
the part of the House when they come in there tied hand and foot to 
declare that the Senate’s action upon this bill has been void for want of 
constitutional authority, it is idle, in my judgment, to speak of it asa 
free and a full conference. The conference was ended on the part of the 
Ifouse before it was begun, so far as the tariff legislation was concerned. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
on this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Regular order. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see how this question can be forced into 
debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a personal explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, I make objection, s#that the 
Senate shall proceed with its regular order of business, and I do it now 
after both sides have been heard. I wish to say nothing about this 
matter and I do not wish to do anything against my friend from Ken- 
tucky, but I think as the Senator from Delaware and as the Senator 
from Vermont have been heard the matter ought to rest there. 

Mr. BECK. I will ask the Senate to allow me only five minutes; 
that is all. I will not occupy the Senate longer than that. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think no objection will be made to the Senator 
from Kentucky occupying five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kentucky will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BECK. Understanding that there is objection to my saying 
anything, I only ask for five minutes to explain my position in regard 
to this matter. As the Senator from Delaware has covered the ground 
relative to my action as well as his own, I desire to say that I would 
not have left the conference because of any technical objection to any 
action taken, as it is suggested by the Senator from Vermont that we 
did. I think the reasons set forth by the Senator from Delaware, 
based on the resolution of the House, are substantial and not technical 
reasons. The House, as has been stated by the Senator from Delaware, 
had announced in advance of any action on the amendments to the bill 
that we had sent back to them that in their opinion the action of the 
Senate was ‘‘in conflict with the true intent and purpose of the Con- 
stitution, which requires that all bills for raising revenue shall origi- 
nate in the House of Representatives,’’ and they had solemnly resolved 
on a call of the yeas and nays, by a vote of 139 to 122, that ‘‘ the con- 
ferees on the part of the House ’’ should bring the question, ‘‘ together 
with the opinion of the House in regard thereto, before said conference, 
and if necessary in their opinion, after having conferred with the Senate 
conferees, said conferees on said committee may make report to the 
House in regard to the objections to said bill herein referred to.” 

So that the Senator from Vermont is wrong in saying that the only 
message the House sent to us was notice of the disagreement to our 
amendments and the request for a conference. They sent us their solemn 
protest against our constitutional right to amend the bill as we had 
done, and demanded that theiraction should be laid before us. It was 
80 laid by the chairman of the House committee. They had no bill of 
their own to present or confer about; they did not pretend that they 
had even read our amendments to their original bill in the House before 
disagreeing with us; they disagreed to what we had done presumably, 
as their preamble and resolution indicates. They certainly suggest no 
other rates of taxation on any paragraph or any schedule upon the ground 
of the want of constitutional authority on our part to act on the subject- 
matter, at all, and they so advised us, presenting no disagreement of 
their own to any rate of taxation proposed by us, no amendment to any 
of our amendments; they presented no proposition that we could agree 
to. They did not pretend that there was, in fact, any disagreeing votes 
‘between the two Houses that a conference could adjust so as to be sat- 





Now, Mr. President, I object to further debate 
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isfactory to either or in accord with their action; they could not sa 

that the House would agree to any different rates of tariff taxation even 
if we yield to the wishes of the House conferees on any article on any 
paragraph in any schedule. They simply met us with a constitutional 
objection, and a protest against our right to amend their bill as we did 
when that position was developed, under the resolution passed by the 
Senate yesterday requiring us if there were limitations on their part, so 
that the conference could not be fair, free, and equal to report the facts 
back to the Senate, we felt that to be our duty, as has been stated by 
the Senator from Delaware. I agree with him in believing that it was 
our duty todoso. Ispeakonly for myself; I do not seek to reflect on the 
action of the other members of the committee because of their refusal! 
to report back the facts and lay the House resolution before the Senate. 

The House by its vote to non-concur said it would not agree to our 
amendments. They have presented no propositions of their own; they 
offer nothing but a protest against our constitutional power to act at all: 
so that nothing was left except to abandon the bill of the Senate and to 
give them such a bill as four or five of their protectionist leaders see fit 
todemand. To get anything in the shape of a bill we must abandon 
all that we have done that the House conferees do not like, with noth- 
ing offered by the House in the way of perfecting our amendments; but 
if we abandon what we have done and give them what their conferees 
demand to snit their individual views they will, I doubt not, advise the 
House to waive the constitutional question, otherwise not. 

I do not regard that condition of things as presenting a case for a con 
ference at all. 

I rose, therefore, principally to unite with the Senator from Delaware 
in saying that under these circumstances I can be no longer a conferee, 
and hope that some one will be appointed who can ast consistently with 
his sense of duty; I can not, and therefore I ask to be excused. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks to 
be excused from service on the committee of conference. Was that 
request preferred ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. Do I understand the Senator from Delaware to 
make the same request? 

Mr. BAYARD. I stated distinctly that my object in bringing this 
question before the Senate was that they might understand the true 
action of the Senator from Kentucky and myself and that we might be 
excused from further service. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lhope the Senators will notask that that be done. 
They very well understand that they are the proper Senetors to be ap- 
pointed from that side of the Chamber, and we should be very glad if 
they would reconsider their opinion and continue in service. 

Mr. BECK. We understand that we are proper Senators, but we 
understand that we are not in a free conference. 

Mr. GARLAND. This proposition to excuse two members of the 
committee of conference is one for which I -wish to offer a substitute, 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate on House bill No. 553s, 
be, and they are one 4 instructed to withdraw from the conference heretofore 
to touching such bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that in order? I understand all this proceeds 
by unanimous consent. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the request of the 
Senators from Delaware and Kentucky for leave to be excused is in 
order. : 

Mr. GARLAND. The two Senators rose to a question of high privi- 
lege and asked to be excused from serving on the committee. I offer as 
a substitute for the motion made by those Senators that the entire five 
be discharged from further service. That resolution is in order. It is 
in reference to the action of a committee appointed by the Senate, and 
I ask to be heard on that question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to see that resolution in print. 
a right to that, and I object to its consideration this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa objects to the 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GARLAND. Does the Senator object to the consideration of the 
resolution ? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly do. It is absolutely important, I will 
say to the Senator from Arkansas, that we go on with the sundry civil 
bill if we are to finish the appropriation bills at this session, and this is 
a matter that ought to be adjusted among the gentlemen themselves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection takes the resolution 
over without any debate. 3 

Mr.GARLAND. Lappeal from the decision of the Chair. Now, Mr. 
President, I must ask the Senator trom Iowa to settle the question In 
regard to the appropriation bill in its own time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I again rise toa question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point of order? _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question of order is this: The Senators trom 
Delaware and Kentucky rose to personal explanations, and when they 
were through they sat down, pending the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill. "eae: can that be displaced at the pleasure of any one Sen- 
ator inthis body? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] introduced a resolution; the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. AL- 
Ison ] made the point that it must lie over until to-morrow, and the 
Chair decided that that point was well taken. 
that decision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And «ss that appeal debatable ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I have made the appeal and have the floor upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is in order, then any one Senator can do the 
same thing any day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Chair. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Ohiois goingtoo rapidly. Two 
Senators have risen to a question of personal privilege on this floor; 
that is, to beexcused from service upon a committee appointed by this 
body. That is laid down by the text-books as one of the very highest 
questions of privilege; and when a question of that character comes up 
everything else must give way. The pending subject is suspended, 
says the same authority. I offer aresolution, not only that those two 
Senators be excused but the entire five be relieved from further duty on 
the committee. The Chair has decided, on the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, that this is out of order. Fyom that I appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not decide on the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Iowa. The point was taken. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Chair decided that it was not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decided so, but not upon 
any suggestion. 

Mr.GARLAND. We haveappointed a committee of five who, like the 
King of France, charged up the hill and then marched down again. 
They are confronted by the objection now made by the Senator trom 
Delaware as well as the Senator from Kentucky. Lt the House is right, 
we have been engaged in child’s play for forty days past here, doing some- 
thing we had noauthority todo. As I stated yesterday, it is now made 
apparent that the conferees are handicapped in advance by the House. 
The very first rule laid down by the authority I hold in my hand is that 
when one House sends a message to the other asking a conference it 
must disclose its entire proceeding in reference to that matter. 

We find now that this essential part of the whole business was vio- 
lated in this case; and two Senators here say that the privileges of this 
House have been invaded in that particular, and they ask leave to be 
discharged. Of course their request amounts to nothing till the Senate 
acts on it. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa question of order, and that is that this ap- 
peal is not debatable. I will state my question of order, with the leave 
of theChair. The question pending was, Shall this matter go over until 
to-morrow? That is not debatable under our rules, but is always de- 
cided by the Chair without debate. Now, the forty-first rule is this: 

All appeals taken when a proposition not debatable is pending shall also be 
decided without debate. 

That is the point I make. This appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. GARLAND. As I understand the point of the Senator from 
Massachusetts—I may have misunderstood him—it is that the original 
proposition under the forty-first rule not being debatable, this appeal is 
not. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it. 

Mr. GARLAND. The question of excusing a member of a commit- 
tee of conference is debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is not the question. AsI understand it, the 
two Senators who were permitted to makea personal explanation were 
not recognized as making any questions of privilege. Then the regular 
order was called. Then the Senator from Arkansas offered a resolution, 
there being another matter pending, and the Chair held that that reso- 
lution must go over until to-morrow on objection, which it must do 
without debate. From that the Senator takes an appeal and under- 
takes to make adebate, when the matter out of which the appeal grew 
is itself undebatable, and the forty-first rule provides for that. That 
is my proposition. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator is mistaken in his statement in one 
respect, and that is a very important part of it. While these two Sen- 
ators made their personal explanation, they also moved to be excused 
from further service upon the committee. I appeal to the Senator from 
Delaware if such is not the fact? 

Mr. BAYARD. Unquestionably. I rose toa question of privilege and 
proceeded to make a persona] explanation on that question, and after 
that I said it was for the purpose of bringing before the Senate a va- 
cancy on that committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. So did the Senator from Kentucky. 
question of high privilege, as laid down by the authorities. 
my resolution as a substitute, as a question of high privilege. I have 
said all I desire to say, only this: I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio to one matter. He said that the Senators making 
this een could not refer to what transpired in the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I will withdraw the point of order for 

present. Asthe Senator from Arkansas states that he is about con- 
‘cluding, I will not interrupt him in a brief statement. 


There is an appeal from the decision 
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Mr. GARLAND. ILam nearly through with what I wish to state. I 
want the record to be complete. 

Mr. HOAR. [shall recall the point if general debate is sought. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not fear the point of order, because here is 


sonal privilege and asked to be exeused from service on a committee 
Now, the authorities lay it down—for Mr. Cushing is good authority 
that there are exceptions to the rule forbidding a reference to what has 
transpired in committee, in this section 1731: 

Where, however, a motion is made relative to the committee itself, or its pro- 
ceedings, the rule admits of an exception. 

That is an exception as to stating what occurred in that committee. 
These Senators now refer to the action of this committee and their con 
nection with it, and this resolution refers to the entire committee so 
far as the Senate is concerned. 

Now, I say the Senate is brought squarely to the question, Are you 
going to submit to a committee of conference when two of your Sen- 
ators ask to be excused from that committee because it is not a full 
and free conference under the rules? The difference exists, as I stated 
yesterday, between a full and free conference and a simple conference, 
or, as the English authorities put it, between a free conference and a 
bare conference. If the Senate is ready to do it, it may do so: but it 
will not do it with my consent with the revelations made by these two 
distinguished Senators. ; 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpore, 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. GARLAND. I withdraw the appeal so far as I am concerned 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the two Senators. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. But has not that gone over until to-morrow? The 
Chair’s decision was appealed from, and now the appeal is withdrawn 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The y asked to be excused They 
rose to a question of personal privilege and asked to be excused trom 
service. The Senator from Arkansas moved a resolution, and that goes 
The question now is on excusing the Senators from Delaware 
and Kentucky from further service on the committee of conference 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is not the question 
this appeal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appeal is withdrawn and the 
resolution goes over; but both gentlemen have asked to be excused from 
service on the conference committee, and that is a question of high 
privilege. Those who are in favor of excusing them will say ‘‘aye’’ 
and those opposed to it ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The ‘‘ayes”’ 
seem to have it. 

Mr. MORRILL and Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
vote on that question myself? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Every Senator must decide that for 
himself. The Chair yesterday did not vote upon the question of an 
appeal, but he had the right to vote. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON], and I am informed by his 
colleague [Mr. SAWYER] that he expected to be paired on this vote. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
Senator trom Virginia [Mr. JoHNsTON ]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Since my name was called I am informed by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] that I shall not violate the pair 
with his colleague by voting. With that assurance I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 6; as follows: 


Shall the decision of the Chair stand 


The question, then, is on excusing 


over. 


The question is whether 


Have I the right to 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


YEAS—49, 
Aldrich, Conger, Jonas, Rollins, 
Allison, Davis of Ill., Jones of Florida, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Barrow, Frye, Lapham, Sherman, 
Bayard, Garland, MecDill, Slater, 
Beck, George, MeMillan, Vance, 
Blair, Gorman, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Harris, Maxey, Jest, 
Butler, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Call, Hill, Morgan, Williams, 
Camden, Hoar, Pendleton, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 

NAYS—6. 
Edmunds, Miller of Cal., Platt, Windom. 
| Hawley, Morrill, 
ABSENT—21. 

Cameron of Pa., Ferry, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Lamar, Saunders, 
Chilcott, Grover, Logan, Voorhees. 
Davis of W. Va,, Hale, Mahone, 
Fair, Hampton, Mitchell, 
Farley, Johnston, Ransom, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. MORRILL. I ask consent that the Chair fill the vacancies on 
the conference committee. 

Mr. HOAR. He has that authority already. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I think not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Mor- 
RILJ] asks consent that the Char fill the vacancies upon the committee 
of conference. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. [A pause.] The Chair appoints on the conference commit- 
tee on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, in 
place of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who have been excused, the two next members 
of the Committee on Finance, the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES] 
and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. For myself I wish tosay that I am notin the habit 
of declining any service the Senate imposes upon me or requires of me; 
but this is an exceptional case. It is well known that I am not in ac- 
cord with most of the Senators who sit on this side of the Chamber with 
respect to tariff matters and with respect to matters in this tariff bill. 
My own self-respect, considering that fact, would impel me to decline 
serving upon the committee of conference. I can not consent to un- 
dertake to be a representative on that committee of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, holding views differing from mine and differing 
very greatly from Senators on the other side of the Chamber, and who 
are entitled to a representation upon the committee. I cannot speak 
for them; I do not assume to speak for them. 

There is another and a greater reason; it is one which has been given 
by the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Kentucky this 
morning, who have acted under instructions given by the Senate yes- 
terday under a resolution passed by the Senate, which I will read: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Senate that the conference on House bill 
5538 should be full and free, and that if the Senate conferees become advised that 


any limitation has been placed by the House upon the action of their conferees 
the Senate conferees shall retire— 


Mark the language— 
shall retire and report to the Senate for its consideration. 


The honorable Senator from Delaware and the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, obeying the command of the Senate as expressed in the 
resolution, believing and knowing that the conference on the part of the 
House members could not be full and free, declined to serve. Now, 
Mr. President, I wish to know with what degree of consistency I can 
secept a position on that conference committee, believing as I do from 
the statements made by both of those Senators that there can be no full 
und free conference on the part of the House conferees? 

For both these reasons I beg the privilege of declining any service 
upon the committee of conference, and will again suggest that some 
other Senator who represents largely the views of Senators who occupy 
seats on this side of the Chamber should be chosen in my stead to rep- 
resent this side of the Chamber upon the conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on excusing the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

The question being put, was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The only other gentleman in the Com- 
mittee on Finance, from which the Chair selects, is Mr. HARRIS; and the 
Chair therefore appoints him in place of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPueErson }. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, from the facts stated and the reasons 
assigned by the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Kentucky 
for asking to be excused from service upon this committee of conference, 
I am constrained, being in full sympathy with the views of those Sena- 
tors, based upon the facts stated by them, to asx the Senate to excuse 
me from service on that committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will simply state that I decline to serve on the 
committee, and beg the Senate to excuse me from doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] declines to serve. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
EES} also declines. Will the Senate excuse them from service on this 
committee ? 

The question being put, was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no means of finding 
out who will serve on this committee unless he goes around and sees 
every individual Senator, 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps the better way would be to continue the 
designations and ascertain in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will see in the course of 
the day if there is anybody who will serve. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and for thearmament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GORMAN and Mr. HARRIS submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 7595) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 





year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry ciy;| 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 
and for other purposes; which, with the accompanying paper, was re. 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. I offer an amendment to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, and move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say to the Senator from Georgia that the 
sundry civil bill having been reported back the amendment ought to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that the 
Senator from Georgia is right. It should be referred to the commitice, 
under the rule. 

Mr. BECK. ery well; I beg pardon. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,-resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other pu " 

Mr. ALLISON. At this point of the sundry civil bill I desire to sub- 
mit a statement in detail of the additions and reductions made by the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate: ’ ; 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 1884. 
Ra SE ier cinitanidaccicctecienicnnsieiinvccienncvencscesceud $34, 186,376 35 








Amount of bill as passed the House...............c:ccccccccseessrenneneeeereeceeees 23, 119, 232 50 
Amount added by the Senate committee. ..................:ccceeenesseeeneeeene 1,716, 636 86 

Total as reported to the Senate.....................ssesesssssessescessencesees 24, 835, 919 36 
i ichieticiaicntnciennintinn duces diaemenascnenchconnincsecesssenes 25, 589, 358 06 


The bill as reported less than estimates. 9, 350, 456 99 
The bill as reported less than act 1883 753, 438 70 

The changes in amounts made by the Senate committee in the House 
bill are as follows: 














INCREASE. 
For international exchanges under Smithsonian............................. $2,500 00 
For secretary of legation at Viemma.................c00..cccccseeeeeeee eee eeeeeees 100 00 
For reimbursing expenses of removal remains of late consul at 

INT IIIT nntts/lscsasienstliochs aint Siimeidiadvaceietnnaniiatiauenatineneeneereneniapacscocerrs 1,00 © 
For marine hospital at Memphis, Tennessee..... 16,000 00 
For court-house at New Orleans, Louisiana..... 15, 000 00 
For court-house at Hartford, Connecticut....... 2,000 00 
For court-house at Paducah, Kentucky............... 8,500 00 
For support Life-Saving Service.......................000 100,000 00 
For new life-saving stations. ..............cccc-scccceesssserececssseeseesecsensteeseres 50,000 00 
For engraving and printing, including paper, &c., internal-revenue 

Ricca ccchcdenantatiiincsinentiinintarmaa-cinmemaiitinnbndsbenbiaineneennngeenentyeesscoceee 119,000 00 
For light-house at mouth of Detroit River...................... 20,000 00 
For lights on Hudson River, at Livingston's Creek, &c 6,500 00 
For light beacon Romer Shoal entrance New York Harbor...... 25,000 00 
For land for electric light at Hell Gate 400 00 
For transportation of silver coin............. 20,000 00 
For expenses of national CUrreNncy...............ccccesceeeeeeereecereeeceeeeeeneees 5, 000 00 
For distinctive paper for United States securities.................cc0000 23, 000 00 
For furniture for public buildi: under Treasury..........c0cesse0s 100, 000 00 


For water-power canal, Rock Island arsenal 

For improving reservation South Carolina avenue 

a Ss er reservation North Carolina avenue 
‘or lig 


20,000 00 
3,000 00 
2,000 00 



































ting Executive Mansion and ground..............:000ssssseesseeeees 1,000 00 
For completion of Washington Monument. 100, 000 00 
For elevator for Winder Building. ..............c00..scsesessessseeeeenneneseeeserness 5,000 00 
For cotton-belt reports, Signal Service...............csccsesssssseeeereseeeserees 4,000 00 
For West India repo’ Signal Service.............ccccrssrcessseseesssssesccoeees 12,000 00 
For military telegrapIr lines, Signal Service.............ccsscseseerrerseeeenes 20, 000 00 
For forage, Signal Service..............c0sssccccssesceressssssencssseeesesessseseseess 2,000 00 
For transportation of supplies, &c., Si; BeErvicl............cceceoessesees 25, 000 00 
For continuation of dry-dock, Mare Island, California................... 150, 000 00 
For compensation to natives near Saint Lawrence Bay, for services ‘ 
rendered crew Of Rogers ............cccccccscocssssscecessssesssesesseccseseesssensees 3,000 00 
For purchase of patent for DOIN. cisdicuenincmemsnenindediesesocee 25, 000 00 
For wharf and drill hull, Coaster’s Island ............::s00scssseesseeeeeseeeee 45, 000 00 
For new Naval Observatory 200, 000 00 
For Compass Observatory ..............cececeesseseeeenneeceeeesesenens 7,000 00 
For reimbursement Potomac Steamboat Company ...............++++++++ 19,957 15 
For transferring charts to copper-plates................ccccsssessserenrseeseneeee 10, 000 00 
For furniture for Navy Department building. ...................ceeeeeeeeeees 10, 000 00 
For Patent Office building, new roof, KC ........cc.cseeeseeeseeeneseeeee seers 25, 000 00 
Improving Capitol grounds. ............cccccceseeeeeerseeessseeseesnsenenessesnnennenes 15, 000 00 
For surveying the public lands ...............:00ccessenresersescseeeesnneereeseneenes 50,000 00 
For protection of public amd ................ccccsseeeeecceeseeeenesenneennenensenees 90,000 00 
For school buildings for Indian children .................cccmsssesseceeseeeeeees 15, 000 00 
For transcribing records of Indian Bureau ..................:10ssesseeeeenes 5,000 00 
For payment of old settlers, Cherokees..............csseesssseeeeeees 421, 653 68 
For buildings for Insane ASsylUM,,.............cccccsseseeesersreneeeseeeneeseneeeess 8,500 00 
For improvement of grounds, Columbia Institute for Deaf and ve 
Dumb. cocenccensenccressessceseocesseese esenevecegevenererseceeseceenessscconseossonessessseuenses 3,500 00 
‘or water supply, Howard University ............ccc0eeceeeseseee 3,500 00 


For protection of Yellowstone Park ........... 
For photolithographing for Patent Office..... 


25,000 00 
6, 000 00 


‘or the Official ster for 1883 ............0 2,500 4 
‘or propagation Of foOd-fIShES................ccceeeceerneeeeeeeeeeeneneneensnnsnsres 10, 000 4 
For preservation of collections, National Museunn.................00.s00+ 5, 000 4 
For the public printing. .................ccccceeccsnreceneneenneeeneees photons 400, 000 0 


For reflooring and repairs, Government Printing Office 


12,500 00 
For the Senate 


2,726 03 


see 
eee eeeeeeeeeeees 








For catalogue of aii’ Government publicaiions..... 8000 00 
For purchase of ee ae Laake ciesibienoenbevecuseensousees = 20, 4 = 
For records and briefs of late M. H. Carpenter.................ss00cse000 8,000 00 


2, 312, 836 86 


Total increase 
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REDUCTION. 
For care and repair of telegraph connecting Capitol with Govern- 
qnatnd Pertti OGRGO, B2C........200002..0cnreeresesceree sersecensceesessccerenencesere 


$500 00 
For erection and repairs military posts.. 


324,000 00 












For mileage ‘of officers, Sigmal Corps....................sceseeesenenee eee eenens 5.000 00 
For incid tal exp i ncaa ae duatinnaneeseusesesnees 20 00 
For road from Chattanooga to national cemetery......... 2,500 00 | 
For publication of orders, &c., General Anthony Wayne............... 1,000 00 | 


For artillery school building at Fortress Monroe............ 
For expenses of artillery school at Fortress Monroe.. 
For completing sea-wall, Governor's Island 


30,000 00 
2,000 00 
15,000 00 | 


For carrying out Sioux Indian treaty.............. : 200, 000 00 

For im ten cia hcetnantanseuyoecbusoscssresescaseneceotets oad 15, 000 00 | 

For additional compensation to assistant clerk Committee on Ap- | 
propriations House of Representatives. ............ccceereeeeeenes 


900 00 | 
Total reduction 





Net increase made by committee to House bill sted ‘1, 716, 686 86 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


| 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 35, to insert: 


For the purpose of reimbursing the legal representatives of Francis P. Van 
Wyck, late consul at Turk’s Island, deceased, for money expended in trans- | 
porting the remains of said Van Wyck to his home for burial, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. at | 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for *‘ public build- 
ings under the Treasury Department,”’ after line 54, to insert: 


For marine hospital at Memphis, Tennessee: For completion, $16,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 

The next amendment was, after line 56, to insert: 

For custom-house at New Orleans, Louisiana: For completion of approaches 
and for repairs, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 59, to insert: 

For custom-house and post-office at Hartford, Connecticut: For completion 
of approaches, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and 
having read lines 88 and 89, as follows: 

For post-office at Brooklyn, New York: For continuation, $100,000— 


Mr. LAPHAM. I move to increase the appropriation to $200,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is notin order until the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations are through. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Then I reserve the right to offer the amendment. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right; it does 
not need any reservation. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 103, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Paducah, Kentucky: For completion 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘life-saving stations’’ 
in line 199, to increase the total amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for pay 
of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving and life-boat stations, 
during the period of actual employment; compensation of volunteers at 
life-saving and life-boat stations,’’ &c., from $580,000 to $680,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 199, to insert : 

For establishing new life-saving stations and life-boat stations on the sea and 
lake coasts of the United States, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 240, after the word ‘‘destroyed,’’ to 
strike out “eight hundred and thirty-two’’ and insert ‘‘ five hundred 
and thirty-one;’’ and in line 241, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ tostrike out 
‘provided, that’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Engraving and printing : 

For salaries of all necessary clerks and employés, and for labor (by the day, 
viece, or contract), including labor of workmen skilled in engraving, trans- 
erring, plate-printing, and other specialties necessary for carrying on the work 
of engraving and printing, the pay for such labor to be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, at rates not exceeding the rates usually paid for such work ; 
and for other expenses of engraving and printing; for materials required inthe 
work of engraving and printing; for purchase of engravers’ tools, dies, rolls, 
and plates, and for machinery and repairs of same; and for expenses of operat- 
ng macerating machines for the destruction of the United States notes, bonds, 
national-bank notes, and other obligations of the United States authorized to be 
destroyed, $531,000; and from said sum work may be executed by the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the following purposes, namely, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 245, after the word ‘* engraving,”’ 
to strike out “‘and;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ printing,”’ 
to insert “‘and finishing;’’ and in line 247, after the word ‘‘securities,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘three hundred and twenty-one’ 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For engraving, printing, and finishing United States notes, gold and silver 
certificates, registered bonds for transfers, and other securities, $400,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 251, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out “‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For engraving (except face-plates), printing, and finishing circulating notes | 
for national banking associations, $105,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


, $8,500, 











> and insert ‘‘four hun- 


| in the following words: 


ry 59 
S458 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 252 to 255, inclusive, 


For engraving, printing, and finishing stamps for tobacco, snuff distilled and 
fermented liquors, and all other stamps used in the collection of internal-revenue 


taxes, $375,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 256, after “‘engraving,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘and;’’ and in the same line, after ‘printing,’ to insert ‘‘ and 
finishing;’’ and after ‘‘ ofticers,’’ in line 257, to insert ‘‘and for the pur 
chase of paper for the same;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For engraving, printing, and finishing checks for the Treasurer of the United 


States and disbursing officers, and for the purchase of paper for the sam« 
10,000. 
$10,000, 


~ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 261, after ‘‘ pensions,’’ to insert 
*‘and for the purchase of paper for the same;’’ soas to make the clause 
read : 

For engraving, printing, and finishing checks for the payment of pensions, and 
for the purchase of paper for the same, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 264, after the word ‘ patent,’’ to 
insert ‘‘and for the purchase of paper for the same;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For engraving, printing, and finishing certificates of letters patent, and for the 
purchase of paper for the same, $1,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘light-houses, beacons, 
and fog-signals,’’ in line 330, before ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ** 
and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the clause read. 


; Detroit River light-station, Michigan: For continuing the construction of the 
light-house and fog-signal at the mouth of Detroit River, $410,000 


twenty”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 338, to insert: 

For the erection of lights on the Hudson River at Perey’s Reach, Lamphere’s 
Dock, and Livingston's Creek, $6,500, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that all three are to go in there ? 
I thought there was only one, Livingston’s Creek. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are three items, I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri. We agreed to these three small items, $6,500. The 
others were inserted before. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendment was, 
after line 341, to insert: 


For gaslight-beacon on Romer Shoal entrance to New York Harbor, $25,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 343, to insert: 

For lease of ground to erect electric light at Hell Gate, $400; and the Light 
House Board is hereby authorized, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to lease such parcel of land as is required for the establishment of 
said electric light at Hell Gate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous objects 
under the Treasury Department,’’ after line 583, to insert: 

For engraving, printing, and finishing stamps for tobacco, snuff, distilled and 


fermented liquors, and all other stamps used in the collection of internal-reve 
nue taxes, $420,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 605, to insert: 


For transportation of silver coin 


: For transportation of silvet 
by law, 220,000, 


oin as required 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 609, before ‘‘thousand,”’ 


to strike 
out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 
For expenses of the national currency: For paper, express charges, and other 
expenses, $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 613, before ‘‘thousand,”’’ to strike 


out ‘*‘ thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-eight;’’ so as to read: 

For the distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper, including 
mill expenses, transportation, examination, counting, and delivery, $58,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 63%, before ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike 
out “‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

For furniture and repairs of furniture and carpets for all public buildings under 
the control of the Treasury Department, and for furniture, including gas-fixtures 
for nine new buildings, namely: Albany; Charleston, West Virginia; Mont 


gomery, Alabama; Paducah, Kentucky; Philadelphia court-house and post 
office; Saint Louis 


Topeka, Kansas; Cincinnati, Ohio; Memphis, Tennessee 
$300,000. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 641, after the word ‘‘ court-rooms,’’ 
to strike out: 
And their officers’ rooms, so that they may be ready on or before July 1, 188, 


and the rooms for the post-office at Philadelphia on or before October 1, L583 
And to insert: 


i 


The rooms for the officers of the courtsin the new post-ollice and court-house 
building at Philade|phia, so that the said rooms may be ready for occupancy on 
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or before the Ist day of July, 1883, and for the rooms for the post-office on or be- 
fore the Ist day of October, 1883. 


So as to make the clause read: 

And so much of this amount as is necessary is made immediately available for 
the furniture, including gas-fixtures, for the court-rooms and the rooms for the 
ollicers of the courts in the new post-office and court-house building at Philadel- 
plia, so that the said rooms may be ready for occupancy on or before the lst day 
of July, 1883, and for the rooms for the post-office on or before the Ist day of Octo- 
ber, 1583. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations under the head of 
‘War Department, armories and arsenals,’’ after line 738, to insert: 

For deepening the water-power canal, $20,000; the same to be expended as 
required by act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes,’ approved August 7, 1882, and to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. + 

The next amendment was, after line 800, to insert: 


For improving reservation on South Carolina avenue, between Fourth and 
Sixth streets cast, $3,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 803, to insert: 

For improving reservation on North Carolina avenue, between Second and 
Third streets east, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 849, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to read: 
_Forlighting the Executive Mansion and public grounds: For gas, pay of lamp- 
lighters, gas-fitters, plumbers, plumbing, lamps, lamp-posts, matches, and re- 
pairs of all kinds; fuel and lights for office, stables, watchmen’s lodges, and for 
the greenhouses at the nursery , $16,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 854, to strike 
out: 


And in case a contract can not be made at that rate the officer in charge of the 
a buildings and grounds is hereby authorized to substitute other illuminat- 
ng material in the lamps on the public grounds, and to use so much of the sum 
hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that purpose: Provided further, 
That said officer shall not be authorized to make any contract for gas or other 
illuminating material, in accordance with the provisions of this paragraph, for 
any longer period than one year, 
Se as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That for each 6-foot burner not connected with a meter in the lamps 
on the oy grounds no more than $22 shall be paid per lamp for gas, includ- 
ing lighting, cleaning, and keeping in repair the ps, under any expenditure 
provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,"’ in line 869, to 
strike out: 


And all officers in charge of public buildings in the District of Columbia shall 
cause the flow of water in the buildings under their charge to be shut off from 
5 o'clock p. m. to 8 o'clock a. m.: Provided, That the water in said public build- 
ings is pot necessarily in use for public business, 


So as to make the clause read: 


For repair of water-pipes and fire-plugs: For repairing and extending water- 
pipes, purchase of apparatus to clean them, and cleaning the springs and re- 
pairing and renewing the pi to the same that supply the Capitol, the Exec- 
ban Mansion, and the building for the State, War, and Navy Departments, 

2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 877, after “ thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For telegraph to connect the Capitol with the Departments and Government 
Printing Office: For care and repair of the same, $1000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 894, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For completion of the Washington Monument: For marble, granite, iron 
frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office expenses, including the rent of nec- 
essary office rooms, and for each and every purpose connected with the com- 
pletion of the monument, $250,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
‘The next amendment was, after line 895, to insert: 


For constructing hydraulic passenger elevator for building corner of Seven- 
teenth and F streets, known as the Winder Building, the same to run from the 
ground floor, $5,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, tostrike out the following paragraph from 
line 900 to line 942: 


Military posts: 

To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve- 
ments made at military posts, as follows: At Fort Colville, Washington Terri- 
tory, $50,000; for the establishment of reserved poste at San Antonio and Fort 
Bliss, $75,000; at Fort Huachuea, Arizona, $52,000; at Fort Grant, Arizona, $60,000; 
at Atlanta, Georgia, including purchase of necessary ground, $75,000; at Fort 
Douglas, Utah, $12,000; in all, $224,000. That all lands reserved for military pur- 
poses which, in the opinion of the President, may be no longer desirable for 
such purposes, or so much thereof as he may desi e, shall be placed under 
control of the Secretary of the Interior to be disp 1 of: Provided, That said 
lands shal! not be placed under contro! of the Secretary of the Interior until the 
direction of the President therefor shall have been filed in the Interior Depart- 
ment: Provided, aiso, That said lands shal! not be subject to location by warrant 

scrip of any description nor to the homestead or pre-emption laws of the 
United States: And provided further, That said lands shall not be sold until they 











shall have been surveyed and platted under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior and appraised by three com nt men to be appointed by him and 
their appraisal approved by the President of the United States. And said lands 
shall be sold at public sale to the highest bidder for cash, and shall not be sold 
at less than their appraised value, which in no case shall be less than $1.25 per 
acre, and in such subdivisions as may be most advantageous to the Govern- 
ment, no subdivision to exceed one hundred and sixty acres: And provided fur. 
ther, That no sale shall take place until notice of the same shal! have been pub 
lished for at least ninety days, once in each week, immediately prior to such 
sale, in at least two newspapers, such papers having & penenal Growlation in 
the State or county: And provided further, That any settler who was in actual 
occupation of any portion of any one of these reservations prior to the location 
of the reservation, and continues such see wy me to the present time, shall be 
entitled to locate under the homestead law the land upon which he lives, not to 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres. 


Mr. MAXEY. I wish to call attention to the clause after the word 
‘‘dollars’’ in line 904: ‘‘ For the establishment of reserved posts at San 
Antonio and Fort Bliss, $75,000.’ San Antonio is the headquarters of 
the Military Department of Texas. The railroads now concentrate at 
that point and radiate from that point so as to be within conyenient 
reach of the posts along the Rio Grande frontier. It is the policy of 
General Sherman, commanding the Army, to concentrate the forces at 
that point because supplies of all kinds are much cheaper there than 
they could be at smaller posts, and in ease of necessity they can be sent 
out promptly by the railways to any point where an attack may be 
made or threatened. For that reason the Government is now anxious 
to concentrate the troops at that point, and for that purpose and a like 
purpose at Fort Bliss, Texas, this appropriation for reserved posts is 
made. That is at San Antonio. 

Away along out west, some five hundred miles farther, at El Paso, 
a town lying upon the Rio Grande, separating Texas from Mexico, the 
railroads also concentrate. The Texas Pacific crosses from Texas into 
New Mexico, Arizona, and California at that point, and the road from 
San Antonio around by El Paso crosses at the same point, besides the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road passes that point going down to 
the city of Mexico, and while it already reaches Chihuahanu, EF) Paso is 
to-day a railroad center. Fort Bliss is within about a mile and a half 
of El Paso. The same reason which I assigned for the concentration of 
troops at San Antonio applies in like manner to the post at Fort Bliss. 

For these reasons I regard the policy of the Government as economical 
and wise, because it saves the expense of sending supplies out to minor 
posts and places the troops at a better position, where they can be sent 
out promptly upon any raid made by Indians on anybody else along 
that great frontier, reaching from San Antonio to EI Paso, and thus a 
smaller number of troops will be required. 

I have here before me, but I do not wish to take up time to read it, 
the report of the War Department, at page 52 of Report H. R. 1960 ac- 
companying this bill. The reasons which I have given, however, are 
those which in my judgment control the Department, and I venture to 
say it would be very unwise, I will say to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to strike out this appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. This paragraph provides for four or five new forti- 
fications, and the Committee on Appropriations did not believe it was 
a necessary thing or a wise thing now to enter upon the construction 
of these new forts without understanding more in detail what they will 
eventually cost and the general purposes required of them. That is in 
brief the reason why we struck these out. There is no sort of 
necessity for this being done this year; it can go over to next year, and 
then the whole matter can be examined with more care. That is in 
brief the reason which controlled the committee. We think the reason 
is potential. : 

Mr. COKE. I hope, Mr. President, that the amendment of the com- 
mittee, at least with reference to the military posts in Texas, will not 
be concurred in. That there is a —— posts at San Antonio and 
Fort Bliss for the reasons so clearly by my colleague no person 
can deny. That the War Department, in the exercise of its best judg- 
ment, believes that those posts should be improved is admitted. The 
reason given by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations does 
not controvert either of these propositions. If the posts are necessary, 
it does seem to me that it is not expedient to pass the matter over for 
twelve months more before the necessary appropriation is made to 
maintain them properly. 

We are about opening up very extensive commercial and other rela- 
tions with Mexico. Those posts areimmediately on the Mexican border; 
and while we hope and believe that our relations with that republic are 
to be peaceful, yet it is necessary to the maintenance of the dignity of 
this Government and to the proper protection of that frontier that a 
show of force should be always present there, especially in order to con- 
trol the turbulent elements that are always found upon a frontier and 
particularly upon that border. 3 

In erder that the proper complement of troops may be maintained at 
as little expense as possible it is much the best that posts should be prop- 
erly kept up at these two points where the railroads converge and from 
which t can be thrown to any other points on the frontier; and 
that they should be equipped in the most substantial and permanent 
manner and be of undoubtedly sufficient capacity. : 

I submit to the honorable Senator from Iowa in charge of the bill that 
it is very bad policy to be parsimonious in providing conveniences and 
facilities at those points for the accommodation of the Army. A very 
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considerable proportion of the Army is in that country, and at Fort 
Bliss and San Antonio a few men will count for much more than they 
will anywhere else on that frontier on account of the facility with which 
they may be distributed. 

Mr. ALLISON. But is there not already a post at San Antonio, a 
large post? 

ir COKE. There is. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have already expended a considerable amount 
ef money at fortifications near San Antonio. 

Mr. COKE. On barracks, quarters, &c., not on fortifications. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only last year we expended a considerable sum of 
money to build some buildings or purchase some buildings, I do not 
remember which, near the city of San Antonio. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will explain that in a moment. 

Mr. COKE. That is true 

Mr. ALLISON. Is not that true? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly it is true, but additional facilities are needed, 
and this appropriation’ is based upon the opinion of the War Depart- 
ment and of the General of the Army that there should be further fa- 
cilities provided at both of those points in order to maintain the neces- 
sary number of troops there. 

I submit further that the Appropriations Committee in striking out 
this paragraph have not paid to the opinion of the House who sent the 
bill here—if I am in order in alluding to it—and to the judgment of the 
War Department and the General of the Army that deference, or at 
least that consideration, to which they are entitled in a matter of this 
sort coming properly before the House and about which the War De- 

ment ought to be presumed to be well informed. 

Mr. BECK. I want to state to the Senator from Texas one difficulty 
we had, and I should like to have it answered, because I do not know 
much about the military posts. For the reserved posts at San Antonio 
and Fort Bliss the proposition is to appropriate $75,000. 

Mr. MAXEY. I can explain that in half a minute. 

Mr. BECK. Waita moment. We have always specified heretofore 
in every bill that I ever saw the amount of money that should be ex- 

ded at each place. Whether they are going to expend $70,000 at 
Bon Antonio and but $5,000 at Fort Bliss or whether they are going 
to divide it equally is not known; and those are things that havealways 
been regarded. The Department did not deign to give us that infor- 
mation. That was one trouble we had about it. 

Mr. COKE. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky if the committee applied to the Secretary of War forthe informa- 
tion he speaks of? 

Mr. BECK. Iam not sure. 

Mr. COKE. Ifthe committee had informed the Secretary of War 
that they desired this additional information I presume he would have 
furnished it. Certain it is that the War Department has determined 
that this appropriation is necessary for those two points; and as the 
chairman of the committee did not see proper to interrogate the Secre- 
tary of War further as to the proportions of the amount that should be 
expended respectively at the points named, I do not think it lies in 
the mouth of any member of the committee to urge that as an objec- 
tion to the appropriation. They could have gotten the information if 
they had asked for it. 

The fact remains that the War Department believes that this appro- 
priation should be made, and that the General of the Army, who ought 
to know all about this subject, believes that the appropriation should 
be made. The fact remains that the House of Representatives approve 
this judgment, and without any reason that has been given on this floor 
the Committee on Appropriations have stricken out the provision and 
ask theSenatetoconcurwiththem. I hopethat the committee’s amend- 
ment will not be adopted, unsustained as it is by any reason given here, 
and opposed as it is by all whose business it is to be well informed on 
the subject. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, if I can get the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations a moment I can reply to the 
first point he made without difficulty. As I said, the headquarters of 
the Departmentof Texas are atSan Antonio. The Committee on Appro- 
priations did a year or so ago recommend an appropriation which was 
made of $125,000, as the Senator states, but for what? It was made 
known to the committee by myself and Hon. Mr. Upsow, of the House, 
that the Government was paying from $21,000 to $22,000 rent per an- 
num for officers’ quarters—not soldiers’ quarters, but oflicers’ quarters— 
at San Antonio. That being the headquarters of the department, and as 
an appropriation of $125,000 would cost the Government but $5,000 
per annum interest at 4’per cent., instead of $21,000 in the way of rent, 
and thus in the course of less than eight years the entire expenses of 
quarters for officers on duty at the headquarters would be paid by that 
appropriation out of the savings between interest and rent, it was made, 
not for the benefit of the troops, but for the headquarters and asa 
measure of sound economy. 

‘econd, there is a post, Fort Clark, which cost the Government of the 
United States nearly $250,000. That ison land not the property of the 
United States. We tried once to buy it, and the Senate passed a bill I 
introduced for that purpose, butit failed in the House. The General of 
the Army desires to 80 arrange it as that troops who are now stationed at 





| less at San Antonio than at Port Clark or any other point 





Fort Clark (and there is where the larger number of them arestationed) 
may be moved up to San Antonio, because in the way of foraging horses 
and feeding the troops and in all the other expenses it would cost far 
in striking 
distance of the Rio Grande in that neighborhood. 

Third, I want to say that on the military needs of the Texas frontier 
I have probably studied a little more than the chairman of the commit- 
tee, distinguished as he is in his profession. With afew troops con- 


centrated at the right point, who can be radiated out wherever they are 
needed, it will cost the Government very far lessthan to try to keep up 


a number of little posts scattered about everywhere. For that reason 
it was thought the best policy to put these troops at the railroad center, 
which is San Antonio, and let them be radiated out from that point 
and in like manner at El Paso, which is the other railroad center near 
the frontier. This appropriation of $75,000 for reserved posts to be « 
tablished for men, not as it was for officers’ quarters at San An{onio, but 
for reserved troops to be put there, is asked. 

In regard to the point which the Senator makes, not publicly I will 
say however, as to the post at El] Paso, I will state that a few years 
ago there was a combined movement of a mob of Mexicans in blood on 
the Texan side and of Mexicans on the Mexican side at San Elisario, in « 
E1 Paso County, not far from Fort Bliss, by which Judge Howard and 
other citizens of Texas were murdered by amob. Upon the news reach- 
ing the Congress of the United States an appropriation was made to build 
Fort Bliss, on a bill I had the honor to introduce, and it was built, and it 
is now there, a good post, and belongs to the United States Government, 

Mr. COCKRELL. How far is Fort Bliss from San Antonio? 

Mr. MAXEY. It is five hundred or six hundred miles from San 
Antonio. When I came here in 1875 we had murder, rape, cattle-steal- 
ing, robbery, and arson by Mexicans and Mexican Indians from citizens 
of Texas all along thatline. We now have peace and quiet every where. 
We can use very much fewer troops now than eight years ago by the 
policy which General Sherman is trying to inaugurate, which I think 
to be wise. It is the soundest economy on the part of the Government 
to adopt that policy. Thatis my judgment. I give it for what it is 
worth, and on subjects of that kind I certainly have studied somewhat 
I believe it to be for the best interest of the country. 

If I were considering alone the interest of the State of Texas in sell 
ing forage, and all that kind of thing, I would want as many troops as 
I could get there, but that is not my duty as a Senator of the United 
States. It is to get along on the least money possible consistent with 
protection, and the policy which is here proposed will enable us to get 
along with a small expenditure of money. That is my reason for op- 
posing the amendment of thecommittee. I ask the Senate to non-con* 
cur in the recommendation of the committee. I beg to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that the policy of the Government as to 
the location of posts on the frontier and the disposition of troops has 
necessarily greatly changed by the building of railroads in that country. 
Should Congress sustain the policy as to these posts and others like sit- 
uated recommended by the War Department and General Sherman, it 
will greatly reduce appropriations. The bill of the House in this re- 
gard is right and ought to be left as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I trust this clause will not be stricken out by the 
Senate. These posts have been arranged, as I understand it, after con- 
ference with the General of the Army, who has no doubt at all that this 
is the right thing todo. I amof course not as well informed with ref- 
erence to the frontier posts as the Senators from Texas; but from the 
statement they have just made I have no doubt it is to the interest of 
the Government that those posts should be maintained in accordance 
with the bill as it passed the other House of Congress. 

I desire to say, in addition, a few words in reference to the proposed 
post at the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. I have conversed 
with the General of the Army very freely and fully on that subject, and 
he is very decided in his conviction that there should be a military post 
permanently established at that point. He says it is the strategic mil- 
itary point for all that section of the Southern States——- 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would like the Senator from Georgia to explain 
what is the necessity of Atlanta as a strategic military point in this 
country. I thought we had thecry for years and years that we wanted 
the troops removed from the Southern States; and now we come in with 
a demand that the United States Army shall be brought back and sta- 
tioned in Atlanta, Georgia, and that the tax-payers of this country shall 
be taxed to build forts and fortifications because it is a magnificent 
strategic military point ! 

Mr. BROWN. There was a period when I felt about this matter as 
the Senator from Missouri now feels, and he then felt so too. About 
eighteen or twenty years ago I was very anxious to have the United 
States troops removed from all that section. I considered they were 
great intruders, and that they were on a mission that should not be 
prosecuted, and I should have been very happy to have seen them re- 
moved or driven away. But the circumstances have greatly changed 
since that time. The Southern States are now, as they were betore 
that period, States of the Union, and I believe I may say without any 
hazard that they are loyal States of the Union; as Joyal as any other 
section of the Union. We now consider the Army of the United States 
our army as much as it is the army of any other part of the Union, and 
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we have as Much use for it on any occasion that might arise calling for 
the employment of troops in the South as the people have in any other 
part of the country. 

Therefore it is proper in stationing troops to have due regard to the 
strategic points, in a military point of view. The General of the Army 
says that from barracks at the post at Atlanta he could throw the troops, 
if needed, promptly in a very short time toany one of the coast cities from 
Wilmington, North Carolina, to New Orleans, in Louisiana. Itisonly a 
few hours by rail from Atlanta toany one of these points. We now have 
barracks at two or three of the points mentioned, but if the troops are 
kept there during the summer they are exposed to the extreme heat; 
they are exposed to yellow fever at certain periods, and it is very unsafe 
in point of health to have them there. The General of the Army says 
they should be placed at one point for all that section of the Union. 
That point is Atlanta, because it is a point from which troops can be 
thrown rapidly to any place where they may be needed, and it is a very 
healthy foint in winter; and with its elevation of nearly 1,100 feet 
above the level of the ocean we have a fine summer climate; and it is 
certainly, from humane considerations, the proper place to put the troops 
if they are needed in that section at all; either in winter or summer 
and especially in summer. It is not right to keep them in quarters at 
New Orleans or Savannah or Charleston during the summer season. 
There is great danger of disease, especially of yellow fever, in certain 
years on the coast, and the troops ought not to be kept there. 

I have no doubt that the General of the Army is right about this, 
and that the post ought to be located there on high and healthy land 
where they can be thrown rapidly to any one of the cities where they 
might be needed if they ever should be needed. 

So far as the objection of the Senator from Missouri is concerned, it is 
a rather popular point to make, I know; but we must not forget that 
we are all one people now. Thisis our Government. Weof theSouth 
are an integral part of it; and we have the same use for the Army, and 
feel the same interest that any other portions of the Union have; and 
as the General of the Army has considered this question very maturely 
and this is done upon his recommendation, and it seems to be an en- 
tirely proper thing to do on common-sense principles, I trust that the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations will not be adopted, 
but that the clause will remain as it passed the House. 

Mr. SLATER. I seein the clause which is proposed to be stricken out 
by the amendment that Fort Colville, in Washington Territory, is a post 
provided for, The provision in the House bill provides for putting up 
buildings at Fort Colville, Washington Territory, and appropriates 
$50,000 for that purpose. ‘This amendment strikes that out. That I 
understand contemplates the abandonment of this fort or station. 

This is one of the most important of the frontier posts we have, and 
instead of letting it stand as it is or refusing appropriations under the 
idea of withdrawing troops from that point, it ought to be improved 
and taken care of. We are not yet through our Indian wars in that 
section of the United States in all probability. It is true that at the 
present time peace prevails, and we hope it will continue; but there 
are warlike tribes in the immediate vicinity of this fort who have long 
been kept in their peaceful relations with the United States by fear of 
the very troops that are stationed there; and instead of giving any in- 
dication that this place is to be abandoned, the reverse ought to be the 
policy of Congress for at least some few years yet to come. 

But aside from the Indiansin ourown territory, just across the British 
line in British Columbia are also warlike tribes that will undoubtedly 
have to be looked after in the near future. So that in any point of view 
the amendment in regard to. this fort ought not to prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out from line 900 to line 
942, inclusive. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to take up time, but these forts are 
practically new, all of them. They are new at Atlanta, new at Fort 
Colville, new at San Antonio, and new at Fort Bliss, except in this sense, 
that there is a local fort now at Fort Bliss; but it is intended to make 
what are known as reserved posts, which are to be large posts for the 
concentration of forces; and here is an appropriation that will scarcely 
begin these fortifications. 

Mr. MAXEY. Let me read what the book shows on that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. I know what the book shows. I have 
it in my hand. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator let me place it on record? 

Mr. ALLISON. IT have no objection to placing it on record. The 
book shows a total estimate for new fortifications of $698,000, placing 
them all on a par of necessity, and it proposes a line of fortifications on 
the Rio Grande costing $200,000, which includes the post at San An- 
tonio and other posts, and it provides for a post at Fort Bliss, costing 
$50,000, making $250,000 in all on the Rio Grande. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator is mistaken about that. The Secretary 
speaks of the enlargement of the post at Fort Bliss by an appropriation 
of $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimate is for $50,000 there and $200,000 for 
other posts on the Rio Grande. Everybody who knows anything about 
the manner in which these posts are built knows that they will event- 
ually cost $500,000 or more; and therefore it is that we want to know, 








or at least the Committee on Appropriations desire to know, the char- 
acter of these fortifications, the extent of them, the manner in which 
they are to be built, and so on; and surely there is no such necessity for 
these fortifications as requires that they shall be appropriated for now 
rather than appropriated for next winter. 

I have great faith in the Commanding General of the Army, and | 
believe that what he suggests is probably a wise provision for the dis- 
position of the Army; but he does not expect or anticipate that we 
shall at once provide as he suggests, and therefore it is that the com- 
mittee believe that this whole subject should go over until a future 
time when we can make a further examination. 

Now, there is a large post at San Antonio, a little way out of the city 
of San Antonio, where a considerable amount of money has been ex- 
pended, and last year, for the purpose of erecting officers’ quarters to 
make it more convenient for them to live in the city of San Antonio 
we allowed $125,000. Now it is proposed to grant $75,000 more for 
San Antonio, if in the discretion of the Secretary of War he shall deem 
it wise to spend that whole sum there, as he can do. 

I do not desire to prolong the debate, but merely state these facts as 
they appeared to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to correct an error that the chairman of the 
committee has fallen into as to these being new posts. That is not true 
in the substantial sense of the word as to Atlanta. A military post 
was established there immediately after the close of the war; most of 
the troops that have been kept in any portion of the South have been 
kept at Atlanta. There was this difiiculty, however, that the military 
authorities made a mistaKe‘at the time of leasing the land on which 
they located the buildings, and went on to erect the buildings undera 
fifteen years’ lease, I think, but I am not positive as to the length of 
the time. The lessor died and the lease terminated, and there was 
difficulty about getting title to the land. The post was discontinued 
for a time on that account and the land turned back to the estate of the 
lessor, but it was never the intention of the military authorities to dis- 
continue the post at Atlanta. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean a new post in that sense, but I mean 
in the sense of new buildings, new erections, new purchase of sites, 
and soon. We have no site at San Antonio for a post; this money, if 
appropriated, must be expended in the purchase of ground in the first 
instance. I think the Senator from Texas will agree with me in that. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to say only a word on that point. I dp not 
think there is very much in the objection that the General of the Army 
and the Secretary of War have not laid before us an exact statement as 
to how they propose to erect a post and just what will be thecost. We 
appropriate a definite sum of money for that purpose. I have the ut- 
most confidence in the General of the Army and inthe Secretary of War 
in the case of an expenditure of that sort; I have no doubt they will 
expend the money faithfully, and I can not suppose there will be any 
abuse of the authority or any improper use of the funds. If in fact this 
appropriation bill is not large enough and more ought to be appropri- 
ated to erect these buildings, such as they ought to have that the Army 
may be properly provided for, and I presume there will be no hesita- 
tion on the part of the American people in making the necessary appro- 
priation. Therefore we can very safely leave that with the Secretary 
of War and the General of the Army until there is another session of 
Congress. There will be no danger of misapplication of the fund. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish the Senator from Georgia to put me 
in the attitude of saying that I think there is to be a misapplication of 
the fund, or that he has any more confidence in the Secretary of War 
or the Commanding General of the Army than I have. I make no such 
imputation as to them or any officer connected with the Army. 

Mr. BROWN. I had no intention of making a charge against the 
Senator. I was only giving my reasons why it was safe to make the 
appropriations. ° 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to correct the chairman of the committee in 
one regard, because I know he wants to do right. He stated that we 
should have to purchase ground at San Antonio for this work. He is 
mistaken about that; the Government owns the land there now, and 
therefore would not have to buy it. 

Mr. ALLISON. How much, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. MAXEY. I once had occasion to investigate this matter in con- 
nection with a contract for building the general depot there, and there 
can be no question that the Government owns enough. It is ample for 
the purposes of the post; I do not remember the amount, but quite a 
sufficient amount. I have been there; it isabouta mile and a half out- 
side of San Antonio where the general depot of supplies is now located 
and where the officers’ quarters are now located. Then we donot have 
to buy the ground at E] Paso, because we own the ground there and have 
a deed for it, which deed I examined the other day. 

I have talked with the General of the Army on this subject, and I 
understand, after a very full talk with him, what his policy is, and I 
fully concur with him as a great economic matter that this is the wisest 
thing to do in respect to Fort Bliss, where $50,000 of this money will 
go. This is the estimate and the remark: 


This post is at the point where the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad 
crosses the Rio Grande, which railroad has already reached Chihuahua and will 
in the course of a year or two at furthest reach the City of Mexico. This simple 
fact makes El Paso a strategic point of the first importance. 
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Just as I stated— 

The site is not very good, but is the best attainable. The post is well built as 
far as it goes, but needs enlargement— 

What I stated— 
to accommodate a garrison of four companies, the least that should continu- 
ously occupy that point. The enlargement of Fort Bliss will obviate the neces- 
sity for the post estimated for at old Fort Selden to cost $251,451.69. 

So that upon the very strictest principles of economy it is sound and 
wise to make this appropriation of $75,000 for reservation posts at both 

yints. ‘The Senator in charge of the bill states that the Secretary of 
War has not divided this sum of $75,000 as between San Antonio and 
Fort Bliss, and in my judgment he ought not to have done so. But 
he can not expend a dollar of it outside of those two posts, and if we 
can not intrust to him the discretion of how much should go to one and 
how much to the other, then I must say we have a Secretary of War 
who is a very different man from the man I take him to be. I regard 
him as an honorable, upright man, a sound, economical Secretary of 
War and a good business man, and he will partition the amount, I 
have no doubt, between these two posts just as it ought to be done. 
And the amount of $75,000 is quite a small amount, and certainly it 
will be economy to grant it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out from line 900 to line 
942, inclusive. t 

Mr. MAXEY. I want a division of the question so as to meet the 
point I made myself to non-concur in the amendment beginning in line 
901 to and including the words ‘‘as follows’’ in lines 902 and 903, and 
then in lines 904 and 905 to non-concur in striking out: 

For the establishment of reserved posts at San Antonio and Fort Bliss, $75,000, 

So as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve- 
ments made at military posts, as follows: For the establishment of reserved posts 
at San Antonio and Fort Bliss, $75,000. 

Let each stand on its own merits. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to understand alittle more about that. 
I think the Senator has made very great haste in having this passed, 
and I think there is as good reason for the other and I prefer 

Mr. MAXEY. That does not interfere with anybody else. I only 
ask a separate vote on the Texas items, and let the others come up on 
their merits. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to strike out from line 900 
to line 910 as one amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Texas any 
objection to including lines 901 to 910 in one motion? 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question will be on agree- 
ing with the Committee on Appropriations in striking out from line 
901 to 910, inclusive. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 16; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the call will not be insisted on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There must be a quorum here to do business. 

Mr. MAXEY. I had called for a division of the question, but by 
some means unknown to me that has been overruled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not overrule it. He 
submitted to the Senator whether he was willing to have a division 
from line 901 to line 910. The Chair appealed to the Senator and the 
Chair understood him to say he did not object to that division. The 
Chair does not certainly care how many divisions there are. Let the 
Senator indicate where his division is. 

Mr. BROWN. Were not the yeas and nays ordered on the other 
proposition ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair misunderstood the Sena- 
tor from Texas and therefore he has a right 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a quorum present ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Not yet. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask the Senate to non-concur in the amendment 
from line 901 to line 903, as far as the word “‘follows;’’ and in line 904 
to 905 to and including the word ‘‘dollars’’ in line 905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator proposes one division 
from line 901 to 903. 

Mr. MAXEY. To make it read: 

To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve- 
ments made at military posts, as follows: 

For the establishment of reserve posts at San Antonio and Fort Bliss, $75,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas, I understand, proposes only 
to strike out from line 905 to 910. 

Mr. MAXEY. The only item I propose to disagree with the com- 

mittee upon is the one I personally presented from my knowledge of 
mattersof that kind. I am not questioning the propriety of the others, 








for I know nothing about them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ought not the Senator from Texas to divide that ap- 
propriation? I do not know of anybody who believes that Fort Bliss 
ought to be a reserved post. 


It does not occupy any position with ref- 
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erence to supplies or anything of that kind which makes a post specially 

necessary there. ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 

a quorum present. 
Mr. MAXEY. 


The Chair has counted, and there is 


The Senator from Kansas is mistaken. I have just 


| alluded to a road that is coming down, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 


Fé, to that point; the Texas Pacific road is there, and the California 
Southern. That is a strategic point, as the Secretary of War says. If 
it is not, I should not know where to pick out one. 

Mr. BECK. I voted incommittee to strike out these military posts, 
aftersome consideration, principally because of the confusion that seemed ,, 
to exist in regard to them. Information seemed to be before us that 
Fort Colville, in Washington Territory, was not a very important post, 
that there were two in Arizona, and that perhaps one there was enough. 
Atlanta, Georgia, is a new post altogether, and Fort Bliss and San An- 
tonio,instead of being estimated for or provided for in this bill sepa- 
rately, were united together and $75,000 appropriated for both. 

When I voted to strike them out I did it with the understanding at 
least that some investigation would be made before the bill came up 
when some information should be given more than we had why all this 
clause should be stricken out, and if any good reason were assigned (as 
seemed to be by the Senator from Texas) there ought to be some appro- 
priation made for these posts. 1 propose now to vote against striking 
them out unless there is something more done than has been done up 
to this time. It was more because of the confusion in regard to the 
want of information and the desire to have information that I acquiesced 
in striking them all out. I am satistied nothing better can be done 
alter the explanation made by the Senator from Texas than to vote at 
least to retain the items for Fort Bliss and San Antonio, and I will 





inquire further as to the rest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator trom Texas asks for a 
division of the question so as to have a separate vote on this part of the 
amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve 
ments made at the military posts as follows 

For the establishment of the reserved posts at San Antonio and Fort Bliss, 
£75,000, 


The Senator from Texas moves to disag 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. That does not seem to be according to proper form. 
The amendment of the committee is to strike out between certain lines. 
Now, as I understand the Senator from Texas, he moves to amend the 
amendment by striking out a portion of those lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, he does not want the Senate to 
agree to the amendment striking out the words which have been read 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator from Texas aright to so divide it ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then I ask for a vote on striking out 
the remainder first. 

Mr. MAXEY. IL ask for the vote firston the part I have called for. 
I have made the motion for it, and it comes first. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not care which comes first. 

Mr. SLATER. I shall also ask for a vote separately on the 

have indicated. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
this first. 

Mr. SLATER. I do not lose any right? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Oh, no! The question is on strik 
ing out the words which have been last read at the desk. The Senator 
from Texas moves to disagree to the amendment striking out those 
words. 

Mr. HARRIS. We did not understand it so. The question is, Will 
the Senate agree to the amendment reported by the committee striking 
out the words? I voted ‘‘no,’’ because I am sustaining the view of the 
Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very well. Will theSenate agree to 
the amendment reported by the committee striking out that portion of 
the bill last read? 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 21, noes not counted. 

Mr. SLATER. May Lask foraseparate vote onstriking out the words 
“‘at Fort Colville, Washington Territory, $50,000?’ 

I wish to say to the Senate that this certainly ought not to be stricken 
out. This post is one of the most important frontier posts right in the 
Indian country, where troops must necessarily remain and where every 
appearance of preparation to meet any possible contingency should be 
constantly displayed before the eyes of the Indians, so that they will 
| understand that the United States is always prepared, not only in the 

present but in the future, to meet any outbreak. Certainly th's appli 
| cation ought to be granted. 


rree to that amendment of the 


lines | 


The Senate should get through with 





INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIPFI 


| DUTIES 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will Senators suspend until the 
Chair fills up a conference committee? The Chair appoints the Sen 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and the Senator trom Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN ] conferees on House bill 5538 to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation. 





i 





3464 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





Marcu 1, 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
Jefferson City, in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (S. 1785) for the relief of David Mordecai and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, composing the commercial firm of Mordecai & Co., of Balti- 
more, Maryland. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (11. 8. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon [Mr. Sia- 
TER } asks for a separate vote on the words— 

To enable the Secretary of War to have buildings constructed and improve- 
ments made at military posts as follows: At Fort Colville, Washington Terri- 


tory, $50,000, 

The Senator moves to non-concur in that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The vote will be as in the other case, on concurrence. 
Those who vote ‘‘ay’’ will vote to strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
BRowN } wants a separate vote. 

Mr. BROWN. There are twoor three otherposts mentioned. I am 
willing to have the vote taken on them together. I do not care to ask 
for a further division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be on the re- 
mainder of the amendment of the committee to strike out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill at line 943. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand that all the remainder of that para- 
graph is stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; the whole of it. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to inquire what special objection there 
was to the provision in that section designating how the land surren- 
dered by the Department of War to the Interior Department should be 
disposed of ? 

Mr. ALLISON. This relates tothesaleof military reservations. We 
had no report from the Committee on Military Affairs before us. We 
had nointormation. It is legislation. It isa matter that is not press- 
ing, and we had not time to examine into it to see whether it was wise 
or otherwise; and without the report of some committee having charge 
of this subject the Committee on Appropriations thought it unwise to 
take the responsibility for this legislation. It is pure legislation. It 
would not be entertained a moment if presented in the Senate, and there- 
fore we recommended that it be struck out. 

Mr. CALL. There have been in the State of Florida some very valu- 
able public lands belonging to military reservations which have been 
transferred to the Interior Department, and which I understand there 
is very grave apprehension will be obtained by artifice and without an 
opportunity on the part of the people to bid for them; but I have no 
such information as would authorize me to make any motion upon this 
subject. I submit to the chairman of the committee, however, whether 
it would not be proper to allow this clause which has come from the 
House to stand in the bill, as there was doubtless some good reasons 
for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Tonly call attention to the effect of the last clause 
of the proviso: 


And provided further, That any settler who was in actual occupation of any por- 
tion of any one of these reservations prior to the location of the reservation,and 
continues such ee to the present time, shall be entitled to locate under 
the homestead law the land upon which he lives, not to exceed one hundred and 


sixty acres. 

There are great questions involved of public policy, questions of law 
arising out of the occupation of these reservations. Now, the idea that 
we shall in this perfunctory way, two days before the end of the session, 
undertake to do justice to every party interested in these matters it seems 
to me is preposterous. So I trust this matter will go over until we can 
have an opportunity of investigating it fully and fairly. 

Mr. CALL. I shall make no further opposition. I would rather it 
should be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote has been taken. There 
ean be a separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can renew his motion in the Senate. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I should like to submit a conference report, if the 
Senator from Iowa will give way a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit the report of the committee of conference 
on the fortification appropriation bill. 


-| for other pu 





The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House 
the amendments ofthe Senate to the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the anmament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, having met, after fu|| 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their ro. 
spective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In line || 
of said amendment strike out the words * three hundred,” and in lieu of the sum 


proposed in the amendment insert the sum of “ $400,000; "” and the Senate agree 
to the same. = 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert the sum of $20,000;"" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert the sum of “* $75,000; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 


H. L, DAWES, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
J. H. KETCHAM, 
THOS, RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of this conference report? The Chair hearing no objection, 
it is before the Senate. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
The report was agreed to. 


¥ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Signal Service,”’ 
in the clause making appropriations ‘‘for the observation and report of 
storms,’’ in line 953, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to insert: 

For West India reports, $4,000; for cotton-belt reports, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 976, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘ for the observation and report of storms,’ trom 
$35,000 to $51,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 981, to increase the appropriation 
**for maintenance and repair of military-telegraph lines,’’ from $30,000 
to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in line 989, after ‘‘ for,’’ tostrike out ‘‘con- 
tinuing’’ and insert ‘“‘completing;’’ in line 993, after ‘‘for,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘continuing”’’ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ and after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ in line 995, to strikeout ‘‘and it is provided that the limitations 
hereinafter contained shall not prohibit such further details of officersand 
men for the relief of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition as the Secre- 
tary of War may deem necessary,’ and to insert: 

And it is provided that the above work near Lady Franklin Bay and Point 
Barrow shall 


be closed, and the force there employed shall be returned to the 
United States within the next fiscal year. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Observation and exploration in the Arctic Seas: For completing the work of 
scientific observation and exploration on or near the shores of Lady Franklin 
Bay,and for transportation of men and supplies to said location and return, and 
for completing the work of scientific exploration at Point Barrow, $33,000. And 
it is provided that the above work n —T Franklin Bay and Point Barrow 
shall be closed, and the force there employed shall be returned to the United 
States within the next fiscal year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1006, after “‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
the following clause: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty under orders, $5,000. 


And in line 1012, to reduce the total appropriation for officers of the 

Si Service from $235,000 to $230,000. 
r. ALLISON. That is an error. That clause ought not to be 

stricken out. I desire that that amendment shall not be agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 1014, before ‘‘commissioned,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War is authorized, in his discretion, to detail for the serv- 


ice in the Signal Corps not to exceed ten commissioned officers, exclusive of the 
second lieutenants of the Signal Corps authorized by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, after ‘‘law,’’ in line 1016, to strike out 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That he may, in his discretion, make a further detail of officers for 
service in the Arctic Sea expedition. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, in line 1045, before ‘‘mules,”’ to strike 


— 
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out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert “‘forty-five;’’ and in the same line, after | 
mules,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Commutation of fuel for two hundred and forty-three enlisted men of the Sig- 
nal Corps, at $8 each per month, $23,328; forage for forty-five mules, $4,500; station- 
ery, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1049, to increase the appropriation 
for regular supplies: Fuel, authorized allow ance for officers and enlisted 
men at Fort Myer, Virginia, and for various offices at Fort Myer, Vir- 
ginia, and on the United States military-telegraph lines, &c., from 
$57,051.75 to $59,051.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the clause making appropriations for 
incidental expenses of the Signal Service, in line 1051, before ‘‘ mule,’”’ 
to strike out ‘‘horse and ;’’ in line 1052, before ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘five hundred ’’ and insert ‘“‘two hundred and fifty ;’’ and in line 
1056, after ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four hundred and seventy-five”’ 
and insert ‘‘two hundred and twenty-five ;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: : 

Incidental expenses: For mule shoes, $250; blacksmith’s tools, $550; veteri- 
nary supplies, ; fire apparatus, disinfectants, &c., $125; in all, $1,225. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1058, after ‘‘ transportation,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘and distribution of supplies, instruments, and material, $25,000, 
for transportation;’’ and in line 1065, after ‘‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ten”’ 
and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Transportation: For transportation and distribution of supplies, instruments, 
and material, $25,000; for transportation of officers and men, $8,875; means of 


transportation, namely: five mules, at $140 each, $700; one spring-wagon, $200; 
for repairs to means of transportation, $500; in all, $35,275. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1110, to strike out the following 
paragraph: 


To complete the road from the city ot Chattanooga to the national cemetery, 
near that city, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary to finish said 
road. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire tosay to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and to the Senate that at the national cemetery at Chat- 
tanooga there are over fifteen thousand dead, and the road leading to it 
from the city is absolutely impassable, as I am informed by a commit- 
tee of the board of trade of that city. It isa matter to which so much 
attention has been directed there that at least a half dozen of the most 
respectable gentlemen of the city have written to me urging this appro- 
priation as absolutely necessary; in view of which fact I appeal to the 
chairman of the committee and to the Senate not to strike out the ap- 
propriation as made by the House, but let it remain, as it is believed 
that that will complete the road and give free access to the cemetery by 
visitors who desire to visit the resting-place of their friends. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not occupy any time on this matter. Last 
year we appropriated $5,000 for the completion of this road, and we 
directed that none of the money appropriated by that and the preced- 
ing paragraph, relating to the road at Fort Scott, Kansas, should in 
either case be used unless the amount appropriated was made to com- 
plete the road. We intended that they should have an additional sam 
of $5,000 to make the roads to these cemeteries. The whole $5,000, I 
understand, has been expended at the Chattanooga cemetery, although 
we provided that no part of it should be expended unless upon ascale 
which would complete the road. Upon that state of facts we struck 
out the appropriation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not prepared to go beyond this in explaining 
the reasons why the $5,000 have not completed the road as contem- 
plated; but I understand that backwater in a very great freshet in the 
Tennessee River made it necessary to make certain fills, costing largely 
more than the estimates which had been made for the construction of 
the road, and for that reason the $5,000 proved inadequate to its com- 
pletion. It is not only not now completed, but after the entire ex- 

iture made it remains in an impassable condition, and with this 

,500 more it can be completed and made permanent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the clause. 

_ Mr. BROWN. Is that now subject to amendment, or must I wait 
in order to offer an amendment at this point ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is opento amendment. You can 
move to amend the text before the question is taken on striking it out. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, the Senator from Georgia will have an oppor- 
tunity to propose any amendment after the committee amendments 
have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not want to embarrass the pending amendment, 
in which the Senator from Tennessee is interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Amendments can be proposed after- 
ward to come in at any part of the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to give notice, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No notice is required. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall move to insert an amount for the Marietta 
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The question is on agreeing to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


| amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 13; 
no quorum voting. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This isa very plain, simple question. In the sun- 
dry civil act passed last year there was the following provision 

For the road from Fort Scott to the national cemetery, Kansas: For the com 
pletion of the roadway from Fort Scott, Kansas, to the national cemets ry near 
that city, $3,000 

For the road from Chattanooga to the nat 


I ask for the yeas and nays, as a means of getting a 


onal cemetery, Tennessee: For the 
completion of the roadway from Chattanooga national cemetery to the 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, $5,000: Provided, That none of the money appropriated 
by this and the preceding paragraph shall be expended unless in each case the 
amount appropriated shall complete said roadways, 


eity of 


There was a specific appropriation for a specific object, provided it 
would complete the roadways. They had no right to spend a dollar 
under that provision unless that amount would complete the work. 
Congress fixed the amount in its act providing that none of it should 
be expended, if the expenditure could not be brought within the sum 
named. They trample that law under their feet and come in and ask 
for an additional amount now. Itis useless to pass any law regulating 
the amount that shall be expended; we might as well determine to give 
them whatever they want to spend. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Missouri speaks with some heat, 
as if this were an exceptional case. I should suppose that his long ex- 
perience on the Appropriations Committee would have taught him the 
absolute futility of any attempt to impose limitations on executive 
power by legislative restraint. We make appropriations for public 
buildings, for roads, for every other purpose, and they are habitually 
disregarded by the officers who have the objects in charge. They spend 
what they please and then come here for the balance to make up the 
deticiency. There is no more use, under the existing state of things, 
of attempting to impose any restraint upon the absolute will of execu- 
tive officers by an act of Congress than there is in attempting to restrain 
Niagara or the course of the currents of the atmosphere by legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, then, is Congress in session ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why are we then spending time in passing a law? 

Mr. INGALLS. Ihave noidea. There is an absolute detiance of 
legislative authority habitually in every Executive Department of this 
Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Should such executive officers then be continued 
in power to handle the people’s money ? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a conundrum I donot choose to answer. F 
simply call attention to the fact and to the scandal and the disgrace of 
it. Iam somewhatamazed that the Senator from Missouri exerts him- 
self so powerfully upon this subject as if it were an exceptional case 
Give them the money; they will spend all they want and come here 
next year for an additional appropriation. It is utterly useless to at- 
tempt to restrain or limit or hinder or impede the executive officers 
who are intrusted with the expenditure of money by act of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the people will pay attention to what the 
Senator has said. I heartily indorse his statement, and shall in future 
commend it to the prayerful consideration of the voters and tax-payers 
of this country. 

Mr. HARRIS. The engineer in charge of this work may have done 
very wrong in expending the $5,000 without completing the work as 
directed by the appropriation actof last year. I do not know that thia 
is or is not true; but the practical fact remains that the $5,000 have 
been expended and you have no road. The practical question for the 
Senate to determine is, will you abandon the work thus begun and con- 
tinue to have no road, or will you by appropriating this pittance of 
$2,500 complete a work on which you have already expended $10,000, 
That is the practical question; let the Senate decide it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The yeas and nays will be called om 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called) 
paired with my colleague (Mr. FARLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I was requested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] to announce that he is paired with the Senator from Ne 
braska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
GARLAND]. I would vote “‘ yea’ and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 18; as follows 


I am 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Groome, Logan, Ransom, 
Anthony, Harrison, MeDill, Rollins, 
Beck, Hawley, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Windom, 
Frye, Kellogg, Pugh, 
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NAYS—I18. 

Barrow, Conger, Harris, Slater, 
Brown, Davis of IIL., Jackson, Vance, 
Call, Fair, Jonas, Vest 
Camden, Grover, Jones of Florida, 
Coke, Hampton, Maxey, 

ABSENT-—31. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Garland, McPherson, Saunders, 
Butler, George, Mahone, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Edmunds, Johnston, Morrill, Williams. 
Farley, Lamar, Pendleton, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 1129. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see that there is a misprint in line 1128. I ask 
that it may be corrected. It ought to read ‘‘ confederate armies.’’ 
Insert ‘‘ed’’ in ‘‘conferate.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The spelling will be corrected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘miscellaneous 
objects,”’ in line 1135, after the word “‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

And the sets of said compilation held by the Secretary of War for distribution 


to addresses to be furnished by Senators, Representatives, and Delegates shall 
be subject to their order, as now provided by law, until July 1, 1884. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the publication of the official records, and printing and bind- 
ing, under direction of the Secretary of War, of a compilation of the official 
records, Union and Confederate, of the war of the rebellion so far as the same 
may be ready for publication during the fiscal year, $36,000. And the sets of 
said compilation held by the Secretary of War for distribution to addresses to 
be furnished by Senators, Representatives, and Delegates shall be subject to 
their order, as now provided by law, until July 1, 1884. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1139, to strike out: 

For the collection, preparation, and printing of the orders of General Anthony 
Wayne, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1146, to strike out: 

For construction of a fire-proof building for headquarters and library at the 
United States Artillery School at Fortress Monroe, Virginia, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in line 1154, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘five’’ and ipsert ‘‘three;’’ soas to make the clause read: 


For the Artillery School at Fortress Monroe, Virginia: To provide for text- 
books, drawing materials, models, and material necessary in the science of en- 
gineering and artillery, stationery, and miscellaneous necessaries for use of the 
school, $3,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1176, to insert: 

The Secretary of War to purchase from Addison M, Sawyer his patent-right 
for canister shot, and to pay him therefor such sum as he shall deem just and 
reasonable, not exceeding $25,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to modify the amendment by inserting the 
words ‘‘to enable’’ before ‘“‘the Secretary of War,’’ and adding ‘‘in his 
discretion ’’ after the word ‘‘ War;’’ so as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to purchase, &c. 

Mr. VANCE. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that, in 
line 1179, it apparently reads that the amount to be paid shall be such 
sum as is deemed just and reasonable by Mr. Sawyer instead of by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from North Carolina. I have 
just been scratching my pencil around those words myself. 1 will 
modify the amendment there so as to read: 

Such sum as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modifications suggested by the 
Senator from Towa will be made if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 1180, to strike ont: 

For completing the sea-wall on the west side and southeastern portion of Gov- 
ernor’s Island, New York Harbor, $15,000 ; the same to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to present a question which 
is one of personal privilege, I believe. I have been informed since my 
return that while I was absent from the Chamber the President of the 
Senate did me the honor to appoint me as one of the members of the 
committee of conference on the revenue bill. 1 beg leave to decline. 

There are certain circumstances of personal embarrassment growing 
out of my remarks in the Senate in respect of that subject which would 
of themselves be sufficient to control my action. Two of the Senators 
who were upon that committee have been excused this morning upon 
the ground that in the prosecution of their endeavor to have a confer- 
ence they came to the knowledge of the fact that the House of Repre- 
sentatives instead of having authorized its conferees to have a full and 


free conference had limited their powers and denied the constitutional 
authority of the Senate to enact the bill which we sent to them, or parts 
of it. I construed the vote in which I participated as a declaration on 
the part of the Senate that that would obstruct a full and free confer- 
ence. I see no reasonable expectation of removing that question out 
of controversy, either in committee or in the Senate, as matters now 
stand. I therefore will ask the Chair to excuse me from service upon 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, for the reasons stated so well by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], I ask to be relieved from sery- 
ice upon the conference committee on the revenue bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate excuse the two Sen- 
ators from service upon the committee of conference on the revenue 
bill? Those in favor will say ‘‘ay;’’ of the contrary opinion ‘‘no,”’ 
{Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and the Senators are ex- 
cused. The Chair must see, unless some person can now speak au- 
thoritatively, whether there is any Senator on the Democratic side who 
will accept. The Chair will test it by appointing the Senator from 
— — {Mr. Davis] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 

ONAS]. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, I fully concur in the reasons given by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck ] and the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BAYARD] in withdrawing from the position of conferees on the 
part of the Senate, and also in the reasons given by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN], and I beg respectfully to be excused from serving. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, I have been out of 
the Chamber this morning, as I was yesterday, on committee service, and 
I do not know fully what has taken place; but from what I have seen 
and heard since I came in it would appear to be improper for me to ac- 
cept service on the conference committee, though I have great hopes 
that the difficulty that the Senate is now in will be overcome in some 
way, and that we shall yet have a tariff bill passed by this Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate excuse the two Sena- 
tors last appointed? Those in favor of giving them leave to decline will 
say ‘‘ay;’’ contrary ‘“‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, 
and they are excused. The Chair would like a response from some older 
Senator whether the Chair should go on through the list of Senators on 
that side of theChamber. A response should come from the Democratic 
side, ifatall. Unless there is some Senator who will respond on the 
subject, the Chair will appoint the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BUTLER] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. MAXEY. . Mr. President, as I understand from what has trans- 
pired, the conferees on the part of the House are under peremptory in- 
structions indicating the course which they shall pursue on that con- 
ference. It can not, therefore, in any sense be said to bea full and free 
conference, and in that state of the case it will be impossible for me to 
serve. I therefore decline to serve. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall certainly decline to serve on 
the committee of conference. I regard the action of the House as an 
opinion that what we have done is a nullity so far as the tariff business 
is concerned, and entertaining that opinion, I decline respectfully to 
serve on the committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from South Carolina will be excused if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none. If some Senator would advise the Chair that no 
Democrat will serve on the committee, it will relieve his embarrass- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not hesitate to say that I think the Chair would 
be warranted in assuming that such is the fact from the experiments 
already made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Assuming it to be true, from what 
has been said by the Senator from*'Tennessee [Mr. HArRRIs], as the 
Chair does not want to tender the appointment to every individual on 
that side, that no Democrat will accept the appointment on the con- 
ference committee, the Chair appoints the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. He appoints 
the Senator from Virginia as there is no member on the committee from 
the South. Neither Senator is inthe Chamber. The Chair would like 
= know whether they will accept. The Sergeant-at-Arms will notify 
them. 

Mr. INGALLS subsequently said: Mr. President, I learn that dur- 
ing my absence temporarily the Chair has done me the honor to ap- 
point me as a member of the committee of conference on the House 
bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation. My engagements are such 
that it would be impossible for me to serve on that committee, and I 
therefore beg to be excused. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will not ask to be excused. 
We hope to get through this afternoon and evening. 

, Mr. INGALLS. It is quite impossible for me, Mr. President, in 
view of matters that require my attention here and elsewhere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate excuse the Senator 
from Kansas from serving on the committee? The Chair hears no ob- 








jection, and he is exeused. The Chair appoints the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MILLER]. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I shall have to decline 
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| 
the appointment on the conference committee with which the Chair has 


honored me. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California declines 
the appointment on the committee. Will the Senate excuse him ? 
The Chair hearing no objection, he is excused. The Chair appoints the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. McDiLL] in place of the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. MILLER] as a member of the committee of conference. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of December 8, 1882, alistof pensioners on the roll January 1, 1883, &e. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that lie on the table until the Senator | 


from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] comes in. I presume he wil! want to have 
it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The list is in the Pension Office; it 
jis not here. It would cost $50,000 to print it, the Secretary says. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It would cost $60,000 to print the usual number. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will be passed over for a moment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is not ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. The communication will 
lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the 26th ultimo, a list of officersof the United States Army on duty in 
Washington, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with resolution of the 26th ultimo, a list 


of officers of the Navy now on duty in Washington; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also laid beforethe Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a letter from the Director of the Geological Survey, 
together with a list of persons now employed in that office or employed 
there since July 1, 1882, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. LoGAN, Mr. Jones of 
Nevada, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. JoNAS, and Mr. WALKER the Select 


CT 


Committee on the Mississippi River Examination authorized to be | 


appointed under a resolution of the 22d ultimo. 
VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, 
ana Mr. HARRIS members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
Senate to attend the annual examination of the cadets at the United 
States Military Academy at West Point, New York. 

VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. LAPHAM and Mr. CAm- 


DEN members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to at- | 
tend the annual examination of the cadets at the United States Naval 


Academy at Annapolis, Maryland. 
: AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. PLATT and Mr. CALL submitted amendments intended to be | 


proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and for those certified as due 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 
of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore Haid from permanent appropri- 
ations, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
_ Mr. FAIR presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada, in 
favor of the establishment of a mail-route from Genoa to Alda Mill, 
Nevada; which/was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
for other purposes 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 


Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ National Home 


for Disabled Volunteers,” to strike out lines 1230 to 1333, in the fol- | 


lowing words: 


en Section 2 of the act of February 26, 1881, be so amended as to read as fol- 
“Sro. 2. All pensions able or to be paid under this act to pensionerg who are 
iumates of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldicrs shall bt paid to 
© treasurer or treasurers of said home, upon security given to the satisfaction 
of the managers ; 
of tne a= penalties, under regulations to be established by the managers 
oftin ee = payment to be made by the pension agent upon a certificate 
then Ain or officer of the home that the pensioner is an inmate thereof, and is 
ona ~~ Any balance of the pension which may remain at the date of 
he ~ — 8 discha shall be paic over to him; and in case of his death at 
me, the same shall! be paid to the widow or children, or in default of either, 





, to be disbursed for the benefit of the pensioners without deduc- | 
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to his legal representatives, And in suc h ease and in cases where pensions have 
heretofore been paid to the treasurers of said home for the benetit of inmates of 
| the home who have since been discharged or have died at the home or on fur 
| lough, any balance of the pension remaining at the date of such discharge or 

death shall be paid over to the pensioner, or in case of his death, to the wife. 
children, or legal representatives.” 

That from and after the passage of this act the board of managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall apply the excess above % 
| monthly of the pensions of all inmates of the National Home for Disabled Vol 

unteer Soldiers to the support and the objects and purposes of said home: Pro- 
| vided, however, That the above provision shall not apply to any inmate of said 

home who, having at the time of his admission to said home, wife, minor child, 
| Or parent dependent upon him for support, shall apply the excess of his pension 

above said each month to said support. The said board of managers shall 
annually report the amount of pension-money received by them under the above 
provision: Provided, That in addition to the persons now declared by law to be 
entitled to admission to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, any 
person who served during the war of the rebellion in the Army or Navy of the 
United States and was honorably discharged therefrom, who is not otherwis« 
provided for by law, and who is incapacitated by reason of wounds incurred in 





| 

| 

| the line of duty or disease contracted during his said service from earning hisown 
| support, may be admitted to said home in the same manner and under the same 
| conditions as volunteer soldiers are now admitted. Andsection 2of the act en- 
titled * An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
| sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, ISs82 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and for deti- 
ciencies, and for other purposes,” approved February 2 


}, ISSI, is hereby repealed 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ under the Navy 
Department,’’ in line 1346, to increase the appropriation for ‘‘ navy- 
yard, Mare Island, California: continuation of stone dry-dock,’ 
$200,000 to $350,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1362, to insert 


from 


lo reimburse the officers and men of the United States steamer Rodgers, 

| burned in Saint Lawrence Bay, Behring Straits, Siberia, on the th of Novem 

| ber, L881, for the loss of their personal effects by the destruction of said vessel 
| thereshall be paid toeach of the oficersan amount equal totwo months o 

| sea-pay, and to each of the men $75. To the mother of Master C. P, Putnam 

who was lost on the ice in the heroic endeavor t 





o afford relief to his associates 


ja sum equal to twelve months of his sea-pay; and for the purpose of settling 
| the accounts of the late Master Putnam, the Ist day of January, L882, shall bea 
sumed as the date of his death, and a sum suflicient therefor is hereby appro 
priated, 
The amendment was agreed to 
The ne amendment was, alter lin v7 to 
Che next ar iment w it l t 
ro enable tl suitably: lin ner 
may de i! tand al : I I Bay who 
housed, fed to t t crew t { d 
| States steamer R | { mit y ] » ’ 
much thereof as 
| The amen 
| The next ar 1383, to i 
} For contin ! y \ 1 i 





Coaster’s Harbo 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 1386, to insert 


n 


the act of Congress approved February 4, L880, $200,000 


For the erection of a new naval observatory upon the 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 1390, to insert 


For the erection of a compass observatory for test my 7 


LeStingr ¢ pa 7 OOF 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1392, to insert 
ro enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay the Potomac Steamboat Company 


} the amount found to be due them by a board of naval oflicers 


appointed to as 
certain the damage occasioned by the neg] 





ligence of the oflicersin command of the 

United States naval tug Fortune in running down the said company’s steemer 

Excelsior, in Hampton Roads, Virginia, December 4, 1582, $19,997.15; and the 

acceptance of this sum shall be in full for all claims of said company against the 
United States because of said collision 

Mr. BAYARD. I submit an amendment there, on line 1402, after 


the word “ claims,’’ to strike out ‘‘of’’ and insert ‘‘ which the,’ and 
after the word ‘‘ company ”’ to insert *‘ now has;’’ so as to read “for all 
claims which the said company now has.’’ This is assented to. It is 
to prevent the exclusion of claims of salvage that may be brought 
against this company hereattet 


Mr. COCKRELL. Am I to understand from the Senator from Iowa 


that the question of salvage is to be left out? Was that the agreement 
in committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was not the agreement inthe committee. The 

| Senator from Delaware called my attention this morning to the fact 

that there was a suit pending against, this company for salvage. It 


seems to me—I may be mistaken—that if this company shall be com- 
| pelled to pay salvage on account of this loss in addition to the loss al 
ready sustained, we ought not to foreclose them. That ismy individual 
opinion. Ofcourse it was intended, however, in the committee that this 
| appropriation should cover every claim of this company. 
Mr. BECK. I do not want any misunderstanding about this. The 
first proposition was to send the whole matter to the Court of Claims, 
| including salvage and all. 

Mr. BAYARD. That was not regular under our rules, being general 
legislation on an appropriation bill, and for that reason the provision 
was inserted as it is. 

Mr. BECK. That was the first suggestion. Then the next sugges 
tion made by the Senator from Iowa and others was that this amount 
of money should be allowed in full of all claims, salvage and all. I 
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know it was so read to the committee, but there isa modification of it 
that has been added since. Before the Senate vote on this, I want 
care taken to be sure that it is right. A number of members of the 
committee, of whom I am one, desire to settle this matter wholly, or 
not settle it at all; or else send it to the Court of Claims for the whole 
amount, or let this be accepted in full, and not ask us to pay this 
amount of money now and have it left open for future claims and suits. 

Mr. BAYARD. This amount of $19,957.15 is an itemized account 
for every item of damage found by a board of naval officers, for which 
the United States is liable because their officer caused it by his own 
negligence, and he was dismissed from the service on that account. 
There has been aclaim of salvage made against the company. The par- 
ties have filed their libel, claiming $10,000. The Secretary of the Navy 
distinctly refused to allow that question to be entertained, and he recom- 
mended only the payment of these itemized damages ror the precise loss 
to these parties caused by the action of the Government tug. 

If it shall come out hereafter that these people are adjudicated by 
the decree of a court of admiralty to pay this money, the Government 
will owe them that just as much as it owes them this. They are dam- 
nified already; their property has been taken from them. They ought 
not to be kept out of it. They can not claim from the Government 
any more than they shall be hereafter compelled to pay. What is al- 
lowed them now is allowed them for the claims up to this time that 
are liquidated. If they shall be compelled to pay additional salvage, 
law, equity, and conscience would compel the Government to reim- 
burse them; and I trust there will be no objection to let that matter 
stand open in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIson in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 1403, to insert: 


For continuing the transfer to copper plates of photolithographic charts,$10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 1412 to 1686, in the 
following words: 


And said commission shall also report in reference to each navy-yard the sale 
ef which is not recommended by them, whether it is in their opinion specially 
adapted for _ specific purpose, and whether it should be retained in active 
eperation or otherwise used; whether it is fully me y a and provided with 
all necessary appliances for the promptand economical execution of such work 
as may be required; and if not, in w res) it is defective; and what will 
be required to place it in proper and effective condition for any probable de- 
mands in time of war, and the estimated cost of any additional requirement; 
and also whether, in their opinion, any improvements can be made in the system 
ef performing work at the navy-yards which will promote efficiency and reduce 
expense. That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to be laid out in conven- 
ient lots for buildingand commercial purposes, with convenient streets, avenues, 
and wharves, in substantial accord with the recommendations and report made 
and submitted by Commodore John H. Upshur, all that land in the Wallabout 
Bay, in the State of New York, included within the present limits of the Brook- 
lyn navy-yard and the United States naval hospital grounds, which is bounded 
and described as follows: 

Parce! A, containing about thirty-three and one-quarter acres, beginning at 
the northwest corner of ington and Flushing avenues; thence westerly 
along the line of Flushing avenue eight hundred and forty-eight feet; thence 
northerly along a line parallel tothe line of Washington avenue to the nofth line 
ef the property of the United States, being about one thousand nine hundred 
feet; thence easterly along the line of the property of the United States to Wash- 
ington avenue, being about nine hundred and forty feet; thence along the line 
ef Washington avenue to the point of beginning. 

Parcel B, containing about twenty-four anda half acres, beginning at the north- 
east corner of Washington and Flushing avenues; thence northerly along the 
ne of Washington avenue to the northerly line of the poouarty of the United 
States fronting on Kent avenue basin; thence easterly along the line of the prop- 
erty of the United States parallel with Kent avenue in to the easterly line of 
Hewes street extended; thence southwesterly along the easterly line of Hewes 
street extended aboutone hundred and fifty feet; thence westerly on a line paral- 
le! to the course of ane, avenue west of Ryerson street to a point five hun- 
dred and twenty feet from Washington avenue; thence southerly to Flushing 
avenue seven hundred feet; thence westerly along the line of Flushing avenue 
five hundred and twenty feet to the place o: py 

And the Secretary shall cause the said lots, when so laid out as aforesaid, to be 
appraised by three appraisers of experience and competent knowledge, to be 
selected by him, and r said appraisal he shall advertise the same for sale at 
public auction, in such manner as he may deem for the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment, either at one sale or several different sales, at not less than the ap- 

raised value of each, subject to such reservations and limitations as to use as 

© may deem best, and he is hereby authorized and empowered to make and 
execute, in the name of the Uni States, deeds of such lots to the purchasers, 
Bpon the payment of the purchase-money in full, and atsuch sale orsales he may 
give to the purchasers of any single lot the election to take, at the same price 
per square foot, any number of unsold lots within the same block or square. 
After deducting the cost of all surveys, plans, appraisal, advertisements, and 
gale, he shall pay or cause to be paid into the neces of the United States 
the — of said sale: Provided, That the city of Brooklyn —! purchase, at 
not less than the appraised value thereof, so much of the northerly end of par- 
eel A, hereinbefore described, as said city may desire for market purposes, the 
southerly line of said purchase to extend from Washington avenue westerly to 
the westerly line of said parcel, and in a line parallel to Flushing avenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1487 to 1510, inclusive, 
in the following words: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to sell at pub- 
Nic auction in such manner ashe may deem for the best interests of the Govern- 


ment, either at one sale or at several different sales, the property known as the 
= Hospital at Chelsea, usetts, with the grounds thereto belong- 





And the Secretary shall cause the said property to be appraised b 
praisers of om fg and competent knowledge, to deselected by hie Gay se 
said appraisal he shall advertise the same for sale subject to such reservatio, : 
and limitations as to use as he may deem best; and he is hereb - 


E authorized ; 
ompenens to make and execute, in the name of the United States, Jon ae a 
to the purchasers upon the ~~ of the purchase-money in full; and at suc 


: + 
sale orsales he may give to the purchasers of any single lot the election to tom 
at the same price per square foot any number of unsold lots within the same bloc: 
or square. After deducting the cost of all surveys, plans, 


ments, and sales, heshal! pay or cause to be paid, into the eee ae 
States, the proceeds of anid sale And further, that $50,000 of the 7 a esenitens 
shall be placed to the creditof the Navy Department, for the selection of a new 
site and the erection of a suitable building thereon, if thought advisable. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if the Senate will give me its attention one 
moment that the members of the Appropriations Committee who are 
present will give unanimous consent to having this paragraph stand: 
It is true that it is new legislation, so faras it gives the Secretary of tho 
Navy power to sell certain Government property, but still it is practi- 
cally a mere mode of saving a very large sum of money to the Govern- 
ment and of stopping the useless employment of what may be made to 
yield a very large return. 

There is an old naval hospital in the city of Chelsea which is close to 
Boston, in Suffolk County, Massachusetts, which has I think about fift y 
acres or exceeding fifty acresof land. It is one-eighth of the entire rea} 
estate of the populous part of that city and one-eighth in value of the 
entire city, I believe, though of this last fact I am not quite sure: at 
any rate it is nearly one-eighth of the taxable property there. It is 
right on the water front and it is used for a hospital where they have an 
average of only twenty sailors. It takes just so much out of the taxable 
property of the town, and it is estimated as worth from half a million 
toa million dollars; it is certainly worth more than half a million. The 
city government have petitioned Congress to haveit sold. A large num- 
ber of the principal tax-payers have joined in a petition for its sale, 
Hon. Mr. Frost, lately the Representative from that district and mayor 
of the city of Chelsea, with whom I have talked, says that there is no 
division of opinion there about the expediency of selling it. The iep- 
resentative in the other House representing that district, Mr. Morsr, is 
of the same opinion. The Secretary of the Navy isof the same opinion. 

Here is property worth from half a million to a million of dollars 
tied up, useless in the town where it is for the purposes of a hospital 
for an average of twenty sailors, for whom $50,000 would furnish an 
abundantly suitable and convenient asylum in all respects; and in ad- 
dition to that the hospital in these t grounds is an old building, 
itself more than fifty years old. It is full of disease and whatever 
there is in an old building of that kind which has been used for such 
a purpose for more than a generation. Clearly there ought to be a new 
building anyway. 

This proposition merely authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to do 
what he himself has recommended, to. sell this property, appropriate 
$50,000 of the proceeds to a new hospital, and put the balance into the 
Treasury. I have inquired very carefully of Mr. MoRSE and Mr. Frost, 
and I am satisfied, and I think my colleague concurs with me, that 
there is no possible job or device of anybody who wants a chance to 
buy property cheap from the Government or anything of that kind; but 
it is a case where this great value is tied up, an injury to the town, 
useless to the Government, and $50,000 would be ample for its pur- 

It is under these circumstances really a prudent and enonomical 
administration of the Government property. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Whatever my colleague has stated about this matter 
I know largely from personal knowledge to be true, and I believe it to 
be for the best interest of the Government to dispose of this property. 
I am sure the proposition does not spring from the purpose of any per- 
son to speculate in it, but from a desire on the part of the town to have 
that property used as other property is, and not lie there idle and use- 
less and costing the Government more expense than economy would 
justify it in maintaining an establishment of that kind for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me add that it would be almost true to say that 
the interest on this capital for a single year is in itself a sufficient capi- 
tal to supply everything that is whol. I suppose that if you should 
put into one of our country towns the interest on what this property 
would sell for, that interest for one year would furnish a better hospital 
for all the sailors who go there than this property furnishes now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know but that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts may be right about this; I do not know but that it would be a 
wise thing to sell this hospital property; but we can not do everything 
on this sundry civil bill. I have nodoubt it would be a wise thing for 
us to put a great many bills that are now on our Calendar on this bill 
I have four or five such bills in which my constituents are interested 
that I should be glad to put on this bill so that they can be relieved. 
But this is a matter that has never been investigated, so far as we know, 
by any committee of this body. It has never been reported upon by 
any committee of this body. It is not suggested in the report of the 
Secretaty of the Navy made last year. It is true he has written some 
letter about it, recommending, I believe, that the property be sold. 

I do not know how this hospital was originally purchased. J have 
been told that it was purchased from proceeds of the naval-hospital 
fund. If so, there is a grave question whether the proceeds of this sale 
should go into the Treasury, or whether the money should be attached 
and applied to the naval-hospital fund. 
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These are all questions that ought to be examined by some committee. 
Itcan not beexpected that we can examine them in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in a day or two, or in the hurry of a great bill like this. 
if this naval hospital has stooi there for fifty years, it can stand for four 
or five months longer, and let some regular committee having charge of 
this subject take it up and consider it. 

Immediately preceding this is a proposition looking to the sale of 
fifty-three acres of the Brooklyn navy-yard. Are we expected with- 
out detailed examination to go into aquestion of such a character, pure 
legislation that does not relate to a single appropriation for any de- 
partment ofthis Government? Ithas nomore right to goupon this bill 
than the bankrupt law has, and I do not know but that the Senator 
from Massachusetts will move, if he gets this on, that the general bank- 
ruptcy law shall go on the bill. It is just as germane to it as this is. 

Mr. HOAR. Some of the views of the Senator from Iowa undoubt- 
edly are true; but here is a plain case where you are going to involve 
the Government in cost for the next twelve months, because you can 
not now get a bill through before the Ist of December 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know but that we may have an extra ses- 





ion. 
. Mr. HOAR. Thatis joking. Iam very glad indeed that the acutest, 
brightest, and shrewdest of men, whether here or anywhere else, finds 
nothing but a good joke to say against this proposition. It is a strong 
argument in its favor. pon 

Keeping this half-million to a million dollars’ worth of property 
when it could go upen interest and be used for the purpose, is going 
to cost this Government $30,000 or $50,000 and keep the thing as it is 
fortwelve monthsmore. You havethe recommendation of theSecretary 
of the Navy, you have that of the authorities there; and the Senator 
gays you ought to consider the question whether this should not go into 
the naval hospital fund. That question éan be considered just as well 
when the sale is madeas before. Itisalwaysin the power of Congress, 
if anybody comes here and says this half million or million dollars it 
sells for ought to be put wholly or partly into that fund, todoit. You 
can do it next winter. 

It does seem to me that it is the merest technicality in the world 
when this thing is before us and is going to save to the Government in 
the next twelve months asum of money equal to all that this expendi- 
ture calls for, to say that of course you will have a great many other 
and donbtful questions moved, and perhaps a motion to put the bank- 
ruptcy bill on this appropriation bill. Itseems to me that on reflection 
the very wise, sagacious Senator from Iowa will not adhere to his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It seems to me that the proposition is very plain, 
and the committee’s amendment ought to be sustained and the whole 
thing stricken from the bill. Suppose the proposition before the Senate 
were to sell the Soldiers’ Home grounds here and turn the money into 
the Treasury? It is not our money. There is not a dollar of this 
money ours, and yet this amendment proposes to turn all but $50,000 
of it into the Treasury. It eomes from the monthly hospital tax on 
the sailors and is their sacred fund. It is proposed graciously to allow 
them $50,000 out of $500,000 to buy some shanty somewhere, instead 
of this elegant place which is upon the water’s edge where the ships 
can easily discharge their wounded men on fine grounds. I have no 
doubt they have increased in value by the lapse of time and the march 
of improvement there, but that should not make us covetous of our 
neighbor's vineyard and turn the money into our pockets. There is 
enough in this consideration to justify the committee in striking it out. 

Mr. HOAR. Say then that it shall be reserved to be disposed of here- 


T. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It says: 


After deducting the cost of all surveys, plans, appraisal, advertisements, and 
éales, he shall pay, or cause to be paid, into the Treasury of the United States, 
the qecennds of said sale. And further, that $50,000 of the sum so realized shall 
be placed to the credit of the Navy Department, for the selection of a new site 
and the erection of a suitable building thereon, if thought advisable. 


Mr. HOAR. We can reserve that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I prefer myself, as the chairman of the committee 
loes, to have a careful investigation of the whole proposition, and some 
dedication of the proceeds so that there shall be provision in some way 
for a good and convenient hospital. Nothing is said here about where 


the new hospital shall be. They may hire some house in the streets of 


Chelsea. That is not as good a place as ground upon the water. This 
whole thing should be discussed and matured before it is brought in 
here, This is the sailors’ sacred hospital money, and I will not vote to 
turn it into the Treasury. 
Mr. HOAR. Where does the Senator get his authority for that as- 
eertion that this is the sailors’ sacred hospital money ? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Because it is one of the old regular naval hospitals. 
Mr. ALLISON. I am told as a matter of fact that this property was 
purchased with the naval-hospital fund, which, as the Senator from 
Connecticut says, is the monthly dues of all the sailors. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Taken out of their pay to furnish them a hospital. 
Mr. BECK. Senators see now a very small part of the work that the 
‘Committee on Appropriations had to do when they looked at this bill. 
They struck out some matters that may be very good legislation. This 
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may be one of them. There were a number of things that we had to 
keep out that do not appear on the bill, which caused usa great deal 
more labor than the determination of matters to be striken out. For 
example, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] were eloquent not only as to our right 

but our duty to put on the bill for a new library as part of this bill. 
So with many other propositions. Unless we struck out pretty much 
all the legislation—and this is certainly legislation and the develop 

ments made by the Senator from Connecticut were made before the com 

mittee—we should never get through the billatall. This is just open- 
ing the door toa number of other things, very meritorious it may be, 
but very damaging to the chances of this bill becoming a Jaw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the lines which have 
been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1513, after ‘‘ building,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to provide furniture for the new quar- 
ters allotted to the Navy Department in the State, War, and Navy Department 
building, $30,000, which shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Department 
of the Interior, public buildings, in line 1520, afte: 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert 
read: 


‘*Interior,’’ to 
‘seventy-five ;’’ so as to make the clause 


For constructing fire-proof roof and remodeling the halls of the south and east 
wings of the building occupied by the Department of the Interior, $75,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1532, after ‘‘ wings,”’ to strike out 
*“ pay of landscape architect;’’ and in line 1533, after ‘‘ workmen,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘sixty-five and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For improving the Capitol grounds: For continuing the work of the improve 
ment of the Capitol grounds, including permanent approaches to the House and 
Senate wings, one clerk, and wages of mechanics, gardeners, and workmen, 
$50,000, 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senate will not concur in that amendment of 
the committee in line 1532, striking out ‘* pay of landscape architect.’’ 
I know of no reason why this should be done, and I know of many rea 
sons why it should not bedone. Thisofficer, Mr. Olmsted, I will say, 
having served on the Committee on Public Buildings since I have been 
in the Senate, is one of the very best and most competent officers in the 
employ of the Government. He is not only in my judgment but in 
that of the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILu}, who has been 
for years-on that committee, the most accomplished landscape architect 
certainly in this country, if not in the world ; and toshow what sort of 
a man he is I want to make this statement to the Senate. 

In 1874, upon the recommendation of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, the annual salary of this officer was fixed at $4,000 
It wag thought to be a reasonably just compensation for the work he 
was expected to perform. The next year, upon his own motion, which 
is unprecedented in the annals of this Government so far as I know, 
he declined to have $4,000 and took $2,000, and has not received more 
than that any one year since. He conscientiously declined to take 
more than half the amount appropriated for his salary. More than 
this, I will state another fact, that this officer has never made an over- 
estimate. All the estimates he has made have been found to be exaet 
and correct. 

If this office is abolished—for that is what the amendment amounts 
to—it virtually stops all improvement around the Capitol. It leaves 
no one to attend to these grounds. Mr. Clark, the Architect of the Cap- 
itol building, has nothing to do with the grounds around the Capitol, 
and does not propose to have anything to do with them. 

It may be that Mr. Olmsted has made some mistakes in matters of 
taste, and I might quote the old maxim, de qustibus non est disputandum. 
In matters of taste of course there can be no unanimity of opinion and 
feeling; but I do undertake to say that this officer is invaluable to the 
Government. Unless we propose now to abandon these grounds, tosay 
that the Capitol of the United States shall be treated as any private 
building, upon economical grounds solely, without regard to taste or 
beauty, or without regard to having such grounds as are worthy of this 
great structure or worthy of this great Government, I protest from what 
I know of this gentleman and of his services that this amendment should 
not be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me I desire to suggest that 
I agreed with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL], who is en- 
gaged in conference in reference to the tariff bill, not to pass this para- 
graph, ashe desired to be present during itsconsideration. I hope there 
will be no objection to passing it over for the present. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse I should like the Senator from Vermont to be 
here, because I know he wouldagree withme. This same attempt was 
made last year and he resisted it; but my friend will permit me to sug- 
gest to him that the best way would be to withdraw the amendment 
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and let this officer take this thing which he has earned as faithfully 
and honestly as any man who ever rendered service to his country. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would be a great relief, but I have not that 
power. Il ask that the amendment be passed over until the Senator 
from Vermont comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion ? 
The Chair hears none, and the amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ surveying the 
public lands,”’ in line 1643, to increase the appropriation “for sur- 
veving the public lands’’ from $400,000 to $450,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘* lines,”’ 
strike out: 


in line 1652, to 


Or where, for any cause not provided for by law, in Oregon or Washington 
Territory, he is unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, 
he may allow a sum, not exceeding $12 per linear mile for standard lines, $10 for 
township lines, and % for section lines. 


So as to read: 

For surveying the public lands, $450,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 
mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for section lines, 
except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, for the sur- 
vey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mountain- 
ous, or covered with dense undergrowth, asum not exceeding $13 per linear mile 
for standard lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines. 

Mr. SLATER. I hope the recommendation of the committee will 
not be agreed to in this case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment of the committee 
by striking out from line 1653 to line 1657, so that the clause will read: 

Or where, for any cause not provided for by law, he is unable to get the neces- 
sary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, &ec, 

That is to say to strike out simply the words ‘‘in Oregon or Wash- 
ington Territory.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That gives a much wider discretion. 

Mr. SLATER. I hope there will be a further modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect of the amendment now suggested will 
be to put the whole of this large sum of money entirely at the discre- 
tion of practically the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and he 
may make contracts for $20 a mile, or any other numbef that he pleases. 
There is in this clause, to be sure, ‘‘not exceeding $12,’’ but it leaves 
the whole thing up to $12 entirely at his discretion in every Territory 
of the United States. Everybody who ever examined this subject—as 
I remember very well I did with the other members of the Committee 
on Appropriations before I was disrated and taken off that committee 
some years ago—knows that the sum of $7 per mile which is the ordi- 
nary run, I believe, is more than ample for these surveys in general. 
There may be especial reasons in Oregon and Washington Territory on 
account of the mountainous nature of the country, but the amendment 
of my friend from Iowa would open the door to this elastic judgment of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office everywhere up to $12 a 
mile. I do not think it ought to be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. . 

Mr. SLATER. I hope the Senate will not concur in the recommen- 
dation of the committee, certainly not in striking out this provision in 
relation to Oregon and Washington Territory. After the regulation of 
the last appropriation bill cutting down the price of surveys, survey- 
ing entirely ceased in Oregon and Washington Territory, and I under- 
stand in Nevada, and I am not sure but that the same condition exists 
in California, though I have more accurate knowledge in regard to 
Oregon, where the surveyors are unable to continue the surveys at the 
prices fixed. The figures are lower than they can perform the work 
at, and the surveyor-general reports that he can not make contracts 
to do the work; and therefore it is necessary to give additional scope 
of power in this respect for a larger price than is allowed. So it is in 
doubt in some of the other States. This is a very low figure, very 
much lower than most of the surveys have been done for there, and I 
doubt very much even if we go as far as the text of the bill whether 
surveys will be prosecuted. ‘The most of the lands are yet to be sur- 
veyed, and they are very broken, intermixed with timber, deep bor- 
ders and precipitous cafions that require a great deal of labor, and 
often not more than a mile or.two miles can be accomplished in a day 
by a whole party. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will observe that in the case named by 
him there is already provision made for an additional allowance in line 
1647: 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow for the survey of 
standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or 
covered with dense undergrowth, a sum not exceeding $13 per linear mile for 
standard lines, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But it limits the township lines to $11 
and section lines to $7; even when the country is heavily timbered and 
mountainous. Here I will state what I know to be a fact, that in the 
State of California the surveys can not be made at these prices. That 
is a well-known and well-established fact. Our State commissioners 
have found great difficulty in settling immigrants who are now going to 





that State for the reason that the interior lines, the township and sec. 
tion lines, can not be run at the prices now allowed by law. I do not 
know that they can be run at even the limit fixed here in that portion 
of the bill which is sought to be stricken out, $12 a mile; but I cer. 
tainly think that this latitude ought to be granted to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office up to the limit of $12, in the interest of the 
settlement of the country. 

Mr. INGALLS. The previous lines to those that are proposed to he 
stricken out extend the limit to $15. Therefore, if the Senator from 
California desires opportunities for an increase in the amount allowed 
in Oregon and Washington he ought to advocate the striking out of 
this clause with the committee, because this makes it one dollar less 
even than that which is left standing. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think the Senator is mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us read it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have read it several times, and | 
think I understand it. For standard lines it is $13, and for township 
lines and section lines considerably less. The standard lines have been 
run, and it is the township and section lines we want. 

Mr. ALLISON. For township lines $11 is allowed and for section 
lines $7. I will say, if the Senator from California will allow mea mo- 
ment, that the rates provided for prior to line 1652 are the rates now 
provided for by law, and it seems that the intention was to make this 
a little more elastic in Oregon and Washington Territory, so as to allow, 
in cases not provided for by the present law, the Commissioner of th: 
General Land Office to increase the rates to the pricesnamed here; but the 
committee found that there were no reasons which applied to Oregon 
and Washington Territories that did not also apply to California and to 
Nevada and to Idaho, and to all these regions in the northwestern por- 
tion of our country. Hence it seemed to the committee that either 
this discretion should be given tothe Secretary of the Interior without 
limit or that the entire discretion should be taken away. For myself, 
I think the wisest thing is to make no exception. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If this bill would permit that disere- 
tion in all cases, so a3 to allow $13 for standard lines and $11 for town- 
ship, that would be sufficient, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it does not except in certain cases; that is, 
‘through lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense 
undergrowth; ’’? wherever that occurs the discretion can be exercised. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. By giving this a liberal construction all 
parts of the country where there are mountains—and that is the char- 
acter of the country of which I am speaking—will be provided for. 
Eleven dollars a mile for township lines I think is sufficient. I tk 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa is a good one, to leave thus 
stand, except the words ‘‘in Oregon and Washington Territory.’’ 


Mr. SLATER. I started once to ask the Senator from Iowa to « 


modify his amendment farther by striking out some of the figures and 
inserting others. It is very evident that the intention of the House 
was to give a larger price for the surveys in Oregon and Washington 
than is allowed generally by the bill. I suppose the committee did 
not propose to strike out and insert increases of the various sums, as 
for instance, to strike out $6 for section lines and insert $8, and in- 
crease the others a dollar each, but I think that ought tobe done. Un- 
less that can be done, of course the general provision proposed to be le(t 
would be better for Oregon and Washington Territory than even the 
striking out of the portion proposed to be stricken out by the commit- 
tee. . 

Mr. ALLISON. That motion will be in order after we get through 
with the committee’s amendments. 

Mr. SLATER. But if the matter be left as the Senator proposes, 
the surveys will stop. I understand that these are the provisions 0! 
law now, and they were provisions made in the last appropriation bill, 
and under those provisions the surveys are now at a stand-still and con 
tracts can not be made. There should be at least a dollar a mile on 
each class of lines, standard, township, and section lines, above the rates 
named in the bill, and even at that I am doubtful whether the surveys 
will progress. 

The Senator from Iowa says the conditions are the same generally in 
the other States as in Oregon and in Washington Territory and in Cali- 
fornia. Thatisamistake. The word ‘‘mountainous’’ does not describe 
the situation. There are large tracts of land, table-land, that can not 
be described as mountainous land, though they are elevated. Every 
now and then you come'to a steep, precipitous cafion, and parties hav: 
to go miles around in order to cross that chasm. That would hardly 
be called a ‘‘ mountainous ’’ section, but it is table-land, similar, I sup- 
pose, to the New Mexican country. It would not come under the clas- 
sification of ‘‘ mountainous.”’ 

Another reason is that the class of labor required to go with the sur- 
veyor could not be had as cheaply there as in other States. They have 
to give more per month, generally $40 per month, for a man to go with 
the chain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

Mr. GROVER. The returns will show that Oregon and California 
embrace a broader region of timber land than any other States in the 








2p nn pt 


1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. S471 








Union, and there are regions fit for settlement which are not surveyed 


now. The question is whether these lands susceptible of settlement, 
which are not broken but are in valleys or on the slopes of mountains 
embracing the best soil in the State, shall be surveyed and settled or 
not. We can not have them surveyed at present rates; the surveys are 
stopped. The people wish them surveyed. If this amendment pre- 
vails striking out the provision of the House bill the surveys will cer- 
tainly not be resumed, as my colleague has stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee to strike ont. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 11, 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I desire tosay that fromall the information we had from 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], who is not now in his seat, the 
Senators from Oregon and the Senators from California, we concluded in 
committee that the striking out of this Clause simply means the stopping 
of surveys in those States and Territories. I believe it; and for that 
reason I shall vote against the amendment striking it out, because no- 
body denies the fact that in that country, particularly in Oregon and 
Washington Territory—and the Senator from Nevada made it very clear 
before the committee in Nevada as well; I did not hear anything from 
California—this work can not be done at the rates now allowed. 

Now, we are pressing the surveys everywhere, and we have given 
$80,000, much more than the general proportion, to Dakota alone, be- 
cause of the rapid settlement of the Territory. The State of Oregon, I 
understand, has a large quantity of land that can be surveyed if this 
provision is allowed to remain in the bill; and if it is not done there 
can be no survey made and no settlements had. If it is public policy 
to allow actual bona fide settlers to have their lands surveyed, as we all 
admit that it is, the information that I have had given me by the best- 
informed men, and I have heard nothing to the contrary, is that sur- 
veys will cease unless this amount is allowed for that purpose. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. BARROW’s name was called). I understand 
that my colleague [Mr. BARRow] is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAtR]. 

Mr. BLAIR (whenhis name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. BARRow]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS (when his name was called). I am paired on all 
questions that are political in their character with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS], but not so regarding this I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. JACKSON] 
has sent me word by a page that he is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE]. I do not know how either Senator would vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has voted on this roll-call. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no other information than the message re- 
ceived from a page, which I have communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GRooME]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, Frye, Lapham, Saunders, 
Anthony, Harrison, Logan, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hawley, MeMillan, Van Wyck. 
Dawes, Hill, Platt, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Rollins, 
NAYS—26. 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Vest, 
k, George, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Walker, 
1, Grover, Pugh, Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Saulsbury, Windom. 
‘oke, Jonas, Slater, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Vance, 


ABSENT—32. 


Aldrich, Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Mitchell, 
Barrow, Farley, Kellogg, Morrill, 
Blair, Ferry, McDill, Pendleton, 
Butler, Groome, McPherson, Plumb, 
Camden, Hale, Mahone, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Maxey, Sewell, 
Cockrell, oar, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Davis of I1., Jackson, Miller of N. Y., Tabor. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1658, to increase the appropri- 
ation for ‘‘ surveys in the Territory of Dakota ’’ from $60,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1665, after ‘‘districts,”’ to strike 
out “‘And”’ and insert ‘‘and,’’ and to change the period before ‘‘And”’ 
to a comma; so as to make the clause read: 


And a further amount, not exceeding $50,000 thereof, may be expended for oc- 
peg examinations of public surveys in the several surveying districts, in 


. er to test the accuracy of the work in the field and to prevent payment for | 
raudulent and imperfect surveys returned by deputy surveyors, and inspecting | 


ae deposits, coal-fields, and timber districts, and for the making of such 
r surveys or examination as may be required for identification of lands for 
purposes of evidence in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





i 
| The next amendment was, after line 1668, to insert 


| Anda further amount, not exceeding $15,000, may be used in the discretion of 
| the Secretary of the Interior in retracing and resurveying imperfect surveys in 
the State of Kansas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1676, after ‘‘ contirmed,”’ to insert 
‘**and unconfirmed;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For survey of confirmed and unconfirmed private land claims in New Mexico 
at a rate not exceeding $15 per linear mile, and office expenses, $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I wish to insert in line 1673, after the word ‘‘e 
| penses,’’ the words ‘incident thereto.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 1680, after ‘* confirmed,’ to insert ‘‘ and unconfirmed;’’ so as to 
read: 


For survey of confirmed and unconfirmed private land claims in Arizona, at 
a rate not exceeding $13 per linear mile, and office expenses, $8,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1682, after the word 
to insert ‘‘incident thereto.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 1685, after ‘‘appropriation,’’ to strike out ‘‘ 60’ and insert ‘'150;” 
and in line 1686, after *‘sum,’’ to strike out ‘15°’ and insert ‘'50;” 
so as to read: 


*expenses,’’ I move 





For the protection of public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appro- 
priation, $150,000, of which sum $0,000 shall be immediately available 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the proviso from line 1687 to 
line 1741, inclusive. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk began to read the words proposed to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it necessary to read that? We all understand 
what itis. It is a legislative provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is suggested that the Secretary omit 
reading all that part of the bill proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. BECK. I think the clause had better be read, because there are 
many members in the House who will make more trouble about that 
provision being stricken out than about any other matter in the bill 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I only wanted to save time 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the clause proposed to be stricken 
out, as follows: 


Provided, That the pre-emption laws, together with all laws authorizing the 
filing of declaratory statements for entries of the public lands, by agent or attor 
ney, be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided further, That this repeal 
shall not affect the disposal of lands under treaty stipulations with Indian tribes, 
nor be deemed to impair any legal rights heretofore acquired under the laws 
hereby repealed ; but all existing settlements, entries, or filings may be perfected 
upon proper proof of the lawful and bona fide character of said claims and of 
due compliance with the provisions and requirements of the laws under which 
such entries, settlements, or filings were made: And provided further, That any 
person who has heretofore made, or may hereafter make, a bona fide entry of pub 
lic lands under the homestead laws shall have the privilege of paying the mini 
mum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time before the expiration 
of five years from the date of entry and after actual residence, improvement, 
and cultivation has been maintained for a period of not less than two and one-half 
years after entry ; and it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to require evidence of actual compliance with the requirements of 
law in respect to settlement, residence, improvement, and cultivation, in “all 
eases in which title now is or may hereafter be claimed under the homestead o1 
other settlement or improvement laws of the United States: And provided 
further, That any person applying for the benefits of the timber-cuiture laws 
shall make his entry in person, at the proper local land office, and shall make 
affidavit that he is an actual resident of the county and State or Territory in 
which the land is situated, and that he has not entered into any contract or 
agreement to relinquish the entry he may make; and that he has no present or 
prospective purpose of making any such relinquishment; and the offering for 
sale, as a mafter of traffic or speculation, of relinquishments of entries made 
under the provisions of the timber-culture laws shall be deemed prima faci 
evidence that such entries were made for speculative purposes, and not in good 
faith, as required by law, and such entries shall thereupon be liable to cance] 
lation by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the land covered 
thereby shall be deemed subject to entry by the first legal applicant; and the 
first section of the act of May U, 1880 (authorizing lands covered by relinquished 
claims to be held as open to settlement and entry without further action by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office), and all other acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed: And provided further, That when a 
timber-culture entry shall have once been made on a tract of public land sub 
ject to such entry and the same shall be canceled or relinquished, the land 
covered thereby shall thereafter be subject to entry only under the timber-cul 
ture laws, and no patent shall be issued for such land until the requirements of 
said laws shall have been fully complied with 





Mr. BECK. I agreed that this ought to be stricken out, and I made 
the suggestion to the Senator from Vermont to allow it to be read, be- 
cause it is beyond all question true that great frauds are perpetrated 
under all these various characters of entries now, and it would require 
the Committee on Public Lands to examine the subject with great care 
before final action can be had; and as we are not allowed to introduce 
any new legislation here on these bills and as this provision as it now 
stands is very defective, it ought to be stricken out. We have increased 
the amount from $60,000 to $150,000 for the protection of the public lands 
from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation, and we have made 

$50,000 of it available immediately instead of $15,000, in order to enable 
| the Secretary of the Interior to guard the publie lands as well as he can 
} until some careful law is drawn. 
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For example—and that is only one ef the cases—by the repeal of the 
pre-emption laws in this absolute way there are perhaps two or three 
millions of scrip which have been paid out for surveys not provided 
for, and some arrangement ought to be made for that. Then again, 
in relation to timber-culture entries it is provided that after such an 
entry has been investigated and found to be fraudulent the land shall 
be subject to entry only under the timber-culture laws. This is the pro- 
vision: 

And provided further, That when a timber-culture entry shall have once been 
made on a tract of public land subject to such — and the same shal! be can- 
celed or relinquished, the land covered thereby shall thereafter be subject to 
entry only under the timber-culture laws, and no patent shall be issued for such 
land until the requirements of said laws shall have been fully complied with. 

So that when a fraudulent entry of township is made under the 
timber-culture act, and it is declared fraudulent, that land must be 
held for timber culture, and the actual bona fide settler can not take a 
homestead on it. I think that ought not to be, and I think it was not 
designed to be. I mention that to show that the provision is crude 
and needs amendment; and the best we can do is to strike it all out, 
although many of the committee sympathized with the gentlemen of 
the House who, looking at what is now going on in Dakota and else- 
where, thought something ought tobe done. After consulting the Com- 
missioner, | am satisfied this clause will not effect what they desire. 
So we concluded that it is best to give him a liberal amount to guard 
the public lands meantime, and then let the Committee on Public 
Lands prepare some careful law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmentof 
the Committee on Appropriations striking out the clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, un- 
der the head of ‘‘ Indian affuirs,’’ after line 1754, to insert: 

For constructing new schoo! building for use of Indian schools, to be expended 
under the Secretary of the Interior, $15,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to insert an ‘‘s’’ at the end of the word 
“building,’’ in line 1755. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so corrected 
if there be no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1757, to insert: 

For preserving and transcribing mutilated and defaced papers and records in 
the Indian Bureau, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1760, to insert: 

For the payment of the “Old Settler" or “ Western Cherokee” Indians, being 
all of those Cherokees who removed west of the Mississippi prior to the Chero- 
kee treaty of December 29, 1835, and their descendants, a sum sufficient to pay 
the sum of $421,653.68, the same to be immediately available, being the amount 
found due them under the several treaties between the United States and the 
Cherokee Indians, and the several acts of Congress relating thereto, by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in compliance with the act approved August 7, 1882; which 
amount shal! be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior, as provided by the 
fourth article of the treaty of 1846 with the Cherokee Indians, ater deducting all 
proper expenses actually incurred by said Indians in the adjustment and settle- 
ment of their said claim, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and to 
be received in full payment and satisfaction of said claim, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is a private 
claim and is not to carry out the provisions of any existing law; and 
besides being legislation, there is no law that requires this sum of money 
to be paid. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not claim to be so well posted in parliamentary 
matters as the Senator from Vermont, but according to my understand- 
ing of it this is clearly legislation within the permission of the rule. 
This is a claim that has been reported time and again by committees 
of Congress, especially by the Committees on Indian Affairs. At the 
last session of Congress an act was passed in the following language: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall investigate and report to Congress what 
in his opinion would be an equitable settlement of all matters of dispute between 
the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians (including all the Cherokees residing east 
of the Mississippi River) and the Cherokee tribe or nation west; also, all mat- 
ters of dispute between other bands, or parts of the Cherokee Nation; also all 
matters between any of said bands, or parts thereof, and the United States, aris- 
ing from or growing out of treaty stipulations, or the laws of Congress a 
thereto; and what sum orsumsof money, if any, should, in his opinion, be pai 
under such settlement; and the sum of $2,500 is hereby appropriated for such 
investigation.—Pamph. Edition Stats., 1881-'82, page 328. 

Under that law authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to investi- 
gate this proposition and report to Congress the sums that ought to be 
paid, if any, the Secretary of the Interior proceeded, made the inves- 
tigation, reported to Congress, and recommended the appropriation of 
this amount of money, and it was put on this bill in pursuance of this 
law and of this investigation and this report of the Secretary of the 
Interior sent here by the President of the United States. If that is 
not legitimate to come on this bill as a report under the law, which is 
authorized and has been made and the sum ascertained and reported 
by the Secretary of the Interior, with the request that it be put on an 
appropriation bill—if that does not bring it within the rule, then I do 
not understand what kind of a law you could pass in reference to an 
appropriation that would be proper on this or any other bill. There is 
certainly much more legislation on this bill that the Senator has not 
objected to that is much more obnoxious to the objection than this 
proposition. 








Mr. EDMUNDS. _I mean, as I have done before, to object to every 
piece of legislation in this bill that the committee proposes. Of course 
I can not make a point of order on the text of the House bill. The 
only way to get rid of that is to move to strike it out. The committee 
has generally, and as far as I know entirely thus far, done that thing 
Now this I think is first a complete piece of legislation. But if that 
be open to any doubt as stated by my friend from Illinois, it is purely 
a question of private claim between this tribe of Indians and the United 
States for a sum of money that they say is due to them. Now the thir- 
tieth rule says: 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the provisions 
of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the face of the 
amendment. 

There is no existing law which requires the appropriation of this sum 
of money. All the existing law is that the Secretary of the Interior last 
year was directed to inquire into this state of things and report to Con- 
gress what the facts were. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Vermont allow 
the Chair to call his attention to the recital in the amendment of a 
treaty obligation? The Chair would desire to know what the fact is 
as to that. Rule 27 says: ; 

And no amendment shall be received to any general appropriation bill the 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the 
bill or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the 
provisions of some existing law or treaty stipulation. " 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I respectfully submit because this part of it is 
an old subject to me which has been here a long time that there is no 
treaty stipulation which requires us to pay thismoney. The treaty stip- 
ulations which are referred toare those where in a treaty with Indians 
it is agreed that every year we will pay them so much. It isclaimed 
that under a treaty with these Indians by whieh they were removed 
and by which a settlement was made and closed and concluded, that 
settlement did not settle the thing as it ought to have been settled in 
respect of the transactions between that tribe and the United States. 
So there is no treaty stipulation which calls upon the United States to 
pay this sum of money or any other. 

The claim is that we are guilty of a breach of treaty stipulation that 
ought to be atoned for by this provision. Whether we ought to do it 
or not is a question of large consideration that will take a great deal of 
time to go through with. 

Under the constant practice of the Senate the treaty stipulation part 
of this rule means where a treaty says that the United States every 
year shall pay so much money for one object or another to Indians. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, Mr. President, if this does not grow out of a 
treaty stipulation I do not understand the proposition. The Govern- 
ment of the United States made a treaty with the Cherokee Indians. I 
will not go into the general provisions of it, but merely mention one 
fact. The United States were to pay the Cherokee Nation $5,000,000 
for their lands east of the Mississippi River; they were to remove these 
Indians to the lands where they now reside; they were to pay the ex- 
pense of removing the Indians, and to support them for one year after- 
ward. That was the treaty. After they were removed a portion of 
them, the Old Settlers, as they are called, removed themselves. In 
1851 there was a settlement, and a law was passed by Congress appro- 
priating a certain amount of money for the purpose of paying the ex- 
penses provided for in the treaty. In making the settlement with the 
Indians a part of the money charged to them was charged not to the 
appropriation but to the amount of money, $5,600,000 provided for 
in the treaty, $600,000 was part of an appropriation which was charged 
against them. The expense of removal was charged against the amount 
provided for them in the treaty, though the treaty provided especially 
that that sum should be exclusive of all expenses. 

Growing out of the settlement under that treaty arises this claim. 
These Indians have claimed that this mode of charging them was in 
violation of the treaty, and they have tried in every possible way to 
have a settlement with the Government. They can not go into court; 
they can not go into the Court of Claims; they can not go anywhere as 
Indians to have their matters adjusted except to the Congress of the 
United States. The Congress of the United States after eight years, 
committees reporting favorably on this claim in the House and in the 
Senate time and again, finally passed a law authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to investigate this claim arising out of the treaty of 1835, 
amended in 1836, and the treaty of 1846. This claim arising under 
those treaties and by reason of the false accounting, if I may use that 
term, or I may use another term and say by reason of a mistake in the 
computation against these Indians in the Treasury Department by which 
they were deprived of the sum they were entitled to under the treaty, 
an investigation has been made by the Secretary of the Interior, and he 
reports this account to Congress and asks them to appropriate for the 
payment ofthe amount. That is the whole case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois will allow 
the Chair to ask him whether the law requires the Secretary of the In- 
terior to do more than report what in his judgment was owing. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will read it again: 


The Secretary of the Interior shal] investigate and report to Congress what in 
his opinion would be an equitable settlement of all matters of dispute between 
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Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians (including all the Cherokees residing east | th vern clai ’ ; 
ibe Mississippi River) and the Cherokee tribe or nation west; also, all matters — of —, on _ ed that they should not be compelled to pay any 
of dispute between other bands or parts of the Cherokee Nation ; alsoall matters | PO ‘s it. , poop 
between any of said bands, or parts thereof, and the United States, arising from Tn 1851 there was a final adjustment and adjudication of the $5,000,000 
or growing out itanny Ap ang = = ha ey ater deg pate od fund, and in making that settlement the balance as found by the proper 
Oe Tonlommentt and the sum of 2 Etcute sepueneiated Deonthinvestian- officers of the Government was paid over to the Cherokee Nation. Now 


= the Old Settlers, as I understand, come in and claim that that settle 
That is the law under which the Secretary’s action was had. ment was not a fair settlement to them and that they were entitled to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairisofopinion that thisamend- | credits not given to them under that settlement, and the Interior De 
ment is subject to the point of order, so far as it is claimed to be a car- | partment, under the advice of Mr. Clements, has recommended that this 


rying out of the provisions of an existing law, for the reason that the | sum of $421,000 be paid to these Old Settlers. That is in brief the 

jaw referred to by the Senator from Illinois does not create an obligation | whole case, as I understand it. ) 

or promise to pay, but provides simply for the ascertainment of the| Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, having been a member of the Com 

amount due, if any ; but the Chair is in doubt whether it is not anap- | mittee on Indian Affairs when this report was made, my recollection is 
ropriation to carry out the provisions of an existing treaty, and not somewhat indistinct as to the action that was taken. I remember that 
ing familiar with the terms of the treaty he submits the question to | the claim was before the committee, but I never understood that the 

the Senate. Those who are of opinion that the point of order taken by committee had recommended that any sum should be paid. I find, 

the Senator from Vermont is well taken will say ‘‘ay;’’ those of the | upon examining the report made by the Senator from I!linois at that 

contrary opinion, **no.”? [Putting the question. } | The noes have it. time, that I was correct. The report concludes as follows: 

The judgment of the Senate is against the point of order made. | The committee are of the opinion that the claim of these Indians possesses 

With the consent of the Senator from Iowa the Chair would suggest | sufficient merit to demand a careful and thorough investigation of the same; 
that the matter be passed over until the gentleman who made the point | that sucha investigation jvelves.a Judicial interpretation ofthe several feat 
olen See a il pea in oe gear y roma — Se am romp all eemante made and 

r. ° ery well. - accounts stated with them under these treaties and acts of Congress; that such 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the chairman of | sp investigation can not be made by aconumities of ongren nh nite ine 
the ee ok — as to the reasons the committee had pooes upon its members; and that this case should receive a full investigation 
t mil ¢ »y the courts. 
ag? IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over ‘The committee therefore report the accompanying bill, and recommend its 
for the present by the consent of the Senator from Iowa. a 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I only ask him to make a brief state- | 
ment. , 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] has already 
made a statement with reference to this claim. I call the attention of 
the Senator from California to a clause in the sundry civil bill of last 
year, wherein we authorized an investigation of these Cherokee claims | receive a thorough and careful judicial investigation 
of one kind and another. This investigation was then directed to be I do not myself regard the action that the Senator from Iowa states 
made by the Secretary of the Interior. to have been had to be in any sense whatever a compliance with the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator | judgment of the Committee on Indian Affairs with regard to this great 
from Vermont that the Chair submitted tothe Senate the point of order | and ancient claim. A gentleman by the name of Clements—who he is 
raised by him, not noticing at the time that the Senator from Vermont | or what his capacities or experience are I do not know, or under what 
was not in his seat. Ifthe Senator desires to have it resubmitted the appointment he acted—appears, under the authority of the Secretary otf 
Chair will resubmit the point of order. | the Interior, to have made an examination of these matters and to have 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I take the judgment of the Senate. | reported certain gross sums as due from one portion of these Indians 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. | to the other. He may have possessed the qualifications necessary to 

Mr. ALLISON. One word further. This authority was given to the make this adjudication and investigation—1l say nothing to the con- 
Secretary of the Interior last year. He employed a young lawyer in | trary—but there has been no compliance with the express purpose and 
this city to make the investigation. The investigation was made, and | 

| 











The bill, as 1 remember, was to refer the existing claim, declared to 
have merit and foundation, to the Court of Claims for its adjudication, 
the desire of the committee being, so far as I remember and at least so 
far as my own judgment was concerned, that the statutes of limitation, 
if they had operated, should be waived, so that the whole case might 





declaration of the Committee on Indian Affairs as to the course that was 
he foand as due to these Old Settlers the sum of $421,000, with interest | to be pursued. 
upon thatsum from April 18,1851. Healso found due to the Cherokee 1 make this statement for the purpose of disavowing, so far as I am 
Nation the sum of $321,000, with interest thereon at 5 per cent. from | able to do, for myself, as one member of that committee, any concur 
1838. He also found that the Eastern Band of Cherokees were entitled | rence in this amendment, because I am very clear that there has been 
to their proper distributive share of all the property of the Cherokee | no such determination of this claim by the courts as to authorize Con- 
Nation. These were the three things which he construed to be em- | 


gress to pass an appropriation for this very large sum of money. ‘The 
braced in this legislation. | Senator trom California desires to ask me a question. 
Mr. INGALLS. What was the name of the lawyer who made those Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire toask if the Secretary of the 


findings ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Clements. His report is here, I will state to 
the Senator from Kansas, and isto be found in Senate Executive Docu- Mr. INGALLS. I suppose he has from what has been said. I have 
ment No. 60 of this session. | not had time to investigate it. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not regard and do not regard| Mr. EDMUNDS. He only says, ‘I respectfully recommend that the 
this claim as one thatis entitled to carry withitinterest. The interest | accompanying papers be presented for the consideration of Congress.”’ 
account on thisclaim would amount to $610,000. It wasan unadjusted | That is all he says. 
claim; it was a disputed claim which had lain here for thirty years, and Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Kan- 
the committee believed that it was not such a claim as would carry | sas will allow me for one moment, I suppose that there will be no dispute 
with it interest. as to the facts when they are stated. ‘The Secretary of the Interior not 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask the Senator for information, as | only recommends this payment, but the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
Ido not know anything about this subject. I should like to know | recommends it in a letter that is printed; and not only that, but the 
what was the claim based upon? What is it about? What do the | Secretary of the Interior appeared before the Committee on Appro- 
Indians claim the money for? priations and in person recommended it, and said it was an honest 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer that briefly also. We have made a | claim and ought to be paid. 
number of treaties with the Cherokee Nation running through a series I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas a question. I know that 
of years, 1817, 1832, 1835, and soon. About 15818 a portion of the Cher- | the report I made in this case in 1881, I believe—I think that is the date 
okees left Georgia and North Carolina and went west, settling in the | of it—wasto give authority to the Court of Claims to examine this ques- 
then Territory of Arkansas. It was supposed at the time that about | tion and decide it and report. 
one-third of those Indians were settled in Arkansas. Afterward, in Mr. INGALLS. That is my recollection of it. 

1835, a treaty was made with the Cherokee Nation which provided for| Mr. LOGAN. I reported a bill unanimously agreed on by the In- 
their transportation or transmigration to what is now knownas the In- | dian Committee. That is my recollection. I now ask the Senator if 
dian Territory. The Government bound itself to pay the expense of | he believes that under the Constitution of the United States Congress 
their a to that point. It also bound itself to pay to the | could give authority for Indians to go before a court? 

Cherokee Nation one-third of this $5,000,000. Five million dollars was Mr. INGALLS. Ido not suppose that that is a question involved in 
paid to what are called the Old Settlers, they being supposed to be about | the consideration of the amendment that is now before the Senate. 
one-third of the number of the Cherokee Nation, and the Government | The Committee on Indian Affairs, so far as my recollection is concerned, 
paid for the transportation of the whole tribe, and charged for the trans- | and that was us far as I personally intended to go, favored a judicial 
portation in accounting with the nation, I believe $60 per capita. These | ascertainment of the condition of the controversy between these two 
Old Settlers living in Arkansas and only removing across the border to | families of Cherokee Indians. That I have always been willing to do, 
the Indian Territory, and having themselves removed without cost to | and I would not consent to any action of the committee or of Congress 
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Interior adopted the report and findings of this agent, and whether he 
has recommended this appropriation ? 
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that would prejudice what I believe to be a valid claim to some amount, 
but I am not satisfied that the ascertainment has been such as we con- 
templated. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is such as was contemplated, and an examination 
by as good lawyers I think as there are in this country, and they are 
of opinion that Congress even can not give the power to a court to ad- 
judicate a question between the Indians and the United States. By 
examining the first case in 5 Peters the Senator will find that that is 
the unanimous decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Understandiug that to be the law a different course was adopted, be- 
cause we all want to deal fairly with the Indians. Whether we owe 
them or not we want to deal fairly with them. Introducing that bill 
myself, I came to the conclusion that it was not the course to pursue. 
It went out of my hands, it did not pass Congress; it was not adopted; 
but when Congress came to examine it they adopted a different meas- 
ure. Why? Because they came to the conclusion that the mode to 
adopt, which Congress had the power to do, instead of referring it to a 
court, which would not have jurisdiction, was either to appoint a com- 
mission to examine these questions or to refer the case to some one who 
had authority and in whom Congress had confidence to make the ex- 
amination. 

That is the course that was pursued by Congress. That course hav- 
ing been pursued by Congress, the Secretary of the Interior appointed a 
gentleman by the nameofClements. I donot know him; the Secretary 
of the Interior says he knows him. He is agentleman from Colorado, 
I understand, or he formerly lived there. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior had confidence in his ability to examine the question. He did so. 
He examined the records and papers and made a full report; he made 
the calculations. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs examined it with 
him. The Secretary of the Interior told the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that not only was it examined by Mr. Clements, but he him- 
self, the Secretary of the Interior, examined it in connection with the 
Solicitor of the Interior Department and believed it to be just and hon- 
est as he reported, and he asked the committee to make the appropri- 
ations. 

I only state these facts to answer the inquiries which are made as to 
why the Committee on Appropriations reported thisamendment. They 
reported it for the very reason I have given. It is a mere question be- 
fore the Senate of the United States, or it ought to be at least, whether 
the Government of the United States owes these Indians or not. The 
treaty provided that they should be removed without any expense to 
themselves, and not only that, but that when removed they should be 
subsisted for one year certainly. I call attention to that in the rec- 
ords of this Government. General Jackson himself used the language 
in reference to this particular treaty that ‘‘the stipulations offered 
provide for the removal at the expense of the United States of your 
whole people, and for their subsistence a year after their arrival in the 
new country.’’ That was the understanding and agreement between 
the Government and the Indians. These Indians removed themselves 
without expense to the Government, and then the Government charged 4 
them, whatever number there was I do not remember, but about 
13,000 I think, so much per capita for removing them, and deducted 
it out of their third of the $5,000,000 that was paid for their lands, after 
agreeing in the treaty that they should be removed at the expense of 
the Government. 

In 1851 Congress made an appropriation to pay the expense of the 
removal of these Indians, and after making the appropriation the ac- 
counting officer charged to these ‘‘Old Settler’’ Cherokees $50 or $60 
per head, I do not remember which, for the removal by the Govern- 
ment, and took it out of the fund that had been given them, to which 
they were entitled without any cost or charges against it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The ‘Old Settler’? Cherokees claim 
that they removed themselves. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Without expense to the Government? 

Mr. LOGAN. Without expense to the Government. If they re- 
moved themselves without expense to the Government, the Govern- 
ment had no right to charge that expense to the $5,600,000 that had 
been given them for the land, because they provided in the treaty that 
it should not be done ; soit is immaterial whether they removed them- 
selves at their own expense or not, but they did. Yet after that the 
Government charged it against the amount that was to be given to them 
for their lands, after agreeing that no charge should be made against it, 
and that the Government would support them for a year after remov- 
ing them. Then the Government turned around and charged this 
amount, and deducted it from their third of the sum they were entitled 
to receive. 

I say it was a fraud, probably not so intended, but it was a wrong 
against these people that we stipulated with them should not be per- 

trated against them. They never have ceased to make this claim. 
They never have ceased to ask that the Government of the United States 
shall do justice to them and return to them the amount. They claim 
interest, too; 5 per cent. interest. Why do they claim interest? Be- 
eause in the act of Congress of 1851 in the settlement made with the 
Cherokee Indians Congress provided that they should be paid 5 per 





cem® interest per annum on the amount due them by the United States. 


So they claim that, too; but the Committee on Appropriations strack 
that off and said they would not pay the interest, but they would pay 
the sum that had been found to be due them in the examination ¢¢ 


these accounts and matters between them and the United States Gov. 


ernment. That is the whole case. 

If I make a contract with an individual that I am to give so much 
money and todo other things for him, and it shall not be charged against 
his account; if I then charge it against the amount, I do not think | 
am acting justly and honestly with that man. That is exactly what 
the Government has done with these Indians. If itis honest to them 
then the Government has acted honestly. If it is not the square thing 
to do, the Government has not done the square thing. If the Govern. 
ment has charged this amount to them when it was not authorized to 
do it, and when it ought not to have been done, they are certainly en. 
titled to the money, because the Government has it in its Treasury to- 
day from their funds, that were not chargeable with this or anything else 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I am a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and have been a member of that com. 
mittee during the present Congress, but not before the present Congress. 
During the last session of Congress this matter of the claim of the ‘Oj 
Settler’’ Cherokees was presented to the committee and assigned by the 
committee to me as a sub-committee for investigation. I investigated 
it as accurately and carefully and extensively as I could, and made 
report to the committee, which report was adopted by the committee 
and submitted to the Senate. The committee was satisfied that there 
were some equities in the claim, but they were not satisfied in regard 
to the amount if any there was due to these Indians from the United 
States. All that I desire to say is that this claim as presented here has 
not been approved by the Committee on Indian Affairs. I will inquire 
of the Senator from Illinois, who is very familiar with this subject, 
when the Cherokees were removed? * When did this claim arise? 

Mr. LOGAN. This claim arose under the treaty of 1846. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were removed in 1828. 

Mr. LOGAN. The claim arose prior to that time, but the treat, 
that was made in 1846 provided for their maintenance. After the treaty 
of 1846, in 1851, under the act of Congress passed at that time, this claim 
arose. When the Senator from Wisconsin says that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have not approved of this claim, I suppose he means that 
the claim as reported by the Interior Department has not been referred 
to them, and that they did not approve it. He does not mean that the 
committee have not approved the idea that these people have a claim 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We were of the opinion that they 
had some claim, but we were not pre to recommend the payment 
of any specific sum. We were perfectly willing that these Indians 
should go into the Court of Claims and there establish theirclaim, what- 
ever it might proveto be. It seems tome that that would be the wisest 
mode of disposing of the claim. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the committee to recommend just what 
was done, and it was from the Committee on Indian Affairs that it was 
referred to the Interior Department to ascertain. The Secretary of 
the Interior was authorized by law to ascertain, itis true, asthe Senator 
said. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That was not from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. That was a provision in the appropriation act of last 
year. The Committee on Indian Affairs referred the matter to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs or to the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the facts in regard to the claim, and the commit- 
tee received the report from the Commissioner. 

Mr. DAWES. I was aware that the committee had referred it to the 
Department, but I was under the impression that the committee recom- 
mended the mode which was pursued by the Department. 

Mr. INGALLS. The latest action of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was March 29, 1882, in which the same recommendation was made as 
that which was contained in the report of February 9, 1881, to wit, 
that there was merit in the claim which requireda careful and thorough 
investigation. It was the opinion of the committee that the claim 
should be referred to some judicial tribunal for that purpose. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to another rather significant 
feature of this case, which I find in Executive Document No. 60 of 
the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, from which it appears 
that the ‘Old Settlers ’’ or Western Cherokee Indians in 1880 had a 
meeting by theircouncil for the oa of considering this subject. 11 
seems from thisreport that Mr. J. M. Bryan, of whom I know nothing, 
was agent for the prosecution of this claim before Co He made 
his report to the meeting and announced that the claim was before the 
Indian Committee of the Senate, and for various reasons had been de- 
layed to be reported, whereupon the following action was had by the 
Old Settler council, after some whereases reciting Bryan’s appointment 
in 1875: 

i specia i d attorney, 
whe oer a chticcor at the Greveboe Hatton — cord ‘Settler.” and by 
our former council was duly made treasurer for the amount of 35 per cent. of the 
amount of the claim that may be allowed. The first council creating said com- 
mission was in 1875, at which council 35 per cent. of the whole claim was set apart 
to pay the expense of former Old Settlers’ councils, to pay the expenses of our 
commissioners, to pay the a attorneys employed to help prosecute said 


claim, or as much might be necessary. ; 
refore, we again reiterate that J. M. Bryan is fully authorized to receive 
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the said amount of 35 per cent, of the whole amount aliowed on said claim, as 
the “ Old Settler’ Cherokee treasurer, and to receipt to the proper authorities of 
the Uni States for said amount, which shall be the “ Old Settler’’ Cherokees’ 
receipt - oo same. 
ent H, D, REESE, 
W. C. WOODALL, 
JOHN HENDRICKS, 
Committee. 
The above resolution being interpreted and put to a vote, was unanimously 
adopted, 


Ii. D. Reese, Secretary. 


It appears, therefore, that this claim, although its justice is so ob- 
vious and although its merits are not disputed, was of such a nature 
that the claimant thought it advisable to set apart 35 per cent. of the 
whole amount to be expended without question in the necessary means 
for its prosecution before Congress. The whole sum that is appropri- 
ated by this provision is $421,653.68, without interest, and if Congress 
shall agree to the amendment of the committee something in the neigh- 
porhood of $175,000 will be immediately appropriated for Mr. Bryan 
as his compensation for such services as have been necessary in secur- 


W. A. DUNCAN, President. 


_ ing the adjustment of the claim. 


It appears to me that in view of this action, which I had never seen 
or heard of before, brought to my attention to-day, when I read this 
pamphlet half an hour ago, it is not in a condition that renders it ap- 


propriate for us to say that Mr. C. C. Clements, of whom I know noth- | 


ing, was invested with the requisite judicial authority to determine the 
amount that was due tothe *‘Old Settlers’’ in the way ofa judicial investi- 
gation. Of courseI have, asI say, no knowledge whatever of Mr. Clem- 
ents, and have no doubt that he acted in entire good faith, and that 
his judgment is entitled to credit, but it appears that the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs did not accept it. He says: 

It seems, however, that in the examination of the claim of the Eastern Cher- 
okees against the United States Mr. Clements concluded that it was not intended 
by the eighth article of the treaty of 1835,and the supplementary articles thereto 
or subsequent Congressional legislation, that the $5,000,000 fund should be used 
to defray any expenses for removal and subsistence where made under the super- 
vision and control of the United States, or for any reasonable expenses incurred 
by the Cherokees in removing themselves. These conclusions necessarily af- 
fected his former report and changed the balance found due the ‘** Old Settlers”’ 
under the settlement provided by the fourth article of the treaty of 1546. 

Whereupon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, having satisfied him- 
self that the report of Mr. Clements was not sufficiently accurate to au- 
thorize a judicial finding, himself changed the aggregates and reports 
that the Cherokees exclusive of ‘‘Old Settlers’’ are entitled to the sum 
of $334,297.75, and the ‘‘Old Settlers’? to $421,653.68 I should say 
then most emphatically in conclusion that I have no doubt, as I said 
before, there is equity in this claim, and I would say nothing to preju- 
dice either House of Congress against it; yetin view of all the circum- 
stances that surround the case there has not been the judicial ascer- 


tainment of the amounts that are due to comply with the resolution of 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, which had the subject under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to annoy the Senate, 
but I was a little surprised at the Senator from Kansas calling the res- 
olutions of the council in question. 
ticular dishonesty on the part of this man Bryan. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not charge dishonesty. 

Mr. LOGAN. It shows at least a fairness on Bryan’s part that he 
would hand these resolutions to the Secretary of the Interior to be 
printed here in a book to go before Congress. If any suggestion could 
bedrawn from that that money was used for the purpose of passing the 
billthrough Congress, I think it would be a very unjust imputation or 
insinuation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not make any such imputation or implica- 
tion. I hope the Senator will pardon me fora moment. I simply said 
that here was $175,000 that was admitted to have been expended in the 
course of seven years for the prosecution of a perfectly honest, plain, 
straightforward claim before Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thatistrue. It is admitted that they have expended 
that sum for the reason that they have had this man Bryan, whois one 
of the oldest Cherokees living in that nation, who has been here eight 
years appealing repeatedly to Congress, first to one House and then to 
theother. The bill would pass one House and fail in the other. They 
had not only Bryan, but commissioners have been here; they have ap- 
peared before committees; they have been at expense. What the ex- 
pense amounts to I do not care; that has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion before the Senate. So far as I am concerned I do not care whether 
they spent one dollar or a hundred thousand dollars; it is immaterial 
tome. I do not care anything about that; but I know I met this man 
Bryan, who is the agent of these Indians. He was before the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations, and I will say, Indian as he is, he is as much of 


a gentleman as I have seen appear before any committee on any ques- 
tion anywhere in my time, as all the members of the cominittee will 


testify. He came here and made his statement; he made it like an 
honest man; he told their grievances, and showed the committee what 
was the complaint. 

I do not 


not care, so far as I am individually concerned, what the Senate 
does with this proposition. 


It is a matter of the slightest importance 





I do not think that shows any par- | $5,000,000 when it was not 20 percent. of what they were worth. We 
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to me in any sense whatever except to do my duty as one of the com- 
mittee, and one who has examined this claim once or twice and satis 
fied himself in reference to it. As I said, it is of the slichtest impor 
tance to me what is done with it. It makes no difference whatever, so 
far as I am concerned ; but I do think that it is very hard whenever an 
Indian comes into the Congress of the United States to have his mat 
ters adjudicated that on technical grounds, and on the slightest and 
most frivolous grounds, his case is always postponed. These people 
have had their claim postponed for thirty years, when the records of 
the Department and the treaty show that we absolutely cheated them 
out of this money; I can not call it by any other name. We charged 
them, I believe, $60 a head for removing them when we did not remove 
them, when they removed themselves. We deducted that from their 
third of the $5,600,000 that we agreed in the treaty we would not do 
and they ask us to pay it back. We have got their money in the Treas 
ury and we will not pay it back; thatisall there isof it. Wedefrauded 
them out of it; and now we say they must go to the poor-house. On 
Congress say, ‘* We will send it to a court;’’ another Congress sends it 
to the Secretary of the Interior; the Secretary of the Interior examines 
it and reports to Congress that it ought to be paid. Then we say that 
they must go to the court, or they must go somewhere else. We do 
not deal with white men that way. Wehave not dealt that way with 
white men. 

Mr. HOAR 

Mr. LOGAN. Where? 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; but I think the way we 
deal sometimes with the just claims of white men is a shame ai 


Oh, yes 


id a dis 


| grace to our legislation. 


| gets tired, and he goes away. 


Mr. LOGAN. I notice that white men generally vet their 
through and that Indians do not That is the difference Che Indian 
He says: ‘Il ean not get justice done; 

they will not give it to me;’’ and finally he gets tired and goes home 
There may be many claims of Indians that are unjust; I do not know 
that there are, nor do I know that there are not; but I do insist that 
Congress ought to dispose of this question in some way or ot] 


claims 


her son to 
give these Indians an opportunity at least to have justice done them 
somewhere. I believe this amount is fair; I believe it is an honest 


claim; and I believe that Congress ought to provide for its payment. If 
Congress does not do it, Ido not believe that Congress willdo its duty 
If there is any person on earth whom I dislike to see cheated, either 
by the Government or anybody else, it is a poor colored man or an Indian 
man who has never had an opportunity of knowing his rights or having 
his rights preserved or protected in this country If there is any per 
son who is cheated in this country it is the poor Indian, because he has 
nobody to defend him except eccasionally some Senator or member ot 
the other House will stand up for the rights of the Indians; but not 
always so. Very few will doit. It is easy always to object to an In 
dian having his rights. It is easy totakean Indian’s lands and divide 
them up. It is an easy matter to give them away. It isan easy mat 
ter to meet the Indians and get them tosign a treaty and get their lands 
away from them and then give 
matter to do all that 


them to white men It is an easy 
We bought their lands from these Indians for 


got their lands cheaply and sent them west and paid them $5,000,000 
and then turned around and charged what we agreed should not lx 
charged to them and took it out of the $5,000,000 That { 


l ic ty 

we deal with Indians. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is now nearly fifty years since 
this debt became due on the part of the Government to the Cherokee 
Indians. Nearly two generations have come and gone (vencies have 


been established here and they have expired 
Peter Pitchlynn, who lived and died here in th 


old Colonel 


yursuit of justice 


| ememlx 





to his people upon this among other subjects ,OW 


r this long de 
lay, because 


in their discouragement and almost despair provision is 


made for the purpose of having it collected it sounds extravagant, and 


| that fact is urged as areason still for our not paying it. I am never to 


| 


be deterred from supporting a claim, if 1 think it just, because it has 
become old. That is an additional reason tomy mind for paying it 

T have heard of the Old Settlers claim ever since I have been in Con 
gress, both in the House and in this body. It does not need any mors 
investigation. It has been the most, if not the best, investigated claim 
that I have any knowledge of. It has run the gauntlet of a dozen com 
mittees; it has been under fire year in and year out. The amount has 
been ascertained twenty times at least, and finally, as if enough had 
not been done, Congress last August instructed by law the Secretary of 
the Interior to investigate it and tell us what we ought to do. He has 
complied with our direction and his communication comes here, and it 
is proposed to toss it aside again and let it drift away, and that further 
delay shall ensue. 

Let us see whether this isin a safe form or not. The Secretary of 
the Interior addresses the following letter to the President, which the 
President transmits to this body: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 5, 1888 
Sir: The Secretary of the Interior is required by an item (copy inclosed) in 
the sundry civil bill, approved August 7, 1882, to investigate and report to Con- 
gress on certain matters relating to the Cherokee Indians 
Mr. C. C. Clements was appointed special agent by this Department to make 
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the investigation required. He has made several reports on the subject, two of 
which I have the honor to submit herewith. 

Then the Secretary comments upon those reports, and states that 
they have been carefully examined by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, who reaches the same conclusion as does Mr. Clements, and he 
quotes carefully from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He cites 
the fact that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has carefully investi- 
gated this matter and reached the same conclusions which are reached 
by Mr. Clements. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs I know. I 
served with him inthe other House. I know that a more careful, close, 
and conscientious public officer than Mr. Price is not in the service of 
the Government. This matter has passed under his careful review. 
Next, the Secretary of the Interior says that he himself has curefully 
examined it and reached the same conclusion. So the subject comes 
to us as investigated, first by Mr. Clements, who has the sanction of 
the appointment of the Secretary of the Interior as a competent man; 
next as investigated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Price, 
and, third, as investigated by the Secretary himself; and they all 
reach the same conclusion. I shall not find any difficulty in voting to 
sustain their conclusion, when I find in the clause itself the safeguard 
which I shall read. After providing for the appropriation of this 
amount of money, in line 1772 I find that it reads as follows: 

Which amount shall be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior, as provided 
by the fourth article of the treaty of 1846 with the Cherokee Ladians, after de- 
ducting all proper expenses actually incurred by said Indians in the adjustment 
and settlement of their said claim, to be sageerss by the Secretary of the In- 
terior and to be received in full payment and satisfaction of said claim. 

There is an absolute safeguard on any improvident use that the In- 
dians themselves may have provided for the disposition of this money. 
In other words, if there is an outstanding contract in regard to so much 
per cent. to be paid for the adjustment and collection of this claim, that 
contract has to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, or no money 
will be paid under it. They are within the protection of the Secretary 
of the Interior. That accounts for this clause. The amount shall be 
disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior “‘ after deducting all proper 
expenses actually incurred by said Indians in the adjustment and set- 
tlement of their claim, to be approved by theSecretary of the Interior.”’ 
I do not think there is the slightest danger; and I do sincerely hope 
that, while all admit that this claim is just and founded in equity, the 
provision reported by the committee may be allowed to stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in the first place I wish to say with 
all respect to the Senate that I do not see how the point of order could 
have been overruled, but I can not take time about that, as it has been. 
Ever since we have been talking about this as a claim that the law had 
not provided for the payment of, or the treaty either, and of the fraud 
we had committed upon the Indians in some way in the course of some 
of our operations violating a treaty. . 

In the next place, I am unable to understand how it is that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, who are not charged with the consideration 
of Indian affairs but to make appropriations to carry out the provisions 
of laws and treaties, should have taken up this question de novo with- 
out any amendment reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
without any recommendation from that committee, without any amend- 
ment reported or recommendation made by the Committee on Claims. 
That is rather a puzzle. 

I should like to go to the foundation of this matter fora moment and 
see on what ground Mr. Clements’s doctrines stand. If appropriation 
hills are to be loaded with this sort of thing, whatever time is neces- 
sary, even if the bill fails to be considered, ought to be taken. It illus- 
trates, I will add, the pernicious effect of legislating on appropriation 
bills. We should not have been troubled with this question here now 
but for a clause having been jumped onto an appropriation act last year 
of a purely legislative character. 

The amendment reported by the committee is as follows: 

For the payment of “Old Settler" or “ Western Cherokee” Indians, being 
all of those Cherokees who removed west of the Mississippi prior to the 
kee treaty of December 29, 1835— 

Not pursuant to and under the treaty and according to its stipula- 
tions, but those who went on their own hook and their own account; 
that is what the amendment provides for— 
and their descendants, a sum sufficient to pay the sum of $421,653.68, the same 
to be immediately available, being the amount found due them under the sev- 
eral treaties between the United and the Cherokee Indians, and the sev- 
eral acts of Congress relating thereto, by the Secretary of the Interior, in com- 
pliance with the act approved August 7, 1882. 

Now let us see if the Secretary of the Interior has found anything to 
be done. I discard entirely from the time that I wish to occupy any 
private and personal or public and personal observations of the 
tary of the Interior by word of mouth toa committee. As aresponsible 
officer of this Government we must take what he says in print and sends 
to us, and not his oral communications, because they are liable to be 
misunderstood. It is just to him that we should take his official re- 
port made to us on this subject. First a communication comes from 
the President, who says that he transmits the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior. What is this report? It is that— 

Mr. C.C. Clements was appointed special agent by this Department to make 

se 


the investigation uired. He has made several reportson the subject, two of 
which I Rove che hener to cubase herewith. 





Where are the others? Did they come to the same conclusions, o; 
has the thing been vibrating up and down, and the first report was not 
found to be quite the thing, and then another was made, and another » 
We have two. Report No. 2 relates so and so, report No. 3 relates to 
the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee claim, based upon alleged errors 
committed by the officers of the United States Government having 
charge of and stating the accounts between the Old Settlers and the 
United States in relation to their interest in the proceeds of the sale 
of the Cherokee lands eas. of the Mississippi River under the treaty 
of 1835. Those questions must have arisen under the treaty, otherwise 
they could not have been under it. 

Mr. Clements reports that there is a balance due from the United States to the 


“ Old Settler” Cherokees amounting to $421,653.68, together with interest at 5 
per cent, per annum from September 22, 1851. 


This + a No. 3, is intended to take the place of a report on the same sub 
ject by Mr. Clements, dated December 12, 1882, which was transmitted by me 
to the President of the Senate pro tempore, December 16, 1882, in compliance with 
a Senate resolution calling therefor. (Printed in Executive Document No. 17. 
Forty-seventh Co second session. 


These reports, Nos. 2 and 3, have been carefully examined by the Commis. 
sioner of Indian Affairs, who reaches the same conclusions as does Mr. Clements, 
as shown by the closing statements of his report thereon dated January 3). 
1883, as follows : 

With great respect to the Secretary of the Interior, I submit that 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs (and any Senator will see it if he 
looks carefully at the report of that Commissioner) has not come to 
any such conclusion at all, but he merely reports what Mr. Clements 
says, and that alone, it must be understood. Now, he quotes from the 
report of the Commissioner: 

It must be understood that all the figures used in this report are as of the date 
of the several settlements and for the purpose only of Pepeeeing what amount 
is due each class of claimants, and afer making all deductions, &.— 

There would be due so much and so much; I need not name the 
sums. 


I have given these reports— 
Says the Secretary of the Interior— 


such careful examination and consideration as time and opportunity would 
permit, and am of opinion that they present fair and just bases of settlement of 
the claims. The parties inte appear satisfied with the results reported 

If by.that he means the Indian claimants, I should think he would 
probably be correct. If he means the tax-payers of the United States, 
I should beg leave very greatly to doubt it. 

A report, No. 1, made by Mr. Clements on the claim of the Eastern Band of 
North Carolina Cherokee Indians against the Cherokee Nation of Indians West, 
for a pro rata interest in all the common property of said nation of Indians 
under treaties with the United States, has been submitted to me, but is withheld 
for further consideration. I ully recommend that the accompanying pa- 
pers be presented for the consideration of the Congress. 


This is a report from the Secretary to the President. The President 
in sending it makes no recommendation at all, as under the Constitu- 
tion he was authorized to do. Without his giving any approval to 
these papers he sends them forward to Congress for their consideration, 
for what they are worth. Now, when we come to the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs let us see if the Secretary is right in 
his understanding. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, after stating 
what Mr. Clements reports, &c., and stating the case, coming down 
toward the foot of page 6, says: 

I may add that in the former report on this subject the investigation was con 


fined to alleged errors committed by the accoun officers of the Government 
in the matter of calculation. 


It seems, however, that in the examination of the claim of the Eastern Cher- 
okees against the United States, Mr. Clements concluded that it was not in- 
tended by the eighth article of the treaty of 1835, and the by ays articles 
thereto, or subsequent Congressional legislation, that the $5,000,000 fund should 
be used to defray any expenses for removal and subsistence where made under 
the supervision and control of the United States, or for any reasonable ex- 
penses _— by the Cherokees in removing themselves. These conclusions 


necessari his former and changed the balance found due the 
“Old Settiers” under the suunanens puavttet by the fourth article of the treaty 
of 1846. ° 


There you will note another thing, that under the treaty of 1846 
they had a settlement then, as well as one under the treaty of 1855; so 
that we have had two settlements of this subject apparently already. 
But that is not the point Iam nowon. I amon the point as to whether 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has recommended this appropria- 
tion. Nothing that I have read yet has the slightest tendency to war- 
rant any such conclusion. 

Then he goes on in the next paragraph to say simply that— 

understood figures report are as of the date 
he pent etna tole the hyd = Paanining what amount 
is due each class of claimants. 

And on this, referring to the statement of Clements, and according to 
his statement, it a that there would be due to these Indians so 
much andso much; and then hesignshisname. If anybody’s ingenuity 
can stretch that into an affirmative recommendation by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs that this sum of money ought to be paid, I con- 
fess that I shall be very much astonished. : 

Let us see for a moment what the treaty of 1835 did provide about 
the $5,000,000 and the removal. Here itis. It is the first article, the 
five-million article: 

The Cherokee Nation hereby cede, uish, and convey to the United States 


all the lands claimed, or them east of the Mississippi River. 
and hereby s leanodia theks alobade upon the United States for spoliations of every 
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kind, for and in consideration of the sum of $5,000,000, to be expended, paid, and 
invested— 

Using these words— 

manner agreed low icles, Butas a 
ame has _—— vedi O ead ated Chavchece whether the 
Senate in their resolution, by which they advised ‘that a sum not exceeding 
$5,000,000 be paid "— 

The question as to whether that amount shall be paid and as to stip- 
ulations shall be again submitted to the Senate or to somebody. That 
is not material tothis point. The pointis that the $5,000,000 that was 

to be paid to them was to be paid, expended, and invested, dis- 
tributed under each of those three heads, in the manner agreed upon 
in the following articles. Now wecome to the followingarticles. One 
of those articles agreed upon was that the United States agreed to take 
the expense of getting these people removed under the direction of the 
United States, to furnish transportation and all that sort of thing tothe 
new country to which they were to go; so that there is pretty good rea- 
son for believing fairly, as it seems to me, that the very terms of the 
firstarticle, the $5,000,000 article, referred, as they say it did, on the tace 
of it to this expense necessary to accomplish these objects to be made 
by the United States for them out of this fund. That is what it says 
in terms. Thereupon the United States agree and stipulate to remove 
them to their new homes, subsist them one year after their arrival there, 
and that a sufficient number of steamboats and baggage-wagons shall 
be furnished to remove them comfortably; that they shall have a phy- 
sician, &c.; and then it provides that ‘‘such persons and families,”’ 
which appear on the face of this amendment to be the body of persons 
and families mentioned in the treaty, because the amendment provides 
for those who went before this treaty was made, by the very terms of the 
amendment, ‘‘such persons and families as in the opinion of the emi- 
grating agent are capable of subsisting and removing themselves shall 
be permitted to do so; and they shall be allowed in full of all claims 
for the same $20 for each member of their family; and in lieu of their 
one year’s rations they shall be paid the sum of $33.33 if they prefer it.” 

Such Cherokees also as reside at present out of the nation and so 
remove with them shall be entitled to come in under the same thing. 
These other articles go on and on and provide for all the arrangements 
referred to in the first article of the treaty. How that treaty can be 
made the basis of raising an obligation on the part of the United States 
for the classes of people who are mentioned in the amendment is, I 
confess, entirely incomprehensible to me, because the amendment says, 
“being all of those Cherokees who removed west of the Mississippi 
prior to the Cherokee treaty of December 29, 1835.”’ 

That treaty provides for those removed under the treaty. These 
people had gone on their own account becanse they foresaw apparently 
(but of course that is immaterial to this question) that the press of emi- 
gration was coming in, so that the best thing was to go off to this coun- 
try that Congress in the state of the relations of the Indians had au- 
thorized them to emigrate to and settle upon. 

Then we come down to a later treaty, the treaty of 1846, referred to 
in this amendment, as to the modus of payment. This treaty of 1846 
purported—I can not take time to read it—to provide for a ‘‘ final and 
amicable settlement of the difliculties and claims before mentioned,’’ 
and that is to say the beforementioned claims and difficulties were ‘‘se- 
rious difficulties’? which had ‘‘existed between the different portions 
of the people constituting and recognized as the Cherokee Nation of 
Indians, which it is desirable should be speedily settled, so that peace 
and harmony may be restored among them; and whereas certain claims 
exist on the part of the Cherokee Nation, and portions of the Cherokee 
people, against the United States: Therefore, with a view to the final 
and amicable settlement of the difficulties and claims before mentioned, 


it is mutually agreed by the several parties to this convention, as fol- | 


lows.’”’ Thenthey go on, without making any claim or referring to any 
claim of this character, to mention ever so many other kinds of claims 
covering everything they could think of, as they knew them to exist on 
the part of these Indians, and providing how it shall be terminated; and 
then provide that the sums to be paid to settle those shall be paid by the 
United States in one way, per capita, to these individuals, or a certain 
portion of them. 

On a jumping debate like this, on a report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for the first time presented to our consideration, that we 
can hold affirmatively that this vast sum of money is due to these peo- 

le when the description of the amendment itself separates it entirely 
the treaty and when the treaty itself provides for the expenditure 

of the $5,000,000 according to the following articles, one of which is 
this matter of transportation and so on, and when eleven years after- 
ward another treaty was made which recites that the old claims and 
difficulties and disputes between these people, all of them and parts of 
them, and with the United States are all gone through and no claim 
of a pretension of this kind is mentioned, it is now discovered that 
there has been a mistake about this matter all the time; here is an 
omission onthe score of removal. All this might be made out if there 
were time to investigate it and explore it on all sides; but is it wise 
and right to seek by an amendment to an appropriation bill in the very 
last days of the session to make a final,and conclusive determination 
of this affair? That is what I think is avery unsafe and unwise thing. 





I agree with my friend from Illinois that the Indian is entitled to 
justice just as much as the white man, and I think more, because he 
is less capable of taking care of himself, as we all assume, but the mat- 
ter is deserving of inquiry when we remember that there have been 
so many instances in which in the name of an Indian tribe enormous 
claims have been presented and pushed, whichare perfectly natural, by 
people who are going to get great benetits out of them if they can get 
them through; 35 per cent. itis said in thiscase. Indians are perfectly 
willing among themselves when anybody says to them, ‘‘ I think I have 
discovered how I can get something out of one of these old treaties, and 
if you will give me 35 per cent. I may get it; if I do not get it you will 
have nothing to pay, if I do you will get 65 per cent.,’’ to say, ‘‘all 
right, go ahead.’’ So it is not clear that we are doing any great injus- 
tice to these Indians at this moment if we do not put in the bill this 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President we seem to have quite a number of gen- 
| tlemen in the Senate who are afraid somebody will be defrauded, and 
| therefore they must protect the Government. Inasmuch as I voted for 
| this amendment in committee, I am not afraid to defend it in the Sen- 
| ate; but I was very sorry to see the Senator from Vermont, as able a 
| lawyer as he is and as honest a man as he is, mistaken in the treaties of 
| the United States with these Indians. The Senator says that under 
| the treaties those people were not included, being west of the Mississippi 

River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; they emigrated before. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iunderstand; because they emigrated before the treaty 
of 1835 was made, therefore they are not entitled under the treaty to 
any consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For removal. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will only turn to the supplemental 
treaty of 1346, which he has read as a matter of course, he will find his 
mistake; and before I get through I will show exactly where he fs 
mistaken. I will show the section of the treaty first under which this 
| agreement was made between the Government and the Indians. —Ar- 
ticle 2 of the treaty of 1836 provides: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Whereas the Cherokee people have supposed that the sum of $5,000,000— 
I ask the Senate to listen to this language 


fixed by the Senate in their resolution of —— day of March, 1835, a8 the value of 
| the Cherokee lands and possessions east of the Mississippi River was not in- 

tended to include the amount which may be required to remove them, nor the 
value of certain claims which many of their people had against citizens of the 
United States, which suggestion has been confirmed by the opinion expressed 
to the War Department by some of the Senators who voted upon the question ; 
and whereas the President is willing that this subject should be referred to the 
Senate for their consideration, and if it was not intended by the Senate that the 
above-mentioned sum of $5,000,000 should include the objects herein specified, 
that in that case such further provision should be made therefor as might ap- 
pear to the Senate to be just, 


ArT. 3. It is therefore agreed that the sum of $600,000 shall be, and the same 
is wi allowed to the Cherokee people, to include the expense of their re- 
moval. 

You find by this treaty of 1836, which was a supplemental treaty 
to the treaty of 1835, that the Indians claimed that out of this $5,000,000 
that was to be given them for their lands the expense of their removal 
was not to be deducted, and that Senators who agreed to this treaty in the 
Senate went to the Secretary of War, who had charge of the removal of 
the Indians, and stated to him that that was not the intention of the 
treaty, and then on that statement being made it was referred back 
and a supplemental treaty made with these people covering and includ- 
ing this proposition the treaty then made. Article 4 of the treaty made 
in 1846, covering this proposition, shows exactly what the intention of 
| the treaty of 1835 and the supplemental treaty of 1836 was between 
| the Government of the United States and the Indians. The fourth 
article of the treaty of 1846, is as follows: 





And whereas it has been decided by the board of commissioners recently ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States to examine and adjust the claims 
and difficulties existing againstand between the Cherokee people and the United 
States, as well as between the Cherokees themselves, that under the provisions 
of the treaty of 1828, as well as in conformity with the general policy of the 
United States in relation to the Indian tribes, and the Cherokee Nation in par 
ticular, that that portion of the Cherokee people known as the ‘Old Settlers," 
or * Western Cherokees,’’ had no exclusive title to the territory ceded in that 
treaty, but that the same was intended for the use of, and to be the home for, 
the whole nation, including as well that portion then east as that portion then 
west of the Mississippi; and whereas the said board of commissioners further 
decided that, inasmuch as the territory before mentioned became the common 
property of the whole Cherokee Nation by the operation of the treaty of 1828, 
the Cherokees then west of the Mississippi, by the equitable operation of the 
same treaty, acquired a common interest in the lands occupied by the Cherokees 
east of the Mississippi River, as well as in those oceupied by themselves west of 
that river, which interest should have been provided for in the treaty of 1835, 
but whic’ was not, except in so far as they,as a constituent portion of the na- 
tion, retained, in proportion to their numbers, a common interest in the country 
west of the Mississippi, and in the general funds of the nation; and therefore 
they have an equitable claim upon the United States for the value of that inter 
est, whatever it may be: Now, in order to ascertain the value of that interest, it 
is agreed that the following principle shall be adopted, namely, all the invest 
ments and expenditures which are properly chargeable upon the sums granted 
in the treaty of 1835, amounting in the whole to $5,600,000 (which investments 
and expenditures are particularly enumerated in the fifteenth article of the won | 
of 1335), to be first deducted from said aggregate sum, thus ascertaining the resid- 
uum or amount which would under such marshaling of accounts be left for 

r capita distribution among the Cherokees emigrating under the treaty of 

35, excluding allextravagant and improper expenditures, and then allow tothe 
Old Settlers (or Western Cherokees) a sum equal to one-third part of said resid 
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uum, to be distributed per capita to each individual of said party of Old Settlers 
or Western Cherokees. It is further agreed thatso farasthe Western Cherokees 
are concerned, in estimating the expense of removal and subsistence of an East- 
ern Cherokee, to be charged to the aggregate fund of $5,600,000 above mentioned, 
the sums for removal and subsistence stipulated in the eighth article of the weny! 
of 1835, as commutation money‘in those cases in which the parties entitled to it 
removed themselves, shall be adopted. And as itaffects the settlement with the 
Western Cherokees, there shall be no deduction— 


Mark this language— 


there shall be no deduction from the fund before mentioned in consideration 
of any payments which may hereafter be made out of said fund ; and itis hereby 
further understood and agreed that the prineiple above defined shall embrace 
all those Cherokees west of the Mississippi who emigrated prior tothe treaty of 
1835 

The Senator said that prior to 1835 the Cherokees west of the Missis- 
sippi River were not included in thiscontract, thereby precluding them 
from charges against the five-million fund, their third part of it; and 
yet the treaty of 1846 explanatory of the treaty of 1835 and the sup- 
plemental treaty of 1836 says expressly it shall not be charged against 
that fund. 

There is the treaty between the Government and these Indians; and 
what is this claim? The Senator is very adroit in his statement, but 
he fails to read the whole article of that treaty showing that the ex- 
pense of transportation was not to be charged against the one-third of 
the $5,600,000 they were entitled to. It was the design under the 
treaty that that sum should not be charged against this amount; but 
we find when it comes to making up the account that it was charged. 
To show that, I will take the statute that was passed afterward to carry 
out the treaties approved June 12, 1838, following the treaties of 1835 
and 1836. Here is the statute enacted in 1838: 

That the sum of $1,047,067 be appropriated, out of any money inthe Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, in full for all objects specified in the third article of 
the treaty of 1835 between the United States and the Cherokees, and for the fur- 
ther object of aiding in the subsistence of the Indians for one year after their re- 
moval West. 

There is an appropriation made pnder that treaty, not only an appro- 
priation for their subsistence after they were removed West, their sub- 
sistence for one year, two million and odd dollars voted for that purpose, 
following out the principle of the treaty. Then there was an appro- 
priation by Congress in 1851, but when the settlement was made with 
these Indians, the Western Cherokees or Old Settlers found themselves 
charged against their one-third of the $5,600,000 for their removal and 
subsistence, and they were made to pay it out of that sum which had 
come from their land. It is for that that they claim they have been 
wronged, and ask this amount. 

Now, what is the trouble about thisestimate? The Senator says the 
Secretary of the Interior has not done it, that it requires a judicial in- 
vestigation. How a judicial investigation? Here is the amount that 
was charged, and I will give it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understand that the Senator’s position is 
that theamount of the cost of transporting these people to the territory 
whence they were removed was taken out of the sum agreed to be paid 
by this Government for their lands, and that this claim now is for that 
money. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; $53 and something per head was charged 
for the removal of these Indians, numbering 13,000. They removed 
themselves, and yet they were charged by the Government for their re- 
moval so much per head, and it was charged against the amount that 
the Government had agreed in the treaty should be paid to them with- 
out any deduction for their removal and subsistence. That is the whole 
case 

These Indians were entitled to one-third of $5,600,000, and that one- 
third of that money was granted by the treaty and by an act of Con- 
gress secured against any charge fortheir removal or subsistence for one 
year after they were removed. That was the contract, that was the 
agreement; but afterward, in 1851, when asettlement was made with 
the Treasury of the United States, they were charged per capita for their 
removal, and it was deducted from this sum, though it had been agreed 
by the treaty that no deduction should be made from it. 

Senators say that some court ought to adjudicate this. Can a court 
figure up 13,000 and some odd Indians at $53 a head any better than 
a clerk or anybody else? Can ie any better than anybody else 
figure up how much money was c against them for subsistence for 
one year when they were not entitled to be charged with it? Itisamere 
matterofcomputation. Ifthere were 13,000 Indians, or 20,000 Indians— 
it makes no difference whatever number there was, the record shows 
the number that were removed—they were charged so much per head. 
What you have to do is to figure up how much that makes; then ex- 
amine the treaty, and you will find that the Government was not en- 
titled to charge them forit. Then that sum ought to be given them. 

Then, inasmuch as the Government provided for their subsistence for 
one year and appropriated $1,040,000 for that purpose and then turned 
around and charged their third up against that fand, it is very easy for 
any man to make the calculation of = much that will be. That is 
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all there is in thiscase. Itisamere matter of calculation. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior appointed a man to make these calculations anq 
these examinations, and he decides these treaties are so and so, and the 
calculations are made. I should like to know how much better a court 
or anybody else could do it. The whole thing, in my judgment, is to 
get rid of this claim or any other that an Indian may have. I have 
never known Indians to get through a claim here that was an honest 
one. They may have got some dishonest ones through. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. How long has this been pending ? 

Mr. LOGAN. It has been pending before Congress for eight years 
It has been pending before the Treasury and War Department and othe; 
Departments trying to get the record corrected for thirty years. |t 
was presented to Congress eight years ago, and it has been before the 
House of Representatives and before the Senate for eight years. 3)! 
after bill has been reported. At the last session a bill was reported 
and passed authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to make this ex- 
amination and report to Congress, which has been done. The report 
has been made; and now the Indian is told it ought to be further ex- 
amined. Why? Because he is honest enough to put a resolution in 
here that his council said he should have acertain amount because there 
had been a certain amountexpended. It is said that if it is an honest 
claim there is no necessity for expending money here. I do not think 
there is except for a man’s hotel bill. If a man is a poor man, and 
comes to get a claim through Congress, unless there is some reason {0: 
passing it through more than ordinarily follows claims, he generally ex 
hausts what he has before he gets through, and then abandons his claim 
and goes home. Every Senator knows that. Hardly any claim eve: 
gets through Congress by itself; and why’? Because no one takes any 
interest in it. I do not mean by that that money is used, for it is not 
I do not believe in these insinuations, for I think Senators and members 
of Congress are just as honest as anybody else. Men get up against a 
claim and say there has been a large amount of money allowed to this 
agent. What has that to do with the honesty of the claim? If the 
poor Indian is ignorant enough to agree with another Indian to give 
him, half his claim, what has that to do with the justice of the claim” 
I suppose this Indian council came to the conclusion that they would 
never get anything, that they would be always trying to get action 
by Congress, as they have been trying before, to be shutiled off and 
never paid, and they agreed to give this other Indian a large amount 
I do not care anything about that and I do not know anything about 
it. Ido not care if they give it all away; it is none of my business 
The question for the United States is whether we owe this money. I/ 
we do we ought to pay it; if we do not owe it we ought not to pay any 
of it. I do not believe any man who has ever examined the claim con- 
tends that the Government does not owe these Indians. 

Mr. President, I will not take the time of the Senate to read docu 
mentary matter, but I will put in the RecorD with my remarks, if | 
am permitted to do so, quotations from the Secretary of War at the time 
this thing first occurred and the estimates and calculations that are made, 
that they may be printed as a justification at least for myself for the 
part I have taken in supporting this claim. 

The documents refered to are as follows: 


The joint resolution of August 7, 1848, uired the accounting officers of th: 
Treasury to make to Congress a just and fairstatement of the claims of the Cher 
okee Nation of Indians, according to the principles established by the treaty of 
August, 1846, between the United States and those Indians. Thisstatement was 
submitted December 3, 1849 (Senate Executive Document 176, Thirty-first Con- 

88, first session), and was recognized and adopted by Congress in making « 
nal settlement with said nation under the act of February 27, 1851 (9 Statutes, 
572-573), which appropriated the sum of $724,603.37, with interest, for that pur- 
pose. The statement was also adopted by Congress, so far as applicable under 
the provisions of the fourth article of the treaty of 1846, in effecting a final settle- 
ment with the ‘Old Settlers” under the act of September 30, 1850 (9 Statutes, 556), 
appropriating the sum of $532,896.90, with interest, in payment of their account 
against the United States. (Report 176, Senate committee, Thirty-first Congress, 
first session.) 

In adopting the above statement made by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, the “Old Settlers” are charged by the Senate committee ‘‘ for removal and 
subsistence of 18,026 Indians, at $53.33} per head, $961,386.66."" I am satisfied 
that this is anovercharge. The eighth article of the treaty of 1835 provides that 
“the United States also agree and stipulate to remove the Cherokees to their 
new homes and to subsist them one year after their arrival there.”” (Rev. Ind. 
Treaties, page 70.) This language imports pecuniary responsibility on the par! 
of the Government, and in the talk which was sent by President Jackson to the 
Cherokees to explain the advantages of that treaty he mentions that the stipula 
tions offered “ provide for the removal, at the expense of the United States, o! 
your whole ple and for their subsistence a year after arrival in their new 
country.” It would seem that the Indians so understood this matter, and that 
the Senate ized the fact that all expenses incurred by them for and _on ac- 
count of removal and subsistence should be borne by the United States. In sup- 
port of this proposition articles 2 and 3 of the supplementary articles to the 
treaty of 1835 provide that “ whereas the Cherokee people have supposed that 
the sum of $5,000,000, fixed by the Senate in their resolution of — day of March 
1835, as value of the Cherokee lands and possessions east of the Mississipp! 
River, was not intended to include the t which may be required to re 
move them, nor the value of certain claims which many of their people had 
one citizens of the United States, which suggestion has been confirmed by 

opinion expressed to the War Department by some of the Senators who vot d 
upon the question; and whereas the President is ee that this subject should 
be referred to the Senate for their consideration, and if it was not intended by 
the Senate that the above-mentioned sum of $5,000,000should include the objects 
herein that in that case such further provision should be made there- 
for as ap eqqeen to ie Senate to be just: It is therefore -d that the sum 
of $600, be, and the same is hereby, allowed to the Cherokee people to 
include the expense of their removal and all claims of every nature and descrip- 
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tion nst the Government of the United States not herein otherwise expressly 

for, and to be in lieu of the said reservations and pre-emptions (pro- 
Pied for in articles 12 and 13 of the treaty), and of the sum of $300,000 for spoli- 
ations described in the first article of the above-mentioned treaty. This sum of 
$400,000 shall be applied and distributed agreeably to the provisions of the said 
treaty and any surplus which may remain after removal a..4 payment of the 
claims 80 ascertai be turned over and belong to the education fund.’’— 
— Guy A. Harris, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his letter of July 25, 
1836. to the board of commissioners authorized by the seventeenth article of the 
treaty to examine and adjudicate Cherokee claims, refers to the above supple- 
mentary article as follows: “‘ The sum of $300,000 is appropriated to pay claims 
for spoliations; if they should fall short of this sum, the balance will be appli- 
cable to the expenses of removing the Cherokees.” 

Again, in his letter of January 25, 1838, to Lieutenant Van Horne, disbursing 
nt for the removal and subsistence of those Indians, the Commissioner says: 
he claims for which requisitions have been made by the commissioners 

amount to $210,000, and the remittances which have been made for your use are 
$300,000. There will then be a balance of $90,000, applicable to other objects than 
the payment for abandoned improvements, &c., and which you will apply to 
the satisfaction of claims for commutation of subsistence and others of a similar 
c r.” (See Records Indian Office.) ; 

There is further evidence in support of the proposition that the treaty of 
1835-'36 contemplated that the expense of removal and subsistence’should be 
paid by the United States, and that the ‘ Old Settlers,” or Western Cherokees, 
were “ properly chargeable” only with the number actually removed and sub- 
sisted out of the $600,000 allowed by the third supplementary article to the treaty 
of 1835 for that and other purposes, and to this evidence I will now call your at- 
tention. 
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The honorable Secretary then concludes that— 


I am therefore inclined to the opinion that a fair and equitable statement of 
the “Old Settlers,"’or Western Cherokee Indians, against the United States would 
be as follows : 


Cr. 
By the fund provided by the treaty of 1835-'36... .. $5, 600, 000 00 
From which are to be deducted, under the fourth article of the 


| treaty of 1846, the sums “ properly chargeable" under the fifteenth 


| Amount invested as general fund of the nation......... 


| 
The treaty of 1835-'36 was finally ratified on the 23d of May, 1836, and by its | 


visions the Cherokees were required to remove within two years. (Rev. 
nd. Treaties, pp. 75,79.) The time elapsed May 23, 1838, It had been concluded, 
in defiance of t protest of a large majority, with asmall minority of the nation 
who saw no other escape from threatened ruin. Within that period those who 
had favored the treat; mostly emigrated to the West under its provisions. 
The large majority of the nation, adopting the counsels of John Ross—a man 
represented as of unlimited influence among them—had obstinately withstood 
all the efforts of the Government, to induce them to adopt the treaty and emi- 
under its provisions. Ross and his party had constantly repudiated its 


obligations and denounced it asa fraud upon their nation. Inthe mean time | 
the United States had appointed its agents under the treaty and collected a 


large military force to enforce the execution of the treaty. The State of Georgia 
had adopted a system of hostile legislation, intended to drive them from the 
country. She had surveyed the country and disposed of the homes of the Chero- 
kees by lottery, dispossessed them of their lands, subjected them to her laws, 
while she disqualified them to hold any political or civil rights. In this posture 


of affairs the Cherokees, who had never abandoned the vain hope of remaining | 


in the country or obtaining better terms from the United States, through John 
Ross and others, made new proposals to the United States for the sale of their 


country and emigration to the West. Still pursuing the idea that they were | 
aliens to the treaty of 1835 and unfettered by its provisions, they proposed to | 


release all claim to their country and emigrate for a named sum of money, in 
connection with other conditions, among which was the stipulation that they 
should be allowed to take charge of their own emigration, and that the United 
States should pay the expense of their removal. To avoid the necessity of en- 
forcing the treaty at the point of the bayonet, and to relieve itself of its counter 
obligations to Georgia by the compact of 1802, and to the Cherokees by the trea- 
ties of 1817 and 1819, the proposal was readily acceded to. On the 18th of May, 
1838, Mr. Poinsett, then Secretary of War, addressed a reply to the proposals of 
the Cherokee delegation, in which he says: 

“If it be desired by the Cherokee Nation that their own agents should have 
the charge of their emigration, their wishes will be complied with and instrue- 
tions be given to the commanding general in the Cherokee country to enter into 
arrangements with them to thateffect. With regard tothe expense of this opera- 
tion, which you ask may be defrayed by the United States, in the opinion of the 
undersigned the request ought to be granted; and an application for such further 
sum as may be required for this purpose shall be made to Congress.’ The ap- 

lication was made and a resolution of the House of Representatives adopted 
inquiring how much would be required for that purpose. The Secretary of 
War replied to this resolution on the 25th of May, 1838, from which the follow- 
ing isan extract: 


“The payment of the expenses of removing the remaining Cherokees, 
estimated at 15,840, at $30 a head ae 





Sensahininanencbpiibetiunsbsebdeubedvavesetesctunsseccanees $475, 200 
“ Amount applicable to that purpose....................0. haiackss toslisiiasn ti 39, 300 
“Balance to be provided for.....................cccccccceeeeeeeeecceees ear eoacunen 335, 900 


“If it should be deemed proper to make any further provision for the payment 


article of the treaty of 1835, which, according to the report of the 
accounting officers (except for removal and subsistence), will stand 
thus: 

For improvements ..................e000 


$1,540, 572 $ 
+ DAs ’ 
For ferries.. 


159,572 1: 
264, 894 09 


a 





seeceseescnesecesecossaconcoseoaerooeccseerses . 133, 058 35 


National debts (tenth article)...................... $18,062 06 
Claims of United States citizens (tenth arti- 
fee ee pebebedibesaterevstseecs ‘Gn, Cee GO 
Cherokee committee (twelfth article) ......... 22,212 76 
se 101, 348 3 
Amount allowed United States for additional quan- 
tity of land ceded 





~_ 


500, 000 00 
500, 880 00 
39, 300 00 


Unexpended balance of the $600,000 appropriation 


Making in the aggregate the sum of. 3, 239, 625 14 





Which, being deducted from the treaty fund of $5,600,000, leaves 
the residuum contemplated by the fourth article of the treaty of 
1846 of souudninae ee sheen 2, 360, 374 86 

Of which amount one third is to be allowed to the “ Old Settlers,” 
being , - ue ‘ 786,791 62 

Together with interest thereon at 5 percent. per annum from June 

12, 1838, to September 22, 1851, when a payment of $532,896.90, with 

interest, wasmade. (Congressional Globe, page 1760, Thirty-first 

Congress, first session, and act September 30, 1350, 9 Statutes, 556) 522, 342 21 

309,133 &3 

887,480 ID 


Total stents nonin ‘ aicena : _ 1 

Deduct above payment with interest as credited 

Balance due the * Old Settlers” puipsllin dice tainlednsdanies ‘ 421,653 68 
Together with interest thereon at 5 per cent. per annum from September 22, 

1851, as provided by Senate resolution of September 5, 1850. (Congressional 

Globe, volume 21, part 2, page 1760, 1849-'50.) 


That is all I desire tosay. I am perfectly willing that Congress shall 


| take just such action as it sees proper in reference to this matter; but 


I hope at least that it will take such action as will not keep these In 
dians dancing attendance here for the next twenty-five years. The 
man who is here is getting old now. Isuppose a great many of these 
people are old. I suppose he is over 70 years old. He has been here 
eight years, and he says he hopes Congress will do something decided 
some way that they may know what you are going to do. 
will do so too. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This claim, I have no doubt, has 
merit, but it has been my opinion not only here but elsewhere where 
it has been considered that this bill is not the place in which it ought 
to be considered. Though it comes from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, it was not a unanimous report from that committee. 1 believe 
the claim ought to be considered properly by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and I hope they will consider it at as early a date as they 


I hope you 


| can. Jam told by some of that committee that they have considered 


of the subsistence of the emigrants for one vear after their arrival in the West | 


it requires, estimating the whole number at 18,335, thereby including those who 
have already emigrated, and allowing the amount stipulated to be paid by 
treaty, namely, $33.33 a head, $611,105.55.” 

These estimates, with a message containing the provisional arrangement with 
John Ross, were communicated to Congress and received its sanction by the act 
of June 12, 1838, in the following language : 

“ That the sum of $1,047,067 be appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, in fall for all objects specified in the third article of 
the treaty of 1 
ther object of aiding in the subsistence of the Indians for one yearafter their re- 
moval west: Provided, That no part of the said sum of money shall be deducted 
from the $5,000,000 stipulated to be paid to said tribe of Indians by said treaty : 
And provided further, That the said Indians shall receive no benefits from said 
appropriation unless they shall complete their emigration within such time as 

¢ President shall deem reasonable, and without coercion on the part of the 
Government,” 


Then says the honorable Secretary: 


Here was a clear legislative affirmation of the terms offered by the Indiansand 
acceeded to by the Secretary of War. It was agreed by the Secretary of War to 
consider the expenses of removal and subsistence, as intended by the treaty of 
1835, to be borne by the United’States, and Congress affirmed his act by providing 
that no part of the $1,047,067 should be taken from the treaty fund. It was made 

to the ,000 provided for in the third supplemental article, a fund 


vi for removal and other expenditures independent of the treaty fund and 
I full for these objects. - 4 . ee ee 


Again the Secretary says that— 


Now, if the Government was bound by the terms of that treaty to remove and 

Indians at the expense of the United States, no part of the $5,000,000 

fund was properly chargeable with those expenditures; but the $600,000 allowed 

by the third su mentary article to that treaty, appropriated July 2, 1836, the 

“ppropriation of $1,047,067 on July 12, 1838, and the appropriation of $189,422.76 
on September 30, 1850, are alone available for these purposes. 





it and that they have not been able to come to a conclusion. I have 
looked at it with the Senator from Illinois as attentively as I could, 
and I have come to the conclusion that there must be some merit in it, 
but at the same time I do not think it is proper that it should go on 
this bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have somewhere read that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had considered the claim and reported adversely. May 
I ask the Senator from West Virginia if that is so? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Notexactly that. I believe they have 
considered it and reported it to the Senate, not adversely, nor yet favor- 


| ably, as I understand. 
between the United States and the Cherokees, and for the fur- | 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Without recommendation? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Perhaps I had better let the Senator 
from Wisconsin say as to that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Indian Affairs re- 
ported that in their opinion there was some merit, but that the commit- 
tee were not able to determine the exact amount, if any, that was due 
from the United States to the Indians, and they recommended that the 


| Indians be authorized to institute a suit in the Court of Claims, I think. 


| about that, and the bill fell on that account. 


Mr. LOGAN. If the Senater will allow me, I can state about that. 
I reported a bill from the Indian Committee myself in 1881 authorizing 
this matter to be referred to the Court of Claims, but as I stated this 
morning, I came to the conclusion that probably the Court of Claims 
would not have jurisdiction over the case, although I may be mistaken 


Congress the Senator from Wisconsin reported to the Senate- 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Have you the report? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; I have that report. But that Congress, in- 
stead of adopting that bill and passing a bill referring it to the Court 
of Claims, referred it to the Secretary of the Interior for his examina- 
tion and report, which has been had. He has reported. 


At the next session of 


Se 


Sena lg 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The act to which the Senator refers 
was contained in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It did not come from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not know who introduced it; I know I did not. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inguireif the action of the Committee on 
Appropriations has been based on the report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; that is it exactly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. This matter was considered in the Committee on 
Appropriations with the best light we had before us. In the nature of 
things upon a bill of this character we could not give the subject that 
exhaustive attention and consideration which a matter of so great im- 
portance required. It was the judgment of a majority of the committee, 
with the report of the Secretary of the Interior before us and such other 
lights as we could have, to report this amendment. The Secretary of 
the Interior appeared before the committee about several other matters, 
and while there, among other things, he was inquired of in reference to 
this, and he stated before the committee that he believed on such ex- 
amination as he was able to give it that it was a just and honest claim. 
I believe myself that these people have some claim against this Govern- 
ment; but this debate has satisfied me that whatever this claim is and 
whatever the extent of it, it should not be upon this bill; and if I am 
to vote upon this question I shall vote against putting it in the bill. 

Here are old treaties; here is the treaty of 1846, which laid down a 
rule whereby a certain sum of money should be distributed. It was 
distributed, as I understand now from the facts whic have bven brought 
out in debate, by meansof the accounting officers o{ the Treasury, and 
although the Indians have claimed all the time that there was an error 
in that account and an error in that settlement, yet, asa matterof fact, 
but one man has authoritatively made this claim, and I think it ought 
to have a fuller and a more complete investigation as to the amount 
due, and therefore my own judgment is, though I come to it reluctantly, 
having agreed to report the bill with this provision in, that it ought to 
be postponed until we can have a faller examination. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee inserting the words from lines 1761 to 1779. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. BARRow]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my coll eo (Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
Maryland [Mr. Groomer]. 

Mr. CAMDEN — having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TABOR]. I forgot it at the mo- 
ment, and now withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 36; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the Senator from 


YEAS—12. 

Brown, Grover, Morgan, Slater, 

Dawes, Kellogg, Plumb, Voorhees, 

Frye, Logan, Sawyer, Walker. 
NAYS—36, 

Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, Mahone, 

Anthorg, Fair, Hill, Maxey, 

li, Garland, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Cameron of Wis., George, Jackson, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Jonas, Rollins, 

ke, Groome, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Conger, Hampton, Lamar, Vance, 
Davis of T)., Harris, MeDill, Vest, 
Davis of W. Va., Harrison, MeMillan Windom. 

ABSENT—28. 

Aldrich, Cameron of Pa., ss Ransom, 

Ww, Farley, Me . Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Ferry, Miller of Cal., Saunders, 
Beck, Hale, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Blair, Hoar, Mitchell, Tabor. 
Butler, Johnston, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Camden Jones of Nevada, Piatt, Williams. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. What is the next amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the amendment, beginning 
in line 1780. 

Mr. LOGAN. 


a —— 


for it in committee, but get very much alarmed when it gets into the 
Senate, we ought to dosomething more. I would suggest to some gen- 
tleman of the Appropriations Committee who is so desirous that these 
Indians shall not be defrauded, who have some amendments to this })]| 
that this claim may be examined by some committee of the Senate o, 
by some court or by somebody that you have confidence in hereafter 
when a report is made, so that these people at least may have an opper 
tunity of having a trial somewhere. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read 
| The AcTING SECRETARY. The next amendment of the Committe. 
on Appropriations is, after line 1779, to insert: 
That the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated, to be paid into the treasury of 


the Cherokee Nation, out of the funds due under appraisement for Cheroicee 
lands west of the Arkansas River, which sum shall 





: expended as the acts of 
the Cherokee legislature direct, this a t to be diately available: Py, 
vided, That the Cherokee Nation, through its proper authorities, shall exc... 


conveyances, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, for the tracts occupied 

by the Pawnees, Poncas, Nez Pereés, Otoes and Missourias, and Osages, before 

the payment of said sum of money. And the Secretary of the Interior shall, as 

soon as practicable thereafter, prepare and cause to be issued patents to the said 

Pawnees, Poncas, Nez Percés, Otoes and Missourias, and Osages, in their triba! 

capacity, inserting in said patents the same terms and conditions that are j;, 
in the patents to the Choctaw Nation dated March 23, 1842. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection from any 
quarter the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be explained I am sure. 
derstand it. We ought to have an explanation about it. 
ject entirely new to me. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator desires an explanation of this | wil) 
give it. In the treaty of 1866 with the Cherokee Indians they agreed 
with the United States to sell to us for the use of friendly Indians a)! 
their land in the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth meridian at 
such sum as the President of the United States should determine. The 
President of the United States determined upon 47} cents an acre for 
the whole of it. They have never received for that any sum beyond 
$300,000. It would amount to between two and three million dollars. 
Upon the land have been settled by the United States the tribes of In 
dians that are enumerated in this amendment, but they have no title 
to the land. The title still remains in the Cherokee Nation. The 
Cherokee Nation complain of the United States that they are picking 
out the best part of the land, and think they ought to take the whole 
of it and pay for the whole of it. The United States are not willing to 
pay for it any faster than they occupy it by these friendly tribes. Now 
these friendly tribes occupy a considerable portion of that land; the 
Cherokee Indians are claiming their pay; they have offered to the Unite! 
States that if it will pay them $300,000 on account of the whole, they 
will make a deed of 80 much of this land as is occupied by these other 
Indians. 

The late Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Kirkwood, was in great trouble 
then in that Territory to ascertain that we had not a title to a foot of 
that land, and when they made this offer to him he considered it so 
desirable to get a deed of this portion of the land that he recommended 
strongly that we should pay $300,000, which is on account, but it is not 
so much as the number of acres we occupy at 47} cents an acre would 
come to. He recommended this, and we put it into the appropriation 
bill last year, but it was lost in conference. It is put in this year 


I do not un- 
It is a sub 


n. 

Mr. MAXEY. Let me.ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion. I understood the Senator to say that the title to this land was in 
the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. DAWES. The title to all the land. 
| Mr. MAXEY. Is that title held by the Indians? 
| Mr. DAWES. That title is held by the Indians. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then how can the Secretary of the Interior be ordered 

to issue a patent in the form and conditions of the patent to the Choc- 

taw Nation in 1842, when the Government has already issued a patent 
to the Cherokee Nation for this same land? 

Mr. DAWES. The of the Interior is not to issue patents 

Mr. MAXEY. That is what the amendment says, as I catch its 
| meaning from a hasty reading. 
| Mr. DAWES. They are to deed it and the Secretary of the Interior 
| istoprescribethe formofthedeed. Ihave not read theamendment now, 
| but the amendment last year was to have the deed to these Indians in 
conformity with the stipulations of the treaty by which the Cherokees 
| hold their land under patent. 

Mr. MAXEY. Now, if the Senator will permit me, I will read what 

this amendment says: — 

| And the of the Interior shall, as soon as practicable thereafter, pre 

— cause to issued patents to the said Pawnees, Poncas, Nez Percés, 
and Missourias, and in their tribal ity, inserting in said pat 

ents the same terms and condi! that are inse int 

taw Nation dated March 23, 1842. 


I respectfully submit the question as a pro 
United States has divested itself of the title 
the Cherokee Nation, I can not see how the Secretary of the Interio: 
can be authorized to issue another t. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator read further he will see that the 





| 
} 
j 


| 


patents to the Cho 


ition of law, that if the 
patent and vested it in 





tion is for the Cherokees to convey to the United States in con- 
ity with the agreement, and then United States is to convey 
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. | 
to these other Indians and to insert in the patent the provisions by| Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that this be passed over for the time 
which the land is bound under the treaty. | being until the committee can look up what that treaty and what 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator should commenceread- | those patents are, because it is a matterof importance involving a great 
ing at line 1786. | deal of money. 

Mr. DAWES. The conveyance is to be a conveyance in the firstin- | Mr. DAWES. I have the documents here now 
stance according to the agreement in the treaty, and then the Secretary | Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us look at them. 
of the Interior is authorized here to make a title to these Indians. | Mr. DAWES. Let the amendment be passed over for the present 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Cherokees are first to convey Mr. LOGAN. Let us fix it now; but if this is to be passed over for 
to the United States, and then the United States is to convey to the | the present, I have an amendment I desire to offer. 

I offer, to come after the last line stricken out just preceding this 
amendment, the following amendment to this bill, and I will state that 
it isa bill that was reported unanimously by the Indian Committee at 
the last Congress and rereported again at this session of Congress. It hus 
had two unanimous reports from the Indian Committee. It is torefer 
Mr. PLUMB. At the request of the Senator from Vermont I will | the Cherokee claim to the Court of Claims, and I hope inasmuch as so 
read the article. . many persons have expressed themselves on that line, that they will 

The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee | 20 object to this. I ask that it be read. 
country west of 96°, to be taken in acompact form in quantity not exceeding one The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now going through 
hundred and sixty acres for cach member of each of said tribes thus to be settled ; | the bill to consider the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations, 
the boundaries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land con- | , 1 after they are over this will bein order and any other amendment 
veyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes to be held in common or by their mem- moo eens . a Crter and any Other aracnements 
hers in severalty, as the United States may decide. that Senators may wish to offer. According to the universal agree- 
Said lands 


thers. 
: Mr. MAXEY. Iseethat now. It escaped me before. That cures 
the difficulty. : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the article of the treaty read 
under which this provision is made. 





be —— en he tg mee adr hr noahe gad aseryrate daped ada | ment, the Senate is going through the amendments of the Committee 
as ma . rs 7 | ; ape 
of thet ; and if they should not agree, then the price to be fixed by the | °” A ppropriations. ; a : 
President. | Mr. LOGAN. It is in order if there is no objection to it 
te ye or 90° of = sited < pal thas eck and jurisdiction over | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
all of said coun west o: of longitude until thus sold and occupied, after +ANT nh. +0 . Pate ty EY eee ms 
which their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate forever as to each Mr. LOGAN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to offer it. 


of said districts thus sold and occapied. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the evidence that this article has been obiection 
so far executed as to have had any of the lands disposed of and to have ye ee 
. Y re ‘ > AC x secre MM as 
had a price agreed upon between the Cherokees and the United States | _ os seh - 
and approved by the President? We ought to have something about | .. SE¢.--. That that portion of the ¢ herokee Nation of Indians residing west of 
- the Mississippi R..cr, and known eud designated as ‘“* Western Cherokees”’ or 
that. oa 3 i “ Old Settiers,”’ by and under the name and style of the * Old Settler Cherokee 

Mr. DAW ES. I have seen in the Interior Department the papers, Indians,”’ be, and they are hereby, authorized to commence an action in fhe 
and they are embodied in a communication to Congress, in a document United States Court of Claims to recover w hatever balance is justly and equit 
4 : h . as hi . ably due them from the United States under the Cherokee treaties of 1828, 1833, 
which was in the committee-room on Appropriations. I have it not | 1835, 1836, and 1846, aceording to the tenor and effect of said treaties at the dates 
here myself. | of their respective ratifications, anything to the contrary notwithstanding; and 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How much was the price ? | —— end that justice may be done, such court Shall examine all settlements 

WES Fort ¥ d a half cent ey op ti f 1eretofore made under said treaties and acts of Congress relating thereto, and 

Mr. DA Je 0 y-seven and @ halt cen Ss per acre for a portion OF | correct all errors that may have been made by any accounting officers or other 
the land and 46 cents, I think, for the rest of it. authority of the Government of the United States in marshaling and settling 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much is the aggregate amount? the accounts for the said ** Old Settlers,”’ in improper charges, erroneous calcu 

WwW _ ‘ ‘ Jations, misconstruction of laws and treaties, or misapplication of funds. And 

; Mr. DAWES. The aggregate amount is stated im that communica- | the said court, in the adjudication of said “ Old Settlers’ claim, shall consider 
thon, and the aggregate price at 47} cents an acre is there stated—a the same with reference to, and be governed by, the said treaties as relate to or 
little over $2,000,000. The number of acres is stated in that document | *ect said “Old Settlers,” and shall make award on the equities of said claim 
P e 8 P under the said treaties; and on any sum found due said “* Old Settler Chero 
which is in the committee-room. kees’’ interest shall be paid from the time and at the rate fixed by the Senate of 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator state the terms and eonditions of | the United States on the 5th day of September, 1850. In case judgment shall be 
the Choctaw patent of March 23, 1842? rendered in said cause against the United States, the Attorney-General shall 

A . f . - immediately prosecute an appeal therefrom to the Supreme Court; and said 

‘ Mr. DAWES. . When the Indian Territory Was set apart for the Five cause shall take precedence in both the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court 
Nations, the United States gave a patent to the Cherokees and Choc- Sec. —. That said action shall be commenced in the name of the commission 
taws and Chickasaws. That patent does not appear to grant an abso- | °T*@ppointed by the “ Old Settler Cherokee" council to prosecute said claim 
; 2 . ot and be prosecuted to final judgment by said commissioners, for the use and bene 
lute fee-simple, but it isa patent to them more like a life estate to an fit of said * Old Settler Cherokees;"’ said suit shall be by petition, stating all the 
individual, et) long as they occupy it. facts, laws, and treaties upon which said claim is founded,and no other stat 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isthat the treaty of 1842? ment need be made; and, for the purpose of prosecuting said claim, said com 

Mr. DAWES. I he old : % ae : ; | missioners, or their successors, shall have power, and they are hereby authorized, 

air. JA Ie t was the old treaty by which the Indians were moved to employ and pay attorneys and counsel for services actually rendered within 
onto this Territory. the scope of their authority from said “ Old Settler Cherokees 
MAX ‘‘ P : ati ~~ a - | missioners. 

Mr. ” EY. As long as the tribal relation exists or the y oceupy Src. —. That if final judgment shall be rendered in favor of said “ Old Settler 
the Same, I think is the language. I only wanted to know whether | Cherokees.” the Secretary of the Treasury shal! pay the same in the manner 
that was in the patent. I know it is the law. prescribed in the treaty of 1846, and adopted in the partial payment heretofore 

DS Fy i m ” * made, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and the 

Mr. EDMUN ta The committee ought to be able to rele rus tot hat same shall be distributed per capita to each and every “ Old Settler Cherokee 
Choctaw limitation. I can not find in the statutes from 1836 to 1845any | citizen according to the treaty aforesaid, subject only to such deductions as are 
treaty with the Choctaws at all. | authorized and provided for by the resolutions of a convention of said ‘ Old 

. | Settlers"’ of the 22d day of November, 1875, and of the * Old Settler’ council the 

Mr. DAWES. It was before that. : 28th day of April, 1877, and reaffirmed Nevember 20, 1880, and November the l7th 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But this amendment says the treaty of March 23, 1881, and therein directed to be paid to the treasurer of said commissioners as 
1842, designated by said councils, which deductions shall be stipulated by said court 
, — i a ‘ - in any judgment or decree rendered in favor of said Indians in accordance with 

Mr. MAXEY. That was the date 0 the patent to the Choctaws said resolutions; and the amount so stipulated in said judgment or decree to be 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I am speaking of the amendment the com- paid to said treasurer of said commissioners; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
mittee have reported, and it reads: 

’ S: 


is hereby directed to pay to the treasurer of said commissioners in accordance 

| therewith, and to take his receipt for the same, which receipt shall be binding 

The same terms and conditions that are inserted in the patents to the Choe- | on said “ Old Settler” or ‘' Western Cherokee" Indians for the sum therein men 
taw Nation dated March 23, 1842. 


| tioned 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois asks unani 
mous consent to offer an amendment at this time. The Chair hears no 


as their com 


, Thatis the date of the patents. Then we have no means of know- Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment before the Senate? 
ing what the conditions are; how do we know what the conditions in| The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Illinois got unani 
those patents are? mous consent to offerit. The Chair asked if there was objection 

Mr. MAXEY. That was just the question I asked. Mr. ALLISON. I object toit in that form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not asking the Senator from Texas, but I | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that it could be 
was asking the gentlemen who report this provision. | offered after the committee amendments were through. 

Mr. MAXEY. I know that the law required that they should hold | Mr. ALLISON. I want to expressly stipulate that no interest shall 
the land so long as they retained their tribal relations or occupied the soil. | be paid. Then all that arrangement about the commission of the Old 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is probably so, but that is the law; and now Settlers and the amounts to be paid according to the resolutions of the 
where is the treaty, so that we shall be sure that we are not making a | council are mattersof detail which it seems to me ought not to be in this 
mistake about this? i 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say that this part of the amendment was 
drawn at the Interior Department, and consequently these details may 


Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to striking all that out. I want 


to get the case to the Court of Claims. You will not let it be decided 
have the attention of the committee. 
Mr. nee. Yes, but we ought to know what that is before | any objection to the amendment, amend it until you are satisfied. A! 
we on it. 


I care about is to get the case to the Court of Claims. 


| here and everybody says it ought to be decided somewhere. If there is 
| Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible to amend it here at this moment in 


. PLUMB. I would suggest that the terms contained in the pat- 
ent are not inconsistent with the treaty of 1866. 
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Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair told the Senator from 
Illinois that the Senate was proceeding to consider the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and after that this would be in order. 
He then asked unanimous consent to present it now as an amendment, 
and the Chair called for objections arid heard none. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will amend it in any shape or form to satisfy the 
Senate or to satisfy the chairman of the committee. The Senator from 
Vermont, who so bitterly opposed the proposition before presented, was 
in favor of referring the claim to some court; so was the Senator from 
Kansas, and everybody else; and now I make the proposition that it be 
referred to the Court of Claims, and I will amend it in any form or shape 
so as to get these Indians a hearing somewhcre. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is clearly legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ofcourse it is legislation; nobody doubts that; but 
how long are these Indians to stand here? Without legislation they 
can not go into the Court of Claims. You are just moving an amend- 
ment for $300,000 to some Indians about buying lands. That is legis- 
lation; but it is all right, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When an amendmentis offered, of 
course the Chair does not interfere on any ground if there is no point of 
order raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order for the moment. I can 
not examine the amendment at this moment; and I make the point of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the point of order is raised of course 
the Chair must deside that this is legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that; but I did not suppose anybody would 
object to it when almost the whole Senate said they voted it down before 
because they wanted the matter referred to a court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the amendment 
from line 1780 to 1798. Was that passed over? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It was, I understood, for a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was temporarily passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 1808 to 1855, inclusive, in the following words: 

That the modification of the treaty and the agreement made with the Sioux 
Indians under the act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government, approved August 7, 1882, is hereby approved, and the sum of 
$200,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to enter upon the execution 
of vad treaty: Provided, That the rights of way, depot grounds, including such 
grounds for bridges, shops, and buildings asthe railway companies have already 
selected and paid for under agreements with said Indians, by and with the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding in extent the rights granted 
to railway companies by the general laws touching the same, are reserved to 
said companies, and the lands actually necessary for the site of the bridges and 
approaches thereto on the Missouri River, which have been selected, surveyed, 
and paid for under such contracts, are reserved according to these contracts, and 
the money, amounting to $17,110, so paid to the Secretary of the Interior for the 


benefit of said Indians, for the said rgghts of way and groundsas above exp " 
shall remain the money of said Indians. 

But nothing in the foregoing provision shall impair the provision in the act of 
the last session of this Congress above referred to authorizing the treaty and 
agreement with the said Lodians for the cession of the land tothe United States, 
under which said land has been ceded to the United States, touching the dispo- 
sition of the said lands by the United States to actual settlers only under the 
provisions of the homestead laws, except only as to said right of way, and the 
land named as incident thereto above enumerated. 

That all selections of land in severalty heretofore made by the Santee Sioux on 
their reservation in the State of Nebraska be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall allot in severalty to said Santee Indians 
not yet having made selections a quantity of land from said reservation, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the treaty of April 29, 1868, to be selected by 
such Indians as are by the provisions of said treaty entitled thereto, And the 
provisions of sections 6 and 7of an act to provide for the sale of a part of the res- 
ervation of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, approved Au- 
gust 7, 1882, are hereby extended to said Santee Sioux Indians. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that the committee recommended 
that these provisions be stricken out chiefly because in the opinion of 
the committee this agreement has not been made as required by the 
treaty of 1868. The twelfth article of that treaty states : 

No treaty for the cession of any portion or part of the reservation herein de- 
scribed which may be held in common shall be of any validity or force as against 
the said Indians unless executed and signed by at least three-fourths of all the 
adult male Indians as and interested in the same; and no cession by the 
tribe shall be underst or construed in such manner as to deprive, without his 
consent, any individual member of the tribe of his rights to any tract of land se- 
lected by him, as provided in article 6 of this treaty. 

This agreement has been only agreed to by the chiefs and head-men 
of the tribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out the lines which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriations ‘‘under the 
United States Geological Survey,’’ to strike out the following clause, 
between lines 1901 and 1914: 

The Secre’ of the Interior and the Commissioner of Patents are authorized 
to grant any o of the Government, except officers and employés of the Pat- 


It is not at all impossible. 
Does the Chair decide that the amendment is before 





ent Office, a patent for any invention of the classes mentioned in secti 
the Revised Btatutes, when such invention is used or to be weed in tha na” 


4 : ublic 
service, without the payment of any fee: Provided, That the applican ‘ 

application shall state the invention described therein, if AS 
used by the Government or any of its officers or employés in rosecution of 


work for the Government, or by any other person in the United , Without 
the payment to him of any royalty thereon, which stipulation shall be included 
in the patent. 

The amendment was 


to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Government Hospital 
for the Insane,’’ after line 1935, to insert: 

For detached buildings for kitchen, including cooking apparatus, $8,500. 

That of the appropriation of $25,000 for a supply of pure water, and for fire. 
walls between sections, in the act making appropriations for sundry civi) ex. 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes, not exceeding the sum of $5,000 may be used for fire-proof stairways 
and changes to provide greater protection nst fires. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Columbia Institution 
for the Deaf and Dumb,”’ in line 1951, after ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out: 

Provided, That no more than $25,000 of said sum shall be expended for salaries 
and wages: Provided further, Hereafter. 

And insert ‘‘and hereafter;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For current expenses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. 


For support of the institution, including salaries and incidental expenses and fo 
boskeana illustrative apparat 5,000; 


for gen repairs, and improvements, $55,000: 
and hereafter the report of said institution shall contain an itemized statement 
of all the employés, the salaries or wages respectively, each of them, and also 
of all other expenses of said institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after ‘‘ grounds,’’ in line 1958, to insert 
‘*and repairs of buildings;’’ and after ‘‘ buildings”’ to strike out ‘‘ one 
thousand five hundred’ and insert “five thousand;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


a4 the improvement and inclosure of the grounds, and repairs of buildings, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Howard University,”’ 
after line 1966, to insert: 

For water supply, $3,500. 

i amendment was agreed to. 

e next amendment was, after ‘‘employés,’’ in line 1998, to strike 

‘out ‘‘ fifteen’? and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 

For the protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For 
every purpose a object necessary for the protection, preservation, and im- 


rovement of the Yellowstone National Park, incl P tion of super- 
ntendent and employés, $40,000, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after ‘‘dollars,”’ in line 1999, to strike out 
the following clause: 


And the Secretary ofthe Interioris hereby prohibited from leasing any portion 
of the Yellowstone National Park to any person, mene, or corporation for 
any purpose whatever; and all leases, agreements, exclusive privileges or mo- 
nopolies granted or entered into are hereby declared to be of no force or effect ; 
and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to make necessary 
details of troops to prevent t: rs or intruders entering the park with the 
= of destroying the game therein, or for any other purpose prohibited by 
w. 





Mr. VEST. I want to offer an amendment. 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 1999, the following: 
Two thousand dollars of said amount to be paid annually to a superintendent 
of said park, and $900 annually to each of ten assistants, all of whom shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of Interior, and reside continuously in the park, 
and whose duty it shall be to protect the game, timber, and objects of interest 
therein; the balance of the sum appropriated to be expended in the construction 
and improvement of suitable — and refuges within said park, under the su- 
»ervision and direction of an engineer officer detailed by the Secretary of War 
or that purpose. 

I offer this amendment because ont of the defects now in the govern- 
ment of the park is owing to the fact that the superintendent of the 
park is within its limits only a few months within the course of the 
year. This park contains 3,300 square miles of mountain scenery, with 
geysers, Yellowstone Lake, and many objects of curiosity and interest. 
It is simply impossible that one man, even if he should remain there 
all the time, can sufficiently protect it; and there ought to be some one 
at the geysers and a man at the lake and so on at other points of in-* 
terest. The amendment I propose is to give this superintendent $2,000 
annually and to give him ten assistants at $900 each, and I require 
that they shall reside in the park. The superintendent was ordered 
back to the park a few months ago by the Secretary of the Interior, 
after having been away some time. In the mean time an immense 
amount of game has been killed; the geysers are being destroyed; per- 
sons have gone there and deliberately broken down the inclosures 
around the geysers. Others have gone there, as we are told by the re- 
ports of General Sheridan and General Sackett, Inspector-General of the 
Army—parties of men have gone in there and taken trunks of trees and 
put them into the geysers to see what effect that would have on the 
eruption or throwing out of the water. The Senator from Delaware 
was there last fall, and no doubt will corroborate what I have said in 
regard to the vandalism that is going on inside the park. In the win- 
ter time, when the elk and deer are confined by the snow to the mount- 
ains, they are butchered; over 2,500 elk were killed there during the 
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last year. One gentleman testified in a letter which I have here that 
he found the carcasses of five elk killed and left there. 

I say the superintendent of this park should remain there, and if the 
gentleman who holds the place now is not willing at a salary of $2,000 
to attend to the duties, let some one else be appointed who will do it. 
| should think a proper man could be secured and ten policemen or 
assistants inured to that climate, mountaineers and trappers who are 
used to that northwest country, would be very useful. They could take 
care of the game and prevent its being destroyed and exterminated for 
mercenary purposes. I say to the Senate that unless some provision of 
this kind is put into this bill we might as well deliver that park up; 
let the whole dedication go for nothing, and just say to the people who 
have gone in there, ‘* You can take it and destroy just as much as you 

> ” 
“ Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment be read and the place 
where it is to come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McMILLAN in the chair). The 
amendment will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Vest. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection that I know of especially to a 
portion of the amendment suggested by the Senator from Missouri, but 
it is perfectly apparent I think to every one that a superintendent and 
nine assistants can not prevent what he says is now going on there, if 
it is going on as he states. 

Mr. VEST. Let me state tothe chairman that there is another part 
of the amendment reported by the committee which provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall call on the Secretary of War for military 
protection. The point I make is that somebody ought to be at the gey- 
sers to stay there all the time. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as the suggestion is concerned that these 
men ought to remain there, I think that is wise, and I suppose the 
Secretary of the Interior would properly so require; but it seems to me 
that the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri that nine assistants 
should be employed in the park, and the machinery that he suggests, 
will take up the entire $40,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to my colleague on the 
committee that it is $2,000 for a superintendent, and then $900 each 
for ten men, $9,000, making $11,000 in all. 

Mr. ALLISON. An engineer officer is to be sent into the park with 
the remaining portion of the fund to build roads and bridges. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, being an engineer officer, he is detailed from 
the EngineerCorps. The whole balance of the appropriation ef $40,000, 
beyond the $11,000, goes to the construction of bridges and roads. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not care to spend time on it; if other mem- 
bers of the committee agree to it, very well; this isthe tirst opportunity 
I have had to see the proposition. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 

/The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, striking out the 
House provision from line 1999 to 2008. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to in- 
sert after line 2008: 

The Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground in the park, 
not exceeding eighty acres in extent for each tract, on which may be erected 
hotels and the necessary outbuildings, and for a period not exceeding ten years; 
but such lease shall not include any of the geysers or other objects of curiosity 
or interest in said park, or exclude the public from the free and convenient ap- 
proach thereto; norshall any hotel or other buildings be erected within the park 
until such lease shall be executed by the Secretary of the Interior; and all con- 

, agreements, or exclusive privileges heretofore made or given in regard 


tracts 
to said park, or any part thereof, are hereby declared to be invalid; nor shall | 
the Secretary 


of the Interior, in any lease which he may make and execute, 
grant any exclusive privileges within said park, except upon the ground leased. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the word 
and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground in the park, 
not exceeding twenty acres in extent for each tract, &e. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that is too small. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust that amendment will not be adopted. The 
amendment as reported by the committee in detail was very carefully 
examined, and I suppose it is satisfactory in its details to the Senator 
from Missouri; I do not mean the Senator on the committee [ Mr. Cock- 
RELL], but I mean the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who now 
offers this amendment. 

_Mr. BECK. There was a division in committee as between forty and 
eighty. I think if the Senator from Missouri will say forty there will be 
no trouble. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Missouri suggested forty 
acres; in my belief eighty acres is not too large a quantity of land for 
the purpose intended here, and I submit that with all the safeguards 
we have thrown around it it is hardly worth while to create less area 
for ee designated. Butof course I leave that to the judgment 
of the I hope the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. I made no agreement in regard to this matter. 


‘*eighty,’’ in line 2010, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I did not state that the Senator from Missouri made 
any agreement. This amendment as printed was prepared by the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and I only desired to say that that commit 
tee wished as far as it could to get the amendment in proper shape so 
as to cover everything that the Senator from Missouri had in view, as 
far as possible, and the Senator from Missouri will bear me witness that 
the Committee on Appropriations endeavored to gather light from him, 
he having examined this subject. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. Now, Mr. President, I 
want to call the attention of the Senate to this matter. The second 
section of the act of March, 1872, by which this park was set apart tor 
ever as a pleasure and recreation ground for the people of the United 
States, provided: 


The Secretary may, in his discretion, grant leases for building purposes, for 
terms not exceeding ten years, of small parvels of ground, at such places in said 
park as shall require the erection of buildings for the accommodation of visitors ; 
all of the proceeds of said leases, and all other revenues that may be derived from 
any source connected with said park, to be expended under his direction in the 
management of the same and the construction of roads and bridle-paths therein, 
He shall provide against the wanton destruction of the fish and game found 
within said park and against their capture or destruction for the purpose of mer 
chandise or profit. He shall also cause all persons trespassing upon the same 
after the passage of this act to be removed therefrom, and generally shall be 
authorized to take allsuch measures as shal! be necessary or proper to fully 
carry out the objects and purposes of this act 

I call attention to the language of that act: the Secretary of the In 
terior was to have power to grant leases for small parcels of ground 
for building purposes. Manitestly the intention of Congress in this act 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. DAWes] was that no 
more of this property should be leased by the Secretary of the Interior 
than was necessary to the erection of buildings thereon for the accom- 
modation of visitors to the park. The Secretary of the Interior, the 
present incumbent of that office, gave this construction to the act, 
for on October 28, 1882, an application was made to the Interior De 
partment for leases to erect hotels in this park by E. M. Russell and 
E. S. Topping, 8. J. Hoyt, Ed. Parker, William T. Kirkwood, James 
Gourley, and R. H. Rowland, George W. Marshall, R. R. Odell, and 
George W. Monroe; and here is the action of the Secretary of the In 
terior on that application directed to ‘‘P. H. Conger, esq., superin 
tendent of the Yellowstone National Park.’’ After reciting that said 
application had been made 

You will please inquire into the responsibility of the applicants na 
assured of their ability to carry out the projects they suggest, make such recom- 
mendations as in your judgment may seem advisable, transmitting at the same 
time the evidence upon which your judgmentis based, and a statement fron the 
applicant setting forth the character and estimated cost of the improvement 
to be made and the purposes for which they are to be used 

Applicants should be informed that under the law no lease can be granted | 
a longer term than ten years. 

You will also inform them that leases will not be transferable without the as 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior, and that if improvements are not made on 


the lands within eighteen months of the approval of the lease, the lease will be 
canceled. 

No lease will be given covering lands containing any of the natural curiosities 
or mineral springs within the park, or that will in any way prevent free access 
to such curiosities or springs. 


med. and if 


This instruction in relation to the springs is deemed proper to procure to all 
the full enjoyment of the medicinal waters, and to prevent monopoly in thei: 
use, and is not intended to prevent the granting of leases for lands in close prox 
imity thereto 

As the law authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for building 
purposes ‘of small parcels of ground,” no application will be entertained for 
the leasing of more than twenty acres in any one tract, and where the land «de 
sired is in the immediate vicinity of the principal attractions of the park, the 
selection should be confined to such parcels of land as will reasonably accom 
modate the buildings and the necessary surroundings proposed by the lease 

The following are the terms fixed by the Department for the leasing of ground 
within the park, subject to such modifications as may from time to time be de 
sirable 

For tracts not exceeding five acres, $10 a year 

For tracts exceeding five acres and not more than twenty acres, $1 additional 
for each acre over five 

Yearly payments in advance will be required, and failure to pay within ninety 
days of the approval of the lease, or a like time after the yearly payments sball 
have become due, will be regarded as good grounds for the cancellation of the 
lease, and the forfeiture of all rights thereunder 

The proper selections for building sites must be left largely to your judgment, 
and in your report such a description should be given as to enable the Depart 
ment to describe inthe lease the limits with reasonable accuracy 

Upon the receipt of your recommendation, provided the same is approved by 
the Department, a form of lease will be prepared and forwarded to you with ai 
rections as to its proper execution and exemption. 

ery respectfully 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary 

P. H. Concer, Esq., 

Superintendent of the Yellowstone National Park, Waterloo, Iowa 

There the Secretary of the Interior instructed the superintendent that 
not more than twenty acres, under the terms of the act of 1872, would 
be leased to any person for the purpose of putting up a hotel thereon. 
Afterward, August 10, 1882, in the absence of Mr. Teller, Mr. Joslyn, 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, addressed to Mr. Conger, the su 
perintendent, a further letter. It seems that the first application for 
the relief of Russell & Co. fell through. Then Messrs. Douglas, Hobart 
& Hatch appeared and made a second application, and Mr. Joslyn, in the 
absence of Mr. Teller, addressed to Mr. Conger, the superintendent, this 
letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 10, 1882. 

Sir: I inclose herewith a copy of an application of Messrs. C. T. Hobart and 

H. F. Douglas for hotel and other privileges in the Yellowstone National Park ; 
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also a copy of aletter from Hon. WILLIAM Wixpom, favorable to the application, 
and will t k you to report, as early as practicable, your views as to the pro- 
priety of granting to said parties the privileges asked. 


Very respectfully, 
M. L. JOSLYN, Acting Secretary. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 

‘lammoth Hot Springs, Wyoming Territory. 

This contract or this application gave to these parties seven tracts 
of land covering the entire geysers, six of them with 640 acres to the 
tract, and the seventh tract of 600 acres, making together 4,400 acres. 

HEADQUARTERS YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 
Mammoth Hot Springs, Wyo., ‘ 


Sin: In reply to your letter of August 10, directing me to report as early as 
cable my views as to the propriety of granting the application of Mesars. 
. T. Hobart and H. F. Douglas for hotel and other privileges in the Yellowstone 
National Park, I beg to say that their application to you lies before me. I have 
considered the same as well as I am able, and notwithstanding the high in- 
dorsement the gentlemen have received from Senator Wixpom, and their un- 
doubted respectability and financial ability, yet it is my judgment that they ask 
to cover entirely too much ground. The National Park isa great territory, and 
the day is not distant, in my —. when the franchise they ask will be worth 
a very large sum of money. sides, I believe the public would be restive were 
all of these privileges granted to a single party or corporation. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. I return herewith the papers in the 


” [have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
». H. CONGER, 


Superintendent Yellowstone National Park. 
Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
This advice, however, and opinion of Mr. Conger was entirely dis- 
regarded, as subsequent events show, because the contract providing for 
a subsequent lease was not executed by reason of the action of the Sen- 
ate upon the resolution I had the honor to offer; but the contract pro- 
vided that a lease might be executed covering the entire amount of the 
4,400 acres in accordance with the application. I read this to show 
that the Secretary of the Interior and the superintendent of the park 
objected to the amount of land that was included in this contract. 

What would be the result if as the amendment of the committee 
stands eighty acres should be given for the erection of a hotel? These 
hotels are not to be erected in the prairie country; they are to be 
erected in cafions of the Rocky Mountains, narrow and contracted 
cafions, not the great Yellowstone Cafion, the magnificent painting of 
which is in the second story of the Capitol here, but in smaller cafions. 
With the selection of eighty acres of land these lessees could put their 
hotels where every other hotel would be necessarily exchaled. It 
would be worse than Niagara is to-day. They would command every 
eligible locality with which the geysers could be viewed at the time 
of their eruption, or the Yellowstone Lake or the Yellowstone Falls, 
and the result would be a monopoly just as odious and as bad as the 
one attempted to be created by the contract of six hundred and forty 
acres around each geyser, to which I have alluded. 

These geysers, the most wonderful, the most singular of all the pro- 
ductions of nature upon this continent, have their eruptions at regular 
intervals of half an hour, an hour, or an hour and ahalf. Old Faithful 
is the most celebrated of them, and any gentleman who will take the 
trouble to read the data in regard to it will see that every fifty-tive 
minutes it throws up one hundred and fifty feet high its hot water and 
fragmentsofstone. Visitors attend at these eruptions. Now, all these 
lessees would have to do would be to put the hotel in this narrow eafion, 
for they would command exclusively almost all of the geysers, of any 
one of them, or more of them, and the result would be that they would 
monopolize what is intended to be free in view and in the enjoyment of 
the people of the whole United States. 

I hold that the principle upon which the park should be managed is 
that there should be competition; that no one company, no one associ- 
ation should have anything like a monopoly of the view, of the ground, 
of the timber, of the water, of anything that is in that park. Eighty 
acres is a small farm. With a hotel put in an eligible locality so as to 
command the entire view, as I have said eighty acres would constitute 
an absolute monopoly not only in terms but in fact. On the other hand, 
if twenty acres are given it would be ample for all purposes. There is 
very little arable land in the cafions. They would have enough for a 
garden, they would have enough for ice-houses, they would have enough 
for the principal out-buildings. To argue that any more is necessary 
is simply ridiculous; it is a travesty upon the conception of a hotel 
building and hotel grounds. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri certainly makes a very liberal allowance for the use of a hotel. I 
cuagest to him that he make it half thatamount. Ten acres is abundant 
for the location of any hotel and the necessary out-buildings. The propo- 
sition of the committee that eighty acres should be granted in connection 
with the erection of a hotel is to my judgment grossly excessive. The 
Senator from Missouri is exactly right in saying that it would enable the 
parties to monopolize the choice situations at the Falls of the Yellow- 
stone and in the geyser basins. A year ago last summer I visited the 
park and was in the Upper and Lower Geyser Basin and at the Fallsof 
the Yellowstone. There is no manner of excuse for the proposition to 
pre to any party desiring to erect a hotel as much as eighty acres of 
Twenty acres is too much; ten acres is abundant in any of those 
places. 


As the Senator from Missouri has said, it is not arable land, and if it 
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is desired to grant any land that may be irrigated, for none of it is c.- 
pable of being used for garden or farm purposes without irrigation, it 
ought to be separate from the hotel sites, and at some place that would 
not command choice points of observation for seeing the more interest. 
ing features of the park itself. 

hope, therefore, the Senator from Missouri will modify his amend. 
ment and make it ten acres. That is amply sufficient for the erection 
of any hotel. 

Mr. VEST. Laccept the suggestion with pleasure. I think the Sen. 
ator from Indiana is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The qu 
‘‘eighty’’ before ‘‘acres,’’ and inserting “‘ten,’’ as the Senator from 
Missouri now modifies his amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 16: 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to vote on one side or the a wm and will try the question again. 

Mr. HARRISON. We had better have the yeas and nays. I want 
to say before the vote is taken, however, that the proposition to give 
eighty acres of land as provided for in the committee amendment is 
simply a ition to surrender to some one person the entire control 
of the ial points of observation in the park. Eighty acres of land 
would embrace the entire u geyser basin. That is that part of it 
that embraces all the notable geysers extending on the one hand from 
what is called Old Faithful down to and embracing the Grand Geyser 
and others on the other side of the river. I think it would embrace 
them all. If the intention is tomakea lease that shall absolutely grant 
to one person a monopoly of all the objects of interest in the park, then 
the amendmentof the committee ought to be sustained ; otherwise not. 
If it is cut down to ten acres it would give an opportunity for the es- 
tablishment in the upper geyser basin of two or three hotels in suitable 
localities. The committee amendment ought to be so guarded (I think 
itis not, though I have not examined it carefully) as that it should not 
embrace any of those geysers. It ought not to embrace over ten acres. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations have not had the 
advantage that the Senator from Indiana has had of visiting these curi- 
osities and knowing exactly their location and situation. The prepos- 
terous proposition of eighty acres, as the Senator from Indiana suggests 
it is, may therefore be excused on the part of the committee to some 
extent. 

But I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana, who states him- 
self that he has not read the committee amendment, to the safeguards 
we endeavored to throw around it by excluding the idea that the gey- 
sers, or the approaches to the geysers, or exclusive privileges in any man- 
ner, shape, or form shall be granted under this lease. We provide that 
free and uninterrupted access to every object of curiosity shall be left 
to those who desire to visit the geysers. I donot know but that eighty 

acres may be more than is necessary. The committee considered that 
as they did the other questions in the bill with the best lights that they 
had, and believe that eighty acres is not too much. If Senators think 
it is they can vote for ten acres, or half an acre, or any smaller quantity 
they choose. 

Mr. CONGER. If the bill ar eA ws against encroaching upon 
the places that are worthy of visit observation, whether this was 
eighty acres or three hundred acres would make no great difference, but 
itshould be so guarded (and I should be unwilling to vote for any such 
proposition unless it was) that one side near to these curious places 
should be assigned forthe erection of public buildings, of hotels, and 
that except at one side and overlooking I do not care how good a view 
it may be to those who may not go out, the invalid class, all these re- 
served places, to preserve which the park was created, should be per- 
ferctly free to the approach and visjtation of everybody who may go 
there. What may lay in back, where there is no view, where there is 
no particular object of reserving it for the public to go there, it makes 
no difference whether it is twenty acres or eighty acres or a thousand 
acres. I do not know about that region, but it is possible that there 
may be in back away from these curiosities a little pasture ground here 
and there. It may be that there are garden spots here and there for 
the short summer, but I do not see any objection to give any reasona- 
ble amount of land with these leases if provision is made that the site 
of the buildings or the ground leased shall not occupy any of the ap- 
proaches or prevent the passage to the curiosities. That is all I care 
to guard. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the first question that would suggest itself 
to any one who was making such a lease would be what amount of land 
is reasonably for ahotel. I donot suppose that the most mag- 
nificent scheme that been —— by anybody involves the idea 
that a hotel with all its out-buildings would cover ten acres of land. 
Why then give them more? ; 

A suggéstion was made by the Senator who last spoke that it may be 
necessary for pasture. No one who had seen that country would think 
eighty acres very valuable for pasture. There is oversome of it buffalo- 
grass or bunch-grass; but it is so sparse and scattered that it takes a very 
wide ectentpngnaienetey cine Seer e ee so that there 
is no pretense it can be for suchause. If it isclaimed that 
it ig needed for agriculture then it is much too scant. If the intention 


estion is on striking out 


The Chair will request all Senators 
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is toenable these hotels to establish farms there and raise their own prod- | 
ucts for the use of their guests within the park, then even eighty acres | 
is much too scant; for the truth is there is very little of thisland, there 
js none of it in fact, that can be used for agriculture without irrigation. 
Take the cliffs or bluffs of the cafion about the Falls of the Yellowstone, 
and it would be impossible to use any of it for any such purpose. 

It seems to me, therefore, that in dealing with this domain weshould 
not give more than is necessary for the convenient establishment of the 
hotels that are to be built there. Ten acres is certainly abundant for 
the Falls of the Yellowstone itself, and I think eighty acres could be so 
selected there and inclosed that it would perhaps embrace the entire 
tract from which a view of the lower falls of the Yellowstone could be 
had. I do not speak accurately because I did not look at it with any | 
such view. Of course access is allowed there; but if there is to be com- | 
petition why not allow a division of that eligible site for the location | 
of a hotel between different hotel proprietors instead of allowing one to 
monopolize the eighty acres and exclude others from less favored points of 
observation in erecting their building? 

Mr. DAWES. The difficulty in drawing this amendment is in un- | 
dertaking to confine the Secretary of the Interior to statute directions | 
which we make here. The amendment provides that he shall have in | 
the lease an approach to any of these curiosities which shall be conven- | 
ient and shall be free; but all the rest of the curiosities can be oc- 
cupied clear up to them by the leased land, and, if it be eighty acres, 
that, I believe, would be a quarter of a mile. It provides that the 
Jessee may have the exclusive occupation of all that is leased. There- 
fore the public can approach the curiosities only in a straight line, and | 
in single file, it may be, if the Secretary of the Interior should under- 
take to follow the letter, and the letter only, of this provision; they can 
not approach it except in one place, and if that be a convenient ap- 
proach and be free, and except at that point the public must stand aloof | 
or go upon the exclusively leased premises upon such terms as the lessee 
shall prescribe. 

The committee have undertaken, and I have undertaken with them, | 
to make such terms as that the man who gets a lease should not ex- 
clade the public from a free enjoyment of those public curiosities, but 
it seems to me utterly impossible to do it if the lessor enters into the 
spirit of the monopoly which is charged to him, because he can make 
a single approach, if it is easy, convenient to go as an approach, and | 
charge no toll there; he can keep the public just a quarter ofa mile off | 
from the most sublime or most attractive of the curiosities. It is like 
permitting them to lead a horse to drink. It is an exception and re- 
striction upon the exclusiveness of this monopoly equivalent to saying 
that you may have a bridle-path. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to suggest that we have not put in apt words here for the purpose ? 

Mr. DAWES. I say we putin the most apt words we could com- 
mand, but when we say also thatthey may have eighty acres around, | 
it follows as a necessity that everybody must stand off just a quarter of 
a mile or go by this single approach, and turn around and go back. 
That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. DAWES. Read it and see. You can not lease the land around 
any one of these curiosities clear up to it except that one point; that 
point must be convenient and there must be atoll-gate there. That is 
all there is to it. Will the Senator have it read ? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair have the entire amendment read ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is simply to strike | 
out “eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ten’’ before ‘‘ acres.’’ 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the language. 

The ActInG SecRETARY. The amendment of the Committee on / 
Appropriations is to insert: t 

The Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground in the park, | 
not exxeeding eighty acres in extent for each tract, on which may be erected | 
hotels and the necessary out-buildings, and fora period not exceeding ten years; 
but such lease shall not include any of the geysers or other objects of curiosity 
or interest in said park, or exclude the public from the free and convenient ap- | 


thereto; nor shall any hotel or other buildings be erected within the 
park until such lease shall be executed by the Secretary of the Interior, and all | 


con its, or exclusive privileges heretofore made or given in regard 
to said or any thereof, are hereby declared to be invalid; nor shall | 
the of the Interior, in any lease which he may make and execute, | 
grantany exclusive privileges within said park, except upon the ground leased. | 


It is proposed to amend the amendment by striking out ‘‘eighty”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ten,”’ in line 2010, before ‘‘ acres.’’ 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I was desirous of having that read be- | 
cause the debate seems to have proceeded upon an entire lack of knowl- | 
edge of the clauses in the amendment. Senators seem to forget that | 
this amendment takes a very great step in the direction of savingevery | 
right of the public. Senators seem to forget or not to know that it is | 
already claimed that a lease has been prepared ready to be executed which 
gives exclusive privileges throughout this domain of the public that 
would shut out hereafter all excepting a single person or association or 
body of persons. Senators seem to forget or not to know that already 
it is claimed that an agreement has been made that is binding and has 
given vested rights to one man or association of men in all this park or 
in the most valuable part of it where there are no reservations what- 
ever of the great curiosities that are there. 








| other. 


| the approaches to any of these objects of curiosity. 


jurious as eighty acres. 


| believe in the first place in hotels out there at all. 


This amendment cuts to the butt. The basis of it is that all the 
valuable things there of right belong to the Government and te all the 
people, and in as careful language as can be framed the committee has 
declared that no lease to any extent, eighty, forty, twenty, or ten acres, 
shall include the geysers or other objects of curiosity or of interest in 
the park, or exclude the public from a free and convenient approach 
thereto. It is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior, or whoever 
has this matter in charge, that nothing to anybody shall either give 
the control of these objects or of any approach to them. 

The Secretary of the Interior in acting upon this must deal with the 
situationas he finds it. Ifyou preserve all the great objects of curiosity 
there, and if you are going to adopt the feature of letting men in there 
to build hotels, you have got to do something to encourage men to come 
there. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
one question ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Suppose the same trouble should arise as to this 
park as once arose in regard to the approaches to the Hot Springs in 
Arkansas, how would that be met? 

Mr. HALE. I have not traveled as broadly as the Senator has; I 
have not been to this place, but I can see enough about it to know that 
you can make no comparison of the vast domdin there with the Hot 
Springs, which is a little Government reservation bounded, limited by 
acres. Here is a tract seventy-five miles one way and forty miles the 

The general principle is Jaid down in this amendment, which 
is for the purpose of restricting and controlling the privileges, that 
everything valuable to the general public shall not be leased. No See 
retary of the Interior, under this provision, will ever venture to lease a 
geyser or any object of natural curiosity, or to let a hotel be put any- 
where where it will in any way interfere with the enjoyment of the 
public. When you adopt that, and when the Secretary of the Interior 
follows the direction that we lay down for him, then if an association 
or an individual wants twenty or forty acres (I think forty acres would 
be enough), I see no objection to his havingit. The fact is that nothing 


Will the Senator from Maine allow me toask him 


| that is of value to the general public is going to be leased by the Sec 
| retary of the Interior, and the whole question whether the allowance 


is forty acres or twenty acres is immaterial 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 2015, after the word ‘‘or,’’ to insert 
“to cover the approaches to, or,’? insuch way that no lease shall cover 
I submit to the 
honorable Senator from Indiana that when we come to legislate, if we 
are to fix terms here, if we can not trust the Department to execute 
these leases, the ten acres might be so taken out as to be just as in- 
Eighty acres is not exactly in a square form or 


} even an oblong form, twice as long as it is broad, and a great deal will 


depend upon the discretion which the Secretary of the Interior exer 
cises in carrying out this law So if he chooses to take ten acres in 
the route, so to speak, of one of these cafiond the hotel might be so 
planted on those ten acres and the ten acres might be so located as to be just 
as bad as eighty acres, and so on down, unless you want to cut it up into 
25-feet-front lots. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the vote to be 
taken on the other question first, for this has no connection with the 
other ? 


Mr. PLUMB. There is only one thing I was going to say. I do not 


I think you had 


just as well let people rough it; but if we are to have them we must 


consider this. It must be because we believe in the need of hotels out 
there, or that hotels will be desirable to the traveling and sight-seeing 
public. If they are to have them at that distance away from civiliza- 
tion there must be something more than the usual amount of room. 
There must be not only room for outbuildings, but for corrals and so 
much space as might be taken for camping on the ground, so that those 
who do not care about the convenience of anybody, being there tempo- 


| rarily themselves, can not commit nuisances and get themselves in an 


offensive proximity to the hotels and the guests of the hotels. 

The Senator from Indiana will perhaps remember that when he was 
out in that country he had asense of freedom that was not bounded by 
the area in which he lives in Indianapolis. It may be that when he 
got out there he was like a man on the Santa Fé road who slept one 
night in a corral. He awoke along in the middle of the night feeling 
that the air was a little close, and he got up and found the gate of the 
corral closed; he opened it and was all right again. The Senator 
must remember that while that isa trifle exaggerated, at the same time 
it is a pretty fair statement of the comparison between the confined lo- 
calities occupied here in the comparatively thickly settled portions of 
the country and what a manexpects and naturally wantsoutthere. As 
I said, I am not in favor of having hotels there, but if we are to have 
them at all we ought to give room enough to answer to that general 
feeling in favor of plenty of room not only to lie down in but to get up 
in and to stamp around in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It seems tome the only thing to be done is to give 
room enough to the geysers and natural curiosities by laying out some 
ground around them sufficiently large to preserve all the natural feat- 
ures, outside of which there may be room enough for hotels. It does 
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not matter whether it is eighty acres or ten acres if some good surveyor, 
some good landscape artist will outline the place in which nobody else 
will build, and they may build up just beyond that; but if you leave 
it open as in this bill without any provision for any survey, I am afraid 
of almost anybody in making this lease. 

Mr. HALE. Under the spirit of this amendment will not any Sec- 
retary of the Interior before he executes a lease do precisely what the 
Senator from Connecticut suggests? Will he not have surveys made 
there and see to it that nobody comes nigh enough to these curiosities 
to in any way interfere with the publicenjoyment? That is the object 
of the amendment. We can not define in this amendment distance. 
We can not measure spaces. We can not say how near toa geyser there 
shall be a hotel, because we do not know. That is a matter of admin- 
istration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But why not in this bill put in three, four, or five 
lines that should direct the Secretary of the Interior as to the very first 
step # be taken? The very first step to be taken is to lay out room for 
the things that ought to be preserved, and there will be no trouble then 
to have people come into the surrounding spaces. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had intended to move an amendment 

Mr. HALE. Put in the words ‘‘after examination and survey.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I would propose to the Senator from Connecticut 
‘nor within one-half mile thereof’’ to be added after the word “‘ park;’’ 
but I know it is impossible for us to suggest whether it should be half 
« mile or a less or a greater distance. It seems to me that something 
might be left with safety to the officers who are to administer this pro- 
Vision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not say anything about half a mile or a quarter 
of a mile or anything of that sort. There might be places where it might 
be proper enough that they should go nearer than that. But I would 
instruct the Secretary of the Interior to first lay out suitable grounds 
to be forever dedicated to the public use, which no private party should 
be allowed to lease. 

Mr. HALE. Why not, after the word ‘‘ may,’’ in the first line, in- 
sert the words ‘‘after full examination and survey ?’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Setapart solely for public use, appropriate and sufli- 
cient ground, and then he may lease. That is aM I wish. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Take eighty acres and set apart seventy-five miles. 
That is about what it will be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Set apart eighty acres about the geysers somewhere. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think under this restriction, this provision, in 
reference to the closeness of these curiosities, no Secretary of the In- 
terior would execute a lease without having full examination and care 
of the geysers and all objects of curiosity in the park. If Senators can 
frame apt words that will increase thesecurities for this purpose, I know 
the committee will be glad to do it. Our object was in framing this 
provision #0 make it certain that the geysers and all the objects of cu- 
riosity should be absolutely free and open to the public. 

Mr. VEST. This debate since it began simply demonstrates the ne- 
cessity for the creation of the committee proposed in the resolution which 
I brought up, in order to examine this very class of questions, and to 
formulate a bill which will nreet all the different difficulties and phases 
in the case that have come up in the course of this discussion. The 
Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
says that of course the Secretary of the Interior would see that this 
thing was done. All I have to say is that there is an association now 
in that park to cut out timber who are proceeding to erect a hotel, mak- 
ing preparations for it; yet no steps have been taken to stop them, noth- 
ing has been done. It simply remains with Congress, and now with 
the Senate, to do all that can be done in the few brief hours of this ses- 
sion that remain to us. 

Under these clauses reported from the committee what is there now 
to prevent a lease being given of ten or twenty acres of ground that run 
right up to one of the geysers, or, as a Senator suggests to me, not in 
debate, four leases might be granted, one of the geysers around ‘‘ Old 
Faithful,’’ for instance, the principal one and the great attraction in 
the park, and make a corner there so that every visitor would have to 
xo down a lane, with a fence probably on each side, in order to get a 
glimpse of that great natural curiosity. 

I hope, in the first place, the Senate will determine the extent of the 
lease. I have not been in the park, but I heard from General Sheridan, 
General Sackett, and other gentlemen who have been there repeatedly, 
from the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], who was there last 
fall, from. the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], who has been 
there, exactly the state of facts which the Senator from Indiana has 
narrated here this evening. Ten acres is ample for all the purposes 
that can be necessary for any hotel, and if we give more it simply com- 
plicates and increases the difficulties which have been suggested. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suggest to the Senator why not say, ‘‘in a square, 
as near as may be, ten acres?”’ 

Mr. VEST. That would depend, as a matter of course, upon the lo- 
cality. I take it for granted, not having seen the ground, that it varies 
around each of the geysers. To say a square as to one geyser might be 
very inconvenient and precipitate the very difficulty we want to avoid. 
All that should be in the discretion of the engineer officer, as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut suggested; but the first thing to be determined is 
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the quantity, and I say that ten acres among those cafions is equiva 
lent to eighty or one hundred acres of prairie or open country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Missouri that ten acr 
does not touch the question any more than eighty acres. He says tha; 
this discussion leads to the idea that a committee ought to be appointed 
The Secretary of the Interior has now absolute authority to lease sm,|! 
parcels of ground in the park. If I were to interpret the law which | 
have before me, I think it clearly indicates that he shall do it in clos: 
proximity to these geysers. The language is that— 

The Secretary may, in his discretion, grant leases for building purposes, {,,, 
terms not exceeding ten years, of small parcels of ground, at such places in dai 
park as shall require the erection of buildings forthe accommodation of visito;. 

Suppose he shall conclude in the exercise of this discretion that visi 
ors will be best accommodated by leasing in close proximity to the great 
geyser, can he not do so? 

Mr. HARRISON. If theSenator from Iowa will allow me, no doy}; 
the amendment is in the direction of improvement in view of the pres 
ent law, but we think the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
makes it still better. I am not proposing to let the law stand as it jx 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam now responding to the suggestion made }) 
the Senator from Missouri that we ought to allow the whole thing «., 
go over until next year, until the committee he proposes to inaugurat. 
shall have an opportunity to visit the geysers, which the Senator from 
Indiana has already seen. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not make any such 
suggestion. I simply said that the Senate should take up my resoly 
tion and dispose of it, instead of this being forced here now at the heels 
of the session; but as objections have been interposed every time | 
called up the resolution, I am now forced to take this or nothing. | 
am so well satisfied that if nothing is done that park will be utter|) 
ruined before December, that I am prepared to take even this smai! 
grain of comfort. 

Mr, LOGAN. I voted for this amendment in the committee. | can 
not agree with Senators that the smaller the quantity of land that j 
leased the better it is. Ten acres is sufficient for a hotel in Washing 
ton city; so it is in Baltimore; so it is in Richmond, or in any of tly 
cities; so it is out in the country here; but when you are hundreds ot 
miles away from civilization and settlement and you come to talk about 
the number of acres of land required for the convenience of a hotel, | do 
not think we ought to consider it in the same light that we would ii 
we were establishing a hotel in a part of the country that has been 
already settled up. A hotel in the park spoken of here would requir 
more ground for maay purposes. I suppose if a hotel was established 
there, four or five hundred miles away from where the proprietors could 
get conveniences, they would want a pasture; they would want son 
place to keep cattle; they would probably want to eat some beef and 
pork and mutton occasionally. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator will allew me to say that eighty 
acres would pasture very little stock there. 

Mr. LOGAN. A person might, however, want to fence in a little 
piece of ground for cattle or sheep or mules or herses or whatever he 
wanted to keep there. As a matter of fact, they could turn them out 
and let them be devoured by wolves; but the thing, as I understand it, 
is to give some ground for certain conveniences that go along with a 
hotel away off in a country where there is nosettlement or civilization, 
for the very reason that 1 have stated. If I was running a hotel there 
I would certainly want some ground that I could fence up to keep cattle 
in and mules. As a matter of course, a hotel there would naturally 
have carriages, hacks, or something of the kind for the convenience o! 
visitors, and it must have some place to keepthem. They would nat- 
urally want some place to turn out their stock occasionally. A little 
10-acre plot of ground I do not think would be sufficient for that pur- 
pose. 

All this talk about interfering With the geysers and the curiosities is 
only saying that you have aSecretary of the Interior that you are afraid 
will not act honestly with the Government of the United States in ref 
erence to the leasing of this property. If the lease is granted at all, you 
have got to have confidence in somebody. Restrict it as much as you 
please, somebody has got to make that lease, some one has got to mak: 
the survey, some person has to be relied upon for the purpose of per 
forming the functions under this provision. You have got to have som: 
one to do it. 

The Senator from Missouri speaks of anengineer. That means to pu! 


it in the hands of the Army and to take it away from the Secretary 0! 


the Interior. I do not wish to say anything in reference to that, but | 
am opposed to taking buildings there and putting them in the contro! 
ofthe Army. I am in favor of keeping them under the civil authorities. 
where they belong. I believe the Secretary of the Interior will carry 
out this law exactly as you make it. I would like to go to that park 
myself on a visit; so would everybody else. I have not been there, but 
I do not propose, because I have not been there and do not know an) 
thing about it, to object to a provision of law that seems to be fair and 
proper and as much restricted as there is any necessity for in my judy 
ment. 

I would vote for giving eighty acres, but I would not vote for eighty 
acres of ground being leased there for the purpose of giving an advan- 
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tage to one person over another, but I would vote it for the purpose of 
riving all the convenience that would be necessary to make a first-class 
hotel, where they could keep their stock and everything else to make it 
satisfactory to the visitors who may go there. That is my reason for 
supporting the amendment of the committee. I do not believe the Secre~ 
tary of the Interior would allow them to infringe upon any rights ot 
citizens going there, in such a way as to prevent private people from 
viewing the geysers. 

As far as any one going there wanting to stop at a hotel right under 
one of these large geysers is concerned, I do not think any one would 
want todoit. I would not want to have a hotel there. 
exactly when one of the geysers is going to spout a good deal higher 
than it does now. You can nottell anything about it. You may have 
an eruption there. I would not want to sleep under a geyser, and I do 
not think anybody else would, or very close to one either. 

I have no fear in reference tothis matter. The Secretary of the In- 
terior was before the committee. 
restriction that should be thought necessary to make all the surveys 
that we may require him to make for the purpose of ascertaining that 
which is necessary in order to carry out the law, and all that may be 
convenient to the people who may visit the curiosities there. No one 
would wish to destroy them or interfere with them. No one wants to 
restrict citizens who go there from their examination, whatever they 
may be; but for any person to tell me that where we have a park 
seventy-five miles one way and forty miles the other we must ressrict 
the leases down to ten acres, for fear that they will take too much land 
in connection with some hotel, or something for the accommodation of 
the people, does not seem exactly the thing todo. It looks like too small 
a business to go into; as though we were afraid that somebody would 
put a fence a little too far out and interfere with the rest of the seventy 
five miles there, and thatthere would not be room forthe elk and deer, and 
things of that kind, to ranin. I want people to go there, and I want 
guards there to protect the elk; and instead of making it a hunting- 
ground, as it has been in the last few years, for the pleasure of a few 
Englishmen who come over here, and for the pleasure of a few othe1 


He was perfectly satisfied with any | 


Nobody can tell | 





Mr. VEST. I do not suppose he proposed to stay. 
the commander of the district. 
for defending General Sheridan. 

Mr. BECK. I do not attack him. 

Mr. VEST. Iam authorized by him to state that the assertion which 
was made as to his killing game is not true. 

Mr. BECK. You saw it published ? 

Mr. VEST. It was published by Messrs Hatch & Co., and General 
Sheridan’s attention was called to it, and he said in Washington city 
some days ago that it was absolutely false. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know what the company shot that went with 
General Sheridan, but I saw them myself in the Big Horn Mountains. 
I saw gentlemen there, most of them, it was said, English gentlemen, 
who it is charged were shooting elk 


He was there as 
I do not know that I have any reason 


Mr. VEST. That is exactly what I want to stop 
Mr. BECK. So do I. 
Mr. VEST. It is what I am trying to stop 


Mr. BECK. We have given $40,000 to do it, and we have given all 


| the Senator wants, and he can not go any further than I will go to stop 


all that sort of thing; but I believe that there should be a reasonable 
chance given for people who can not take their pack animals and go as 
the Senator from Indiana went or as General Sheridan can go; and the 


plain people of the country who go on railroads and take their teams 


people who go there and slaughter the game without any restriction | 


or restraint, I am in favor of giving the Secretary of the Interior the 
right not only to lease for hotels, so that people may go there and be 
comfortable, instead of going there ina wagon and sleeping out in tents 
and taking cold, when some of them will go there for sanitary pur 
poses. I am in favor of giving such conveniences as will induce people 
to go there, and not only see the sights, but receive the benetits that 
are produced there from the waters; for 1 am told there are more cura- 
‘ive properties in some of the hot waters there than have been discov- 
ered elsewhere in the world. 

I should like to have conveniences there so that the people may go 
there and view the curiosities and receive the benefits that may be pro- 
duced in cases of disease. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Illinois talks about the great 
extent of this park as if every acre of it was equally suitable tor these 
places. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that every place is not suitable for a hotel 

Mr. HARRISON. 
desirable places there. 


should haveachance tostay there. I do not know whois going to put up 
a hotel for a season of only three or four months, and only for ten years, 
as the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. DAviIs] suggests 


me that we are haggling over a very small matter. 


It seems to 
Cen acres of land 
isa big amount of land in New York city, so it is in Washington, so 
itis in Baltimore, and so it is where I live, but not out in that country 
where I was last summer \ piece of ten acres looked as if a man could 
go over it in a hop, skip, and a jump; it seemed wonderfully small. 

I think if you are going to give anybody a chance to put up a hotel 
you ought to allow at least twenty acres. Ido not care what you do 
so that you dispose of the subject, but I do tell the Senator from Mis 
souri that twenty acres is a small enough quantity. I am willing to 
vote for a pretty small quantity, but ten acres is absolutely stingy 
That is a parliamentary word. It is absolutely stingy to come down 
to that 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, he talks as if we were 
niggardly about the ground. That is not it at all 

Mr. BECK That is the way it looks to me 

Mr. VEST. If I had control to-day of 5,000 acres of that park, the 
rest of it could be disposed of as the Senator from Kentucky or any 
other gentleman might choose to dispose of it, at his own sweet will 
and pleasure. Nobody goes to that park to see any of it except the 
geysers and the falls and the Yellowstone Lake. Take those out and 
the rest of it is simply useless. The rest of it is mere ‘‘leather and 
prunella.’’ The Senator from Illinois speaks about the number of acres 
in the park. 

Mr. BROWN 


If I understand the Senator from Missouri correctly, 
the whol 


purk never was surveyed, only a few places where these 


| natural curiosities exist. 


A very few hundred acres would absorb all the | 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think, as 1 thought on the committee, | 
that forty acres is about as small an amount as a man up in that coun- | 


try would care to have for the purpose of establishing a hotel. When 
the Senator from Missouri suggested twenty acres, | thought he was 
stingy; but when he came down to ten acres in a tract like that, forty 


of curiosities all over it, it seemed to me that that was getting down 
uncommonly small. 


Mr. VEST. That is all. ( 

Mr. BROWN. Why not put your amendment in such a shape as to 
provide that within half a mile of one of those curiosities the Secretary 
of the Interior shall not lease any tract more than ten acres, and out 
side of that eighty acres ? 

Mr. VEST. That is exaetly what I have done. I 


have such an 


| amendment prepared. 
miles one way and seventy-five miles another, with geysers and all sorts | 


I doubt whether ten acres would have held the | 


escort which I saw coming back #om there last summer with General | 


Sheridan and the men who were with him. 


They had three hundred | 


pack-mules or ponies, and I do not know how many tents and other | 


things. I doubt whether five acres would have held the escort that 
went with the Senatar from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think a very much smaller quantity of land 
would have held our escort. I think we had sixteen pack animals. 

Mr. BECK. How many wagons? 

Mr. HARRISON. Noneatall. Wecouldnothave taken any wagons 
where we went. I want to say to the Senate that the men who handle 
those pack-trains do not want any inclosures; they do not want any ex- 
tensive tracts ef land. They simply drive their animals back where 
there is grass and take them up in the morning and go on. 

Mr. BECK. Notmany men cango with sixteen pack animals to view 
the curiosities there. What I want is to give people a chance to have 
* place to stay, a room to sleep in, and not have each man fitted out 
like the Senator from Indiana was with sixteen pack animals, which 
could hardly be packed around in a 1G-acre lot. 1 was amazed to hear 
that nobody can go there unless with a Government escort or ten or fif- 
teen pack animals. As I said, I met three hundred coming back, and 

animals could hardly stay in a 10-acre lot. 

Mr. VEST. Did General Sheridan go there to lkill game ? 

Mr. BECK. No; but General Sheridan, with his escort, could not 
have staid over night on a 10-acre inclosure. 





Mr. BROWN. Then in the event that any one wants to have stock 
or anything of that sort he would have a piece of land large enough 
outside. 

Mr. VEST. That is the very idea exactly 

Mr. BROWN. It would prevent a monopoly in reference to the 
objects of interest. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, here is the amendment 
which I propose to insert in another place: 

Or include any ground within one-quarter of a mile of any of the geysers or 
Yellowstone Falls, nor shall there be leased more than ten acres to any one 


| person or corporation. 


I do not care if they take 10,000 acres, provided they do not absorb 
or monopolize the localities that give special observation. I ask for a 
vote upon the proposition to make it ten acres. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out 
‘eighty ’’ and inserting ‘‘ten’’ before the word ‘‘acres,’’ in line 2010. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 12- 

no quorum voting. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I will ask his colleague if he 
knows how the Senator would vote if present ? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know how he would vote on this question. 
I should think he would vote as I did. 

Mr. JONAS. Ireserve my vote. I would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


‘ 
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Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], unless it be 
necessary that I should vote to constitute a quorum. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called. I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I would vote “‘nay,”’ 
and he would vote **yea.’’ 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. If he were here, I should vote 
**vea.”’ 

‘The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). 1 inadvertently 
voted. I paired this afternoon with the Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. BurLER] on this matter, not knowing there was to be any amend- 
ment. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—3. 


Barrow, Groome, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Brown, Harris, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Call, Harrison, ape Vest, 
Coke, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Walker. 
Dawes, Hill, Moi » 
Garland, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
George, Jackson, Pugh, 
NAYS—20. 

Aldrich, Conger, McDill, Rollins, 
Anthony, Davis of I11., McPherson, Sewell, 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Mahone, Sherman, 
Blair, Frye, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Logan, Ransom, Windom. 

ABSENT—3L. 
Allison, Farley, Jonas, Plumb, 
Bayard, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Kell " Saunders, 
Camden, Grover, MeMilian, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Maxey, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hamptcn, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Mitchell, Williams. 
Fair, Johnston, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. After the word ‘‘thereto,’’ in line 2016, I move to in- 
sert: 

Or include any ground within one-quarter of a mile of any of the geysers or 
of the Yellowstone Falls, nor shall there be leased more than ten acres toany one 
person or corporation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. VEST] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. INGALLS. The best thing that the Government could do with 
the Yellowstone National Park is to survey it and sell it as other public 
lands are sold. I have no doubt there are great curiosities, spouting 
geysers, crimson cliffs, and inaccessible mountain summits within that 
domain; but these featuresare not peculiar to that portion of the country. 
I know of no greater reason why the Government should exercise exclu- 
sive dominion over that hundred miles square than why it should as- 
sume to exercise control over Pike’s Park or the Garden of the Gods or 
the Falls of Niagara or the Mississippi River, or any other of the great 
natural features of this continent. 

/ It is getting to be a good deal of an incubus, and it is very rapidly 
“assuming troublesome and elephantine proportions. We are already 

engaged in a very good-sized wrangle and quarrel with certain persons 
assuming the proprietorship by way of unauthorized leases, as alleged 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Ten thousand dollars has already been 
spent in laying out roads that nobody uses. Last year we appointed a 
superintendent at an expense of $2,000, and this year the appropria- 
tions are $40,000. There is to be a corps of assistants to stay there sum- 
mer and winter to look after the spouting geysers, to see that patent 
medicines are not advertised on the cliffs; that timber is not cut down, 
and that the noble game is not excluded from those preserves. If this 
thing continues and the engineers of the Government are to lay outa sys- 
tem of roads and bridges, it will not be five years before it will take 
a million dollars a year to run that park. 

I do not understand myself what the necessity is for the Government 
entering into the show business in the Yellowstone National Park. I 
should be very glad myself to see an amendment to this bill toauthorize 
that portion of the public domain to be surveyed and sold, leaving it 
to private enterprise, which is the surest guarantee for proper protec- 
tion for such objects of care as the great natural curiosities in that re- 
gion. I believe they would be safer that way, and that the interest of 
the public would be better preserved that way and we should have 
easier and better and surer access and less encroaching demands upon 
the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. VEST. I do not think that this is exactly the time to discuss 
the question that the Senator from Kansas has it to the attention 
of the Senate. I was not a member of the Senate when the dedicatory 
act was passed. I believe, if I am not mistaken, that the Senator from 
Kansas was. That was the time that he ought to have made the 
speech that he has delivered here to-night. 

I am very frank to say, however, that I thoroughly indorse the pur- 
pose for which the act of 1872 was enacted. I believe that this park 


is necessary to the American people. The Senator speaks of cutting it 
up, or surveying it, or selling it. This mountain wilderness is abso. 
lutely without value unless it be for mineral purposes, and the min. 
erals have not yet been discovered. If the Senator from Kansas thinks 
that the noble game that inhabit that region, which are fast being ex- 
terminated, should utterly disappear from this continent, then he shou] 
destroy this park. The last hope of the preservation of the bison, th: 
buffalo, the moose, and the elk upon the continent of North Americ, 
exists in the preservation of that park, and to such an extent that it 
will be a great preserve. 

The Senator speaks as if this was some proposition sui generis, wn- 
known before. France has such a park, Germany has such a park, 
England has her royal parks, and why should not America have her 
republican park, free to the people of the States, with these great curi- 
osities that exist nowhere else? 

Mr. President, the great curse of this age and of the American peop]. 
is its materialistic tendencies. Money, money, l’argent, l’argent, is the 
cry everywhere, until our people are held up already to the world as 
noted for nothing except the acquisition of money at the expense of al] 
esthetic taste and of all love of nature and its great mysteries and won- 
ders. 

I am not ashamed to say that I shall vote to perpetuate this park to 
the American people. I am not ashamed to say that I think its exist- 
ence answers a great purpose in our national life. There should be to 
a nation that will have a hundred million or a hundred and fifty mil! 
ion people a park like this as a great breathing-place for the nationa! 
lungs, as a place to which every American citizen can resort instead ot 
spending his money amid the Alps of Europe or wandering on the East 
ern continent in search of the wonders of nature. This isthe great won- 
der-land of the world; and if Senators will take the pains to devote but 
an hour to reading as I have done lately the account in plain, unvar 
nished phrase from men who have no artistic taste but who love nature, 
the description of the great wonders that exist here, I shall not be afraid 
that speeches like those of the Senator from Kansas will find suffrages 
in the Senate. 

But the question now before us is whether we shall keep this park 
free from vandalism? If the Senator hereafter proposes to survey it 
and cut it up and sell it, I shall be perfectly willing to meet him and 
discuss that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

+ _ amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
/The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not aware whether the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] offered an amendment. He is not 
in the Chamber. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, I did not. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
| Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2024, to insert: 

The Secretary of War, upon the pone of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
hereby authorized and directed to e the necessary details of troops to pre- 
vent trespassers or intruders from entering the park for the purpose of destroy 
ing the game or objects of curiosity therein, or forany other purpose prohibited 
by law, and remove such persons from the park if found therein. 

Mr. VEST. I offer a formal amendment. In line 2030, after the 
word ‘‘and,’’ I move to insert the word “‘ to;’’ soas to read ‘‘ any other 
purpose prohibited by law, and to remove such persons from the park 
if found therein.”” =, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. j 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. / 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. With the consentof theSenate and of the Senator from 
Iowa, I ask the Senate to go back to 73, which was passed over 
temporarily. I understand that the from Vermont is not satis- 
fied as to the form of the ing, and I ask to have printed in the 
RECORD a letter from the Secretary of the Interior upon the subject. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 2, 1833 

Six: Referring to my letter to you of the 3ist ultimo, on the su of amend 
ment intended to be proposed by you to the sundry civil bill (H.R. — ) provid 
appropriation of $300,000 to be paid into treasury of the Cherokee 
Nation, on the lands west of the Arkansas River, ceded by ittothe United State. 
honorto recommend the follo: in nt, namely 

strike out all after the word ee in 11, and ingert instead thereof th« 
follo : “before the payment of said sum of money. And the Secretary of 


the I , Shall, as soon as practicable thereafter, prepare and cause to be i-- 
sued, patents to the eaid Pawnees, Poncas, Nez Percés, and Missourias 
and in their tribal ity, inserting in said patents the same terin« 
and that are i: in the patents to the Choctaw Nation, dated 
as 1842.” 
ery respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary 
Hon. Heyry L. Dawes, 
Chairman Commitice on Indian Affairs, United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, inserting the para- 
from line 1780 to line 1798. 





‘amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2037, after ‘‘ for,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘continuation’’ and insert ‘‘completion;’’ so as to make the clause 


For completion of the work of construction of the new Pension building in 

Judiciary Square, $150,000; for heating apparatus for the building, $0,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. dae. 
The next amendment was, after line 2040, to insert: 

To enable the Commissioner of Patents to cause the patent drawings for the 
year 1870 to be photolithographed, $6,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2044, to insert: 
For the preparation of the Official Register of 1883, $2,500. 
The amendment wes agreed to. 
__7the next amendment wes, in line 2101, to increase the appropriation 
“for the propagation of food-fishes,’’ Ke., from $115,000 to $125,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. ' 
xt amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ National Museum,”’ 

The ne , ‘ 
in line 2170, to increase from $85,000 to $90,000 the appropriation *‘ for 
the preservation of collections of the National Museum.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, after line 2190, to insert: 


For repairs and alterations of the old portion of the court-house building in 
Washington, District of Columbia, $35,000. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I would inquire of the committee having charge of 


this bill the reason why this appropriation is reduced to $35,000. The 
estimate, I think, was some $60,000. It seems to me it would be 
economy to have the work done during the next fiscal year, rather than 
to make two jobs of it. 


Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be a plan about the completion of 


this old court-house that the committee thought was a little too liberal, 
and we desired to limit the expenditure to a smallersum. I think the 
committee placed the sum rather too low. I should be willing to allow 
the Architect of the Capitol $40,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Is the committee disposed in this way to change the 
plan of the Architect? _ 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; we do not propose to change the plan of the 
Architect; but we propose somewhat to direct him what to do, and we 
know that if we appropriate $35,000 or $40,000, instead of $60,000, he 
will not do all that he proposes. He says: 

Asrequested by you, I have prepared a plan for the proposed alteration of the 
old portion of the court-house in this city. 

By it it is proposed to render fire-proof all record-rooms in the principal and 

ment stories, by taking out wooden construction, substituting in its place 
construction of iron and bricks; to put a new roof, supported by iron rafters, 
and to remodel the interior of the building, so as oe large rooms at the 
south end of each wing, one for the land records of the District of Columbia, 
the other for the orphans’ court; to take down the exterior steps to the wings 
of the south front, and to construct a terrace,so that these wings may be ap- 
proached from the central portico. 

The estimated cost of these alterations and improvements is $60,000. 


We think the Architect of the Capitol can put the building in very 
good repair for $35,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
under the head of ‘‘ public printing and binding,’’ in line 2205, to in- 
crease the total appropriation ‘‘ for the public printing, for the public 
binding, and for paper for the public printing,’’ &c., from $2,377,650 to 

) ’ ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2211, to increase the item ‘* for 
poee and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and de- 

tes,’’ from $1,279,650 to $1,679,650. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after ‘‘ Land Office,’’ in line 2222, to in- 
sert: 

And the Commissioner of Patents shall reimburse to the Public Printer, out of 
the receipts of his office, the cost of all printing and binding, and material for 
the same, done and furnished for the Patent Office, and the Public Printer shall 
cover such payments into the Treasury. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
: ury,’’ in line 2227, ‘‘ to the credit of the appropriation for pub- 
lie printing and binding.”’ 

Mr, AL IN. I was about to offer that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know what the amendment just 
ted means. The Commissioner of Patents is ordered to reimburse 
the Public Printer from the receipts of his office the cost of all print- 
ing and binding done for that office, and the Public Printer is to cover 
such payments into the Treasury; and the amendment just made is to 
the it of the appropriation for printing and binding. Does that 

increase that appropriation ? 
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Mr. ANTHONY. It increases it by the amount expended for the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, he has what he pays for the Patent Office print- 
ing and he has all this appropriation besides. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
say that his amendment increases the aggregate of this appropriation? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly it will increase the appropriation by the 
amount expended for the Patent Office. The Patent Office has work 
done at the Printing Office and pays the Public Printer for it. The 
Public Printer puts that into the Treasury to the credit of the appro- 
priation for printing, which has been increased by this work t makes 
his appropriation good. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, if every other Department of the Gov 
ernment did that, you would have twice as much appropriated for the 
public printing as there is now. 

Mr. ALLISON. For instance, we have appropriated for the Interior 
Department $380,000. That is intended to include the printing for the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then why is the Public Printer paid for it, and 
why has he to cover it into the Treasury? The printing of the Patent 
Office is uncertain. The Patent Office is supported by the patentees, 
and much of the printing is reimbursed to the Patent Office in the sale 
of Official Gazettes and of other printing that is sold 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go on till I can examine it I will look at 
it betore the bill is through. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after ‘‘expended,’’ in line 2242, to 
insert: 


And the Public Printer is directed, inthe expenditure of the money herein ap 
propriated, to employ the highest character of skilled workmen at the prices 
now fixed by law, and in case that he can not obtain a sufficient supply on these 
terms he is authorized to expend such portion of the appropriation as shall be 
necessary for the temporary execution of such work outside of the Government 
Office: Provided, That there may be bound for each Senator, Representative, or 
Delegate in Congress, one copy of each book or document issued or ordered by 
authority of Congress during the term of service of such Senator, Representa 
tive, or Delegate; but this provision shall not be construed as allowing any bind 
ing as aforesaid to be done of any books or documents issued by authority of 
any former Congress of which said Senator, Representative, or Delegate was not 
a member. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I raise the point of order on the amendment from 
the word ‘* law,’’ in line 2245, to the word “ office,”’ in line 2248. The 
point of order is that that changes an existing law and is general legis 
lation. The present law, as contained in section 3786 of the Revised 
Statutes, provides as follows: 

Sec. 3786. All printing, binding, and blank-books for the Senate or House of 
Representatives and the Executive and Judicial Departments shall be done at 
the Government Printing Office, except in cases otherwise provided by law 

The law I have read provides that all Government printing shall be 
done at the Government Printing Office. It also provides that it may 
be otherwise provided for by law. That would require new legislation, 
and that is what this proposes. I call the attention of the Chair again 
to the phraseology of this provision: 

And the Public Printer is directed, in the expenditure of the money herein 
appropriated, to employ the highest character of skilled workmen at the prices 
now fixed by law 

That is correct, and that is in accordance with the section of the Re 
vised Statutes which I have just cited. Then follows this provision 
and in case that he can not obtain a sufficient supply on these terms, he is au 
thorized to expend such portion of the appropriation as shall be necessary for 
the temporary execution of such work outside of the Government Office. 

That is to say, he is authorized by the proposed law to let the work 
out at contract. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Does it change the pre sent law ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Undoubtedly it does 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see about that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pardon me amoment. The present law is that 
all Government printing shall be done at the Government Printing 
Office: 

All printing, binding, and blank-books for the Senate or Flouse of Represent 
atives and the Executive and Judicial Departments shall be done at the Gov 
ernment Printing Office 

Suppose it stopped there; but it does not; it goes on 
except in cases otherwise provided by law 

That is what it is now proposed to do—otherwise provide by law 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a mere direction as to the appropriation in 
this bill. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the contrary it confers a power on the Publi 
Printer which he does not possess at this time to let this work out at 
contract outside of the Government Office, directly in the teeth of ti 
language of the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to say a word about this point of o1 
der. I entirely agree that there should be no legislation on an appro 
priation bill of any kind; but I have never carried that idea so far as to 
hold that Congress in an appropriation bill could not direct how the 
money that it appropriated should be expended either without law he 
fore or against any law before. If it merely confines the direction to 
the expenditure of the money that it appropriates, it has a right to do 
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itconsistently with our rules, because you can not have an appropriation 
bill without appropriating money, and you can not have an appropria- 
tion bill ————s money without stating the objects for which the 
money shall be expended. 

Therefore it has always seemed clear to me, and that has been the 
decision of the Senate for many years before when we have had these 
questions stoutly contested, that where the direction (which is legis- 
lation, of course, just as the appropriation is) is confined to the appro- 

iation, to the expenditure of the money appropriated, which can not 
be paid out of the Treasury without the consent of Congress, Congress 
may say that it shall be paid for moonbeams, if it pleases, although 
the Constitution of the United States itself might say that no money 
should be paid for buying moonbeams. Congress by an appropria- 
tion may say that no part of this money shall be paid beyond the ex- 
tent of $5,000 for the salary of the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. That would be a violation of existing law, but 
it is the condition upon which the appropriation goes, and therefore it 
merely regulates the expenditure of themoney. That has always been 
the rule; and this appears to do that thing. Run through this bill and 
all the others we have had, and in a thousand instances where money 
is appropriated there is a specific direction as to how it shall be ex- 
pended. That is what this attempts to do. Whether it is right or 
wrong in itself on its merits is another question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The rule forbids general legislation upon appro- 
priation bills; but this is not general legislation; it is legislation that 
is confined to the expenditure of the money herein appropriated. It 
does not affect any other appropriation; it does not repeal any general 
law. After the money herein appropriated has been expended, then 
the old law remains in force; it is not repealed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I refer to this now more for the purpose of another 
point that is coming up after a while in this bill than for this particu- 
lar point. The question of order raised by the Senator from Indiana, 
it seems to me, is sustained by the letter of the rule in the book and 
by various rulings of the present incumbent of the chair. The best 
way to test this is in this way: Suppose now this provision does not 
exist, suppose this provision is out, what is the law? The law is in 
section 3786, read by the Senator from Indiana. That is a general 
law. Does the Chair now comprehend the proposition I am stating? 
Have I stated it sufficiently plainly? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. Here is the general law that the work shall be 
done in the Government Printing Office. That is the general law af- 
fecting the printing done for all the Departments of this Government. 
That is displaced, then, by these lines that the Senator from Indiana 
objects to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator. 
In the opinion of the Chair the point is well taken that the Senate can 
not change the law in an appropriation of money. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair then rules that wecan appropriate money, 
but can not direct how it shall be spent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. You can not direct that it shall be 
spent contrary to the law of the land, which is in this case that the 
work must be done in the Government Printing Office. The question 
is on that part of the amendment not stricken out by the ruling. 

Mr. ALLISON. What words does the Chair strike out, may I ask ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 2245, after the word “‘law,’’ down 
to and including the word “‘office,’’ in line 2248, as follows: 

And in case that he can not obtain a sufficient supply on these terms, he is au- 
thorized to expend such portion of the appropriation as shall be necessary for 
the temporary execution of such work outside of the Government Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the residue of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to strike out the remainder of that 
amendment down to line 2245, down to the part the Chair has struck 
out, as follows: 


And the Public Printer is directed, in the expenditure of the money herein 
appropriated, to employ the highest character of skilled workmen, atthe prices 
now fixed by law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to doing that? 
The Chair hears none; and that part is stricken out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is anything left of the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment stands beginning 
with the word ‘‘provided,’’ in line 2249. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All before that is left out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It might as well be; it was emasculated by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the remainder of 
the amendment, from line 2249 to 2257. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is not that legislation? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent, in line 2255, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ by authority of’’ and insert the word ‘‘during.’”? That 
will make the rule this: that any Senator, Representative, or Delegate 
can have bound under this provision any document which shall be issued 








during his term. Under the restriction of the amendment as it now 

exists he can only have bound documents issued by the Congress of 

which he is a member, and a good many of these documents he will not 

get the benefit of, because he will ge out before they are issued; and 

be: 0 eo ts that are put on his table during his term he can not 
ve bound. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I inquise if that is not as much legislation as the 
former part of the amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No point was made about it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, I make the point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly general legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB.. Is not the objection too late? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; it is never too late, as was 
held here the other day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the rule will be applied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is much more subject to the point of order 
than the other part of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is subject to the 
point of order. All branches of this amendment are subject to the point 
oforder. One wasthat thereshall be printing outside the Printing Office, 
when the law says there shall not be any. The whole clause is out of 
order. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 2257, to insert: 

Government Printing Office : For water-closets, $7,500. 


Mr. PLUMB. Is not that subject to the samepoint of order? If it 
is I make it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope not; that is a matter of humanity and de- 
cency. I hope there will be no point of order. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the same point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the members of the committee will not make 
a point of order on a matter that is so manifestly necesgary as this. 

Mr. CONGER. Does anybody dispute that the subject-matter of 
this amendment is authorized by law, by every law of decency and 
propriety? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it is; I do not know. 

Mr. CONGER. Who makes the point of order on it? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are so many things not authorized by law 
that this may come within that class. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I take it for granted that the Printing Office exists 
under law, and that the necessary irs and conduct of it are lawful. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is nothing at all in the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. is is for repairs of the Printing 
Office, and the Chair will presume that it is authorized by law unless 
the contrary isshown. The point of orderis overruled. The question 
is on the amendment. 

“The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2259, to insert: 

For reflooring, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the a iations for ‘‘ United States 
courts,’ after ‘‘ Revised Statutes,’’ in line 2357, to insert: 

—— io thesalary of the chief clerk of the Court of Claims shall be $3,500 
annually. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on that. That is leg- 
islati 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. GARLAND. If that point of order is sustained I want to move 
to strike out all after the word ‘‘provided,’’ in line 2335, down to line 
2380 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all legislation, and vicious legislation in 
the way it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
to strike out the - indicated by him. 

Mr. GARLAND. It seems to me it is legislation the same as the 
matter just decided. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, The point of order does not lie to 
that because it is in the text of the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. GARLAND. _I move to strike it out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is in order, of course; but the 
clause is not liable to a point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. _Is the motion in order now until the bill is gone through ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of theSenator from Arkansas will 
be in _ very soon. The committee amendments will soon be dis- 


Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The Chair sustained. tho point of 
© point o 

aaletah enned te: onlen, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2367, before ‘‘ thousand,”’ :o 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 
Provided, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States shall not 
retain of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal com- 
n over and above his necessary clerk-hire and the incidental expenses 
of his office, certified to by the court, or by one of its justices appointed by it 
for that — and to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers 
of the , asum exceeding $6,000 a year, or exceeding that rate for any 
time less than a year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. What became of the amendment found in lines 2357, 
2358, and 2359? ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was ruled out on a point of order. 
Mr. HALE. Was the point of order raised on that ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; I raised the point of order on that. 
Mr. HALE. What was the point of order? 
Mr. COCKRELL. That it is legislation. The present law gives 
$3,000; and this gives $3,500. 
Mr. HALE. The point of order is undoubtedly good if any Senator 
makes it. I did not understand that anybody made it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly it was made. 
Mr. HALE. There certainly is notany reason why this clerk should 
not receive the same salary that other court clerks do, if we fix it at 


500. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 2385. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Missouri, if he will give me his 
attention, to withdraw his point of order. I see that he is in close 
conversation with the Chief-Justice of that court, and I hope on that 
conversation that he will withdraw that point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot withdraw it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2404, to insert: 

SENATE, 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to poy tothe legal representatives of the 
Honorable Benjamin H. Hill, late a Senator from the State of Georgia, $2,726.03, 
the amount of compensation of a Senator from August the 17th, 1882, to March 
the 4th, 1883. 

Mr. ALLISON. I moveto strikeout ‘‘legal representatives ’’ in line 
2407, and insert ‘‘ Mrs. Caroline Hill, widow,”’ that being the form in 
which I understand the friends of the deceased Senator desire the ap- 
propriation. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2412, to insert: 

That Senators elected, whose term of office begins on the 4th day of March, 
and whose credentials in due form of law shall have been presented in the Sen- 
ate, but who have had no opportunity to be qualified, may receive their com- 


pensation monthly, from the beginning of their term, until there shall be a ses- 
sion of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2418, to insert: 

To enable the Joint Committee on Public Printing to complete the preparation 
and indexing, for publication at the Government Printing Office, the classified, 
analytical, and descriptive catalogue of Government publications, and of pub- 
tieatlons of public interest purchased by the United States for use or distribution, 

000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the completion of the work, 
which sum may be expended additional pay or compensation to any officer 
or employé of United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2429, to insert: 
Toenable the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase from the Marquis 


de Rochambeau the military papers, maps, and letter-books of the Count de Ro- 
chambeau, general in the French army in America, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2433, to insert: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library, to purchase » set of records and briefs in cases in the Supreme 
Court of the United States belonging to the estate of the late Matthew H. Car- 
penter, $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2459. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Iowa. I notice ont in the ey - our deceased associate the Senate has 
already very properly provided for the payment of salary to the end of 
the Congress, which, I think, always ought to be done under such cir- 
cumstances, though it makes a little lapping over; but I see in the case 
of deceased members of the House of Representatives a different rule 
seems to have prevailed, in line 2454, in the sum paid to the widow of 
the late Mr. Smith, and I suppose the same thing is intended in the pre- 
vious case of Mr. Lowe. You ought to have some amendment on this 
bill which will enable you to insist on the same provision for the House 
as for the Senate in conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will observe that in the case of the 
widow of the late James Q. Smith the House provision is precisely the 
same as the Senate provision. 

HOAR. The Senate provision carries pay to March 4, 1883. 


Mr. 
Mr. ALLISON. So it does; but the House provision is to the end of | 








the Forty-seventh Congress, those two things being as nearly the same 
as ible. 

Mr. HOAR. But will the Senator look at the case of Mr. Orth? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the amount of salary due him as a member 
of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a different thing. There is no salary due after 
death. I suggest that the Senatorshould make some little amendment 
here which will give the conference power over the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will accept the suggestion, and say: 

To pay Mary A. Orth, the widow of the late Hon. Godlove S. Orth, the amount 
of salary and allowance for stationery for the unexpired term of his service as 
a member of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Say ‘‘until the 4th of March, 1883.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I would follow the House phraseology, and say 
‘as a member of the House of Representatives.’’ If the clerks will 
look at the next paragraph they will see in what form to put it. I 
would say ‘‘of salary,’’ leaving out the words ‘‘allowance for station- 
ery.”’ Say: 

The amount of salary for the unexpired term of his service for the Forty-sev- 
enth Congress. 

There may be some recent change of phraseology which we do not 
know of. This will give us an opportunity to understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is‘on the am-ndment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest further that we say ‘‘theamount of salary 
and allowance for stationery,’’ for he was not here to draw that allow- 
ance. In order to make it like the next paragraph these words should 
be inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I do not object. 

Mr. FRYE. The following one leaves out stationery again. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Orth was not here to draw his stationery dur- 
ing the session. Let the language of the next paragraph as to Mr. 
Shackelford be followed in this clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the clause 
will be so modified. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. The footings should be changed to correspond 

Mr. ALLISON. We can change them afterward. We donot know 
what the footings ought to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The footing is taken out, the Chair 
understands. . 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; theamountof salary will cover whatever it is 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committtee on Appropriations was, underthe head of ‘‘ House of Repre 
sentatives,’’ to strike out the following clause from line 2469 to 2474: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to the officers and employés of the 
House of Representatives borne on the annual and sessions rolls on the 3d day 


of March, 1883, one month’s extra pay at the compensation then paid them by 
law, which sum shall be immediately available. 


Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘annual and”’ in line 2471. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is all proposed to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. CONGER. I have a right to amend first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly the Senator has that right 
If there be no objection the amendment of the Senator from Michigan 
is adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I want to vote on striking out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
striking out the whole clause. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, leavingit in it pays those clerks who are only 
employed during the session one month’s extra pay, which has been 
uniformly given since I can remember. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out this clause as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the vote been taken on the amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; but the Chair will put the 
question again if it is desired. The Senator from Michigan moves to 
strike out ‘‘annual and,’’ in line 2471. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has not that been carried? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; but Senators seem not to have 
understood that it was put, and therefore the Chair will put it again. 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. The first time the Chair asked if there was objection 
and there was none, and I understood the amendment was adopted. 
Then the question was on agreeing with the committee striking this 
out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But some Senators say they did not 
hear what the Chair stated, and therefore he is taking the vote over 
again. Nowif Senators will vote it can be readily decided. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Michigan to strike out 
‘annual and.’’ ' 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam unwilling to interfere with any course that 
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the House of Representatives may see fit to adopt with regard to the 
payment of their own employés. I believe the Senate ought to have 
the same right; and while I think that the rule that should govern us 
in regard to the appropriation of the public funds is to treat them as we 
would treat them if they were our own, and while I do not think that 
any man would treat his own servants or agents or employés as we pro- 
pose to treat these people, I am unwilling to seem in any way what- 
ever to interfere with the absolute independence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives upon this subject. I shall therefore vote, if I can have the 
opportunity, to leave this section precisely as it stands in the bill as it 
came from the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it has been the rule of the Senate 
for a long time—indeed we have rather insisted on that rule—to allow 
each House to fix the compensation of its own officers and its own em- 
ployés; but the compensation of these officers and employés is fixed by 
law and appropriated for in another bill. Now, the House of Repre- 
sentatives insert here a proposition to pay their own employés and offi- 
cers, Whether borne on the annual or session rolls, an additional month’s 
pay They have no more claim to have an additional month’s pay in ad- 
dition to that which the law now gives them than the officers and em- 
ployés of the Senate have, and they have no more right to claim that 
of the Senate than we have a right toclaim itof the House. The truth 
is that by law the officers and employés of both Houses are paid for 
four months’ service for this session. The short session of Congress is 
construed and is provided for by law to include an extra month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Already, without this bill? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not understand that to be so. 

Mr. ALLISON. By law the short session of Congress for the purposes 
of the payment of salaries of employés is computed at four months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, it goes to the Ist of April. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; and the long session is computed at seven 
months, unless Congress should be longer in session. It seems tq me 
that this question is a question for fair adjustment between the two 
Ilouses. Last year, I believe, we inserted on a bill of this character a 
provision for additional compensation for a portion of our employés, and 
when we came into conference the House said, ‘‘ No, there is a dis- 
parity between the two Houses with reference to salaries; some of your 
people receive more salaries than ours do, and therefore we will not 
allow you to pay this additional month’s compensation to your em- 
ployés.’’ We said, ‘‘ Very well; we will strike it all out;’’ but they 
said, ‘‘ No; youcan not strike out the House provision, because you have 
agreed to it.’’ 

The Committee on Appropriations believe that this question of extra 
compensation for the employés of the two Houses is a fair matter of ad- 
justment between the two Houses, and that if the employés of one House 
have it those of the other House ought to have it. There are men sit- 
ting at that desk, our employés, who work as faithfully and as many 
hours, as we all know, as any of us here work, and then work many hours 
after we leave this Chamber. These employés of ours receive to-day 
$500 less per annum than similar employés on the part of the House of 
Representatives doing the same work at the desk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Under this bill that class of officers borne upon the an- 
nual rolls of the House would receive in addition to the $3,000 per 
annum that they now receive, against the $2,592 that our officers re- 
ceive, an additional month’s compensation, or some three thousand two 
hundred-odd dollars for the year. The Committee on Appropriations 
do not believe that that is a fair adjustment of the extra compensation 
that is to be paid to the employés of the two Houses if an extra compen- 
sation is to be paid at all. Therefore we struck out all here relating to 
the extra compensation of employés of the House of Representatives, in 
order that we may have what is understood here to be a full and free 
conference, a thing we have heard something about to-day heretofore. 

Mr. CONGER. If that is the understanding, I will withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. As he uses the word ‘‘ understanding,’’ I want the 
Senator not to misapprehend what the Committee on Appropriations 
believes with reference to this matter. I do not mean that we are com- 
mitted in any sense to an increase of the compensation of our own em- 
ployés. 

Mr. CONGER. It means, I suppose, to give the opportunity of doing 
whatever the committee shall think right about both Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it does, and that both Houses shall be on a par. 

Mr. CONGER. If that is the object, I withdraw the amendment I 
moved. 

Mr. INGALLS. How can an amendment affecting the pay of the 
Senate employés be ingrafted on this? I donot understand that under 
parliamentary law it will be competent for a conference committee to 
ingraft an amendment not considered in either House. I should doubt 
that very much. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that can not be done they will both go out. 

Mr. INGALLS. That may be. 

Mr. CONGER. If this clause should be stricken out by the Senate, 
of course it will be open to a conference committee, and they can adopt 
it with an amendment or modification. 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoarin the chair). The question 








is on the amendment striking out the whole paragraph, the a 
of the Senator from Michican being ce ey cme 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2489, to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: . 

To pay to James ©. Courts, assistant clerk of the Committee 
tions, for additional compensation, $900. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why is that stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is extra compensation. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is for a clerk of a House committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand why the Senate should inter- 
fere. I presume the House are the best judges of what their clerks 
have earned, and I think they ought to be trusted with the power to 
say what they ought to be paid. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This is an addition to the regular 
salary fixed by law. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to know from the Senator from Iowa 
if this item is not stricken out for exactly thesame reason that the extra 
compensation of the other employés was stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator from Tennessee will see that this assist- 
ant clerk to the Committee on Appropriations of the House would come 
within the provision in lines 2469 to 2474. He would secure an addi- 
tional month’s compensation there, and then if thisclause remained he 
would secure also $900 additional compensition beyond the amount 
received by him under the general provision. 

Mr. HARRIS. While I am not able to give the facts with precision 
and in detail, I chance to know that this clerk is a gentleman of large 
experience and of a very high order of capacity, and has been serving 
perhaps for the last year or two, certainly for the last year, at an ex- 
ceedingly small salary; precisely what, I am not able to tell, for I had 
no idea of any such question as this arising. He isa young gentleman 
of very high capacity, and has been serving with the House Committee 
on Appropriations for the last three or four years, and I know he has 
been serving for an unusually small salary in such capacity. Unless 
the reason that moves the committee to strike out this clause is exactly 
the same as in the other case of extra compensation I should greatly 
prefer its not being stricken out, for Iam satisfied the clause in the bill 
as it came from the House is merited and deserving and ought to be al- 
lowed the young man. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to bear testimony also to the efficiency of 
this clerk. He isone of the most competent clerks in this Capitol, and 
works perhaps as many hours as any clerk or employé in this Capito! 
and is worthy in every regard; and his salary has been, I think, com- 
pared with other salaries, somewhat low. At the same time we struck 
this out in order that we might reach the whole question, and I think 
the Senator from Tennessee can trust us to do justice in every way to 
this employé of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
striking out the clause. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill has been con- 
cluded. The Chair is informed by the Secretary that on page 63 of the 
bill the lines from 1529 to 1534 have not yet been acted on, having been 
passed over. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The reserved amendment is, in line 1532, 
after ‘‘ wings,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ pay of landscape architect;’’ and in line 
1533, before ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ sixty-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


on Appropria- 


« Forimproving the Capitol grounds: For continuing the work of the improve- 


ment of the Capitol unds, including permanent approaches to the House and 
Senate wings, one clerk, and wages of mechanics, gardeners, and workmen, 
000. 


Mr. FRYE. That was left out dh account of the absence of the Sena 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senate will non-concur with the com- 
mittee here. LI agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in 
saying what I am sure the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL], who 
is absent, would say if he were here: that this gentleman is one of the 
most valuable officers we have connected with our service, a gentleman 
of the very highest character; one who certainly would not take, if it 
were offered him, more than he considers his services to be worth; tor 
the Senator from Missouri reminded us a while ago that when his salary 
was fixed at $4,000 and he found the duties were less than he expected, 
it being then a discretionary appropriation, he told the committee tv 
make it $2,000. I think the work done about the Capitol in the last 
six or eight years shows what his skill is. He stands as high as an) 
man in the world in that business. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that is what the Senator from Vermont 
would desire to say, if here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose so. It is in entire concurrence with the 
remarks made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to know what the salary of this 
landscape architect is. The committee were unable to ascertain it in 


any way. They understand he made casual visits here, and we thought 
perhaps he t forego his pay fora short time. The Senate will do 
as it pleases. 
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Mr. MORRILL. What is the question, Mr. President ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment, 
striking out “‘pay of landscape architect.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I trust this will not be stricken out. 
The landscape architect has performed the most valuable service in re- 
lation to beautifying the grounds about the Capitol of any man we have 


ever employed. He is a most unselfish man and has been in the em- | 


loy of the Government for some years at a salary fixed at $4,000, one- 
half of which he immediately relinquished when he found he was not 
employed all the time, and he has been paid but half the salary al- 
lowed. He would perhaps prefer to continue until the grounds are 
completed without any salary, but I trust for services so valuable as 
those he has rendered and will yet render we may not strikea blow at a 
very deserving man and one who confessedly stands at the head of his 

rofession, whether in this country or in any other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who fixed this salary ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was fixed by law some years ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was it fixed by law? 

Mr. MORRILL. By law ten years ago. It was $4,000, but he has 
not taken more than half of it for many years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it still $4,000 by law ? 

Mr. HAWLEY.” I was told by the Architect of the Capitol to-day 
that originally there was a lump appropriation out of which they paid 
him $4,000, butit has since been fixed. He declined that and requested 
that it be reduced; and it has since been fixed at $2,000 a year, as I 
understood Mr. Clark to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Vermont to tell us who fixes this salary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isaid I supposed it was now fixed by law. Some 
years ago, before the present rule was adopted, it was included ina 
lump appropriation; but there was some statute passed providing that 
there should be no salary that was not specifically provided for. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will one of the Senators tell me how 
much time each year this gentleman, Mr. Olmsted, spends here, or 
about how much? 

Mr. MORRILL. I can hardly tell that, for I have not asked him. 
He comes here very frequently and spends as much time as is neces- 
sary, and employs his time at home in making drawings for work to 
be done here. 

Mr. INGALLS. What service is to be performed in connection with 
the public grounds ? 

Mr. MORRILL. How they are to be made, and plans for the im- 
provement. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that include anything except the public 
grounds about the Capitol ? 

Mr. MORRILL. None. 

Mr. INGALLS. I had supposed the practical work of laying out 
these grounds, and the ornamental planting was completed, and it 
seems to me superfluous to continue a landscape gardener at a large 
salary to come on here occasionally to inspect the result of his labors. 
IT admit that great effects have been accomplished, although I think 
they have been achieved at an inordinate expense, and perhaps not in 
pursuance of any definite and well-ascertained plan, for I observe work 
that has been done one year has been undone the next. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not by this man. 

Mr. INGALLS. And we are expending a great deal of money that 
nobody seems to know anything about; and inasmuch as the $4,000 
originally allowed him was confessedly so excessive that he only took 
half of it, I should suppose that if the work was done he might be will- 
ing to relinquish the remainder. 

In this connection I should like some information in regard to the 
amount of work going on at the north entrance of the Capitol. I ob- 
serve that there is an approach and an ornamental marble terrace that 
is being constructed out of someappropriation. I have inquired a great 
many times to know under what authority, or under whose plan or by 
what sanction that work is being done; how much is to be expended; 
what is contemplated, and when it is to be completed; and I have never 
yet been able to learn any satisfactory solution of that problem. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is paid for out of anappropriation in similar phra- 
seology to that in this clause. 

_ Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa, chairman of the committee, 
informs me that that work is paid for out of some appropriation similar 
to the one we are now considering. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The appropriation for the Capitol grounds year 
after year. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifthe outlines of the work have been accomplished 
and the planting has been done, I can see no reason for continuing the 
service of the landscape gardener. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not gardener, architect. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say in the first place that there has been 
no work done here and then taken away since this architect has been 
employed. Whatever he has done has been completed perfectly accord- 

to the plan and remains at the present time. Nor has there been 
underestimate; there has never been any appropriation made for any 
- This plan was adopted many years ago and accepted by 
Congress, and it does contemplate further service on the part of this land- 
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scape architect. It included the approaches to the west front of the Cap- 
itol, and I am almost ashamed of Congress that we allow those misera- 
ble stair-ways to remain there without making some appropriation by 
which we can replace them with something more appropriate to this 
grand building. 

Then it was contemplated, in addition, that there should be a terrace 
entirely around the west, north, and south sides, by which the appear- 
ance of this Capitol would be vastly improved, giving it the appearance 
of another story, and also furnishing accommodations for many needed 
comnittee-rooms and many rooms that are required for the storage ot 
documents, papers, &c., for which we now have no place. 

I may say that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds this 
year offered an amendment and sent it to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for the terrace on the north side, at an expense of only $80,000 for two 
hundred and fifty feet, in which there would be eighteen committee- 
rooms, as good and as perfect as any of those in the basement story of this 
building; and yet notwithstanding the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have not asked for a dollar this year, except in one single 
instance, some improvement ofa building somewhere (I do not remember 
where), in contrast with the usual appropriations we had asked for of 
six or seven millions, I understand that the Committ 
tions have rejected even that continuation 

I have nothing further to say on the subject 

Mr. BECK. This matter was postponed until the Senator from Ver 
mont could come in, and I desired not to say anything until he was 
here. He is here now, and therefore I propose to say somethi 

The difficulties we have had with regard to these Capitol grounds 
have been that your works have been laid out without any appropria 


ec on Appropria- 


tion made by law. The Senator from Vermont sees fit to absent him 
self after I have waited on him all day, but I propose now to say what 
I rose to say whether he stays ornot. The Senator from Vermont, t] 


chairman of the committee—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire. [ Mr. Roni 
is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Mr. BECK. Plans have been laid out for grand approacl 
Capitol, which it is confessed will cost $800,000, and which n 
believe will cost twice that sum. Verhaps it is a proper thing to do, 
but the law requires that before a great work of that sort shall be 
entered upon there shall be estimates made for it, that the plan shall 
be approved, that it shall be submitted, that it shall be considered. 
The Committee on Appropriations have never had an opportunity of 
ascertaining what was the estimate of the cost now referred to by the 
Senator from Vermont of these grand approaches to the Capitol about 
which he speaks. If they have, [have never heard of it. I care noth 
ing about the wages of this architect; but I do insist that before we enter 
upon a great work which is to cost $800,000, or a million and a halfof 
dollars perhaps, some estimate shall be made, some idea of the cost of 
it shall be given so that we shall not be appropriating at loose ends, a 
little here and a little there, and the work going on in defiance of ap- 
propriations. 

At the last session of Congress the Committee on Appropriations, not 
because they did not desire to see these approaches made, not hecau 
they did not desire to see this Capitol fairly improved, but because 
they could obtain no information in regard to it or the cost of it, cut dow! 
this appropriation to $25,000. The Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
HAWLEY ], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv], and others met 
usandcomplained as they are doing now. I have betore me the short 
debate which occurred in the Senate last year on this subject. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] then said: 


1CS 


When appropriations were made some time ago and this work was l« nhe 
was called in as the man whose advice it was best to have. They put down for 
him a salary of $4,000. The appropriations were not large enough for the par- 
ticular work in the style he desired, and he went tothe Architect of the Capitol 
and said: ‘“ Put my salary down. It should not be more than $2,009 if you are 
not going to expend more money than this."’ And he has not taken it, and does 
not desire it. He would rather go on and see this work through for n« 
than lose the chance of seeing it done and giving it his own special and fri« 
interest. 

The appropriation of $75,00 proposed by the House issmall enough. It does 
not contemplate entering on the larger improvements, the terraces aroun the 
whole west front of the Capitol, but has in view only the northeastern corner of 
the Senate wing and southeast corner of the House wing. Senators will rernvem- 
ber there is but a rough plank near the corner of the building. Something has 
to be done to make that better. And then some of the work is to be onthe cast 
front of the Capitol. 

The work, so faras has been done within six or eight years around the Capitol, 
is admirable, and is going to make ultimately of this building and these grounds 
the most beautiful spot in the world architecturally. Nor is it Mr. Olmsted's 
own doing. It has been done in consultation with the Architect of the Capitol, 


V 


thing 


lly 


with engineers, with landscape gardeners, and with the best talent and taste of 
the country. 
I wish the $75,000 might stay in the bill, just that these two corners may! put 


in better order within the year, and I am very glad to see the disposition to keep 
Mr. Olmsted anyhow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri suggests that the 
words “ landscape architect,”’ in line 1650, by unanimous consent, be retained in 
the bill. ; 

Mr. Morrity. Take the amendments as they come. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the first. The words ‘landscape archi- 
tect” may be retained instead of stricken out. If there be no objection, the (ues- 
tion is on the rest of the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. Morriu. I want to take the vote on the amendment in lines 1648 and 1649 
first, including the word “ wings,” in line 1650, I trust the Senate will retain 
them all. 


1 wabegatnstl ig 











3494 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 1, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator wants a separate vote? 

Mr. Morriiyi. Yes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on striking out the words 
“including permanent approaches to the House and Senate wings.” 

Mr. Beck. The Senator from Iowa suggested a change of the amount. 

Mr. ALLIson. I suggested $60,000, the amount appropriated last year. 

Mr. Beck. The approaches alluded to are simply those coming up on the 
east side and south side, and not the great central work, I understand. 

Mr. ALuison. That is the understanding. 

Mr. Beck. Then I will not object. 

Mr. Morrin.. Then leave the clause as it came from the House. Sixty thou- 
sand dollars will not be enough. Fifty thousand dollars is really required for 
other things, and it will take more than $10,000 to make one approach. 

Mr. Auuison. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont what other 
things require $50,000? 

Mr. Morriiy. Curbing that yet has to be done. 

Mr. ALLison. Where? 

Mr. Morritu. At various points. 

Mr. ALitson. I do not think we ought to spend $50,000 in curbing. 

Mr. Morritt, It is not all for that, 

The PR®SsIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to retaining all the words in 
this paragraph that the Committee on Aapereeiene propose to strike out, and 


then to come to the question of what shall be the amount of the appropriation? 
[‘‘ Not” “Not"] There is no objection to retaining all the ph except 
che omnestns of the appropriation. The question then is on steibine Geb * $75,000"" 
and inserting ** $25,000," 


Mr, Morritt, I ask the Senator from Iowa to put that at $65,000. 

Mr. ALLison. I will compromise on that. 

The PResipent pro tempore, It is moved to insert $65,000. Is there objection 
to that? The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment is so modified. The 
question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 


We have given in this bill $65,000, with the distinct understanding 
that we were not to enter on this great work that is to cost, as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont told us yesterday, $800,000, and we believe a mill- 
ion and a half, without an estimate for it, without some idea being 
given of how it will be done, by whom it is to be done, when it is to 
be done, and what is the probable cost. We appropriated $60,000 last 
year, and now we have begun ‘‘approaches,’’ as they call it at the Sen- 
ate end, which every Senator knows is only the beginning of a scheme. 
This work has been left in an imperfect condition all winter. The ex- 
cuse made by the Senator from Connecticut last session was that we 
had to walk over planks to enter the Senate wing and that we ought 
not to do it, and therefore this work should be commenced. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont said $10,000 would do the work and the balance 
would go for curbing; and here we are now just beginning, so as to 
compel us to go on little by little, and we are forced to do it whether 
we will or not. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Kentucky let me send up an 
amendment, which I propose after line 1534, which, perhaps, may meet 
his objection and the objection that has arisen in my mind as well as 
his? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information. 

The AcTING Secretary. At the end of line 1534 it is proposed 
to add: 

And hereafter all changes and improvements in the Capitol grounds, includin 
approaches to the Capitol, shail be estimated for in detail, showing what modi- 
fications are proposed and the estimated cost of the same. 

Mr. BECK. That is exactly what I want. 

Mr. HALE. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. BECK. That is all I want. I desirethe Senator from Vermont 
and other gentlemen when they make their estimates to do so in such a 
way as to enable the Senate committees to examine them and give them 
their approval or disapproval according to law, and then perhaps I may 
vote as much as any one for these p' What I object to is pro- 
ceeding as we have done at this corner of the Capitol to make a partial 
approach, leaving it in an imperfect condition and in such a shape that 
Congress is obliged to go on and comp)»te it whether it desires te do 
so or not. I do not want Con to be defied in that way. 

In this very bill we provide for the Albany post-office and custom- 
house, for which we have appropriated heretofore $800,000, with astate- 
ment that that would complete the building, and now they advise us 
that they can not buy the ground for less than $500,000, and a million 
and a half will be required to finish the building, and they do not pro- 
pose to complete it for less, though they got the bill passed on the assur- 
ance that $800,000 would cover the entire cost. Some years ago we 
passed a bill for the New York city post-office and limited the total cost 
to $3,000,000. Three times by law we endeavored to curb them in the 
expenditure, and yet that building has cost us nine and a half millions. 
A similar thing occurred at Boston. We appropriated one and a half 
millions for a building there and it cost us four and a half millions. 
My object in using these illustrations is to show the defiance by execu- 
tive officers of the Government and others of acts of Congress. 

I want the amendment of the Senator from Maine adopted ; and then 
when the Senator from Vermont comes to us, as he did last year, and 
tells us we are to spend $10,000 fora little approach to the Senate wing 
in order to prevent our walking on plank $50,000 for curbing, we 
can examine the plans and estimates and ascertain how much the cost 
is to be and limit it, instead of beginning work, as is now done, which 
every Senator can see is but the beginning of a great era of im 
ment. The Senator from Vermont says this will give us a number of 
rooms for committees and for the storage of books and That is 


all well enough, but why not first get authority from to doit? 








Why under pretense of doing one thing do another? Why defy usand 
say that these approaches at the west front of the Capitol area disgrace 
and that Mr. Olmsted or anybody else is going to make them, as he 
thinks, creditable, without giving a chance to say what shal! 
be done, how it shall be done, and what shall be the expense of doing it? 

These are the things of which I complain. I think the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine will cure the evil as far as we can do it by law 

The only objection I have ever found to any of the work about the 
Capitol is that I have never yet seen any one who could tell how much 
any particular work that is built around here is to cost or how much 
we finally pay for it. We go on from year to year forcing a condition 
of things which requires further itures that Congress can not 
avoid making. Get rid of that condition of things and you may spend 
what you like. 1 

All the information I have about Mr. Olmsted is that he is an able 
and an honest man, a man who can be trusted; not an extortionate man . 
and I should be willing to pay him something. I do not quite approve 
of striking out his salary, but I think we ought to have some under- 
standing about the work to be done, the expense of it, and how it is to 
be carried on. 

Mr. ROLLINS... Mr. President, in justice to Mr. Olmsted I think 
a letter which he addressed to the Joint Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds on the 30th of December last should be read, or at 
any rate published in the RecorD, and I will submit it. 

In this letter it will be seen that he at least thinks this work has 
been authorized by the previous action of Congress. He has made a 
careful estimate as to its cost. He says the whole work when com- 
pleted will cost $800,000, and that when completed ninety as good and 
convenient rooms as the average of the committee-rooms which we now 
have will be added to this building. The committee-rooms are very 
much needed. 

I desire simply to have this letter read, as it explains the situation 
very much better than anything I could say on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


DECEMBER 30, 1882. 

Str: The work, designed in the act of Con “the permanent approach 
to the north wing of the Capitol,’ has been vest as faras it was aeibie to 
obtain the mate: for it from the quarry, in the short interval between the last 
and the present sessions. 

It was necessary to the stability of the structure that, at the angle of the two 
lines of marble retaining wall, the masonry should be somewhat extended to the 
westward. To have carried it no farther than was strictly essential to this pur- 
pose would have left a raw, ragged, and unseemly piece of work, in conspicu- 
ously close connection with the walls of the Capitol. Eneugh of the marble- 
work upon the line of the north retaining wall of the terrace has been laid to 
avoid this result, the main wall being carried out at the bottom to the first ver- 
tical line of the design. 

Hearing from you that it has been questioned if this part of the work was 
authorized, I beg to say that I have presumed the action of Congress in both 
Houses to represent the intention of your joint committee, and this intention to 
have P ed from the considerations which I had the honor to lay before it 
early in the last session. The committee will remember that I then exhibiteda 
series of plans, elevations, and other illustrations of the entire terrace, and ad- 
vised that the work should be begun at the points since designated ‘‘ perma- 
nent roaches to the north and south wings.”’ The reason for this advice 
was thate a moderate jon would enable so much of the plan to be car- 
ried to completion, in ntervals of the sessions of Congress, as would super- 
sede the ng make-shift plank walks, of which complaint had been made 
by Senators, and leave the ground free from i b and disorder. Later, 
I aided the chairman of the House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
in presenting the proposition to the House Committee on Appropriations, using 
the drawings, ents, and estimates which had been prepared for your joint 
committee. At the close of the session, and a few hours before the vote was 
taken in the Senate fixing the appropriation, I also explained the proposition, 
using the same drawings and the same arguments to several members of the 

ns Committee of the Senate. 
n neither of the drawings used nor in any argument or representation made 
me on these occasions were the permanent approaches shown or consid- 
as constructions ed from other parts of the terrace. The only 
as made especially to illusérate the pro) tion, the adoption of which I 
ad , distinctly presented that portion of work called in question. This 
drawing now hangs on the walls of the House Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I had no reason to suppose, nor did it ever occurto me, that any 
member of Congress, among all to whom the dra were exhibited, could 
su that the construction ordered would be ad le except asa part of the 
oe plan of the terrace. This, as a whole, had years before been adopted by 
and _ entire work under my direction had from the outset been ac- 

it. 


commodated to ‘ : 

All of the essential facts thus recalled being of record with your committee or 
within the personal knowledge of its members, I do not think that the slight 
amount of work that has been done incidentally to the construction of what is, 
strictly ie the “approach” to the Capitol from the north, the object be- 

as stated, i be regarded as unwarrantable. 

take this occasion to observe that the stone, brick, concrete and marble work 
that has been done under this first appropriation for the terrace exhibits the qual- 
ity and character of nearly all of the work intended. The cost has been within 
the estimated ———, = a Se — been -om for wn — — 
u the basis us experimentally determined, result of which tal- 
lies closely with fen nted to your committee before the adoption of the de- 
sign by Congressin 1874. Atthese prices, the cost of advancing the terrace glong 
the entire north face of the Capitol, a distance of two hundred and fifty feet, an 
of providing within it an addition of eighteen large rooms to the basement ac- 
commoedations of the tol, will be $80,000; the cost of the entire terrace and 

tothe Aatéi. 











stair-ways, withan of the Capitol of ninety rooms 
of the average dimensions of the present i ooms, will be $300,000. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment which I have offered 
js not intended to censure Mr. Olmsted, nor in any way to disparage 
his work about the Capitol and the Capitol grounds. I suppose that his 
reputation has already been established, and that it rests upon works 
fully as enduring as any to be found about the Capitol or in Washing- 
ton; but all the same it is better that we should know and that Con- 
gress should know beforehand just what is contemplated in the future 
touching these grounds and this structure. 

The letter which has just been read shows that it is contemplated to 
make some very radical changes in the form and face and appearance 
of this building. It may be, and quite likely is, the fact that all of the 
work touched upon in the letter should be done, giving to this Capitol 
the effect of another story, so that it should appear to be elevated, so 
that the proportion will to the human eye seem more harmonious. But 
that isa matter surrounded by so much doubt and by so many ques- 
tions that it is very proper that before the work is entered upon it should 
be estimated for in detail; and we should know just what is projected, 
and whether it is better to throw out a terrace giving the effect of a 
basement story with large rooms, committee-rooms, storage-rooms, or 
whatever you will, thereby changing the appearance of this Capitol that 
has stood here for so many years. That is a thing which ought to be 
settled fully beforehand, and it ought not be entered upon under any 
general appropriation that is not fully understood and that does not in 
terms to every Senator and Member of Congress just what is to 
be undertaken. 

I hope nobodyavill object to the amendment I have offered, which is in 
the line not of censure or disparagement but of security in the future. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING ®FFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 1534 it is proposed to add: 

And hereafter changes and improvements in the Capitol grounds, including 
approaches to the Capitol, shall be estimated for in detail, showing what modi- 
fications are pro} and the estimated cost of the same. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I do not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is right. 

Mr. HALE. I did not think there would be any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out ‘‘ pay of landscape architect”’ in 
line 1532. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We do not wish to strike that out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
that amendment is pressed. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I understood the committee to concede that the 
amendment may not be agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The chairman is not here; but he has no objection I 
believe to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be regarded as 
withdrawn unless there be objection. The Chair hears none. The 

uestion now is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I see no objection whatever to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment in the summing up which will fall with the other. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We have been going on in a very loose way 
for years with respect to the improvement of the Capitol grounds, and a 
great deal has been left to the discretion of the architect. It is not his 
fault that we have not prescribed the exact line of improvements that 
ought to be carried out. When it comes to an alteration of the build- 
ing as now proposed, I think that ought to be done under the authority 
of But I wish particularly to say a word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, who has adverted to an evil hitherto complained 
of very generally in our legislation; I mean with respect to the cost of 
our public buildings 

I think a t deal of the responsibility for the increased cost of our 
public buildings lies with the Committee on Appropriations, of which 
the Senator from Kentucky is a distinguished member. We have a 
Joint Committee of the House and Senate on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that has usually been intrusted with the consideration of these 
matters, and we have been in the habit of making appropriations fixing 

recisely thesum of money to be expended in the construction of build- 
9 ery bill, I know, that was passed through the committee of 
the Senate while I was chairman for a year or so limited the amount 
that the building should cost, and prohibited any further expenditure 


of money; but it has happened in many instances that after the amount 
appropria 


yropriated under the recommendation of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds was expended parties would go before the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, outside of the other committee, and get ad- 


to the sum. There are large sums of money in the present bill 
now under consideration which are intended to be appropriated to finish 
ee eatee — oe never a considered by the Committee on 
. Buildings rounds, and many of them without any recom- 
mendation from that committee. 4 
we ALLISON. Does the Senator speak of items put on in the Sen- 








Mr. JONES, of Florida. No; I do not say by the Senate, but they 
are in the bill that came from the House. The Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds is a joint committee, and in a majority of cases 
I think the items were put on by the House Appropriations Committee 
without the action of the Committee on Public Buildings at all. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, let ns have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yuectionison the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Habe]. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think there is no objectio.~ to that: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment }->»osing a change 
of the sum has not been acted on. The Chair wasunder tux inression 
that it was a mere footing, but he finds that it was not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [hope that it will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think there is no disposition to reduce the amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is to strike oat 
**$65,000’’ and insert ‘‘ $50,000,’ in line 1533. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARLAND. I madea motion a little while ago which was laid 
over 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a minute? 

Mr. GARLAND. I think this had better be disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want to correct an error on page 57, line 
1374. I call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to it. The 
words ‘‘ first day of January, 1882’’ should be stricken out and the 
words “‘ first day of July, 1882”? inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In line 1374, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ January’’ and insert ‘‘ July.’’ 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the correction will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move, on page 95, to strike out from the word 
**provided,’’ in line 2335, to and including the word “‘ folio,’’ in line 
2380. 

Mr. HALE. lIask the Senator from Arkansas to allow me to offer 
an amendment perfecting this clause, as I shall be called away in a few 
minutes, and then it will not in any way interfere with his motion. 
It is to perfect the part he seeks to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion will of course take prece- 
dence of a motion to strike out. 

Mr. GARLAND. It can be done just as well afterward, because if 
the clause is stricken out it can not be amended, and if it stays in it 
can be amended afterward. 

Mr. HALE. Iam called away to attend a conference committee, 
and I should like to put in the amendment now. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I move, in line 2357, after the words ‘‘ Revised Stat- 
utes,’’ to insert: 

And after January 1, 1884, the salary of the chief clerk of the Court of Claims 


shall be $3,500 per annum, as fixed in this act for circuit and district court 
clerks. 





Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on that. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withhold it for a moment so that I 
may explain? It is not precisely the amendment that has been ruled 
out. Will the Senator withhold his point for a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not withdraw the objection, but I do not 
want to have it ruled out before the Senator can be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri to temporarily withdraw the point of order so that the 
Senator from Maine may be heard. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment ruled out provided: 

And hereafter the salary of the chief clerk of the Court of Claims shail be $3,500 
annually. 

The amendment which I now offer provides that after January 1, 1384, 
the salary shall be $3,500. I only wish to say briefly here, not to de- 
tain the Senate or interrupt the Senator from Arkansas, that I have of- 
fered this for the reason that the clause incorporated in the bill by the 
House fixes the salaries of all the circuit and district court clerks at a 
maximum of $3,500. I know howimportant the duties are of the Court 
of Claims. I know that it is a court that is growing in importance. I 
know that its clerk has many duties and that he performs them faith- 
fully and well. Iam sure that it is a subject purely within the-juris- 
diction of Congress to settle the salaries of these officers. Iam informed 
that the remarkable spectacle has been presented here of the chief-jus- 
tice of this court appearing upon the floor of the Senate and lobbying 
against the increase of the salary of this clerk, and I wish to say here 
that I look upon that as an undue interference with the clear rights of 
each branch of Congress. I do not recognize that any judge has any- 
thing to do whatever with the salary of the clerk of his court, nor has 
any clerk in any court anything to do with the salaries of the judges. 
Interference by cither should be an offense to Congress. I hope that the 
Senate will take this matter into its own hands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, theSenator has gone entirely out- 
side of his legitimate duties in undertaking to criticise the chief-justice 
of the Court of Claims. I say that when the Senator undertook to in- 
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sert this amendment, at the instance of this clerk, he was interfering 
with the rights and privileges of the judiciary. This clerk belongs to 
that court; he is appointed by that court; he holds his office at their 
will and pleasure; and what right has he to come in here and solicit 
the Senator to insert an amendment increasing his salary $500 without 
the knowledge or consent of a solitary judgeof that court? That court 
is responsible for the clerk, 2espunsible for the administration of his 
office; and why does{}jjefenator make himself a party to the clerk of 
that court und*riaking 4 pwrondon his salary without the consent or 
knowledge of a solitar, sudge of that court? 

Mr. HALE. Tete ask the Senator did not the Committee on Ap- 
propriatione p«t thisin as anamendment to the clause which the House 
had ixwtted treating upon clerks of United States courts ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the instance of the clerk, and the Senator 
Iniows it. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator here avows the doctrine that the Senate 
of the United States has no right to pass upon the salary of a clerk of 
a United States court without conference with the judges of that court 
he announces a doctrine that in the future the Senate will never agree 
to, and which he upon reflection himself will never advance here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if I had been instrumental at the 
instance of a subordinate, of a mere clerk of a court, in inserting apro- 
vision in an appropriation bill increasing his salary I would not criti- 
cise the chief-justice of that court if he were to come to a Senator and 
tell him that that act had been done by the clerk without the knowl- 
edge and consent of a solitary one of the judges. 

Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator call the clerk of a United States 
court a subordinate of the judges? I do not recognize that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the clerk of the Court of Claims holds at 
the will of the court. They appoint him. 

Mr. HALE. But the question of the salary which we appropriate 
for every year is a clear subject for our judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question but that we have a right to 
regulate the salary of the clerk; but why does the Senator travel out- 
side of his record and his duty to undertake to criticise the chief-jus- 
tice of the Court of Claims because I made objection to this as legisla- 
tion, when he stands representing the clerk of the Court of Claims 
here trying to get his salary increased without the knowledge or consent 
of the court, and thereby tacitly throwing upon the Court of Claims 
the responsibility of an effort to increase the salary of their clerk? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator precisely why I did what he 
calls traveling outside of what I have a right tobringup here. It was 
because it was to me an offensive thing, as it was to other Senators, for 
the chief-justice of that court to appear upon the floor under the priv- 
ilege that he has as an ex-Senator and importune and solicit Senator 
after Senator, as I believe he did the Senator from Missouri, to make 
this point. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notso. He did not. 
Mr. HALE. That was offensive to me. 
it. I never want to see that spectacle again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor do I want to see a Senator here standing and 
pleading for a subordinate of a court against the wishes of the entire 
court, taking up as a special pleader the cause of a subordinate of a 
court and trying to ride over that court to increase his salary. The 
Senator came here as the representative of that clerk for the purpose of 
getting his salary increased long before the judge of that court came 
here to tell a Senator who represents the State from which he was ap- 
pointed that that amendment had been put in without the knowledge 

or solicitation of any member of the court and at the instance of the 
clerk of the court, whose special counsel the distinguished Senator seems 
to be on this floor. 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator should get his facts right as well as his 
arguments, and the one will be as difficult as the other. I have noth- 
ing whatever personally to do with the clerk of this court. He was not 
appointed from my State. I have never seen him on the floor of the 


I want to see no more of 


Senate. I do not think he has solicited or lobbied or implored in any 
way. I have no sort of connection with him as being a constituent of 


mine or in any way connected with me. I simply voted in the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and the committee agreed, to put him on with 
the other clerks, and it is a thing that ought to have been left to the 
Senate to settle; there ought not to have been any outside interference. 

The Senator need not become excited; he need not become aroused. 
He is a man who as quickly as I would be restive if he saw any inter- 
ference with the perogatives of the Senate. We can settle this matter 
without there being any undue alarm or excitement. Let the Senate 
settle this question as it does all other things without its being besieged 
and besought by outside influences. 

I can assure the Senator that that is all I care to say about it. Ido 
not think the Senator will make a point of order on this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I never was in as good humor in my life as I am 
now I think [laughter], and that influences me to insist upon the point 
of order in order that we may get through with the bill, and that I may 
have the pleasure of going with the Senator from Maine to a conference 
committee and disposing of the business that is pressing 

Mr. HALE. I think we should dispose of it a great deal better by 
having a vote on the proposition and letting the Senate pass on it. 








Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pointof order is sustained. The 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. G.p- 
LAND] to strike out. 

Mr.GARLAND. [have moved tostrike out all after the word ‘“ pro- 
vided,’’ in line 2335, to the word “‘folio’’ in line 2380, and the question 
of order which has just been raised and which has been sustained by the 
Chair illustrates exactly the force of the motion I have made. This ix 
general legislation incorporated in an appropriation bill regulating the 
fees of all the clerks of the courts of the United States, commencing with 
the Supreme Court and going down to circuit courts and district courts 
in all the States. There may be a necessity for legislation on this mat- 
ter; the attention of Congress has been called to it for several sessions 
past; but this is not the proper place to insert this legislation. 

There are several features in these lines that are crude and undi- 
gested, that do very great injustice to the district court clerks, to the 
circuit court clerks, and to the Supreme Court clerk as well. This mat- 
ter is before the Judiciary Committee, and they expect at the next ses- 
sion to bring in a measure covering the whole subject; but I insist that 
within the spirit of the rules of this body, one of which has just now 
been applied by the President of the Senate, this is such legislation as 
should be stricken from the bill. Therefore I make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to strike out from the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
in line 2335, down to and including the word ‘‘ folio,’’ in line 2380. 

The words proposed to be stricken out were read, as follows: 

Provided, That where the same person holds the office of a clerk in both the 
circuit and district courts of — 6 district he shall be allowed by the Attorney- 
General to retain for his personal compensation of the fees received by him, after 
the payment of office expenses, the prescribed maximum for one oflice only, to 
wit, the sum of $3,500 per annum ; and this proviso shall apply in its full extent 
to the clerks of courts mentioned in section 810 of the Revised Statutes: Ani 
provided further, That the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
shall make to the Attorney-General his semi-annual report of fees and emolu- 
ments in the same manner and underthe same regulations as clerks of the other 
courts of the United States, under and in accordance with section 833 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, the maximum of whose compensation, after the payment of oflice 
expenses and other allowances granted by the Attorney-General, shall not ex- 
ceed the maximum of $3,500, and the balance of said fees and emoluments of his 
office shall be paid into the Treasury according to the provisions of section S44 
of the Revi Statutes: Provided, That the Clerk of the Supreme Court of the 
United States shall not hereafter retain of the fees and emoluments of his oflice 
for his personal compensation over and above his necessary clerk-hire and the 
incidental expenses of his office, certified to by the court or by one of its justices 
appointed by it for that purpose and to be audited and allowed by the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $6,000 a year, or exceeding 
that rate for any time less than ayear; and thesurplus of such fees and emolu- 
ments shall be paid into the Treasury as provided by law in cases of clerks of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States: And provided further, That so 
much of section 3 of the act of February 28, 1799, as relates to the compensation 
of said clerk for his attendance in court is hereby repealed: And provided further, 
That the Supreme Court is hereby authorized and empowered to prepare the 
table of fees to be charged by the clerk thereof,and until the same is thus pre- 
pared the fees therein charged for recording or copying any paper or record 
shall not exceed I4 cents per folio. 


Mr. BECK. Before that vote is taken I desire to say a word or two. 
There are great evils, I think, existing in the fees paid to court clerks, 
and especially to the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

Something having been said about clerks appearing before us, I will 
mention that I happened to be one of the sub-committee of three before 
whom the young man whose increase of salary has been ruled out ona 
point of order came. I never saw him before, but«he seemed to be a 
very respectable young man, and stated his case and the reasons why 
he should have $3,500 as well as the others; and the clerk of the su- 
preme court of the District, a very respectable old man, whose name I 
have now forgotten—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Meigs. 

Mr. BECK. Came here and showed he was getting $6,000 while he 
had one deputy getting $4,000, I think, and a lot of other deputies get- 
ting God knows how much—lI do not know that anybody knew quite 
how much; and we found that the clerk of the Supreme Court was get- 
ting fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five thousand dollars in one form or an- 
other. Whether this is proper legislation or not, the House has inserted 
it here, and we have noright to make a point of order upon it, and neither 
House has a right to criticise what the other House has done:in regard 
to questions of order. The House has presented to us a provision on a 
matter which certainly requires regulation, and for years and years this 
thing has been going on and no effort has been made that I know of to 
regulate it. If this provision is retained and some injustice is done by 
it, the judges of the Supreme Court and the judges of the other courts 
and the Judiciary Committee will see next session what the evil is, and 
it will be promptly remedied; but judging from the , unless this 
= is retained or something like it, these clerks will run on year 

y year as they are doing now. 

Here is one provision in line 2372: 

That so much of section 3 of the act of February 28, 1799, as relates to the com- 
pensation of said clerk— 

The clerk of the Supreme Court— 
for his attendance in court is hereby repealed. 

I turn to that statute, and it reads: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the com 
preme Court of the United States shall be as fi 


ion to the clerk of the Su- 
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0 per day, and for his other services, double the fees of the clerk of 
te coun, wou ot the State in which the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall be holden. 


In addition to all his fees, I sappose—I do not know, but I assume 
from the re of this—that he gets $10 a day for walking into court, 
besides all his other fees, walking from his office across the hall. The 
statement was made before us that his fees are enormously large. I 
do not see why the clerk of that court should receive more than six, 
seven, or eight thousand dollars a year, some liberal compensation for 
the services of a first-class man. This evil has been known and atten- 
tion has been called to it time and again, and the House of Represent- 
atives has in this form sought to remedy it. Unless it is done I do 
not know when a remedy will be applied. You will observe, too, that 
we allow him $6,000 a year in our amendment, and the judges of the 
Supreme Court have a right to regulate the clerk-hire he shall be al- 
lowed to have. The clause reads: 

That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States shall not hereafter 
retain of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compensation 
over and above his necessary clerk-hire and the incidental expenses of his office, 
certified to by the court or by one of its justices appointed by it for that purpose, 
and to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, 
a sum exceeding $6,000 a year, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a 
year. 

He will have ample justice, because one of the judges of his own 
court or the whole court can certify whatever he needs, and they will 
be sure to certify enough. It will bring him down to something like 
the salary of a Senator or a Cabinet officer. He will not be very seri- 
ously interfered with. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does this compensation extend only to the 
services of the chief clerk? 

Mr. BECK. To the chief clerk, with allowances such as the court 
may authorize him to pay for all the assistants he needs. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator well knows that the business 
of the Supreme Court can not be conducted by one clerk. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose it may not be conducted by less than half a 
dozen. The judges can certify whatever is necessary to pay him and 
provide for the pay of his assistants. Why should he take $10 for 
walking across the hall? Why should he get $25,000 or $30,000 a year 
for his services? Why should he not have a fixed salary like every- 
body else? Why should the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States or of a district court draw fees just as he pleases? Why should 
there not be some general regulation? If the Judiciary Committee 
have not found time to devise some means, the House of Representa- 
tives have in this provision done justice to all these men by limiting 
the fees to $3,500 a year, and when the shoe begins to pinch some of 
them, as I suppose it will, the clerk of the Supreme Court, who is 
brought down from $20,000 or $25,000 to five or six thousand dollars, 
or about a Senator’s pay, means will be found to correct any evils that 
exist. 

While this may be crude, the judiciary can modify it. If I had any 
reason to suppose that we were going to get it corrected at this session 
of Congress I would not object to having the clause stricken out; but 
that can not be done. Let us put them on the footing now proposed 
by the House, and let the Judiciary Committee next December regu- 
late it in a form that may be more satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that the Committee on Appropriations 
believed that this revision of the fees and salaries of the clerks of the 
United States courts was precisely the right thing ora permanent meas- 
ure; but the House of Representatives, under its undoubted right, find- 
ing a great abuse, finding a greivance that had been allowed to go along 
for years without interruption, saw fit to seek to arrest it and make a 
provision that is certainly liberal to everybody. 

The fees of the clerks of some of these courts are now enormous. 
They are such as nobody on examination would desire to see perpetuated. 
All that has been done by the House of Representatives, in which the 
Committee on Appropriations has joined, is to regulate the matter of 
salary. It is not revolutionary legislation; it is not overturning exist- 
ing law; it is not legislation that interferes with the body of law touch- 
ing anything else excepting the salaries which are treated in this bill 
and in other appropriation bills. 

Although it might be technically subject to the point of order if of- 
fered as an amendment in the Senate, coming in as a House provision 
it is not open to that sort of objection. It simply seeks to deal with 
salaries. It leaves the clerk of the United States Supreme Court with 
a salary of $6,000, $1,000 more than a member of Congress gets, and 
provides $3,500 for the clerks of the other courts. 

Some of the =a adverted to by the Senator from Kentucky were 
very noticeable striking as they appeared before the committee. 
It was shown that for years this had been allowed to go on until certain 
clerkships are filled with officials receiving large pay, with no jurisdic- 
tion over the matter, and going on from time to time growing and gain- 
ing until they amount to sums that nobody on a revision would seek to 
have maintained. 


All that is sought here is that this, as the Senator from Kentucky 


~ may be regulated and controlled in a reasonable degree; and if 


ttee on the Judiciary will take this up next session, as they 
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never have done yet, and provide a proper fee-table and basis for all 
these clerks, undoubtedly Congress will then gladiy accept it. 

; Mr. EDM U NDS. rhe Committee on the Judik iary at the next ses- 
sion, if it is constituted as it is now, I think I can safely say for a 
majority of its members, if not for all, will not take up anything if the 
Committee on Appropriations are to dispose of the question now. The 
Committee on Appropriations may take it up, as they doall other thi 
that apply to the administration of the Government. 

Mr. HALE. That will only leave it as it has been heretofore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the Senator is mistaken about that. No mem- 
berof the Committee on Appropriations, no other Senator, has introduced 
any resolution or bill upon this subject and sent it to us. If that had 
been done it would have been attended to. For one, I confess that 1 
never heard until this winter, and that quite recently, that there was any 
excess of fees or wrong going on, if there be any now, and there probably 
is, in respect of an excess in these two courts. Therefore, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary can not be accused of having neglected theit 
duties any more than any other Senator may be accused of neglecting 
his duty in not introducing a proposition upon this subject, upon a mat- 
ter that had not been called to his attention. That is where it stands. 

If the Committee on Appropriations are to be thought now the ap- 
propriate organ of the Senate to investigate these questions and en- 
deavor to rectify them (as a part of the appropriations of the Govern 
ment), you can do the same thing as to every other branch of the pub- 
lic service. On all the appropriation bills that we have had heretofore 
except the Post-Office appropriation bill, where we did leave legislation 
on, the Committee on Appropriations themselves have steadily and per- 
sistently, and I am very glad to say wisely, rejected everything, and 
asked us to sustain them in rejecting everything that savored of legis 
lation, as being unwise and improper on an appropriation bill. Now 
that it comes to the question of regulating the courts of the United 

States, the Committee on Appropriations have changed their ground, 
it appears, and propose to regulate that; and they say that if the regu- 
lation turns out to be unwise and improper, as it clearly will in a gfeat 
many respects, the Committee on the Judiciary afterward may correct 
it. Whyso? Why not have the Committee on Appropriations correct 
it? Certainly the Committee on the Judiciary, if the Senate say that 
is the proper jurisdiction, will not undertake to do it as it is now con- 
stituted. Of course it may not be constituted so again 

Take two or three of these things and see where you are going to land 

First, here is a provision that where the same person holds the oflice of 
clerk of both a circuit and district court of the United States he shall 
have the salary of only one of those offices. The salary of these oftices 

s $200 a year, and no more; the rest is fees, and in the cireuit and dis- 
trict courts those fees are limited by law, that they shall not exceed 
altogether $6,000, which I think is the limitation. Take the State ot 
Maine, to begin with. The clerk of the circuit and district court there 
with the amount of business done would be unable to carry on the 
business of those courts and get a pay that would support a wife and 
one child, or a wife alone, if he unfortunately has not any child. Take 
the State of New Hampshire; it would be still worse. Take the State 
of Vermont; it would be worse still, because there is very little litiga- 
tion and the fees are very small. Then you can go around to the State 
of Florida; I happen to see the Senator from Florida inmyeye. I think 
you may take the State of Georgia even; you may take the State of 
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Mississippi; you can take Arkansas; you cantake Nebraska. I am not’ 
so sure about Nebraska, because there is a good deal of litigation goin, 
on there. Take Nevada, take Oregon, take all the rural States where 


for the good of mankind and in a settled order of society litigation is 
small; you are going to provide that the clerks of these courts shall not 
get even a pittance, because this is sweeping. Take the southern dis- 
trict of the State of New York and you can make the provision very 
safely, but you must discriminate carefully, district by district and State 
by State, in order to do justice. 

The Committee on Appropriations, I have no doubt, know a great 
deal more about this business than the Committee on the Judiciary 
does, but that is the’simple fact about that one instance. ‘To be sure, 
the argument of my friend from Kentucky is, ‘‘ Never mind, let us do 
wrong just now, and the Committee on the Judiciary next year, or 
some other time, can correct it;’’ but that is not wise and just legisla 
tion. 

Now that this subject has been brought to the attention of Congress 
I am sure that Senators will feel that whoever constitute the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate at the next session of Congress should take the 
matter in hand, and systematize the matter, and correct whatever evils 
exist. As it is now, this amendment will commit immediately gross 
injustice upon people who are necessarily employed in the administra- 
tion of justice in a great many of the States of this Union. 

There is no more reason for putting such a provision on this appro- 
priation bill than there is all the other legislation that we have been 
doing. Undoubtedly the fees of the clerk of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and very likely of the supreme court of this District, 
and I dare say of the southern district of New York, even with the limi- 
tations now upon them, ought to be corrected; and the moment atten- 
tion is drawn to it and anything is sent to the Committee on the Judi- 
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ciary, Senators may be sure that the committee will do what itcan do 
to correct them by proper legislation. 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
will be adopted. If we are to be consistent of course it must be. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. From what was said the other day by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] I supposed the Committee on Ap- 
propriations was on the line of reform so far as incorporating general 
legislation in appropriation bills was concerned, because he was partic- 
ular to say to the Senate that the committee struck out everything in 
the naval appropriation bill that had the appearance of general legis- 
lation. He felt it his duty to state to the Senate that that was the 
judgment of the Committee on Appropriations respecting the legisla- 
tion on that bill. It is strange that an exception should be made in 
this case against the committee presided over by the distinguished Sen- 
ator who has just taken his seat, who is so anxious te discharge fully 
the duties of the Judiciary Committee. Surely he has pointed out 
enough difficulties already in this amendment that will come about if 
it goes through in this crude form. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck], a while ago, spoke in a very 
general way with respect to the amount of fees that these clerks re- 
ceive, but we have got no data before us, no report, no authentic state- 
ment from any quarter to show exactly what the fees are, how they are 
paid, out of what fund they are received, or anything of that kind; but 
the general declaration is made that they are excessive. 

It seems to me that this thing ought to be gone into carefully to pre- 
vent the injustice spoken of by the Senator from Vermont. I have 
heard it said that the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States 
receives from $25,000 to $30,000 a year, but I do not know where the 
proof of that lies. 

Mr. BECK. We allow him $6,000 in this bill, and he can not be 
hurt when he gets that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What does the law give him now? 

Mr. BECK. Ask the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. My information is that it is a very large sum, much 
more than any employé of the Government ought to have. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is there any law to-day that gives the clerk 
of the Supreme Court of the United States $20,000? Ifso, I want to 
know where it is. If there is such alaw let us repeal it at once. Bring 
in a bill and let us consider it by general consent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I can give the Senator a little information 
on the point he is inquiring about. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been very carefully ascertained. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will occupy the floor but a moment. 

Mr. BECK. I was about to say that I am now advised that from the 
investigation which was made in the other House it was shown that 
the clerk of the Supreme Court received last year $29,400. That is 
stated on authority. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Did that come out of the Treasury of the 
United States ? 

Mr. BECK. It comes out of the people in great part. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Florida made an inquiry and I 
was going to give the information as near as I can get it at this moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The inquiry was made elsewhere. The clerk of 
the Supreme Court, according to his own statement, received in 1880 
$36,120.17, and paid out $16,170.79, leaving him net the sum $19,949.38. 
For the year 1881 his total receipts were $44,845.80, the total expen- 
ditures $15,368.69, the net balance $29,477.71. He is the only clerk, 
I understand, whose fees are not fixed by law directly. That is cer- 
tain which can be rendered certain, the law says. By the act of May 
8, 1792, re-enacted February 28, 1799, the compensation of this clerk 
was fixed ‘‘for his attendance in court $10 per day, and for his other 
services double the fees of the clerk of the supreme court of the State 
in which the Supreme Court of the United States shall be holden.’’ 
Thereby he was referred to the courts of Maryland for his fees and allowed 
to doublethem. This is the only law I understand now warranting 
any fees whatever. Some of the fees of the clerk of the court of appeals 
of Maryland, and they are doubled in this court, are given in tablesas 
follows: Recording, &c., per folio, 8 pounds of tobacco, or 16 cents, 
now 28 cents; entering judgment, 47 pounds of tobacco, or 94 cents, 
now equal to $1.64}; and soon. There is quite a long table. Acom- 
mittee of the other House, whose duty it was, made an elaborate in- 
quiry into the matter. 

I am a much younger legislator than the Senator from Vermont, but 
I am surprised to hear him say that he only heard of this matter re- 
cently. I have heard every single year of the limited number of years 
that I have been in Congress complaints about the ill-regulated and 
extravagant fees of the clerk of the Supreme Court and the various 
offices of it, the great fees charged for copies, and the extraordinary 
salary. I believe there is but one salary in the United States that ex- 





ceeds that of the clerk of the Supreme Court, and that i 
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Mr. HAWLEY. In 1799. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It just shows this: that the business of 
the court of course has increased, and the hand of legislation has not 
been brought in to make a change corresponding with the increase of 
business. I suppose that that was a very reasonable provision when 
it was made in 1799, when there were but a few cases in the court. or 
even at a later day, and the increase of the salary has been in conse- 
quence of the great increase in the business of the Supreme Court. | 
think that when Judge Marshall was on the bench there were not more 
than thirty-two cases on the Calendar. The law of which the Senator 
from Connecticut complains, at the time of its enactment was a rea- 
sonable provision, but the business of the court has gone on and now 
there are four or five hundred cases where there were formerly thirty. 

This is surely a matter that ought to be regulated by the Judiciary 
Committee, and I think it is very far ont of the province of the Coni- 
mittee on Appropriations to undertake to do this thing. There is no 
doubt an evil here and it ought to be rectified, and the fees if excessive 
ought to be cut down; but I think it is equally as great an evil to un- 
dertake in this crude way to do it on an appropriation bill. This money 
that is spoken of is not money taken from the public Treasury; it is not 
money that the Committee on Appropriations is called upon to appro- 
priate. ' The Committee on Appropriations has nothing to do with the 
money that the clerk of the Supreme Court receives in fees. It does 
not come out of the Treasury; it is taxed against the unsiiccessful suitors 
who happen to go into court. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does not the Senator think that it 
ought to go into the Treasury? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Possibly it ought, but the business of the 
Committee on Appropriations is not to legislate money into the Treas- 
ury; it is to legislate it out, which they do very promptly. It seems 
to me that the Committee on the Judiciary ought to be intrusted with 
the reform required inthis case. I think there ought to be some change 
of the law. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to know if the question is divisible. It it 
is I should like to have a separate vote upon that part of the motion to 
strike out embraced from line 2335 to the word ‘‘statutes,”’ in line 
2344, which has relation to the clerks of the circuit and district courts. 
Iam not very well informed on this question, but I am very certain 
that in the Pacific States this provision would work a very severe hard- 
re Ameer produce very great confusion. For that reason I should like 
to have a separate vote on that question if it can be divided in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Tn the opinion of the Chair the mo- 
tion to strike out can be divided, and a separate vote can be taken on 
the part indicated by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say a few words on this amend- 
ment. I will say to the Senator from Verinont that the Committee on 
Appropriations has no desire whatever to interfere with the proper 
functions of any other committee of this body. The Committee on 
Appropriations would never have undertaken to regulate or dispose of 
this question on an appropriation bill, but we found it here coming 
from the House of Representatives, and we felt that it was a matter, 
as our attention had been called to it, that in many respects needed 
reformation. It is of no more value to the Senate that the Committee 
on Appropriations should move to strike this out than that the Senator 
from Arkansas should move to strike it out. When it is stricken out, 
as proposed here, it is still in the bill and will be the subject of con- 
ference. The real trouble in this matter is the difficulty we have with 
another body that has rules which allow this sort of legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you haveput it off all the other bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have putoff, as the Senator from Vermont very 
property says, most of the legislation we found on other appropriation 

ills; but this is a matter regulating the courts and reducing the com- 
pensation, and it seemed to be excessive in some instances, and we did 
not feel in the Committee on Appropriations that it was our particular 
duty to recommend that this provision should be stricken out. I merely 
wanted that understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is divisible, and the 
Secretary will read the part the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] 
moves to strike out. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
in line 2335, it is proposed to strike out the proviso down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘statutes,’’ in line 2344; as follows: 

Provided, That where the same person holds the office of clerk in both the 
circuit and district courts of any district, he shall be allowed by the Attorney- 
General to retain for his personal compensation of the fees received by him, 
after the payment of office expenses, the bed maximum for one office only, 
to wit, the sum of $3,500 per annum ; this proviso shall apply in its full ex- 
tent to the clerks of courts mentioned in section 1840 of the Revised Statutes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestion is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 10; 
no quorum voting. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. We may as well take the yeas and nays, and set- 
tle the question. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 29, 
nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Jackson, Sherman, 
Barrow, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Blair, Harris, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, 
Brown, Harrison, Kellogg, Walker, 
Call, Hawley, i, Windom. 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of N. Y., 
Coke, Hoar, Morrill, 
Davis of Il., Ingalls, Rollins, 

NAYS—19. 

h, Frye, Maxey, Sawyer, 
— Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Beck, Groome, Pendleton, Li, Wyck, 
Conger, I , Pugh, Vat. 
Davis of W. Va., MeDill, Ransom, 

ABSENT—23. 

rd, Farley Jonas, Platt, 
Bauer, Ferry, Lamar, Plumb, 
Camden, George, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, McPherson, Saunders, 
Cockrell, Hale, Mahone, Sewell, 
Dawes, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Fair, Johnston, Mitchell, Williams. 


So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the residue 
of the clause moved by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. BECK. Task for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The remaining proviso which it is 
aoved to strike out will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 


And provided further, That the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia shall make to the Attorney-General his semi-annual report of feesand 
emoluments in the same manner and under the same regulations as clerks of the 
other courts of the United States, under and in accordance with section 833 of the 
Revised Statutes, the maximum of whose compensation, after the payment of 
office expenses and other allowances granted by the Attorney-General, shall not 
exceed the maximum of $3,500, and the balance of said fees and emoluments of 
his office — ep into the Treasury according to the provisions of section 
$44 of the Re Statutes: Provided, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the United States shall not hereafter retain of the fees and emoluments of his 
office for his personal compensation overand above his necessary clerk-hire and 
the incidental expenses of his office, certified to by the court, or by one of its 
justices appoin by it for that purpose, and to be audited and allowed by the 
proper accounting officer of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $6,000 a year, or ex- 
pro ah that rate for — time less than a year; and the surplus of such fees and 
emolumentsshall be paid into the Treasury as provided by lawingases of clerks 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States: And provided further, That 
so much of section 3 of the act of February 28, 1799, as relates to the compensa- 
tion of said clerk for his attendance in court is hereby repealed: And provided 

rther, That the Supreme Court is hereby authorized and empowered to pre- 
pare the table of fees to be charged by the clerk thereof, and until the same is 
ne anoeges the fees therein charged for recording or copying any paper or 
record shall not exceed 14 cents per folio. 


Mr. BECK. I have the information now very accurately that the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNEs] asked me to give him, presented by 
4 committee thoroughly competent to obtain it. These are the facts: 
The clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, according to his 
own statement, received in 1880 $36,120.17, and paid out $16,170.79, 
leaving him the sum of $19,949.38. For the year 1881 his total receipts 
were $44,845.80; his total expenditures were $15,368.69, and the net 
balance of fees was $29,477.11. 


“ a DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has the Senator got the receipts for 


Mr. BECK. No, but for 1881. 


m. . DAVIS, of West Virginia. The fees were probably larger for 


Mr. BECK. The details were given as follows: 
The chargesand fees for the October term of 1880 were substantially as follows: 






Por fees in the cases...............ccsesscseseecesecseeeeeeves alia unipninienesledeesuinmdseswien 2,466 86 
en eens 00 the bar... er einiecL Guill Aissinceintiahsebteabtienbertiniieocsanesvurses 3,370 00 

salary per day. ays epreaybedes , 050 00 
For recording opinions of the court, October term, 1879............0...... 1,610 00 


37,396 86 
There were other items and perquisites in small amounts, and some of the 
above amount has not been Paid, but his gross receipts were for that term as 
stated by the clerk the sum of $36,120.17. 
The incidental expenses of his office for th October term, 1881, as stated before, 
were $15,368.69, made up as follows: 





B, Beall, deputy cleric ................cccccccececsececsesecssesmsersesneesereeeeeee $3,000 00 

IE. C. McKenney, assistant Cleric................csecvssecesssssvsesesvevsvevsvsvseneoveves 1, 800 00 
James D, Maher, assistant clerk 1,500 00 
‘Auda chek ose?) : = Ati 1,020 00 
Assistant clerk (vacancy) ..........cccccccccccscscsccsseseseveresovevecovevscsvovsvvseveccone 1,020 00 
Teen. ccsccssccaceesaceucacsonsneene 420 00 
Hs ting a scamntubccsaeenentes 2,200 00 
or postage, buckets, brooms, ice, Keo... .......ccccccseceeesereceeeees 4,408 69 


15, 368 69 

Of the last item the clerk has not furnished a bill of particulars. He says it is 
made up in copying, for which he paid at the rate of 10 cents per folio. 

same fees are taxed against the United States as against other litigants for 








priations annually made to pay clerks of courts on an account rendered by the 
clerk and certifled by the Chief-Justice. ; 

The amount paid them by the United States for several years past will appear 
by the following letter: ‘ 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First Comprro..er’s Orricr, 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1883 

Sim: In answer to your inquiry this morning I have to state that the fees 
earned from the United States by the clerks of the Supreme Court of the United 
States during the terms specified below have been allowed on the adjustment of 
their accounts at the Treasury, and the sums named have been paid 
October term, 1877 





$5, 833 22 
October term, 1878-"79........... 7,488 12 
October term, 1879-'s0 5, R39 59 
October term, 1880-"81 ................. 1,875 45 
October term, 1531-'82.. 16 46 


Very respectfully, 
WM. LAWRENCE, Comptroller 
Hon, Epwrs WILurrs, 

House of Representatives 

I desire only to say that when the House of Representatives have gone 
to the bottom of this thing and have cut down this salary to $6,000 and 
given him all the other assistance he needs, if he runs up to $15,000, it 
is time this great wrong was stopped. No mere clerk should receive 
$29,000 a year as this clerk has been getting. The Senate may strike 
it out if they like to. Here is the record of the fuet. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will detain the Senate but a very few minutes 
The years 1881 and 1882, as read by the Senator from Kentucky and a 
few moments ago by the Senator from Connecticut, are notoriously, so 
far as litigation in the Supreme Court is concerned, exceptional years. 
Any one who is familiar with the reports of the decisions of that court 
or who will examine the three volumes covering those two years will see 
that it was a time when the large bond cases and railroad cases were 
litigated there, and theamounts of money paid into the court were much 
larger than in previous years. 

A good deal has been said here that is not proper to be said, but I 
have made some examination in the clerk’s oflice of that court, and I 
am assured by the very best of evidence that can be secured that when 
the revenues of that office for 1882 are accounted for they will go but 
very little more than half above those of 1881, which seems to be the 
largest year. Injustice is done this office because you have taken now 
as your guide those two exceptional years. I wish the Senate would 
bear that in mind. 

I am perfectly willing that the clerk of the Supreme Court shall have 
a fair and honorable compensation, a good compensation, for I never 
did believe in a cheap compensation for anything or for anybody. A 
cheap doctor is the way to the grave; a cheap lawyer is the way to the 
gallows; a cheap anything is not worth having. 

The Senate is called upon to strike out the fee of this clerk of $10 for 
attending the court, an allowance that he has had for years and years, 
not for dancing attendance across the hall, as the Senator from Kentucky 
says, but he must absolutely be there at the right hand of the judges 
through their entire sitting to attend to them. The Senate will bear 
in mind that it is not proposed to give him the fee of a marshal or of a 
janitor of a building, but to strike out this $10 a day and leave him 
nothing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But by the amendment of the com- 
mittee we allow him $6,000 a year. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam speaking of the attendance. Six thousand 
dollars a year is a mere pittance. 

Mr. BECK. That isa thousand dollars more than a Senator gets. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is$1,000 more than a Senator gets, and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky instead of performing the duties of that office would 
rather split rails at 75 cents a hundred. Talk about $5,000 being ade- 
quate compensation for a member of Congress! I do not consider that 
it is one-half the compensation that should be paid. 

Mr. BECK. The judges of the district courts all over the country 
generally get only $3,500. 

Mr. GARLAND. That istrue. I would rather do the labor ofa 
judge of a district court than to do the labor of this clerk, so far as the 
labor is concerned. I know what I am talking about when Lam speak 
ing of this matter. But that is notall. You absolutely turn the Su- 
preme Court by a provision here into an auditing office to go over the 
accounts of the clerk and certify them. That is a matter that is un- 
heard of. It isan innovation that is illegitimate andimproper. It does 
not belong to this legislation. I ask the Senate to stop and reflect. I 
think the clerk of the Supreme Court should have a good compensation 
I do not think $6,000 is enough. Weare putting aninnovation in here 
at this late hour of the day that is unheard of so far as this court has 
been conducted, now for a hundred years almost. I ask the Senate to 
pause before they do this thing. Let the fees not only of this clerk but 
of all other clerks belonging to the judicial establishment of the coun 
try be regulated by proper legislation, and for one I will take a hand 
very cheerfully in doing that, but I ask the Senate not to leave this 
provision upon this appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to strike out the 


| proviso, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
like services, and are paid by the Treasurer of the United States from the appro- | 


The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll 
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Mr. PUGH (when Mr. JoNAS’s name was called). I wish to state 
that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
16, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Harris, Slater, 
Barrow, Davis of I1l., Hoar, Vest, 
Brown, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Call, Garland, Kellogg, Walker. 

NAYS—26. 

Allison, Gorman, Maxey, Rollins, 
Beck, Groome, Miller of N, Y., Sawyer, 
Blair, Hawley, Morgan, Vance 
Coke, Jackson, Pendleton, Van Wyck. 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Windon, 
Davis of W. Va., Lamar, Pugh, 
Frye, Lapham, Ransom, 

ABSENT—i. 
Aldrich, Ferry, Jonas, Platt, 
Bayard, George, Logan, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Grover, MeDill, Saunders, 
Camden, Hale, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mahone, Tabor, 
Dawes, Hill, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Fair, Ingalls, Mitchell, 
Farley, Johnston, Morrill, 


So the motion to strike out was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The provisos just voted upon re- 
maining in the bill and the former proviso having been stricken out, it 
will be necessary to change the words ‘‘and provided further,’’ in line 
2344, so as to read ‘‘ provided.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that change will be made. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer a single amendment at the end of the 
bill which I submitted to-day to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I think it will not be objectionable. I offer it at 
the request of a member of the House of Representatives, because there 
was an omission. As I understand, the assistants or messengers of the 
committees in the House of Representatives, except the Ways and 
Means Committee, and the Committee on Appropriations, are detailed 
from the staff of the Doorkeeper, and they draw regularly $1,400 per 
annum. The Ways and Means Committee and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations each select their own messenger and he gets only $1,000. 
There was $200 additional compensation put in the appropriation bill 
by the House for the messenger to the Committee on Appropriations, 
but by some oversight or mistake they failed to put in a like amount 
for the assistant to the Committee of Ways and Means. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means met about the middle of November, as I under- 
stand, to consider the tariff bill, and they were in session a good length 
of time before Congress met. Then the assistant was here all that time 
employed by them all day and occasionally at night, and he had toin- 
cur considerable additional expense. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that I will 
consent as far as I have any power that the provision he wishes to move 
may go in with the understanding that it shall meet the approval of 
the House Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not desire it unless it does. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that it is an omission which they in- 
tended to correct. 

Mr. BROWN. That is what I am informed. If it does not meet 
their approval, of course I shall expect the conference committee to 
strike it out, but if they strike it out they ought to strike out theother 
clause relating to the pay of the assistant clerk of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI suggest that it be put in as an amendment to that 
paragraph. 


Mr. BROWN. Very well. I move to amend the last paragraph of 
the bill by adding: 


And to pay John R. bere being the difference between his salary at $1,000 
and that of a messenger at $1,200 per annum, from July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1883, 
$200, the same to be immediately available. But this appropriation shall not be 
construed as an increase of said salary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I now desire to offer the amendment of which I 
gave notice when the clause of the bill was reached in the reading. In 
line 89 I move to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two”’ before ‘ hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


The post-office at Brooklyn, New York: For continuation, $200,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. veg § 

Mr. LAPHAM. Let mestate the facts, Mr. President. A large num- 


ber of bills for the erection of public buildings were passed at the first 
session of this Congress. Among them was one for a post-office or a 








public building at Brooklyn, at a cost of $800,000. Only $300,000 of 
that was included in this bill last year. At the same time, at the city 
of Rochester, a building to cost $300,000 was provided for, and $200,000 
of that amount was appropriated. This bill contains $70,000 more for 
that building. At the same time a building at the city of Syracuse was 
authorized at $200,000; $100,000 was appropriated for that, and now 
$70,000 more is added. Therefore this proportion of $200,000 to the 
whole sum does not make it at all equal to what has been already ap- 
propriated for the other public buildings which were authorized by the 
same Congress. Rochester has had two-thirds of its appropriation: 
Syracuse has had more than two-thirds of its appropriation; and this 
appropriation will amount to only $100,000 more than one-half of 
what was provided for in the bill originally. 

The sum of $500,000, $300,000 appropriated last year and $200,000 
which I propose,to have appropriated now, are necessary to enable the 
authorities of the city of Brooklyn to purchase the site and lay the 
foundation for the building which they are to erect. With the sum of 
$100,000 only added, it will be impossible for them to do it. I am told 
that the Committeeon Appropriations declined, upon the application of 
the authorities from Brooklyn, to insert $200,000 for the reason that 
they were paying a larger sum for the site of the building than ought to 
be paid. Upon that subject I beg to refer Senators for one moment to 
two or three or more cases which bear a strong analogy to the case of 
Brooklyn andshow a very strong contrast to what it is claimed Brook- 
lyn should do with reference to the purchase of the site. 

In the city of Cincinnati, in Ohio, the site for the public building cost 
$708,036.60, and there has been expended on the building already 
$4,717,454, and in this very bill $250,000 more is provided for the build- 
ing at Cincinnati. Brooklyn has a population double that of Cincin- 
nati. Brooklyn is the third city in the United States in population, 
and therefore I submit is entitled to better consideration than has heen 
given to it by the committee in this respect. 

Let me take anothercase. The site of the public building in Boston, 
Massachusetts, cost $1,329,095.84. There has already been expended 
upon it $5,729,295, and in this very bill $100,000 more is appropriated. 
Yet Brooklyn has a population of 200,000 more than the city of Boston. 

Let me take another case. The site of the public building in the 
city of Baltimore cost $550,000. There have been expended upon that 
already, up to the Ist of September last, $1,054,000, and in this very 
bill $125,000 additior.al appropriation is given to Baltimore. The pop- 
wation of Baltimore is a little more than one-half that of Brooklyn. 

Take the case of Philadelphia. The site of the public building in 
that city cost $1,490,200. There have been expended upon that build- 
ing $5,650,000, and in this very bill the Committee on Appropriations 
give them $400,000 more. Philadelphia is the only city in the list to 
which I have referred that has a population exceeding that of the city 
of Brooklyn. 

I repeat, the city of Brooklyn is the third city in the United States. 
It has been asking for the past thirteen years for provision to be made 
for a public building in that city by the Government of the United 
States. At the last session of this Congress it secured the passage of a 
bill, but only $300,000 were appropriated in the sundry civil act to- 
ward the construction of the building, and they want $200,000 more 
to enable them to purchase the site and lay the foundation. I trust 
that the Senate will consent to appropriate the sum asked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lraise a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I want to say a word before the point of order is raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is certainly not in order. 

Mr. BECK. This is a provision above all others that I desire tocall 
attention to as renewing the old bad m of going on without esti- 
mates and defying thelaw. On thetwelfth day of July, 1882, Congress 
passed the following bill: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable build- 
ing, with vaults therein, for the accommodation of the ee 


internal-revenue offices, and other Government ne at the city of } 
State of New York. T specifications, and estimates for said build- 


according to law, and shal! not ex- 
the sum of $800,000. 


There is a peremptory order of Congress putting that limitation upon 
it. They desire now to get $200,000 eesti addition to the $300,000 
given them last year to — for a site, and they avowed to us that it 
will cost a million and a half, and they will not pledge themselves to 
build it for that. There has been no , ho estimate, no suggestion 
made that they intend to build it for ,000. In the face of the fact 
that the total cost was limited by law to $800,000, it is proposed to spend 
$500,000 for the site, with an admission that $1,000,000 will not more 
than build it. The Architect of the tells us that he does not 


tap chal be casttonsty oniieaall 
ceed for the site and building com: 


pretend to say it will be built for less than $1,500,000. Isay we ought 
to this here and now. I would rather strike out the $100,000 
given by the House than add any more to it If the anthorities ofthe 
city of and gentlemen represen t great come 
jon hand want a building costing #2,000,000 and sub t plans and 
estimates, the necessity for it in that great city, I would vote 


ly than I would vote $100,000 in defiance of 


$2,000,000 more 





NMR TI 


RNR Ts 


1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





3001 





the law we have pe. until they do conform to the law and give us 
some assurance t we are not going back to the old system under 
which the New York post-office and the Boston post-office and a dozen 
other buildings were erected. We have in the last six years carefully 
and steadily sought to put down and have passed a law to prevent the 
repetition of these things. The chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, who I see before me, has been very careful when- 
ever the thing*was brought to him to see to it that everything was done 
before the appropriation was made. I do not propose that the city of 
Brooklyn shall come in now and defy our authority. 

Mr. GROOME. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is raised. Is this 
amendment recommended by a standing committee ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I can not say that it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. GROOME. Before the point of order is passed on, I should like 
to say one word. An allusion has been made to the public building 
in Baltimore of such a character as to indicate that that building has 
cost more than was originally intended. The original appropriation of 
$550,000 about which the Senator from New York spoke was made 
expressly for the purpose of purchasing the site and it was contemplated 
that the building would cost largely more. Nothing has transpired as 
yet to indicate that that building will cost more than was originally 


expected. ' 

Mr. LAPHAM. I donot see how the point of order can lie against this 
amendment. We at the last session of this Congress a bill au- 
thorizing the erection of a public building in Brooklyn to cost the sum 
of $800,000. That was the estimate. It does not need the estimate of 
any committee. I am not asking any appropriation beyond what is 
provided in the act itself. It will be time for the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky to visit his anathemas upon Brooklyn and upon us 
when we ask for more money than is named in the law authorizing the 
erection of this building. We are only asking now for five of the eight 
hundred thousand dollars. When we come to the doors of Congress and 
ask for more than is named in the act I shall expect to hear the Senator 
from Kentucky, who seems to delight as much in denunciation as in 
anything else. He says upon this floor to us what he pleases with re- 
spect to the application, but while weare within the sum named in the 
act which authorized the building, I submit that neither he nor any 
other Senator has just cause of complaint, and I submit with great re- 

t that this point of order can not be raised against a proposition to 
include in the sundry civil bill an appropriation within the sam named 
in the public act for the erection of this building in the city of Brooklyn. 
It is not a case that requires any estimate of a committee. We have 
the estimate of Congress and the solemn act of Congress upon the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, is this subject disposed of ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; a point of order is raised. 
There is an existing law providing that a public building shall be built 
at Brooklyn costing $800,000. The Chair thinks the amendment is in 
order, because it is to carry out the provisions of that existing law, to 
say how much shall be appropriated this year, and it is for the Senate 
to say whether the appropriation shall be made or not. The question 
is on striking out ‘‘one’’ and inserting ‘‘two’’ in line 89. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Laruam]. 

Mr. LAPHAM called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is a public building authorized with a limited 
expenditure of $800,000, and this amendment of the Senator from New 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 


Aldrich, Davis of [l., Hoar, Mitchell! 
Anthony, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Morrill.’ 
Blair, Frye, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Call, Garland, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mahone, Vest, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Windom. 
NAYS—21. 

Allison, Davis of W. Va., Maxey, Vance, 
Barrow, Groome, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Bayard, Harris, Pendleton, Walker 
Beck, Harrison, Plumb, 
Brown, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Coke, McDill, Slater, 

ABSENT—31. 
Butler, George, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Logan, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hale, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Dawes, Hampton, McPherson, Tabor, 
Fair, Jackson, Miller of Cal Van Wyck, 
Farley, Johnston, Platt, Williams 
Ferry, Jonas, Pugh, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam authorized and instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to offer the fol 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of line 2474, on page 101: 

To enable the Acting Secretary of the Senate to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate borne on the annual and session rolls on the 3d day of March, 1883, 
one month’s extra pay at the rate of compensation then paid them by law, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand there are a few em 
ployés here who are not on any roll, and that this provides for all th 
employés, whether on the roll or not. I understand there area few em 
ployés about the Senate who are on neither of the rolls, that are paid a 
per diem, and it is intended to cover all, as I understand 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough to state the question 
again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of line 2474 it is moved to 
insert: 

To enable the Acting Secretary of the Senate to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate borne onthe annual and session rolls on the 3d day of March, 1483, 
one month’s extra pay at the rate of compensation then paid them by law, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word. The employés of the Sen 
ate are paid for the session as for four months under existing law, and 
I desire to test the sense of the Senate upon this amendment, because if 
it is the sense of the Senate that we shall pay this additional month's 
salary, I desire for one to know what it means. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is intended to pay all, not only 
the session employés but the annual employés also, I understand. It is 
thirteen months’ pay in some cases for one year’s service. 

Mr. GARLAND. Do I understand the Senator from Iowa to say that 
if this amendment prevails there will be two months’ pay added to our 
employés? 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the appropriation for employés of the Senate 
and the House a long session is reckoned at seven months and a short 
session at four months. A month’s extra pay of course gives all the 








York is intended to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to buy a site 
that shall cost $500,000. 
Mr. LAPHAM. That is a mistake. 


employés of both Houses five months’ pay for this session. 


| Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And thirteen months for the year. 


| Mr. CONGER. I do not think that isinany permanentlaw. That 
Mr. ALLISON. I happen to know what the object of these people | 


was for one year. Why should it be claimed now to defeat this that it 


is about this building. They came before the committee and wanted | was a permanent law? I think it can not be a permanent law. 


us to increase the appropriation for the very purpose of paying $400,000 
or $500,000 for a site pen 

Mr. LAPHAM. “ Four hundred thousand dollars or five hundred 
thousand dollars” is not five hundred thousand dollars. They want this 
sum in order to purchase a site and erect the foundations of this structure 
during the coming season. That is what they are wauting it for, and 
they are acting in good faith. Why this prejudice should exist against 
carrying out an act of this Congress passed at the last session, I am un- 
able to comprehend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And from the Committee on Appropriations too. 


Mr. LAPHAM. [From any committee, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations or any other committee. I can not fathom it; I donot see why 


ie feeling as this should exist in respect to the measure. 
bn Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I paired, reserving the right to make a quorum. 





IN (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 


Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to understand this question and J 
ask the attention of the Senator from Iowa. He hasmadeastatement 
which I do not understand. Is it held by the existing law that all the 
Senate employés receive a month’s extra pay for this session and a 
similar time extra for a long session without any additional legislation 
upon the subject? If that is the case, it is the first time I have ever 
heard of it. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is impossible that such a law can apply to the 
annual officers. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not appiy of course to the annual officers 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why should it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are paid perannum. They can not be paid 
for thirteen months in one year. Iam speaking only of the session 
employés. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I sympathize with the Senator from Iowa in his 
desire to see this matter fixed so as to do the best that can be done. 1 
| take it we shall do pretty much what we have done heretofore. The 
| House generally has its way and bullies us out of ours. I know it has 
| been so for the last three years, that they have made us yield to their 
| arrangement and provision for their employés and made us yield our 
| wish in regard to our own. 








3502 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 1, 





Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does not my friend think that if the 
House pays for five months the Senate ought also to do it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; and I should be to see the conference 
committee take that ground, and I do not w but that my friend 
from West Virginia will be a member of it—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, no; but if I were I should in- 
sist on the Senate employés having the same pay as the House employés. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should be glad to think that would be insisted 

on and adhered to when you get into conference better than my expe- 
rience in the past shows that it has been. I should be glad the 
Senate conferees, whoever they may be, would feel instructed to stand 
by the sense and wishes of the Senate with one-half the pertinacity the 
Representatives of the House do, and then we should have justice done 
to our employés. 
’ Mr. BECK. I desire to state to the Senator from Indiana the mis- 
take that was made last year, if we are going into this little private mat- 
ter now. Out of excessive courtesy to the House the Senate failed to 
strike out the House provision for their employés last year; and when 
we placed our own on the same footing with theirs, they refused to 
agree to our provision, and therefore retained their own. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iremember it perfectly. 

Mr. BECK. We have not beenso polite this year, but have stricken 
out their provision, so that if we agree to this they will have a chance 
to agree with us; and whether this passes or not our employés will be 
treated as well as theirs, or neither will get anything extra. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think there is perhaps a shadow 
of justice in allowing additional compensation to those employés who 
are borne upon the session-rolls and are paid simply for the time that 
the Senate is sitting here. They have of course to make their 9 
rations to depart, and there is some necessary consumption of time 
fore they can resume their other avocations. But with to those 
who are borne upon the rolls at an annual salary, I do not think that 
there is the slightest excuse for this additional compensation. At the 
expiration of this session of the Senate which expires on the 3d of March 
they will draw their annual compensation for nine months, until Con- 
gress meets in December, without rendering any other public service 
whatever. They will have the emoluments of their office and will be 
masters of their own time, toemploy itas they see fit. I can see no rea- 
son that would not apply to every other officer of the Government. If 
the employés who are borne upon the rolls at an annual salary should 
have a month’s additional compensation, I do not see why we should 
not, nor do I see why the President should not and every other officer 
of the Government. There is no reason in it; there is no justice in it; 
and I should regret very much to have the Senate agree to what I con- 
ceive to be a very vicious and unjust precedent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have the law to which I alluded a while ago. 

And wherever the words “during the session" occur in the foregoing they 
shall be constred to mean four months. 


That covers the employés of both House and Senate; I mean session 


employés. 
Mr. HARRIS. Is that an appropriation bill or a general law ? 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the appropriation bill passed last year, which 


covers the present fiscal year and applies to this short session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the general legislation on appropriation bills 
that is forever permanent. That is all. 

Mr. INGALLS. So that employés of the Senate who are paid for 
the session will receive their compensation to the 4th day of April; and 
if we pass this amendment that is now here they will be paid to the 
4th day of May, which will be two months’ compensation without ren- 
dering any service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Ex 

Mr. CONGER. I do not want any misunderstanding. This law 
says: 

nd wherever the words “du session” rin fi \ 
shall be construed to mean four —- - ger oe ey 
That is in this bill, one appropriation bill. 
Mr. INGALLS. That appropriation expires on the 30th of June, 
1833. 
Mr. CONGER. Yes; I thought it was in the appropriation of that 
year, and I said so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That covers the present case. 

Mr. INGALLS. It covers the current year until the 30th of June. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know what appropriation this is. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the act of last session. 

Mr. CONGER. It only applies to the appropriation of that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan a 
question for information. Does he intend to give these employés two 
months’ extra pay or one? 

Mr. CONG One. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is very easy to frame the amendment so 
that there shall be no mistake about it. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 





The taken, there were on a divison—a: 5 
Logg rh gs = es 12, noes 15. 


ak MUNDS. No quorum. 

RESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. CONGER. _I desire to say, in regard to the pay ofemployés and 
clerks of the two Houses, there is no word about ‘‘session”’ in Tegard 
to their paymentin thisappropriation bill. are to be paid so much 
per month. The word ‘‘session”’ is used in the law of last year for some 
purpose, but there is nothing in it in reference to the length of time or 
Mair DAVIS, of West Virginia, T suggest 

q , of West Virginia. to the Senator if there j 
any doubt about it it could beeasily made definite, as the Senator ci 
Vermont has said. I do not want toamend theamendment, but it can 
be made definite. any ve admits that the employés ought to have 
one month’s extra pay, I understand, except those on the annual roll. 
I ——_ there is no Senator here who does not wish that done. 

. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was endeavoring to see if 
there was a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The shortest way is to have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONGER. If the conference committee understand that there 
shall be a month’s extra service and it is included in either provision 
that is all I care for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays have been called for on the 
amendment. That is the shortest way to get a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me very clear that this amendment ought 
to be adopted. There can be no question but that it provides for one 
month’s pay. Suppose oy bill of last year had said this 
session should be construed to four months and the employ(s 
should receive four month’s pay, would not this amendment to this 
bill happening at this time avoid it and prescribe the law and insure 
them one month’s compensation? There can be no question about that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Secretary read the amend- 
ment again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Acting read the amendment of Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It includes the session and annual 
employés. ; ‘ 

Mr. BROWN. I move to amend it by saying instead of one month's 
pay, ‘‘one month only of extra pay.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that he sim- 
ply provide that the session employés shall be paid until the 4th day 
of April, 1883. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to that. 
want to give one month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Confine it to special and session employés. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Will the Senator from Georgia be 
good enough to ify his amendment? 

Mr. BROWN. The amendment I offer is, after ‘‘one month,’’ to 
insert the words “‘ only of;’’ so as to read: 

One month only of extra pay. 

Mr. VANCE. I accept that amendment. 
one month’s extra pay. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
accepts the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, so as to read ‘‘one 
month only of extra pay.’’ Shall the yeas and nays be called ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must have them to get a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Chair has counted and dis- 
covered that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be better to say that these employés shall 
be paid until the 5th day of April, 1883; I mean those not borne on thie 
annual roll? _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. *The Senator can put that on by way 
of proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the amendment at thedesk as it now s‘ands. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


To enable the Acting of the Senate to pay the officers and employ(s 
of the Senate borne on the annual and session valibee the 3d day of March, 1883, 
one month only of extra pay, at the rate of compesation then paid them by law, 
which sum shall be immediately available. 

Mr. INGALLS. That includes the annual clerks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thata tly includes the annual clerks, and 


I understand we only 


The object is to secure 


if this existing law now des for it, for aught I see it will make a 

double pay for that month, and whether the Senate wants to do that 

ea do not know. The Committee on Appropriations ought to 
Ww. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the Senate wants. 
Mr. VEST. Does this legislation apply to all the officers of the Sen- 


ate, those who draw annual salaries as well as the session employ¢s ? 

The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be read. 

The oT Tee” the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. If you insert the word ‘‘not”’ before ‘‘borne,’’ 
and strike out the word “‘session,’’ you would include those whom 
you wish to pay. 


Mr. - Does that then to the Secretary of the Senate, to 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and ail the other officers who are paid annually? 














1883. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would not like to answer 
the question. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations prob- 
ably cau answer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the t-at-Arms and our Acting 
Secretary and all our other friends here have annual salaries, and they 
are officers and employés of the Senate, and of course would be covered 
west. A 

Mr. . And so they would receive a month’s extra salary ? 

Mr. ALLISON. According to the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. VEST. It does not apply to Senators. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe we are not officers of the Senate. [Laugh- 
ter. 

‘he VEST. I have all my life detested the character of a small 
economist. In all the legislative bodies I have ever served in I have 
voted, I believe, for the amount of compensation I could con- 
sistently with my conscience vote for; but if we employ officers and 
they understand what they are doing, where is the necessity, where is 
the principle, where is the justice of our voting one month’s extra pay 
to them? The whole thing is wrong, and we are juggling with each 
other when we undertake to do it. 

I have the kindest feelings for the employés of the Senate. I should 
like, personally, to make them a donation out of my personal and pri- 
vate fortune, if I had any, but not having it I am not able to do so. 
But why should we continue this sort of thing? Here are gentlemen 
who are very anxious to receive these positions knowing what they are 
to receive by the year, knowing what they are to receive by the month, 
and for a single position there are generally about a thousand appli- 
cants or a hundred at least; and still, after all the scramble to get these 
places, at the end of every session we are asked to vote for one month’s 
extra pay. Weshould either vote larger salaries or we should stop 
this sort of thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment as I have written 
it in pencil on the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. 
soas to make it read : 

To enable the Acting Secretary of the Senate to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate not borne on the annual rolls on the 3d day of March, 1883, one 
month only of extra pay at the rate of compensation then paid them by law, 
which sum shall be immediately available. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. After line 348, on page 15, I move to insert: 

For a light-house at Volusia Bar, $5,000. 


I hope the chairman of the committee will make no objection to this. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of orderontheamendment. Itis 
not estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Will the chairman state the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. The point of order is that it is not estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. I hold in my hand, which has been submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations, the recommendation of the Treasury De- 
partment for that specific appropriation and the estimate for it. 

z MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7637) 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and for those 
certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accord- 
ance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from 
permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; and it 

as thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7679) to establish certain post- 
routes, reported it with amendments. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
a ALLISON. [ask that the deficiency bill be laid before the Sen- 


The bill (H. R. 7637) appropriations to supply deficienci 
pply deficiencies 
in the forthe tent aap a 30, 1883, and for prior 
and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 
in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, here- 


It will be reported. 
It is proposed to amend the amendment 


z 





tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isitin order to read that bill the second time 
without unanimous consent to-day ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not make any objection. 1 merely wanted 
to know what the law was. There may be some other bill that it will 
be worth while to know about. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read the second 
time and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. GARLAND and Mr. SLATER submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
_ R ‘ i " 4 2 . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] is entitled to the floor on his amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I hold in my hand the estimate of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the recommendation for this work which was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I send it to the Secretary to be read, and 
also the recommendation of the Light-House Board. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice oF THE Liacutr-HovusEe BoaArRp, 
Washington, April 20, 1882. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of April 19, inclosing a letter from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, dated April 18, forwarding a 
number of bills forthe opinion of the board, and among them HL. R. bill No. 4796, 
to authorize the establishment of certain lights on Saint John’s River, Florida, 
I have to say that the board finds itself unable to recommend its passage. 

The board is of the opinion thatif its jurisdiction was extended over the Saint 
John’s River, as it now is over several of the largest Western rivers, that it 
could furnish all the lights needed in this river at a less sum than would be re 
quired to establish the permanent structures contemplated in this bill. ? 

The board begs leave to suggest that the desired result could be better at- 
tained by passing a bill providing for the extension of its jurisdiction over the 
river for the establishment of such lights, day-beacons, and buoys as may be nec- 
essary for the use of vessels navigating that stream; that the board be author- 
ized to lease the necessary ground for all such lights and beacons as are used to 
point out changeable channels, and which, in consequence, can not be made 
permanent, and that $10,000 be appropriated for this work. 

Very respectfully, 
: GEO. DEWEY, 
Commander, U. S. N., Naval Secretary 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatis the date of that letter? 

The ACTING SECRETARY. April 20, 1882. 

Mr. CALL. Read the other letter. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1883. 

Str: Respectfully referring to a letter of the 2d instant from Mr. W. B. Watson, 
of Jacksonville, Florida, forwarded by you to this Department, with request for 
information in regard to the necessity for the establishment of alighton Volusia 
Bar, Saint John’s River, Florida, I havethe honor to transmit herewith acopy 
of a letter of the Light-House Board, dated the 17th instant, stating that the dis- 
trict officers have made reports strongly in favor of the desirability of a light on 
said bar, the estimated cost of the same being $5,000. 

Very respectfully, 
H. F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary. 

Hon, Wiikrxson CALL, United States Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
for this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sense of the rule. 

Mr.CALL. If the Chair so decides, I suppose I must submit; but 
here isa letter of the Treasury Department referring to the Light-House 
Board particularly this light on Volusia Bar with the report of the board 
for $5,000 and the recommendation of the Secretary. He says that he 
recommends—he expressly uses the word ‘‘recommends’’—and he says 
the cost will be $5,000. Why that is not an estimate I can not conceive. 
It has been referred to the Light-House Board, the true authority, and 
itis only one of half adozen. Every yearsince I have been here I have 
made this same application and sent in the same amendment to the bill, 
referring it to the Committee on Appropriations, and obtained the same 
recommendation from the Secretary of the Treasury; and yet I am told 
that this isnot an estimate and the committee have refused to consider it. 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. em 

Mr. ALLISON. Of the seven light-houses provided for in this bill 
two are on the coast of Florida. I do not think the Senator from 
Florida has very much cause for complaint. 

Mr. CALL. Havel aright to say anything? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempove. The Senator from Florida has the 


I renew the point of order. There is no estimate 


This is not an estimate within the 


floor. 
Mr. CALL. Then, sir, I wish to say that as for the two light-houses 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations refers to, they are of 


no consequence whatever to the people of Florida. They belong to the 
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foreign and coastwise commerce of this country, and do not in any re- 
spect concern the interests of the people of Florida; but the Saint John’s 
River has upon it more trade and travel and commerce than any river 
in this country except the Ohio and the Mississippi. 

I have a letter here from General Sandford, a prominent citizen of 
New England, now living in Florida, who calls attention to the fact that 
more than 100,000 people, largely from the North—from the Senator’s 
own State—travel on that river nightandday. More than thirty steam- 
ers constantly travel upon the Saint John’s River; and when the little 
sum of $5,000 is asked for, and recommended by the Light-House Board, 
sent to me by the Secretary of the Treasury with the recommendation, 
and stating the estimate to be approved of $5,000, I am told it is not an 
estimate in the sense of the rule. The rule says: 

Proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of one of the Departments. 

I think that is as full a compliance with the rule as can be obtained. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, is not justified by the interests of the public service 
or the fulfillment of the public trust committed to him as chairman of 
a committee of this body in raising this point of order. - There is neither 
propriety nor reason in the point of order. It is stated to be that there 
is no estimate for this little appropriation of $5,000 by the head of a 
Department. The fhets will decide. The Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury sends, in reply to a request from me as Senator for an estimate 
and a recommendation to go before the committee, an official letter to 
me as a Senator, stating that the Light-House Board recommends this 
appropriation, and estimates the cost at $5,000. This is said to bea 
personal or private correspondence, although it concerns an estimate 
tor a public purpose and a recommendation for a committee, andis from 
a public official, a head of a Department, and addressed to me offi- 
cially asa Senator. Further, he incloses a letter addressed to the chair- 
man of a committee of this Congress, making both an estimate and a 
recommendation. Still the Senator from Iowa insists it is not an esti- 
mate, although the inclosure is addressed to Congress, and in express 
words is both a recommendation and estimate. He must claim that it 
is not an estimate because it is not in the Book of Estimates made in 
the beginning of the session. Nothing can be an estimate which is not 
in a book prepared and sent to Congress at a particular time; that is, 
although it is in fact and in words an estimate, and made for the pur- 
poses of an estimate, and has all the qualities of an estimate, and satis- 
ties all the ends and objects of the rule, it fails to be an estimate unless 
made on a particular day and sent to these Treasury lords, not by such 
an inferior person as an ordinary Senator, but a special messenger. If 
the committee applied this new reasoning to every one imperatively 
they would have very many of the items of this bill stricken out. 

The point of order is based on the proposition that although the sub- 
ject of the amendment has received the consideration of the head of the 
Department and the cost been reckoned and a statement made for the 
purpose of being placed before Congress by the Department, yet it 
loses all these qualities and fails to perform these ends if it is transmit- 
ted to or through a Senator or sent as an inclosure in a letter to him. 
I shall notdo more than state these propositions which are gravely and 
frequently stated by the committee to sustain points of order. They 
need no reply. 

An estimate by a head of a Department is a consideration of a subject 
and of its probable cost and a statement of the same. If these facts exist 
it is an estimate by a head of a Department, and meets both the letter 
and objects of the rule, whether borne on a silver salver to the aristo- 
cratic gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee or sent in a letter to 
a plain and ordinary Senator. 

The peered I a tenet recommended to both the last Con- 
gresses by the Light-House and the Treasury Department, and 
the official letters to this effect have been before the committee = are 
now here before the Senate. But, Mr. President, for four years I have 
sought in vain to reach the deaf ears of the committee with some con- 
siderations touching the public service in connection with this great 
river. I have received neither consideration nor attention. I can only 
protest against it, and condemn this indifference to the public interest 
and this danger to the lives and property of the people of all parts of 
the United States who every year travel on this noble river. 

More than 100,000 people are borne on this great river every year. 
Thirty steamboats are constantly borne on it, from ships of magnificent 
dimensions and of great value to small launches. More than $10,000,000 
of property annually passes over it, yet the committee can not see the 
public interest for giving $5,000 for lights upon it. Yet if we look into 
the bill which they have reported we shall find a great many items 
which might well be diminished enough to make more than fifty times 
the amount necessary for thoroughly lighting this river. Among these 
items are $10,000 for an exhibit of the United States Fish Commission 
in London in May, 1883; to take part in electrical iments at Paris, 
$12,500; for protection of sea-otter hunti for the benefit 
of a monopoly, and seal-fisheries in Alaska, $25,000, and other items 
for this purpose, making $41,000 which the committee appropriate for 
the protection of the sea-otter as against $5,000 refased for the 
tion of a hundred thousand human and ten millions of dollars of 
property. 

For scientific observation in the Arctic seas, $33,000. 








For surveys and gaugings Mississippi River and tributaries, $150,000. 

To pay Potomac Steamboat Company damages caused by neglect of 
United States naval officers in running down the Excelsior in Hampton 
Roads, $19,000. 

Furniture for new quarters of Navy Department, $30,000. 

For improving Capitol 4 , 000. 

For payment of Cherokee Indian claims, about $700,000. 

For propagating cod, mackerel, and striped bass, lobsters, and other 
useful marine animals, in Massachusetts, $25,000. 

For que at Washington, $30,000. 

For Fish Commission, in all, about $131,000. 

To buy Rochambeau papers, , 000. 

To buy records and briefs of late Matthew H. Carpenter, $8,000. 

I have not sought to arraign the committee for these lavish appro- 
priations, but I think in view of their vast and profuse expenditures 
they might have strained a fastidious conscience so as not to raise a tech- 
nical point of order on $5,000 for the protection of lives and property on 
the Saint John’s River, Florida, when they are so largely Northern 
lives and northern property. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair this is 
merely a correspondence on this subject, and not an estimate with a 
view of recommending an appropriation. It isa correspondence on that 
subject. Did the Senator from Florida appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? 

Mr. CALL. I will not appeal, though I think it is like the general 
conduct of the Committee on Appropriations, very unfair, very unjust, 
and very partial. I merely wish to say to my people that this is the 
fourth time I have made application for this simple act of justice and 
none but those who are on the committee and their friends can obtain 
such appropriations. 

Mr. HILL. Ioffer the following amendment at the end of line 1383, 
after the word ‘‘necessary,’’ to add: 

That the sums appropriated by the two foregoing paragraphs shall be immedi- 
ately available. . 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereisnoobjection tothat. lintended to offerit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. On page 68, line 1658, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I 
move to insert: 

The same to be immediately available. 


So that the clause shall read: 


And of thesum hereby appropriated, $80,000 (the same to be immediately avail- 
able) shall be expended for surveys in the Territory of Dakota. 

I may say that the surveyor-general says that he can make more eco- 
nomical contracts by having the same available for the whole summer 
season than he can by having it divided the 1st of July, throwing part 
of the work into the fall and part over until the next spring, which makes 
it necessary for parties to go out with their outfit twice. I suppose 
there is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SLATER. I move to amend, in line 1653, page 63, after the 
word ‘‘in,’’ by inserting ‘‘California, Nevada;’’ so as to read: 

Or where for any cause not provided for by law in California, Nevada, Oregon, 
and Washington Territory he is unable to get the necessary surveys. 

That I think ought to be done, inasmuch as the paragraph was not 
struck out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That I understand increases the 
amount to be paid for surveys. 

Mr. SLATER. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. . It is to be paid for the surveys per 
mile. There are now in the bill Oregon and Washington Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to get so much per linear mile. 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
SLATER]. ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following amendment, tocome in on page 
58, after line 1403: 

.HLN is for the engravir 
of the Bored itee Nevigator, published bod 4 be ‘he oe esrentunems , $2,531 ” 
, That the account be found correct and justly due. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what committee does that come? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLISON. That account does not seem to have been audited. 
If the account was audited, I should see no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It should go on the deficiency bill then. : 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is not to be paid unless the Secretary of the Navy 
finds the amount correct and justly due. : 

Mr. ALLISON. We pay a great many claims in that way. 
The rule is nottoallow anything except audited claims. This provides 
that the officer may audit this. I make the point of order on it. 

Mr. ONY. ThenI will thank the Secretary to read theamend- 


ment immediately preceding this, to see if it is not liable to the same 
point of order. 
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The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay the Potomac Steamboat Company 
Te mount found to be due them by a 
damage occasioned by the negligence of the officers in command of 
the United States naval tug Fortune in running down the said company’s 
steamer r,in Hampton R Virginia, December 4, 1882, $19,957.15; 
and the acceptance of this sum shall be in full for all claims which the said com- 
pany now has aguinst the United States because of said collision. 


Mr. ANTHONY. That is the clause immediately preceding where 
this amendment comes in. It is of the same character. 
Mr. IN. The item immediately preceding has been found 
due by a board of naval officers appointed by the Secretary of the Navy 
nder a law. 
’ Mr. ANTHONY. This has been found due by a committee of Con- 
Let me state this case. The Navy Department published the 
Sowditch Navigator. There were some cuts init. They sent the cuts 


to the Printing Office and they came by the estimate within $250, which | 


is the lowest sum that can be engraved without advertising. They gave 
him the cuts to engrave, and afterwards, according to the account of 
the Printing Office—it wasin Mr. Defrees’s time—the Navy Department 
sent to him a larger amount of engraving, more than he was authorized 
to contract for without advertisement, and then the chief clerk went and 
countermanded the order, but the order had already been partly exe- 
cated, and the Navy Department sent still other engraving, according 
to the aecount from the Printing Office. There is some difference in the 
stories that the two tell, but there is no doubt whatever about the fact 
that this man was told (this being in the recess of Congress) that when 

met the Committee on Printing would authorize, which the 
committee has the right to do by statute, the engraving of this work 
without advertisement. When Congress met in December we were called 
upon and asked to authorize what already had been done without our 


authority. That we did not think proper todo. The result is that | 


this poor fellow has done this work, done it well, and has received no 
pay. He isa very worthy, honest man. He did it on the assurance 
that he was acting within the law, but he cannot get his money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is withdrawn, the 
Chair understands. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. [offer the following amendment. On line 338, page 
15, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ insert: 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer this amendment from the Committee on 
Comm but I am not exactly in the same situation with the Sena- 
tor from Florida in respect to his amendment. We have notany light- 
house provided for in this bill in Louisiana or on the Gulf coast, and 
this isa very important matter. I hope that the Senator from Iowa 
will not insist upon this point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What isthe point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
light-houses, and the Light-House Board have not recommended it in 
their estimates. 


Mr. LOGG. Neither have they recommended any except two | 


orthree. I hold in my hand, as the Senator from Florida said he did in 
his, a letter from the Light-House Board, and also a letter from the Sec- 
of the Treasury, recommending this appropriation. I report it 
from the Committee on Commerce. It seems to me, as I am author- 
ized by the Committee on Commerce to make this report to the Senate, 
my Lf recommend the allowance of this appropriation, I am within 
le. 
Mr, > mae It has not been referred to the Committee on Ap- 
ons. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Have the Committee on Appropria- 
tions had it befove them? 


Mr. KELLOGG. I have been evidently a victim of misplaced con- | 


fidence—not that I find any fault—a kind of pious fraud has been per- 
petrated on me. I asked the chairman of the committee the other day 
if it was necessary to refer this to the Committee on Appropriatiens, 
and I understood him to say it was not absolutely necessary that | 
should do so. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 
wit: gp pie I the onpage | who has misled me, not in- 
tionally, of course, will not insist on the point of order. 
[ The PRESIDENT protempore. There are mitigating circumstances. 
Mr. . I plead mitigating circumstances and throw myself 
on the a of the chairman of,the Committee on Appropriations. 
The P. DENT pro tempore. Make your appeal to him, sir. The 
Chair has noright toindulge anything. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. KELLOGG. _I do not know that I want to claim the indulgence 
of the Senate tohave the co: ndence read. It will not do any good, 
reckon. [‘‘No!”” ‘“‘No!’’] If I were here another session I would 
never trust the chair of the Committee on Appropriations in a 
matter of advice. sughter. } 
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board of naval officers appointed to as- | 


re the erection of alight at Southwest Pass, Vermillion Bay, Louisiana, | 


t it is not estimated for, is not in the list of 


| 
Mr. HAWLEY. 1 offer the following amendment, in line 1041, after 
| the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 


For extra-duty pay to two hundred and twenty enlisted men of the Signal 
Service, at 35 cents per day, $28,105, 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the poiat of order on that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not liable, I think, to the point of order. | 
submit it to the Chair of course. The existing law under which these 
men are enlisted in the Signal Corps gives skilled men placed on cer- 
tain classes of work extra-duty pay, and these men have had this be- 
fore and it is estimated for under existing law in the estimates sub- 
mitted this year. To fail to give it to them would be to fail to give 
them what they have had all the while and would be a practical reduc- 
tion of the pay of these skilled operatives to the extent of about $125 
ayear. Their pay I understand now is something over $900, about 
$940. At any rate I submit to the chairman who has made this point 
of order, that this is only allowing what is customary, and it is esti 
mated for, and if not paid it is a reduction of the pay of an excellent 
and intelligent class of skilled workmen. 

Mr. ALLISON. That question the committee considered very care- 
fully. I should be glad if the Senator from Connecticut would point 
me to the portion of the Book of Estimates where this extra-duty pay 
is estimated for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not examined the details, but I was told 
and believe that the estimates are made upon the same basis as the 
preceding year, during which they have had what money was necessary 
to give these men the extra-duty pay. I see it is on the one hundred 
and ninety-seventh page of the Book of Estimates: 


Incidental expenses Signal Service : 

Extra-duty pay for two hundred and twenty enlisted men, at 35 cents per day, 
$28,105. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It seems to have been estimated for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir; under existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. L[hope it will. They have haditevery year. To 
omit it is a reduction of pay without any reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEy ]. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it extra pay? 

Mr. HAWLEY. = Itis technically extra-duty pay of the Army, which 
they have always had for skilled work. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 14; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ought to call for the yeas and nays on this, be- 
cause it is a reduction of $125 a year from a class of men who are not 
overpaid—skilled men in the Signal Corps. 
right place for an economy to that extent, a reduction of about 15 per 
cent. on their pay. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
vides for extra compensation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is technically extra-duty pay, which under the 
Army regulations is paid enlisted men taken and sent upon certain 
skilled work, artisans or menof extra merit. Telegraphers and others 
have a certain extra allowance, 35 cents a day. These men have also 
had it. This is not in the popular sense of the term extra pay at all. 
It has always been part of their regular pay. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If it is regular pay why do you say 
*‘extra-duty pay ?”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is regular pay for extra work. 

Mr. ALLISON. These are not enlisted men in the service here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are enlisted and mustered into the service. 

Mr. ALLISON. They may be enlisted, but are, in fact, employed 
in the Signal Service Office as clerks. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Connecticut tell us what their 
} monthly pay is now? 





I understand the amendment pro- 








| Mr. HAWLEY. I can not give it, but one of them told me the total 
| pay was $940 a year. There are some few who have more than that. 


Mr. BECK. I understand now they receive from $64 to $82 per’ 


| month, varying somewhat. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. That would be about $960 a year for the highest. 
| Mr. BECK. A soldier gets from $13 to $17 per month. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. But besides the soldier’s $13 or $17 per month he 
gets his rations and clothing, and these things are commuted to the 
otherman. He gets an enlisted man’s monthly pay, and the clothing 
and rations are duly commuted, and the enlisted man of the regular 
Army when put upon skilled work as a mechanic or telegrapher gets 
this 35 cents a day. 

Mr. CONGER. These are the Signal Corps observers. They are the 
men upon whom you rely for observations all over the country; and if 
that service is good for anything at all it needs the highest kind of 
skill. This pay the law gives these men now and it has given it to 
them heretofore, and leaving it out now reduces the pay of the class of 
men who have done this service to the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a reduction of 15 or 18 per cent. without any 
ood reason. 





I do not think it is the | 
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Mr. BECK. I do not want to debatethis. We have heard the Chief 
of the Signal Service, and we went over this bill with a great deal of— 
I was about to say leniency to many things that did not strike me 
favorably and others still less so; but when the Chief of the Signal 
Service made his presentation of the case in regard to this extra pay it 
met with no favor in committee. Looking at the Signal Service as 
favorably perhaps as any other member of the committee, if this is 
going to be pressed now to this extent my opinion is that it will not 
promote the Signal Service or its present organization; nor will it tend 
to secure permanency to it under its present management. We did as 
much as we could. I do not want to make anyremarks that may look 
invidious; but when we came to go over this part of it, this was a little 
thing that even those who were best disposed thought they could afford 
to let go. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not trespass on the Senate, but whatever 
criticism may be made upon the general management of the head of the 
bureau or anybody connected with it nothing of that kind has anything 
to do with my proposition, whichis simply to continue to the enlisted 
men, the worthy and intelligent and faithful men there, the pay they 
had last year. That is the whole of my proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that these men get 
three or four times as much as other men inthe service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not so at all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How muchis the pay of these men? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They getpaid underarmy lawsandrules. Of course 
they ean not be fed in a company mess, because they are scattered about 
in squads of two or three; rations are commuted, and clothing is com- 
muted, and quarters are commuted; these things are turned into cash. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How much do they get? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Kentucky has just stated it. 
The highest runsup to $84 a month, or about a thousand dollars a year. 
I do not know any case quite as high as that; I supposed it was about 
$940. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How much does an enlisted man get? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Sixteen dollars a month for his pay. Then he is 
fed the year round and clothed the year round and all his transporta- 
tion and everything he needs is furnished to him. Commute that to 
the ordinary enlisted man at fair rates and you will find it amounts to 
something. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is certainly safe to say that these 
men get twice as much as enlisted men. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You can not make such figures out of it to save your 
life. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this vote I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
15, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Anthony, Frye, Hoar, Platt, 
Blair, Harrison, aoa, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hawley, Miller of N, Y¥., Windom. 
Davis of IL, Hill, Mitchell, 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, Davis of W. Va., Lamar, Pugh, 
Barre w, Edmunds, MeMillan, Rollins, 
Bayard, Garland, Maxey, Vance, 
Beck, Gorman, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Inga!}!s, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jackson, Plumb, Walker. 

ABSENT—33. 

Aldrich, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, nders, 
Brown, George, Kellogg, Sewell, 
Butler, Groome, 1, Sherman, 
Call, Grover, MeDill, Slater, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Tabor, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Mahone Ww a 
Dawes, Johnston, Miller of Cal, 
Fair, Jonas, Ransom, 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. On page 97, after line 2382, I move to insert: 

Provided, That no money shall be paid from the sums appropriated in this act 
for the fees of United States commissioners or of special rneys which accrued 
or became due in any previous fiscal year. 

I find that the expenses for United States commissioners during the 
fiscal year 1882 incurred and paid were $80,327.21, and the committee 
appropriate $130,000 for next year. That isthe same amount of money 
that was appropriated last year, $130,000 for this same purpose, the 
payment of United States commissioners, of which the Department has 
spent only $80,327.21. 

There is something wrong about this business evidently. I do not 
know how to account for it. The chairman of the committee, I think, 
can not account for it; I doubt if anybody can except the Department 
itsel/; but I infer, from looking back over the statements that are found 
in the report of the Attorney-General, that the money which will be 
appropriated for instance for the next fiscal year will all be applied to 

extinguishment of unliquidated or unsettled demands in preceding 
fiscal years. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That can not be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont says that can not be 
done; but I suppose it isdone. That is either done or there is a very 
large overestimate for expenses, for the distance between $80,000 ang 
$130,000 is quite considerable on an item of this kind. 

I propose to limit the expenditure to debts incurred during the fisea} 
year for this description of service. What I fear is being done is that 
they use the appropriations to go back over preceding years, or, if not. 
for some purpose that I do not understand. There is some gap about 
this matter that ought to be accounted for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt that the Committee on Appro- 
priations can explain it at once. They understand the operation of 
this affair. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be glad to hear an explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Committee on Appropriations feels bound, of 
course, to make such explanation as it can. 

The appropriation last year was $130,000, and the estimate this year 
is $160,000. The Attorney-General, or his representative, stated to us 
that these items were as little as he could possibly administer the Dw 
partment of Justice in all its ramifications with, and the committee 
believe that the Attorney-General stated truthfully when he so stated. 
If the Senator from Alabama finds that in some prior year only $80,004 
of this sum was expended, that is a very satisfactory statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the statement of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is probable that during that year they were able 
to economize. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the last fiscal year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ending last July. IftheSenator thinks the amount 
is too great I shall be willing to reduce it somewhat, and thus enable 
the committee to make further investigation and confer with the peo- 
ple who know more about it than we possibly can. 

Mr. MORGAN. Wemight possibly make a mistake by cutting down 
the amount that the Attorney-General has estimated for, but we shal! 
make no mistake if we confine the expenditure of this money to the 
current fiscal year and require him to report a deficiency, if there is a 
deficiency for the preceding year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would suggest, with greatest possible modesty , 
to the Committee on Appropriations that it is just within the power of 
one’s comprehension who knows anything about the law that all th. 
claims and expenses of these commissioners for a given fiscal year are 
not reported at the end of that precise year when they square the sa 
counts, because the law allows the appropriation to be drawn upon {i 
one or two years afterward for liabilities before incurred. But the Cow 
mittee on Appropriations know how all that is, and how justice is admin- 
istered. That is worth thinking of, I suggest to the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer to have it thought of on the amendment 
that I propose, which will confine the expenditure to the fiscal year. 
That will be safe. If there is any trouble about it we can supply the 
trouble on a deficiency bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. All the committee wants is to have the service con- 


tinued. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROOME. I > the following amendment, to come in 
after the word ‘‘expended,’’ in line 2242: 

Provided, That there may be bound for each Senator, Representative, or Dcle- 
re in Congress one copy of each book or document issued or ordered by author 
ity of Co during the term of service of such Senator, Representative, or 
Delegate; but this provision shall not be construed as allowing any binding as 
aforesaid to be done of any books or documents issued during any former Con 
gress of which said Senator, Representative, or Delegate was not a member. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there not some provision of that 
kind now? = 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the provision which was ruled out on a 
point of order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is not the same that was ruled out before on 
a point of order. Nobody objects to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody objects to this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Groome]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7631) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 0! 
certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill just sent from the House be 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What bill is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the second reading of it. ' 

The bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, was read the first time by its title. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the second reading of the bill to-day. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask that the bill be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. , 


The as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1584, 
and for other pu 

Mr. MORGAN. 

62: 

For testing under the direction of the inventor, and for his expenses in con- 
nection therewith, Frank Moore's instrument for determining the error of the 
com pass, $1, 

I wish to make a very few remarks about that. The Secretary of the 
Navy has had this instrument tested by a board of naval officers, who 
are satisfied that it is going to be of very great value 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on the amendment sug- 
yested by the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
while the Senator from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not seek to take the Senator from the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. lexpected the point of order would be made, and | 
have only one answer to it: De minimis lex non curat. This is a very 


I offer this amendment, to come in at line 1515 on 





small matter, but it is very valuable indeed; at least that is the testi- 


mony of naval officers. It could not have been put in any estimate for 
the reason that the invention was.not known at the time the estimates 
were made out. Therefore the Secretary ot the Navy has been bound 
to content himself with the recommendation which I have, which has 
been entered here, and sent to the Committee on Appropriations. He 
is anxious that this appropriation should be made. Mr. Moore, the in- 


ventor of this very remarkable instrument, is a man totally destitute of | 


means; he has nothing; and in order to get the test of it it appears to be 

that he should have provision on naval vessels on which the 
instrumentis to be tried. There can be no doubt, I think, that it is an 
accurate and complete corrector of the variations of the compass, and 
the naval officers believe it will answer this purpose in any kind of a 
sea, or at any time between 8 o’clock in the morning and 8 o’clock in 
the evening, at any time during which the sun may shine in the day; 
that it will correct the errors of the compass, and it is done instanta- 
neously. The light falls upon the instrument and its record is made in- 


stantaneously for the correction of the error; a very remarkable dis- | 
covery. The Secretary of the Navy is anxious that the inventor should | 


have the opportunity of testing it. 

Of course the point of order will carry it by, but the Senator from 
Iowa will perhaps regret that he felt himself bound to make the point 
of order at some time or other. 

The Navy of the United States ought to have this invention, and it is 
a very small expenditure. I have no personal solicitude about it; but 
the Secretary of the Navy has, and desires it to be done. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order issustained. Are 
there further amendments ? 
Mr. LOGAN. I move, on page 72, after line 1760, to insert: 


That that portion of the Cherokee Nation of Indians residing west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and known and designated as ‘‘ Western Cherokees,” or * Old 
Settlers,” by and under the name and style of the ‘ Old Settler Cherokee In- 
dians,” be, and they are hereby, authorized within one vear next after the pas- 

this act to present their claim or claims against the United States by 


i 


1 
833, “ 
. snch court 


1835, 
t of t 


& 


ive ratifications; and, to the end that justice may 
1 examine all settiements heretofore made under said 


He 


correct all errors that may have been made by any accounting officers or other 


authority of the Government of the United States in marshaling and settling the | 


accounts for the said “* Old Settlers,” in improper charges, erroneous calculations, 
misconstruction of laws and treaties, or misapplication of funds. And the said 
court, in the examination of said ‘‘ Old Settlers” claim, shall consider the same 
with reference to, and be governed by, the said treaties, and all such laws, acts, 
and ings as relate to or affect said ** Olid Settlers,”’ and shall render judg- 


proceedi 
ment on the equity of said claim under the said treaties and acts and proceed- | 


ings, and either party may appeal to the Supreme Court. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understood the Senator from Iowa to agree to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; that is too complicated a question to be 
put upon this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iso understood the Senator, or I certainly should not 
have offered it. I submitted it to the Senator. I did not know that 
he Ravey have any objection to it whatever. 


PB... ALLISON. I did not have time to even read it, as the Senator 
nows. 
Mr. LOGAN. It is a mere reference of the question to the Court of 


Claims. That is all there is to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases to move an amendment to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The AcTING SECRETARY After line 709 it is proposed to insert: 
For the National Board of Health : 


For and expenses of members of the board and the secretary, $7,000; for 
miscellaneous investigations, $10,000; for pay of disbursing agent, clerks, and 


; 
The point of order can not be made 


to the Court of Claims of the United States under the Cherokee treaties | 
Ly and 1846, according tothe tenor and effect of said treaties 


and acts of Congress and other acts and proceedings relating thereto, and | 








a 
laborers, $5,800; for rent, light, fuel, tele ms, and postage, $1,700: for sta- 
tionery and furniture, $1,000; for incidental expenses, $300; in all, $25,800. 





| Strike out from line 710 to line 716 inclusive and insert the fol- 
| lowing: 

And the National Board of Health, with the approval of the President of the 
United States, is hereby authorized to use a sum not exceeding $100,000 of the 
unexpended balance of appropriations made for the National Board of Health 
prior to June 30, 1882, for the maintenance of its inspection service, and to aid 
State and local boards in preventing the introduction of contagious or infectious 
diseases into the United States from foreign countries or into one State from 
| another. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


I make the point of order upon that amendment 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator state his point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. In the first place there is no authority to make any 
| appropriation under existing law for the next fiseal year except for the 
necessary salaries of these officers, if there is authority for that purpose 
3y the limitation of the law of June 2, 1879, the board expires on the 
Ist day of July next. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the 2d day of June next. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Board of Health atter that time isa naked board, 
without any specific authgrity except that of giving advice to certain 
| Officers of the Government. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the act of March 3, 1879, the National Board 
of Health was created. In April, 1879, it was organized. It is to-day 
a legally existing institution. This amendment is reported by one of 
the committees of this body. It was regularly introduced in the Sen 
ate and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. That it is in 
order I think is beyond the possibility of doubt or question, but until 
the question of order is settled I do not propose to say more 

Mr. GARLAND. It is reported under the twenty-seventh rule by a 
standing committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Where do they get authority ? 

Mr. ALLISON. By the act of June 2, 1879 

Mr. HARRIS. The act of June 2, 1879, only gives additional pow 
ers to an existing institution. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not this amendment give them power to expend 
money for a certain purpose which they would have no power to ad 
vance at all under existing law? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. According to the recollection of the 
Chair, the existence of the National Board of Health expires on the 2nd 
of June. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair is a little mistaken if such is the recol 
lection of the Chair. There is no limitation under the act of March 3, 
1879, as to the existence Of the National Board of Health. There was 
an act approved June 2, 1879, giving additional powers to it, that does 
by the tenth section expire four years fromits approval, which will be 
the 2d of June, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the National Board of Health will 
be in existence as a legal corporationafterthe Ist of July next, then the 
amendment having been reported from « standing committee would be 
in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Where would the National Board of Health get any 
authority of law to take particular action in regard to epidemics after 
that time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know 

Mr. HOAR. This proposes togive them a new legal authority. Sup 
| pose it were the Attorney-General of the United States who was au; 
thorized to do— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to say that I will divide 
my amendment and offer first that part of it that goes down and includes 
line 9 of the printed amendment? I will modify it and offer it in that 
form at present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read as modified. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After line 709 it is proposed 
to add : 

For pay and expenses of members of the board and the secretary, $7,000; for 
miscellaneous investigations, $10,000; for pay of disbursing agent, clerks, and 
| laborers, $5,800; for rent, light, fuel, telegrams, and postage, $1,700; for stationery 
and furniture, $1,000; for incidental expenses, $300; in all, $25,800 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I inquire of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee whether the statute now authorizes the National Board of Health 
to make investigations? 

Mr. HARRIS. It does. 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Miscellaneous investigations? 

Mr. HARRIS. It does authorize the National Board of Health to 
make certain investigations. There was on an appropriation act of a 
year ago some limitation as to the extent of those investigations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Secretary read the portion 
| of the amendment referring to investigations ? 
| The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

For miscellaneous investigations, $10,000 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is new authority which this 
| amendment proposes to confer upon the National Board of Health. 
Mr. HARRIS. I think every lawyer except my friend from Wiscon- 
sin would take it to mean such investigation as it may legally make 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Then there is no necessity for it in, 
if the hoard has the authority now without such a statute. Any law- 
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yer except my friend from Tennessee would know that it is not neces- 
sary to be in at all if that is the case. 

Mr. HARRIS. I intended to make no sharp point upon my distin- 
guished friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not know what the Senator 
intended to do. All I know is what he did do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is necessary as a matter of appropriation; 
and that is the point of view in which those lines are proposed, and not 
intended to enlarge, or limit, or change in any sense, to any extent, the 
authority of the board. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
the point that it is new legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is any new legislation in the 
amendment, of course it is out of order; but if itis not new legislation, 
having been reported from a standing committee to carry out the pro- 
visions of existing law, it is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under existing law there are a number of diseases 
which the National Board of Health are authorized to investigate and 
report upon. They are not specified in the amendment. The amend- 
ment proposes to appropriate according to-the estimates for those in- 
vestigations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Chair rule that the amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If itis to carry out existing law, and 
at the same time unless it is pointed out to the Chair to be legislation, 
the Chair must rule it to be in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I desire to say a word upon the question of 
this Board of Health. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair refers tothe fore part of the 
amendment. The last part may confer authority. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to address myself to the fore part of the 
amendment. After the 2d day of June, 1883, the National Board of 
Health will have no power or authority except that conferred by the 
original act of March 3, 1879. Am I right or wrong in that? 

Mr. HARRIS. There were one or two acts passed subsequently to 
the 2d of June, 1879, that slightly enlarged their powers, but the most 
material of the powers that it exercised heretofore, Lam perfectly frank 
in saying to the Senator, were given by the act approved the 2d of 
June, 1879. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. The second section of that act 
provides that the duties of the National Board of Health shall be “to 
obtain information upon all matters affecting the public health, to ad- 
vise the several Departments of the Government, the executives of the 
several States, and the commissioners of the District of Columbia, on 
all questions submitted to them, or whenever in the opinion of the board 
such views may tend to the preservation and improvement of public 
health.’’ Tsubmit that for the purposes contained in that section it is 
little less than a broad farce to pay the salaries and office expenses that 
are proposed in the amendment suggested by the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly at this late hour 
of the night and this late day of the session to recognize the duty, as it 
is certainly my duty, to offer this amendment. 1am quite well aware 
of the fact that there exists a prejudice, and as I think an unjust preju- 
dice, against the National Board of Health; exactly why or wherefore I 

@ave never understood and am not now able to understand, yet I recog- 
nize the fet. 

I wil] not take time now to go into details or fully remind Senators 
of the fearful consequences of the epidemics of 1873, 1878, and 1879 in 
certain sections of the country, epidemics which decimated the popula- 
tions of certain localities, the city of my home being a great sufferer 
for at least three of the years that I have mentioned, and one of the 
least fatal of these epidemics I chanced to have been compelled to re- 
main there. IT need not remind the Senate of the fact that during the 
epidemic of 1873, less severe, much less fatal than that of 1878 or that 
of 1879, yet in that epidemic for a period of six or eight weeks business 
was suspended and all business houses closed; there was not a sound to 
be heard upon the most populous and business streets of that city from 
early morn till morn again, except the sound of the wheels of the hearse 
as it bore the last victim to the cemetery, followed perhaps by a single 
carriage or buggy with one, two, or three of the members of the bereaved 
family. There was not a single busines house that remained open ex- 
cept the office of the physician and the drug-store. The calm of death 
was hanging perpetually over that stricken city for the term of six 
weeks or two months, 

We hai a much more serious epidemic in 1878, and another in 1879. 
By the act approved Sd of March, 1879, the National Board of Health 
was created. By theact approved on 2d of June, 1879, largely increased 
powers were given to the Board of Health. Immediately after this it 
established its rules and regulations. In 1878, when we had no na- 
tional board of health, commerce was absolutely blockaded. Take a 
single port, that of Cairo, Ilinois, and the exports and imports, as shown 
from authentic data, to and from the infected region in 1879 when we 
had a national board of health regulating this matter, the freights to 
and from that single port amounted to more than 100,000 tons in 1879 


So far as that is concerned, I make 





than for the same period in 1878, when we had no national board of 
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health, while the passenger business in 1879 was simply regulated 
stopped. In 1878 it was an embargo, while in 1879 Ades armen vn 
stopped, simply regulated. 

re rules and regulations that have been adopted and enforced by 
the National Board of Health have not only greatly increased the so 
curity of the whole Mississippi Valley from the importation of con. 
tagion from foreign countries into this country and from one State into 
another, but it has inspired a degree of confidence in the people of that 
valley and of the country they had never been able to enjoy when they 
had to rely upon the State and local boards, every one of which we 
know is in sympathy with the commercial interests of their respective 
cities and localities. 

That additional security is regarded by the people who are thus ex- 
posed to that very great danger as a thing of the highest importance 
and greatest value. 

It was estimated by the President of the United States, and by 4 
committee of this body and of the other House, after the most thorough 
and careful investigation of that subject which could be given, that in 
the material wealth of this country not less than from one hundred 
millions to two hundred million dollars were lost by reason of the epi 
demic of 1878, to say nothing of the impaired health of our people and 
the twenty thousand new-made graves which resulted from that epi- 
demic. 

There is not a sanitary organization in America that has not recom- 
mended the continuance, the preservation of the National Board of 
Health. I know of but one single local or State board in this whole 
country that has not recommended and is not now recommending that it 
be sustained and continued. These organizations and people who have 
given the greatest attention and care to the subject, these people who 
have taken the greatest interest in it and are best qualified to judge, 
have, from one end of this land to the other, the Louisiana board of 
health excepted, recommended to this Congress thatthe National Board 
of Health be sustained and continued, and that the powers given it by 
the act approved 2d of June, 1879, be re-enacted. 

I know, or have abundant reason to believe, that the State board of 
health of Louisiana and the organization known as the Marine Hospi- 
tal Service have continuously sought to destroy the National Board of 
Health. Mr. President, I will not at this time enter into an inquiry 
as to the motives prompting these organizations. I regret to say that 
when I may hereafter have occasion to do so the facts will not be pre} 
udicial to the National Board of Health, and may show a disposition 
on the part of these organizations to aggrandize themselves at the ex- 
pense of an organization vastly more meritorious and important tothe 
country than either of them. 

I of course shall acquiesce as best I can in whatever judgment the 
Senate may pronounce in respect to the question; but believing as | do 
believe that it is amatter of the highest importance to a very large pro 
portion of the people of the country that the Board of Health shall be 
sustained, and that it shall be clothed with ample powers to enable it 
at least to prevent the importation of contagious and. infectious diseases 
from foreign countries into this, or into one State from another, | shall 
of course vote to sustain it. I shall regret very much the fact that it 
shall be either starved out of existence, which is the most unmanly 
method of disposing of it, or stricken down by an act repealing the act 
creating it. “ 

Mr. President, I shall not at this late hour of the night and this late 
day of the session consume more of the time of the Senate in discussing 
it; but regarding it as I do as vastly more important to the people of 
this country than any institution in existence which is costing even ten 
times as much as this board costs to sustain it, I shall therefore «desist 
from further remarks and ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy the time of 
the Senate further than to express my hearty concurrence in the views 
which have been submitted by the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HARRIs]. 

The continuance of this board depends upon the action of the Senate 
upon this amendment. I believe its discontinuance would cause much 
alarm and dismay among a portion of the people of this country.¢ 
The existence of the board and its authority tends to harmonize and 
regulate what would otherwise be the inconsistent and antagonistic 
regulations of local boards. It is one which more than any other cause 
has given hope to our people in the South and assurance of efficient 
help under the ravages of a terrible pestilence. 

When they were suffering from these ravages before, the beneficence 
of the North touched the hearts of the Southern people and elicited 
their deepest gratitude. It would fall with disheartening effect if the 
Congress of the United States by its action upon this amendment should 
show itself indifferent to the danger to which they are exposed. 

Mr. GARLAND. When the act of 1879 was passed giving these 
powers to the National Board of Health the argument urged against it 
was that these were matters that the State boards of health were 
competent to take care of and would take care of. It has transpired 
since that all the State boards of health, except the one at New Orleans, 
Louisiana, have sent their petitions to Congress, which have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, begging for the contin- 


uance of the National Board of Health, and expressing theis inability 
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to for the health of their particular States and localities. I think 
that makes the argument complete why if this board should have been 
created and given these powers it ought to be continued. 

I make this statement, indorsing most heartily the statement that 
has made by the two Senators who have preceded me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 17; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. [‘‘No!”’ ‘“‘No!’’] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum. We must have the yeas 
and na 

The om and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). Upon 
this question I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GrorGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but he authorized me to vote in case 
there was no quorum, and it looks so suspiciously like that, that I will 


i 


vote. 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KeLLocG], but_I transfer that pair tomy 
colleague [Mr. GROVER] and vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] is 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]}. 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: e 

YEAS—22. 
Barrow, Davis of IU., Jackson, Slater, 
Bayard, Garland, Lamar, Vance, 
Beck, Gorman, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Groome, Pendleton, Voorhees. 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, 
Conger, Hoar, Sawyer, 

NAYS—18. 
Allison, Logan, Rollins, 
Anthony, Hawley, MeMillan, Van Wyck, 
Blair, Hill, Morgan, Windom. 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Frye, . Plumb, 

ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Brown, A Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Butler, Ferry, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Camden, George, MeDill, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Mahone, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Tabor, 
Davis of W.Va., Johnston, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Dawes, Jonas, Mitchell, Williams, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the point of order made as to the 
other part of the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; I make the point of order upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is clear legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think, if the point of order is made on the other, 
the Chair has ruled rightly in regard to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. WilltheSenate concur in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for a separate vote on the committee amend- 
ment stri out the paragraph beginning in line 1111. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any other special reserva- 
tion? If not, the question is, Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, except the one indicated by 
the Senator from Tennessee ? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reserved by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will be reported. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The Senate, as in Commit- 
a the Whole, struck ont the following clause, beginning in line 


To complete the road from the city of Chattanooga to the national cemetery, 
near that city, $2,500, or so much thercof as may be necessary to finish said road. 
Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senate will refuse to concur in that amend- 
ment, becavse the is impassable now, and it can not be completed 
unless this appropriation is made. ° 

Mr. EDMU Is it a public road of the State of Tennessee ? 
Mr. HARRIS. It is a road leading from the city of Chattanooga to 
the national at that place, upon which the Government has 
ed about $10,000. 

. EDMUNDS. Is it a public road of the State of Tennessee ? 
Pb ae T am not aware that it is, I am inclined to think 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 am inclined to believe it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not sure; I only represent what the board of 
trade and certain people of the city of Chattanooga represent to me. 
Of my personal knowledge I can not answer the Senator. The fact I 





am assured is trne, however, that the road is absolutely impassable, 
and if it were a public road of the State of Tennessee i do not think 
it would be so. 

Mr. BECK. The objection the committee made to this item grew 
out of the fact that in the ‘‘act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved August 7, 1882, the following pro- 
vision was inserted: 

For the road from Chattanooga to the national cemetery, Tennessee: For the 
completion of the roadway from Chattanooga National Cemetery to the city of 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, $5,000; Provided, That none of the money appropriated 
by this and the preceding paragraph shall be expended unless js each case the 
amount appropriated shall complete said roadways. 

Somebody has violated the law, and we ought not to make any more 
provisions until we know why that was not followed. We are defied 
at every point and by everybody, and we yield tothem and make more 
appropriations as though there was no wrong in violating the law. 

Mr. CONGER. In that cemetery lie the remains of 15,000 Union 
soldiers, visited by their friends during all seasons of the year. If 
there is no proper means of reaching it trom the city of Chattanooga or 
from any place where people may go and visit the resting-place of their 
dead, this Congress should make the appropriation, no matter whether 
the last money was expended properly or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator whether we have any offi- 
cial information from the Secretary of War, who is supposed to have 
expended this money, as to what the state of this road is, and where is 
the official information from any board of trade or anybody else who 
wants to have more money spent. there? 

Mr. CONGER. I have not seen any such report in regard to it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There does not seem to be the slightest—— 

Mr. CONGER. Gentlemen have stated what the condition of the 
road is, and the House has stated how much is necessary to finish the 
road. Suppose it is a few hundred dollars more or a few hundred 
dollars less than the amount originally believed to be necessary, the ap 
propriation should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was non-concurred in; there being on a division 
ayes 15, noes 25. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPieEerson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 2816) to remove the legal and political disabilities of 
Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in Greene 
County, to a point within tive miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of lllinois. 

HOUSE BRIDGE BILLS. 

Mr. CONGER. Task that the bills which have just come from the 
House of Representatives be laid before the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate bills trom the House of Representatives for reference: 

The bill (H. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


in 


the Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri, was read the first 
time by its title. 

» The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to pass upon the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall have no objection to passing upon it after 
it has been referred and reported. 

Mr. VEST. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that the bill is 
identical with one reported by the Committee on Commerce and which 
is now pending. It is the same bill word for word. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be perfectly true, and when the com- 
mittee have satisfied themselves on that point I certainly shall not ob 
ject, but I do not want at this stage of the session to pass a bill in that 

ay. 

Mr. VEST. I will say further to the Senator from Vermont that the 
company which proposes to construct this bridge requires the passage 
of this act to enable it to cross the river, and unless the bill is passed 
at this session it will necessitate a delay unti] December. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not object to its immediate consideration 
if the committee report it to-morrow morning. 
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s i. VEST. The committee has already reported exactly the same 
ill. 

Mr. HOAR. The regular time for laying bills before the Senate, 
except by unanimous consent, is in the morning, after the reading of 
the Journal. I suggest to the Chair to withhold the bill and lay it be- 
fore the Senate to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 
The Senator will then stand just where he does now, with the bill before 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the bill had better be referred, and re- 
ported in the morning. 

Mr. VEST., There is no necessity for referring it. It is the same 
bill which has been already reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. No one knows that it is the same bill until it is 
compared. 

Mr. VEST. I have compared it since it came from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not since it came over here. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I have looked at it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not consent to its consideration to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes that the best 
way would be to refer it. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator from Missouri to say that he 
did not want to have it referred. 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for referring it, because we re- 
ported the same bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read the second time and be placed on 
the Calendar, if that course is desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HoAR] suggests that it be withheld and laid before the Senate in 
the morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is much better to have it read the second time 
and placed on the Calendar. It can be taken up without any objec- 
tion by me to-morrow, when I see that the two bills are exactly the 
same. 

Mr. PLATT. That course is the best. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

The bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in 
Greene County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Cal- 
houn County, in the State of Illinois, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table also. 

The bill (IL. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River, near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask that that lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2816) to remove the legal and political disabilities of | 


Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not order these bills 
to be printed unless some Senator requests it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They can be printed and we can get them here by 
10 o’clock in the morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
can not be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. Bills precisely similar have been printed and reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


One of the clerks suggests that that 


It can. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to make a report from the conference com;, 
mittee on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that wait until morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will let it lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. VEST. I want to move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of what is known as the shipping bill, to take it up and let it 
lie over, so that it shall be the bill coming over for consideration to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The standing order of the Senate is 
the consideration of House pension bills. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And when they are disposed of to take up bills 
on the Calendar at the point where the consideration was left off. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the standing order. 

Mr. VEST. I shall make the motion that the Senate now take up 
the shipping bill, with the view to consider it in the morning as the 

ed business. I simply want the bill tocome before the Senate 
as the first thing in the morning for consideration. 





Mr. HARRISON. Have wenot made an order with reference to tak. 
ing up House bills in their order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. VEST. I consider it my duty, under the instructions of tho 
Committee on Commerce, to make the motion, and then will let the 
Senate determine it. I propose to do all I can to bring the shipping 
bill to the consideration of the Senate. I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. If the Senate do not propose to consider the }i|] 
at this session let them say so on the record. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the trouble is the Senate has ordered that jt 
will not. 

Mr. VEST. Then I move to lay aside that order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it is an order of the Senate that you can not 
lay aside. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose a majority vote can do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can not lay it aside any more than a rule. 
It is a standing rule now. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator can give one day’s notice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can give a day’s notice. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the order of the Senate in relation to pension 


cases? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The standing order is to consider 
pension cases generally. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that mean cases reported favorably ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It means all. Does the Senator 
want to have the order read? 

@r. PLATT. No; I do not care about it now. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and, on motion of Mr. ANTHONY 
(at 1 o'clock and 10 minutes a. m., Friday, March 2), the Senate ad- 
journed to meet at 11 o’clock a. m., Friday, March 2. 


NOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 1, 1883. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. 
D. POWER. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with an amendment, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, a bill (H. R. 1410) to amend 
the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
have lost an arm or a leg in the service. 


PRINTING OF HOUSE DIGEST. 
Mr. BEACH. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make a privileged report. I report from 
the Committee on Printing the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the order of the House of February 23, 1882, directing the print- 
ing of two hundred and fifty additional — of the Digest of the Rules and Prac- 
tice of the House for the first session of this Congress, which by oversight was 
not executed by the Public Printer, be so modified or changed as to authorize 
the printing and binding of two hundred and fifty copies of the Digest for the 
present session, under the terms of tife said resolution of February 23, 1882. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I rise to submit a privileged report. I present the 
report of the committee of conference upon the fortifications appropria- 
tion bill. 

The report is as follows: 


The committ@ of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pu . having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
ndment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amen- 
ment as follows: In line 11 of said amendment strike out the words “ three 
hundred,” and in lieu of the sum oa in the amendment insert the sum of 
$400,000; and the Senate agree to same. 
Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said t insert the sum of 


$20,000; and the the same 


Senat to \ 
‘Amendinent numbered 3: That the House recede from ite disagreement to the 








1883. 


—_—— 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. soll 





dment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- | 

cent ae — g me eesees hoenmn pevpesed in said amendment insert the sum of 

$75,000 ; Senate agree same. | 
are: WM. H. FORNEY, 


J. H. KETCHAM, } 

THOS, RYAN, | 
Managers on the part of the House 

H. L. DAWES, 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

F, M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses on the fortifications appropriation bill submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended 
i e report: 

a - sepest is adopted the act will read as follows: 

“ That the sum of $175,000 be, and the saime is wo appropriated, outof any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the protection, preser- 
vation, and repair of fortifications and other works of defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secre- | 
tary of War; also the following for the armament of fortifications, namely : 

“Por the armamentof seacoast fortifications, including heavy guns and how- | 
itzers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, 
their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, including com- 

»nsation of draughtsmen on gun construction while employed in Ordnance 
Bureau, and for conversion of 10-inch smooth-bore cannon into rifled guns, 
making and testing two 12-inch cast-iron rifled breech-loading cannon, in lieu | 
of such of the guns the construction of which has not been commenced, as were 
provided for by the “act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1881, and for other purposes,” approved May 4, 1880, making and testing two | 
breech-loading steel guns, one 8-inchand one 10-inch, making mortars and gun- 
carriages, mounting 15-inch guns, making and testing two guns banded or 
wrapped with wire, testing devices for breech-loading guns, testing projectiles, 
&e,, in accordance with the report of the Select Committee of the Senate on the 
Subject of Heavy Ordnance and Projectiles, $400,000. 

“For the purchase of machine guns of the latest improvement, $20,000. 

“ For torpedoes for harbor defenses, and the preservation of the same,and for 
torpedo experiments in their application to harbor and land defense, and for in- | 
struction of engineer battalion in their preparation and application, $75,000: Pro- | 
vided, That one-half of this sum may be used in the purchase of torpedoes of the 
latest improvement.”’ 

The bill as agreed upon in conference appropriates $670,000, being $70,000 less 
than as it passed the Senate, $330,000 less than the estimates, and $295,000 more 
than the appropriations for the current year. 


WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
J. H. KETCHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I observe that the committee of conterence has 
agreed to an increase of $295,000 upon the appropriations made in the 
bill as passed by the House. Does not the gentleman consider this an 
unnecessary increase ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Idonot. By means of this increase we provide for 
six guns of large caliber. Under the bill as now reported we shall get 
two 12-inch cast-iron guns (the present law provides for three); two 
breech- loading steel guns, one 8-inch, the other 10-inch; and two guns 
wrapped with wire. The committee of conference thought it neces- 
sary that these guns should be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman explain the difference as to 
ordnance between the bill as it passed the House and the bill as it comes 
from the committee of conference? 

Mr. FORNEY. The bill as it passed the House appropriated only 
$100,000 for everything connected with ordnance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But mentioned no particular kind of ordnance. 

Mr. FORNEY. No,sir. TheSenate amended the bill by increasing 
this appropriation from $100,000 to $450,000. That amendment of the 
Senate contained a requirement that three hundred ofour 15-inch guns 
should be placed in the various forts; but we have struck that out. It 
also provided that under the law now existing there should be made 
three 12-inch cast-iron guns; we have changed that provision so as to 
require but two to be made. The amendment also provides, as I have 
said, for two breech-loading steel guns, one 8-inch and the other 12-inch, 
which will cost at least $80,000. The conferees on the part of the House 
believed it necessary that we should have some guns of this character. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where are they to be placed? 

Mr. FORNEY. At New York or Boston, I suppose. 

Mr. VANCE. How much is provided in the bill now for the pur- 
chase of machine guns ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Twenty thousand dollars. For torpedoes and tor- 
pedo experiments we appropriated last year $100,000. This bill as it 
passed the House gave for this purpose $50,000, which the Senate in- 
oie to $100,000. The conference committee has compromised on 

5,000. 

I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
men and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MORNING HOUR DISPENSED WITH. 
Mr. MOORE. I desire to introduce a resolution of inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 


Mr. PAGE. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call | 
of committees for reports. | 


The morning hour was dispensed with (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and limit de- 
bate to one minute on the remaining portion of the river and harbor 


| bill, with the exception of that part relating to the Mississippi River, 
| on which I move debate shall be limited to one hour. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from California will state his motion. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to suspend the rules and limit the debate in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on all the re- 
maining portion of the river and harbor bill except the Mississippi River. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I object to that. 

Mr. PAGE. And on all amendments thereto. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Does that include that portion of the 
bill which has not been read at all? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Or considered ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. A regular gag. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent a second will be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. COX, of New York, and Mr. ANDERSON objected. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. PaGr, and Mr. Cox of New York, as 


| tellers. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 45. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does it require a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. PAGE] to suspend the rules as indicated. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 52. 

Mr. PAGE. Have two-thirds voted in the affirmative ? 

The SPEAKER. They have not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, and Mr. ANDERSON demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the Chair please state the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
PAGE] is to suspend the rules and limit debate on the unconsidered 
part of the river and harbor bill to one minute. 

Mr. PAGE. It does not prohibit the offering of amendments. 





The vote was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 134, 
nays 84, not voting 73; as follows: 
YEAS—13%4. 
Aldrich, Dunnell, Lord, Singleton, Jas. W 
Atkins, Ellis, Lynch, Singleton, Otho R 
Bayne, Srrett, Mackey, Smalls, 
Beach, Farwell,Chas.B. Manning, Smith, Dietrich C 
Bisbee, Ford, Martin, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Blanchard, Forney, McLane, Robt. M. Spooner, 
Bland, Frost, McLean, Jas. H. Springer, 
| Brewer, Garrison, MeMillin, Stone, 
| Buek, Geddes, Mills, Strait, 
Buckner, George, Money, Talbott, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Gibson, Moore, Taylor, Ezra B 
Butterworth, Guenther, Moulton, Taylor, Joseph D 
Candler, Gunter, Muldrow, Thomas, 
| Cannon, Hardenbergh, Murch, Thompson, P. B. 
| Carpenter Harris, Benj. W. Mutchiler, Townsend, Amos 
Caswell, Haseltine, Nolan, Turner, Henry GQ. 
| Chace, Hatch, Oates, Upson, 
Chapman, Hazelton, Page, Irner, 
Clardy, Herbert, Paul, Valentine, 
| Clark, Hewitt, G. W. Phelps, Van Horn, 
Clements, Hoblitzell, Phister, Wadsworth, 
| Cook, Hoge, Pound, Ward, 
Cravens, Hooker, Prescott, Warner, 
Culberson, Horr, Rice, John B. Washburn, 
| Curtin, Houk, Rice, Wm. W. Webber, 
| Darrall, House, Rich, Wellborn, 
Davidson, Hubbell, Richardson, D. P. West, 
| Davis, Lowndes H. Humphrey, Richardson, J.S. Wheeler, 


Dawes, 
De Motte, 





Jones, Geo. W. 
Jones, James K. 


Ritchie, 
Robeson, 


Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 


Dezendorf, Jones, Phineas Robinson, Jas.8. Wise, George D 
Dibrell, Kenna, Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A. 
Dowd, King, Rosecrans, 

| Dunn, Lewis, Shultz, 

| NAYS—84. 

| Anderson, Cox, Samuel 8S. Harmer, Lindsey, 

| Armfield, Cox, William R. Heilman, Marsh, 

| Atherton, Cullen, Hepburn, McCook, 

rT, Cutts, Hiscock, McKenzie, 
Belmont, Davis, George R. Holman, Miles, 

| Beltzhoover, Deering, Jacobs, Morey, 

| Berry, Doxey, Jadwin, Morrison, 

| Bingham, Dwight, Joyce, Morse, 

| Bragg, Farwell, Sewell 8. Kasson, Norcross, 

| Briggs, Fisher, Ketcham, Payson, 

| Buchanan, Flower, Klotz, Peelle, 

Burrows, Julius C. Godshalk, Lacey, Peirce, 

Caldwell, Grout, Ladd, Randall, 

| Camp, Hall, Latham, Ranney, 
Cassidy, Hammond, N.J. Leedom, Ray, 
Cobb, Hardy, Le Fevre, Robinson, Geo. D. 
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Russell, Smith, A. Herr Updegraff, Walker, 
Ryan, Steele, Vance, Watson, 
Bcales, Stockslager, Van Aernam, Williams, Chas, G. 
Shalicnberger, Towushend, R. W. Van Voorhis, Wilia, 
Simonton, Turner, Oscar Wait, Young. 

NOT VOTING—73. 
Aiken, Crowley, Knott, Scoville, 
Barbour, Deuster, Mason, Scranton, 
Belford, Dingley, Matson, Shelley, 
Black Dugro, McClure, Sherwin, 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Mok tay, — 
Blias, Evins, cKinley, 
Blount, Fulkerson Miller, Spaulding; 
Bowinan Hannwond, John M r, 
Browne, Harris, Henry 8. Neal, nompson, Wm. G 
Bruinm, Haskell, O'Neill, Tucker, 
Cabell, Henderson, Pacheco, Tyler, 
Calkins, Herndon, Parker, White, 
Campbell, Hewitt, Abram 8S. Pettibone, Willits, 
Carlisle, Hill, n, Wilson, 
Colerick, Hitt, Reed, Wise, M n R. 
Converse, Hubbs, Wood, min 
Cornell, Hutchins, Rice, nm M. 
Covington, Jorgensen, Robertson, 
Crapo, Kelley, Ross, 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion was not agreed 


to. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I desire to announce that the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. CoNVERSE, is detained from the House by reason of ill-health. i 
understand if he were present he would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. Hewirr of New York. 

Mr. Tuompson, of Iowa, with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. Duaro with Mr. CABELL. Mr. DuGRO would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. Be.rorp with Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. BruM™M with Mr. CoLERICK. 

Mr. MASon with Mr. MATSON. 

Mr. Wapsworti with Mr. BLACK. 

Mr. CoRNELL with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. Wurre with Mr. WILSON, 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. SPARKS, on this vote. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I learn that friends have paired me with 
Mr. BLACKBURN, who would vote the other way, as I had been complain- 
ing somewhat and did not expect to be able to be present this morning. 
I withdraw my vote. 

On motion of Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to further consider the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on thestate of the Union. The unfinished business is the further 
consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I would like to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the business first in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished business, being the further con- 
sideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK., I object to its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, under the rule the com- 
mittee will rise and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the House being in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, objection was made to 
the consideration of the unfinished business, being the river and harbor 
appropriation bill, when, under the rule, the committee had risen and 
directed him to report the objection to the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House direct the com- 
mittee to further consider the river and harbor appropriation bill ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Would it be in order now to state the reason why 
I objected to proceeding with the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill, my object being to reach the deficiency bill? 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understood the motion of the 
tleman from California, when we went into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, was to proceed with the further consideration 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not have been in order. It 
was proper, of course, for the gentleman to state the purpose for which 
he made the motion; but it would not be in order to entertain such a 








Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentuaky. No point of order was made upon 


the motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair put the qpettign mich was in order 


upon the motion to go into Committee of the le on the state of the 


Union, but not for any specific purpose. The Chair remembers very 
statemen 


well the 


t. 


Mr. CAMP, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The 


gentleman will state it. 


Mr. CAMP. Ifthe House shall decide not to consider the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, I wish to ask whether the deficiency bi}! 
would not be next in order” 

The SPEAKER. That will come up properly when this question is 


disposed of. 


Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from New York feels easy now. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question: Will the 
House direct the committee to proceed to further consider the river and 
harbor appropriation bill? 
Mr. HISCOCK. On that I ask a vote by tellers, which will perhaps 


obviate the necessity 
Mr. ANDERSON. 


of de: 


manding a vote by yeas and nays. 
No, it will not, 


The House divided ;-and there were—ayes 74, noes 79. 
Mr. PAGE. Tellers. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yeas and nays. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 32 members voting in favor thereof— 
1 more than one-fifth of the last vote. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 105, not 
voting 62; as follows: 


Bland, 

Brewer, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 


Briggs, 

Browne, 

Buck, 

Burrows, Julius C, 
Caldwell, 

Camp, 

Cannon, 

ter, 


YEAS—1%. 
Dunn, Kenna, Ross, 
Dunnell, King, Sherwin, 
Ellis, Lord, Simonton, 
Farwell,Chas. B. Lyne Singleton, J. W. 
Ford, Mackey, Singleton, Otho R. 
Forney, Manning, 8 
Frost, Martin, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Garrison, 4 er, 
George, McLane, Robt. M. ne, 
Gibson, McLean, Jas. H. Strait, 
Guenther, MeMillin, Talbott, 
unter, ills, Thomas, 
Hammond, N. J oore, Thompson, P. B. 
n Muldrow, Townsend, Amos 
Harris, Henry 8. urch, Tucker, 
Haseltine, Oates, Turner, Henry G 
Hatch, O'Neill, Turner, Oscar 
Hazelton, ‘ need 
Herbert, Paul, rer, 
Hewitt, G. W. Pettibone, Vance 
Hoblitzell, Phister, Van Horn, 
Hoge, Pound, ard, 
Hooker, Reese, Warner, 
Horr, Rice, John B. Washburn, 
Houk, Rice, Theron M. Webber, 
House, a Wellborn, 
Habbell, ,D. P. Wheeler, 
Hu Richardson, J.8. Whitthorne, 
Humphrey, Ritchie, Williams, Thomas 
Jones, Geo. Robinson, Wm. E. Willis, 
‘ones, James K Rosecrans, Wise, George D. 
NAYS—165, 
Davis, George R. ez’ Scales, 
Deering, Scranton, 
De Motte, Latham, Shalienberger, 
Dowd, Leedom, Shultz, 
Donsy. Lewis, Smith, A. Herr 
Dwight, Marsh, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Errett, McCook, Sparks, 
Farwell,Sewell S. Miles, Springer, 
Fisher, Morey, Steele, 
Geddes Moulto Taylor fara B 
ton, ylor, Ezra B. 
Godshalk, * Mutchler, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Grout, Neal, Townshend, R. W. 
Hammond, John Norcross, U A 
Hardy, Pa . Valentine 
Harmer, Peelle, Van Voorhis, 
—. Peirce, — 
e ny Phelps, 4, 
Walker, 
Hiscock, Randall, Watson, 
Holman, Ranney, Weat, 
Jadwin, Ray, Williams, Chas. G. 
Jones, Wm, W. Lad eg 
Jorgensen, nson, Geo.D. Wood, Walter A. 
Joyce, Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Kasson, 
Kelley, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—#2. 
Ermentrout, Lindsey, 
Evins, Matson, Scoville, 
Fulkerson, McClure, ley, 
ris, Benj. W Moke zie, Spaulding, 
a n: » 
Haskell, McKinley, + ew 
Henderson, Miller, pson, Wm. G 
erndon, Money, vy ler 
Hewitt, Abram 8. Morrison, ‘an Aernam, 
Moagrove, White, 
Hutchins, Nolan, we R 
Ketcham, Parker, We Benjamin 
K Reale vo 
Le Fevre, Roberteoa 
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So the House directed the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

of the Union to ea with the consideration of the river and harbor 
iation bill. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DuGro, who would have voted 
no.” 

Mr. HALL with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with Mr. 
SPAULDING. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Evins], who I see has not yet returned 
tothe House. Ifpresent, he would vote ‘‘ay”’ and I should vote ‘‘ no.”’ 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move to dispense with the reading of 
the names. 

Mr. McCOOK. LIobject. Let us have the names read. It will be 
interesting. 


The names of members voting were read. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building in Jef- 
ferson City, in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (8. 1785) for the relief of David Mordecai and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, composing the commercial firm of Mordecai & Co., of Balti- 


more, Maryland. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and by order of the House resumes the con- 


Mr. WILLIS. I desire to be briefly heard on the amendment | 
have offered. It does not increase the appropriation one dollar; it 
simply indicates in the line of what has already been done that an 
amount not exceeding $35,000 may be expended at the Falls of the 
Ohio, where, as I have the evidence before me, in the last four mouths 
five of the largest steamers we have on the Ohio River have been 
wrecked because of the failure to make this improvement. The amend- 
ment provides that the engineer may in his discretion use $35,000 of 
the amount at that point. 

The estimates are for $70,000. The work has already been begun 
and is in progress. And I say to the committee, now at high water it 
is impossible for the steamboats to go either up or down the Ohio River 
at that point; and that has been the state of facts for six months in 
consequence of the erection of a wing dam. This is intended to remove 
that embarrassment. It is in accord with the recommendation of Gen 
eral Weitzell, of Colonel Merrill, and of the Department, and it does 
not appropriate a dollar more than the bill. 

Mr. PAGE. Can not this be wisely left to the discretion of the De- 
partment? 

Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. PAGE. 
appropriation. 
not object. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment just adopted the following : 

“ And that $10,500 may be expended for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ERRETT. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the amendment just adopted the following: 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to take such ac 
tion as may be necessary to convey to Thomas Mulvehill, of Pittsburgh, Pennsy! 
vania, all the amount of land erroneously conveyed back to the United States 


as set forth in a message from the President of the United States to Congress 
January 19, 1883." (Executive Document, page 46.) 


Mr. PAGE. I understand this is simply to correct a mistake, an 


Not any more wisely than in the other case. 
I understand this amendment does not increase the 
If the committee desires to have it inserted, I shall 





sideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 7631) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The pending paragraph was lines. 371 and 372, as follows: 

Improving Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

The Clerk reported the pending amendment offered by Mr. TURNER, 
of Kentucky, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 372, add: ‘‘ $50,000 of said $250,000 to be ex- 


pended at the Grand Chain, or so much thereof,as may be necessary to provide 
five feet of water at low-water mark.” 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last night it was divid- 
ing on this amendment and a quorum did not appear on a vote by tel- 
lers, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire toannounce I was detained 
from the House last evening by serious illnessin my family. If present, 
[should have voted for the amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I agree that the amount shall be 
$25,000; and in that form I understand there will be no objection to my 
amendment. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I made the point of order that there was no quorum. 
There is evidently a quorum present now and I do not insist on the 

int. 

Mr. THOMAS. I offer as a substitute the following: 

—— sum not leas than $25,000 shall be used in improving the Grand Chain 
rma 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. | accept that. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- | 


tleman from Kentucky as moditied. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment just adopted the following : 

“And $10, may be expended for continuing the improvement ofthe harbor 
at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio.” 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the committee be called to order. 
There is so much confusion that gentlemen do not know what is going 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment last adopted the following: 


“And Surther, That an amount not exceeding $35,000 may be used for 
contin the improvement of the Indian Chute at the Falls of thé Ohio.” 


Mr. DAWES. I rise to make the point as to a quorum on the last 


The CHAIRMAN. The point is made toolate. No further division 
the result was declared. 


was demanded, and 





amount of land having been deeded to the United States in excess of 
| the amount required for certain improvements. 
| Mr. ERRETT. It was merely a blunder in the deed. 
| ‘The amendment was adepted. 
The Clerk read lines 375 to 380, as follows: 
| Improving Hazy Lake Channel of Sault Saint Marie River, Michigan, via the 
Middle Neebish: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 
| Mr. WASHBURN. The word ‘‘hazy’’ should be ‘‘Hay.’’ I ask 
that the correction be made. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the correction indi- 
cated will be made: 

| The Clerk read the following: 
| Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the clause just read. There 
| is so large a number of these appropriations which do not seem to be 
| justifiable that it seems almost invidious to designate a partieular one. 
| But in a report made to this House on the motion, I think, of the gen 
tleman from California [Mr. PAGE], by the Secretary of War, there 
are some very instructive tacts stated, which I trust will not be entirely 
lost sight of. 

I think, indeed, that this report of the Secretary of War is one of the 
most valuable documents we have received from that Department o1 
from any other Department of the Government for many years. It 
| tends in a very large degree to correct the extraordinary character ot 
| reports which come to Congress through the engineers, who seem to be 
largely employed in urging considerations why appropriations should 
| be made for the various local as well as general highwavs of the coun- 
try. 

If there is in the whole round of our official literature a thorough 
piece of sarcasm, I think it is to be found inthis report to which [ refer, 
I ask the Clerk to read the portion of the report which I have marked, 
in connection with this appropriation. 

Before he does so, | wish to call attention to the fact that it seems to 
be assumed that this bill must pass, that these appropriations must be 
made; that this bill shall be neither increased nor diminished; that, in- 
deed, there is inside of this House a close corporation, which having 
made up its mind to pass a given bill and to take a given number of 
millions of dollars from the public Treasury, no considerations are to 
induce a deviation from that policy. Now, I wish that bit of sarcasm 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IMPROVING CHIPPEWA RIVER, WISCONSIN 
ens OOO coon aelianpnnemnnuatuacusantaned dtaimbcensectes!. Gm 

The protection of the high sand-banks is desirable, having the effect to hold 
back sand which eventually finds its way to the Mississippi, thereby obstructing 
the navigation of thatstream. Expenditures for the iraprovement of navigation 


on the Chippewa, however, are mostly in the interest of the logging and lumber 
trade of that valley, and the work wil! largely consist in the removal Of art!\i- 
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cial obstructions heretofore created by these same interests; and further, the 
improvements must be carried on in such manner as to interfere with none of 
these interests. The artificial obstructions are boom-piers, sheer-booms, dams, 
floating logs, and the refuse from saw-mills. In one case a boom spans the en- 
tire width of theriver. Floating logs are the greatest obstruction to steamboat | 
navigation, 


| 
} 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call attention now to the extraordinary | 
fact that you are asked to appropriate money for the improvement of a | 
stream which, according to the statement of the Secretary of War, is | 
only a lumbering stream, used for lumbering purposes, with booms ex- | 
tending entirely across the river; and the improvement of the stream 
consists in the removal of the artificial obstructions created by the very 
men who are interested in its navigation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BEACH. I will take the floor and yield my time to fhe gentle- 
man. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am very much obliged to my friend from New 
York. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bracn] 
yields his time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam very glad tosee that the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HUMPHREY] proposes to defend this item. 

I do not indulge the hope, after what has already transpired, that I 
shall be able in the least degree to arrest the attention of this commit- 
tee. Whenever a large body of gentlemen have made up their minds 
that a given bill shall go through, right or wrong, argument seems to 
be entirely useless. 

Here is a stream, shown by the report of the Secretary of War, the 
very latest information we have, to be a lumbering stream, used for 
the purpose of lumbering alone, with booms extending clear across the | 
stream, and the removal of those very artificial obstructions is the only 
improvement that can be made. 

We last year appropriated $35,000 for this improvement, and it is 
now proposed to appropriate still more for carrying on the improve- 
ment. ‘There is a bit of sarcasm in the first portion of this report of 
the Secretary of War on this improvement which should not fail to 
arrest the attention of gentlemen: 





The protection of the high sand-banks is desirable, having the effect to hold 
back sand which eventually finds its way to the Mississippi, thereby obstruct- 
ing the navigation of that stream. 


The improvement consists in holding back the sand-banks from being 
washed into a river thousands of miles in length, where the banks ot 
that river and also of its tributaries consist of these banks of sand. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. This appropriation is not for the purpose of re- 
moving the high sand-banks, but for another purpose entirely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it is for another purpose. Let me read | 
to my friend what that purpose is, for I am apprehensive that this re- 
port has been entirely overlooked: | 








Expenditures forthe improvement of navigation on the Chippewa, however, | 
are mostly in the interest of the logging and lumber trade of that valley, and | 
the work will largely consist in the removal of artificial obstructions heretofore | 
created by these same interests. 

That is to say, this is a lumbering stream and the improvement is to | 
remove the artificial obstructions created by those lumbering interests. | 

And, further, the improvements must be carried on in such manner as to in- | 
terfere with none of these interests. The artificial obstructions are boom-piers, 
sheer-booms, dams, floating logs, and the refuse from saw-mills. In one case 
a boom spans the entire width of the river. 

Yet under the constitutional limitation of power to appropriate money | 
for national purposes you last year appropriated $35,000, and it is again | 
proposed to appropriate more money for such a purpose as this. And | 
that, too, in detiance of the well-considered expressions of the President 
of the United States submitted to the last session of Congress, in which 
in part at least he tries to call the attention of Congress to the doctrines 
of our fathers: that you have no right to take money from the public 
Treasury, drawn from the industries of the whole people, for the benefit 
of special and private interests. Now, what is this but aspecial and pri- 
vate interest to be promoted by expenditures from the public Treasury ? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to call attention to this Chippewa River. 
I have traveled it from Reed's Landing to Eau Claire, a distance of sixty 
miles, on steamboats. There are three steamboats that ply on this 
river. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This report is the latest information we have on 
that subject. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Do not interrupt me. I did not interrupt you 
when you-had the floor. 

This appropriation of $2,500 is for the completion of the jetties which 
were commenced six orseven yearsago. These jetties are at the mouth 
of the river where it empties into the Mississippi, at Reed’s Landing, 
at the toot of Lake Pepin. This work, which is almost completed, is as 
much for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River as 
that of the Chippewa, because anybody who has traversed that river 
knows that at Reed’s Landing there isa large sand-bar. There is also 





those accustomed to detention before the work o 


what is called Beeuf Slough, which the Mississippi River Log Company 


| were authorized by a bill passed here three years ago to use. This com.- 


pany takes from sixty to seventy million logs every year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But what was done with the $35,000? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. LIamgoingtotell you. Last year Congress made 
an appropriation of $35,000 to protect the yellow banks of the Chippewa 
River. The Secretary of War, it seems, did not use that appropriation 
which is the appropriation the gentleman from Indiana has been talkin 
about. Now I claim to know as much about this subject as the Seer. 
tary of War or anybody else. Those yellow banks are washed every 
year from the base of a bluff two hundred and fifty feet high, strete}). 
ing for a distance of four to five miles about twenty miles above the 
mouth of the river, or « little above Durand, Wisconsin. When {lo 
Chippewa runs in a southwesterly direction it strikes that bluff and 
washes acres upon acres every spring, taking that silt into the Mississip) 
River. The Mississippi can never be improved below Lake Pepin un 
less you protect those yellow banks. This is what the engineer has 
said. The Secretary of Wardid not use that money; but if you under 
take to improve the Mississippi River you must expend from $20,000 t 
$40,000 twenty miles up the Chippewa or you throw away all the mone) 
you expend below Lake Pepin. The Chippewa has a commerce 0} 
$7,000,000 per annum; that amount went out of the river last year. 

Me Hurt Te 

r. Y. Ibegthe gentleman’s pardon; there are three 
steamboats plying regularly. 
Pe. FLOWER. Most of it goes in rafts, which are loaded at Eau 
ire. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. No, sir; theOmaha Railroad takes much of the 
lumber from Eau Claire. 

Mr. FLOWER. It does not take it by boat. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not yield to the gentleman; I simply de- 


| sire to say that this appropriation of $2,500 is to complete the jetties, 


a work recommended by the Secretary of War years ago. The appro- 
priation of last year is held in abeyance; but although that money was 
not used last year it must be used, for this work is more for the benetit 


| of the Mississippi River than for the Chippewa. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It has not been used yet, I believe? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. No, sir; but when the Secretary of War comes 
to understand the facts he will use it. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, theappropriation now under con- 
sideration is not the one of last year, referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], nor is it for the same purpose. That appro- 
priation, which has not been expended, was for removing the yellow 
banks. I rose, however, to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the Chippewa River is really a very important stream so far as 
the commerce of the State of Wisconsin is concerned. The entire con- 
merce of that river, as shown by the report of the Chief of Engineers, is 
something like $7,000,000. It is true that this business is very largely 
lumber business, consisting of lumber-rafts, log-rafts, &c. ; yet there are 
two lines of steamers plying this river during the whole season of naviga 
tion, from Reed’s Landing (where the river enters the Mississippi), 
as far as its navigation extends. The Secretary of War in his report 
says: 


The result of the work to date has been in the highest degree beneficial to the 

navigation interests ofthe stream. Lumber rafts are no longer detained by bars 

at the confluence of the Chippewa and ae py a fact fully appreciated by 
improvement commenced. 


The report further states: 


Steamboats commenced running April 21, and ceased running November 16 
Two steamboats plied between Reed’s Landing and Eau Claire; one steamboat 
plied between Reed’s Landing and Dunnville. 


The report then goes on to give the large amount of tonnage, the re- 
ceipts for carrying passengers, &e. This river is in my immediate sec- 
tion of country, and I know of what I speak. This is a legitimate ap- 
propriation. The amount is small, and the object is tocomplete a work 
long since commenced. There is no propriety whatever in striking it 


out. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the last word. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I do not know personally about this particularriver. The 
Secretary of War probably does know. But I rise to call attention to 
something which I think the country should know something about, 
and that is, while it may not be true in this case—I do not know about 
this case, and do not allege it to be true in this case—yet there have 
been improvements made in river and harbor bills under the guise of 
developing the commerce of the country which were simply and solely 
for the benefit of large lumber companies to float down their logs free. 
I would not be surprised if the two steamboats to which the gentleman 
referred are two boats owned by a lumber company for the purpose of 
pulling their logs down. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I know those lines do not. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then this is an exception, for very frequently 
they are, and very frequently these men who have capital enough to buy 
large tracts of land, and who have capital enough to put men in logging 
camps and bring out those logs and make a handsome profit, are not the 
men to do what other men with capital engaged in business must do, 











1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3015 





———— 


build their own ways, but have the audaciousimpudence to come to the 
Congress of the United States and say to the Government, say to the 
tax-payers, ‘‘ You have got, in ordertodevelop the commerce of the coun- 
try, to take some ditch and put water enough in it, or pull stumpsenough 
out of it, or pull away booms across it in order to let us bring down our 
logs.”’ n you come to developing an important point such as Chi- 
cago or Toledo, when you come to develop a great river, I would be 
willing to vote any amount of money which could be judiciously ex- 
ded; but when, under the guiseof anational improvement, you come 

to take the money of the people and put it directly into the pockets of 
those companies, I would see you all—[applause and laughter ]—well, 
happy in Heaven before I would vote for it. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. FLOWER. Such appropriations make this bill ridiculous. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The gentleman does not know anything about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for a voteon my motion to strike out the 
clause. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I should like to read, in support of the state- 
ment I have made, an extract from the engineer’s report: 

Under date of December 7, 1880, Ingram, Kennedy & Co., of Eau Claire, Wis- 
consin, extensive dealers in lumber, lath, and shingles, say : 

* Had it not been for the work done by the Government at the mouth of the 
Chippewa, we could not have run our rafts or boats during the low water of the 
past season.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs othe motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to strike out the clause. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 62. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HUMPHREY as 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 
97. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, 
£150,000, $5,000 of this sum to be available for the improvement of the channel 
between Green Bay and Depere: Provided, That before any money shall be ex- 


pended the Secretary of War shall appoint a commission of five, two of whom 
to be officers of the United States Engineer Corps, and three civilians, whose duty 





it shall be to carefully examine the improvements made and proposed, and re- 
port to the Secretary of War whether in their judgment the interests of com- 
merce and navigation will be advanced suiliciently to warrant the continuation 
and completion of this project. If their report be favorable, this appropriation 
is made available. If in the judgment of the board the work should not be con- 
tinued, it shall be their duty to report to the Secretary, and he to Congress, what 
disposition should be made of the work. The Secretary of War is hereby author- 
i to fix the compensation of the members of this board, and a sum sufficient 
to defray all expenses connected with this examination is hereby made imme- 
diately available out of the sum appropriated. And the said commission shall 
inquire and report the extent to which the public works on this river are used 
to furnish water-power to private persons and corporations, and where and by 
whom so used, and whethersuch persons or corporations pay any compensation 
for such privi 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
eMr. RANDALL. 


I reserve all points of order on that paragraph. 
I move to strike out ‘‘five,’’ in line 392, and in- 


sert in lieu thereof ‘‘ three;’’ then strike out the words ‘‘two of whom,”’ | 


and in line 394 the words ‘‘and three civilians;’’ 
then read as follows: 

Provided, That before any money shall be expended the Secretary of War 
shall appoint a commission of three, to be officers of the United States Engineer 
Corps, and whose duty it shall be to carefully examine, Kc. 


so the proviso will 


My object in the amendment is that we shall not be put to the ex- 
pense of employing three civilians. I believe that a board of three 


officers of the United States Army will be sufficient to accomplish what | 


is sought by this paragraph. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania, but the committee is disposed to accept the gentleman's sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to offer an amendment to the section ina 
line oer to that which the gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to 
amen: 


I object to it. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman propose an amendment to | 


the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRAGG. I pro an amendment to a prior line in the para- 
graph, and I insist I called the attention of the Chair before the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was on the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will relieve the Chairof that. I will withdraw 
mine until the gentleman’s amendment has been adopted or rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. By consent the amendment may be withdrawn. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no question of consent about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a question of consent. The Chair had 
recognized the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRAGG. I rose and addressed the Chair before the gentlefnan 
from lvania offered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is simply a question of recognition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will relieve the Chair, as I have stated, by with- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I desire to move to strike out the words ‘‘ and 
Wisconsin,’’ in line 387. Upon that amendment, Mr. Chairman, I de 
sire to address myself to the remarks made by the gentleman from Ma 
ryland [Mr. McLANE] on yesterday. I have not time, sir, within the 
five minutes allowed me under the rules of this debate to join the gen 
tleman, who talks so eloquently and fluently of the little veins and the 
large arteries of commerce. I have not time tostrike a poetic vein and 
with him describe the soft dew-drop falling upon the mountain-side, 
and follow it in its course thence to the rivulet, from the rivulet to the 
creek, from the creek to the river, from the river into the Gulf or the 
mighty Atlantic, and then turn and glorify myself by talking about 
the great national American system of commerce that is to be advanced 
But I have this to say, sir, that when gentlemen talk about that sort 
of thing, having this liquid, pleasant sound about it, and run on into 
the realms of poetry, they doas most of the poets do, forget in their ar 
dor for therhythm of wonis the facts of the subject upon which they talk, 
and, like the Methodist preacher at the camp-meeting, are pressing on 
constantly for those good things that are before and which they desire 
to grasp. 

1 was told in reply to my remarks on yesterday by the gentleman from 
Maryland, when | had stated that the Wisconsin River was not navi 
gable by steamboats, that I was entirely in error and the statement 
was not correct. And I was told also that sooner than take my state- 
ment with reference to its condition the gentleman preferred to refet 
to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, where the 
witnesses, grave, learned, and distinguished men, had testified in oppo- 
sition to my statement, and that he preferred to tollow the testimony 
80 given to the statement which I had myself made. 

I concede that in the REcoRD, as his remarks appear published this 
morning, the conclusion is that the gentleman from Maryland alluded 
to the Fox River and not to the Wisconsin, but I desire to say to him 
just this, that he is as much mistaken in reference to the Fox River as 
he isahout the Wisconsin River. In the first place, I have the case of the 
Supreme Court lying before me, and there was no testimony taken in it 
at all. So much, therefore, for the testimony of the grave gentlemen 
who gave evidence in that case that the river was navigable. The case 
of the Montello came to the Supreme Court of the United States unde 


| fended, because an exception was taken to the libel in the district court 


and the’ libel was dismissed. There was no testimony taken at all 
And the Supreme Court, in endeavoring to find ont where the Fox River 
was, stated not that there is any evidence but that— 


The libel does not impart any information as to the character of Fox River, 
or its connection with other waters, and it is only from the general allegation 
of the libel that the vessel transported passengers and merchandise upon the 
navigable waters of the United States, preceding the allegation as to the trans 
portation on Fox River, that we are justified in inferring that the libel intended 


| to state that Fox Kiver was a navigable water of the United States 


We are supposed to know judicially the principal features of the georraphs 
of our country, and, asa part of it, what streams are public navigable water 
the United States. Since this case was presented we have examined with some 
care such geographies and histories of Wisconsin as we could obtain from the 
Library of Congress, to ascertain if possible the real character of Fox River, and 

| to render the fiction of the law as to our supposed knowledge of the navigabl: 
| streams in that State a reality in this case; but from such examination we are 
still in doubt whether Fox River has any such conuneetion with other water 
to form with them a continued highway over which commerce is or may be 
earried on with other States or foreign countries in the customary modes in 
which such commerce is conducted by water 


us 


So much for the statement to this House that the testimony in that 
case showed that this river had been at some time only navigable by 
flat-boats but was now navigable for steamboats 

Again, that case was for a libel violating a law of 1838 by not having 
the vessel registered; and the violation was in 1867, when the Fox and 
Wisconsin Rivers, neither of them, were under the control of the United 
States, and neither of them had any improvement going on under the 
United States. They then were under the contro] and being improved 
by a corporation organized and created by the State of Wisconsin, and 
it was several years subsequent to that time, when the navigation was 
found out to be wholly and totally worthless and a fraud, that that com- 
pany retained all the lands they had and sold back the empty hulks to 
the United States for three hundred and odd thousand dollars, and sad- 
dled upon the General Government the further expense of the work and 
all the damages to private citizens that had been incurred by reason of 
carrying it on. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I desire to say a word or two in reply 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Braca]. 

When the gentleman from Wisconsin rose on yesterday to correct my 
statement I did not understand him, did not hear him distinctly, and 
did not make any distinction between the Wisconsin and the Fox. I 
| had no reference to the item in the bill for the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers. I was making a general reference to the ques 

tion of navigahility, and in illustration of the law I referred to the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court in reference to the navigability of the Fox 

River. I did not understand the gentleman from Wisconsin as refer- 


drawing my amendment for the present until after the gentleman from | ring to the Wisconsin River; if I had I would have promptly called to 


Wisconsin shall have been heard. But I 
the amendment immediately afterward. 





give notice that I will renew | my own and to his attention the error that was between us. 


i Now, I understand the gentleman to appreciate the difference bx - 
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tween us, and to make the same point as to the Fox River that he made 
yesterday as to the Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman is mistaken. The point I make is 
that the case itself does not make any such statement with reference 
to the Fox River as given by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
and myself understanding each other perfectly, and the Fox River being 
in question, he takes exception to my statement yesterday as to what 
the decision of the court was. 

Mr. BRAGG. Oh, no. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. If the gentleman has in his hand, as 
I suppose he has, the report of that case, the Montello steamer case, if 
he has that report in his hand I should like to have it. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman misunderstands me. Iam notspeak- 
ing with reference to the decision of the court. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I referred only to that, and I should 
like to know what the gentleman from Wisconsin refers to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I am speaking as to what the gentleman from Mary- 
land stated was the testimony in the case. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am referring to that also, and if the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will send me the book I will read to him 
what Judge Davis said. 

Mr. BRAGG. Judge Davis did not deliver the opinion. The opinion 
was delivered by Judge Field. The libel was for not registering under 
the law of 1838. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. RANDALL] gave notice of his intention to renew his amendment 
I will take time to look at the opinion of the court to which he refers, 
and will then reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin, and call his at- 
tention to the authority and case to which I referred. 

Meanwhile I wish it to be understood it was the Fox River I referred 
to yesterday; and I shall make a further reference to that river to jus- 
tify what I said yesterday as to the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. GUENTHER. [ask for the reading of the amendment offered 
by my colleague [Mr. Braga]. 

Mr. BRAGG. It is to strike out the words ‘‘and Wisconsin’ and 
the letter ‘‘s’’ in the word “‘rivers.’’ 

Mr. HAZELTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do this that I may say a single word in reply to the general position 
taken by my colleague from the State of Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. He 
evidently does not believe in the feasibility of the improvement of either 
the Fox or the Wisconsin Rivers, and desires that that work upon which 
the Government has already expended a large amount of money shall 
terminate and cease. 

We have had some two or three surveys of the Wisconsin River by 
the Engineer Department of this Government and one provision some- 
thing like this. ‘Two or three years ago—I have not time now to find 
the law—Congress passed a law authorizing a commission to visit the 
Wisconsin River in low water. General Wright was on the commission, 
I think. It was a commission of distinguished engineers; and they 
examined the Wisconsin River in low water and made a report recomn- 
mending the continuation of the improvement. 

A large amount of public money has been expended upon the Fox, 
and there are there some very fine water-powers created by that im- 
provement, which were incidental to the improvement only; and a 
water way has been opened along the Fox which is of the greatest value 
to the commerce of our State. 

Now, while I have no particular interest beyond anybody else’s in 
the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, because they ure 
works that are national in their character, and if improved must con- 
tribute to the general commerce of the nation, still, let me say that J. 
K. Warren, one of the most distinguished engineers of this Govern- 
ment, now dead, made a careful survey of both of these rivers; and 
among the most important reports contained in the engineer archives is 
that great report of J. K. Warren, in which he makes a report of the 
cost, and in it lays down different plans by which the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers can be made navigable and made to contribute largely 
to the highest interests of commerce in this nation. 

If we are to vote upon the estimates of engineers; if we are to take 
their judgment, then my colleague’s whole argument stands absolutely 
without any foundatian whatever in opposing this great work. 

How am | to vote here except upon the judgment of engineers? How 
am I or any other man to understand whether we are fooling away the 
money from the national Treasury unless we rely absolutely upon these 
reports made by engineers distinguished in reputation and capacity ? 

I am no engineer, | am no sailor or navigator, and I rely upon the 
rongey, of the Department. 

ir, WISE, of Virginia. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAZELTON] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin has 


<r 
r. WASHBURN. I rise—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the amend- 
ment or to s in favor of it? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HAZELTON, This merely provides for a re-examination of the 





river by the same engtneeers who have already reported in favor of this 
improvement. There is nota dollar to be appropriated unless they 
again find in its favor. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. . 

Mr. WASHBURN. I trust the pending amendment will not be 
adopted. I desire to say to the Committee of the Whole that there 
was a disposition on the part of the Committee on Commerce not to 
recommend any appropriation for this work. I think I may say that 
it was the opinion of the committee that it was a work that had better 
be dropped; that the benefits that would result from the completion 
of this work would not be commensurate with the large expenditures 
that would have to be made. 

The committee finally decided that instead of making an absolute 
appropriation they would provide for this board, so that all the facts 
might be reported to Congress, and then ifitshould be concluded that the 
work was not of such importance as to justify its being carried on, some 
recommendation might be made with reference todisposing of the prop- 
erty of the Government. It seems to me that is just precisely the po- 
sition in which this matter should be left. Let us obtain this report 
from a commission of disinterested parties, who will make recommen- 
dations with regard to the probable expense, and also give their judg- 
ment as to tae benefits that will flow from the expenditures should it 
be made. 

Mr. WHITE. Will thegentleman permit me toask him a question ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to know on what authority we can ap- 
propriate $5,000 to be expended in improving the channel between 
Green Bay and Depere? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Becanse that isa part of the Fox River. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is a part of the whole scheme. 

Mr. WHITE. If you can expend $5,000 in that direction, why can 
not you expend it in any direction ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is a part of the scheme. The original 
scheme was to create navigation between the Mississippi River and the 
Great Lakes. That is the scope of thisimprovement. A vast amount 
of money has already been expended, and to complete it and make it 
practically of any value would require the expenditure of an immense 
additional sum. 

The committee felt that before recommending any appropriation they 
had better call a halt and have this matter carefully examined in all 
its bearings, and have a report from the commission which it is pro- 

to raise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why provide for a commission such as is pro- 
vided in this bill? Why not have the Engineer Corps make the re- 


rt? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think it is well to have a representative from 
business men on that commission; but it is immaterial to me. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. ALDRICH took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House of the following 
title: 

A bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BRAGG. In reply to my colleague [Mr. HAZELTON], through 
whose district meanders the beautiful Wisconsin River, and in order to 
place myself right before such persons as may be scattered along its 
barren sands who expect in the next few years by virtue of the river 
and harbor appropriation bill to see the british lion and the French 
and all other flags floating on vessels as they pass up to Sac City, I say 
to him, in the language of a very distinguished man of our own State, 
the first preliminary step toward improving the Wisconsin River is to 
lath and plaster it. [Lanughter.] The sand is at hand and all you 
have to do is to work up the lime and hair and you may get it so as to 
hold it sufficiently together to follow the trace of the stream. 

I remind him that when the Saint Paul Company, then the Missis- 
sippi Railroad Company, built its bridge at Sac City, across the Missis- 
sippi River, when promises were high that the Hennepin Canal would 
be iinished so that vessels of war could gothrough that canal into Lake 
Michigan, up the Sturgeon Bay Canal, up the Fox River improvement 
and down into Wisconsin, before they allowed the bridge to be built, 
they required a draw to be put init after the manner of draws in bridges 
on tae Ohio River, in order to enable these vessels to pass through so 
that there should be no disturbance of navigation. 

Experts were called before a committee of our Legislature, and they 
testified before us and located the channel of the stream where the 
bridge should be built and designated where the draw should be put 
in. The railroad company built the bridge and put in the draw at the 
point designated. After the next spring flood draw was over dry 
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and the channel run away down under another arch of the bridge, 
where it still remains. 

General Warren was not in favor of improving the Wisconsin river 
upon any plan which has been recommended. He thought that the 
improvement of the river upon any plan whereby the expense would at 
all correspond with the benefits to be gained was utterly unteasible; 
and General Warren, let me tell you sub rosa, was relieved from duty on 
that work because he could not spend the money as fast as the people 
wanted him to do it. 

Year after year, while we have made e2ppropriations for the Fox and 
Wisconsin Rivers, the Wisconsin River has been leit out in the expendi- 


sOL7 


able, I hope that the appropriation proposed in this provision will be 


made. I will add that the amendment of the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania (Mr. RANDALL) is perfectly acceptable to me. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the issue niade bv the 
gentleman trom Wisconsin on my left [Mr. BRAGG] has been modified 
this morning; and we both stand before this committee to-day agreeing 
that itis the Fox River that isin question. As between him and my 
self the only question at issue is whether there was testimony in the 


| case to show that the Fox River is navigable. 


ture of the money, except in the digging of a little canal, about the | 


proper size for a respectable bullirog, from one river to the other. Since 
the two rivers have been ‘‘improved’’ the navigation by boats has been 
driven from both rivers. 

When I settled in Wisconsin in 1850 there ran upon Lake Winnebago 
and upon the Fox and the Wolf Rivers a line of steamboats. 
the Montello, the Badger State, the Appleton Belle, the Peytona, and 
the Indiana. 


of commerce up and down the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. The United 


| consin give me ny five minutes? 
There was | 


States have taken hold of those rivers; have svent between twe and | 


three millions of money, beside the land grant which was given away 
toa corporation that now claims to own all the water running on the 
Fox River. That company has now upon its hands from one hundred 
and fifty to two hundred lawsuits for damages by reason of the over- 
flow of lands and the drowning out of people of the Fox River valley. 
They have driven out the boats; ghey have destroyed the commerce, 
but they have erected valuable water-powers and have built cut-stone 
spouts to carry the water to factories which are being constructed on 
that stream for the benefit of private corporations and individuals, who 
sell out that water by the cubic inch while Uncle Sam pAAvs the ex pense 
and keeps the machine in order. That is the resultot the *‘ improve- 
ment.’”?’ The commerce, what there was, has been destroyed, partially 
from that cause and partially from another. ‘There is a railroad run- 
ning down either bank of the only part of that streain which was ever 
subject to improvement so as to render it navigable at all in the inter- 
est of commerce. 

Mr. TOWNSEND of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have been 
a member of the Committee on Commerce the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers has year after year come betore that conunittee 
and has been the subject of serious consideration, the conclusion being 
in general unsatisfactory. Appropriations have, however, been made 
from time to time to continue the work, which the committee believed 
would not be of very great importance when concluded. 

This year the question was again carefully considered, aud after full 
consultation with parties interested in that section of the improvement, 
the committee finally adopted the suggestion that a commission be ap- 
pointed to consist of two engineersand three civilians, to be selected trom 
all partsof the country other than Wisconsin, so as not to be prejudiced 
by any local feeling or interest. It was decided that this commission 
should consider, first, the practicability of concluding the work from an 
engineering standpoint and its cost; secondly, whether the work when 
completed would be worth anything to the commerce of the country. 
The latter branch of the subject was one which it was supposed com- 
mercial and business men throughout the country would know most 
about; hence the proposition that the commission should embrace three 
civilians as well as two engineers was in my judgment very wise. It 
was further decided that none of the money should be available for the 
continuation of this work until the report of this commission should be 
received and approved by the Secretary of War, who, if the report should 
be favorable, will be authorized to go on and expend the money. 

I know of no better way of disposing of this question for the present 
than this. It looks to a full investigation of all the facts. Every sug- 
gestion such as those presented by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BRAGG) will be carefully considered, and I doubt not « wise conclusion 
will be arrived at. My judgment has always been—and the more I have 
investigated the subject the more this opinion has heen strengtliened— 
that this work when completed will be of no practical advantage. [1 
you send there to make an examination a board consisting of engineers, 
as has been done on two or three occasions, they will report simply upon 
the practicability or feasibility of the work from an engineering stand- 
point. But we propose that this commission shall take a wider and 
more practical view, such a view as Congress should take in acting upon 
the question. I trust, therefore, that this clause of the bill will be al- 
lowed to remain as it is, for I think it will be productive of the best 
results, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
the clause ? 

ag the hammer fell. } 

_ Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, representing most of the territory 
in which this improvement is located, I am perfectly willing that the 
qualifications of the members of this commission should be so prescribed 
a8 to exclude any possibility or suspicion that any of them may be un- 
duly inflnenced. All that we want is a fair, impartial examination ly 
unprejudiced and competent persons. Inasmuchas nopartofthis money 
is to be available unless the report of the commission should be favor- 


Why should we not strike out 





| what | said 
They carried freight; business was then done in the way 


Mr. BRAGG. That is not the question at all, 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Pray tell me what it is 

Mr. BRAGG. I stated to you distinctly I referred to the testimeny 
of the witnesses of whom you spoke as to the change made in the stream 
from a fiat-boat stream to a steamboat stream 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Pray, will the gentleman trom Wis 
For what I said did refer to the wit 
nesses, and I now hold in my hand the court's opinion to fully confirm 
It is not the opinion of the case, however, to which the 
gentleman trom Wisconsin reiers. 

Mr. BRAGG. Oh! 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. The case to which he regerred reported 
in 11 Wallace was dismissed because the testimony was not sufficient to 
sustain the libel or show the navigability of Fox River: but the further 
testimony was tuken which the court considered sufficient, and it is rr 
ported in 20 Wallace under the same title, to wit, the Montello case; 
und that is the case to which I referred. The opinion was delivered, 
as [ stated on yesterday, by Judge David Davis, and he states the case 
reported in 11 Wallace was dismissed because the evidence was insuffi 
cient. Now he says the court has full evidence to show the river was 
not navigable before this improvement for anything but tlat-boats, but 
when it was improved it became navigable tor steamers; and he says it 
was none the less a navigable stream when it was navigated by flat 
boats. That is what I said yesterday, and that is what the gentleman 
irom Wisconsin endeavors to correct to-day. And he cites the case in 
11 Wallace where the libel was dismissed, Judge Field delivering the 
opinion of the court, because the evidence was not sufficient. But the 


| gentleman did not cite the case in 20 Wallace where the court consider 


the evidence is sufiicient, Judge David Davis delivering the opinion of 
the court. Although the gentleman trom Wiscousin [ Mr. BRAGG | is no 


| poet, he isa Wisconsin lawyer, and I suppose he knew very well the libel 


which was reported as dismissed in 11 Wallace was entertained and re 
ported in 20 Wallace. That is the record in this cas 

Mr. PAGE. Can not we have a vote now ? 

Mr. BRAGG I rise toa question of personal privilege As a Wis 
consin lawyer, 1 desire to call the attention of this committee and oi 
the lawver from Maryland to the fact that, if he will look at that case, 
it was tor libel in the year 1867, and the United States had never spent 
one dollar on that river. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I have looked at them both. IT have 
them before me, and I know very well what is the issue between the 
gentieman trom Wisconsin and myself. 


Mr. BRAGG. Not one dollar on that river I do not care what ti 


| case states, you will find the act when the United States took charge of it 


Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I will report the text of the case 
In the Montello case, reported in 11 Wallace, Judge Field says 


| ** the libel does not impart any information as to the character of Fox 


| River, or its connection with other waters;’’ 


| ion of the court and declares that the Fox River is a 





and then he proceeds to 
dismiss the libel and observes that ‘* the parties will beable to present 
by new allegations and evidence the precise charactemof Fox River as 
a navigable stream.’’ Inthe Montello case reported in 20 Wallace note 
is taken of the fact that the case had been before the court before, as 
reported in 11 Wallace, but that the libel was defective and the evi 
dence insufficient to determine the question, and that it was remanded 
on further proceedings to enable the parties by new allegations and evi 
dence to present the exact character of Fox River as a navigable stream 
and that as this was now done there was nothing in the way of a correct 
solution of the inquiry. Judge Davis then proceeds to deliver the opin 
navigable stream 
and was a navigable stream before it was improved by the United States 
and one of the highwavs referred toin the ordinance of 1787; and Judge 
Davis continues with the observation that “the trne test of the navi 
gability of a stream does not depend on the mode by which commeres 
is or may be conducted, nor the difficulties attending navigation; i! 
this were so, the public would be deprived of the use of many of th 
large rivers of the country over which rafts of lumber of great valne are 
constantly taken to market.’’ And he refers tothe fact that Pox River 
was navigable by Durham boats only, propelled by animai power, when 
loaded drawing only two feet of water, before it was improved, and yet 
it was none the less within the jurisdiction of the United States as a 
navigable stream as it continued to be after its improvement and navi- 
gation by steamers. 

Mr. PAGE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task before the vote is taken to have the attention 
of the Chair called to the point of order I reserved on this paragraph 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana did reserve the 
point of order. 





+ 
“4 | 
Q 
: 


OE ee 





3018 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Maron |, 





Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
and to confine it to that portion of the paragraph to be found in lines 
403 and 404, which read as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to fix the compensation of the mem- 
bers of this board. 

If the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be adopted 
of course the motion to strike this out would be entertained. But I 
wish to present the question of order whether or not on a river and har- 
bor bill there can be independent legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Indiana 
to again state his point of order. Is the Chair correct in understanding 
it is confined to lines 403 to 404” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on the entire paragraph. 
Of course that embraces all portions of it. I could not probably move 
more than one point of order at atime. Without regarding it as over- 
ruled I confine my point now to the words I have read, as follows: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to fix the compensation of the 
members of the board. 

Mr. PAGE. If the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyvania 
should be adopted, there would be no point of order, I imagine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be stricken out as a matter of fact. 
But I desire to present the point of order whether or not there can be 
independent legislation upon a bill appropriating money for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. These appropriations are based, at least 
such has been heretofore the plan, upon the reports of the Chief of En- 
gineers, transmitted to Congress through the Secretary of War. Of 
course I concede that to the extent of the works recommended to Con- 
gress through the Secretary of War there may be to that extent amend- 
ments or appropriations against which the point of order would not lie; 
but what I wish to inquire is whether or not there can be independent 
legislation upon a bill of this kind? 

Mr. PAGE. Upon the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear the gentleman 
from California upon the point of order. The Chair is not aware of any 
rule under which this point of order can be sustained, if the clause is 
germane, and the Chair thinks thisis germane. It is nota new thing—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair holds that it does not come under the 
provisions of the third clause of the twenty-first rule then at all? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. This is not a general appropriation bill 
coming within the purview of Rule XXI. That has been so held, as 
far as the present occupant of the chair knows, without dissent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So, if the amendment is germane, it is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds, and following the line of 
precedents. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], which has been reported. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 30. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now offer the amendment which I temporarily 
withdrew. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will be kind 
enough to again state his amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out ‘‘five,’’ in line 392, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘three;’’ strike out, in lines 392 and 
393, the words ‘‘two of whom to be;”’ and in line 394 the words ‘‘and 
three civilians;’’ so that if it is adopted this paragraph will read: 

Provided, That before any money shall be expended the Secretary of War shall 
appoint a commission of three officers of the United States Engineer Corps, whose 
duty it shall be, &®. 

As the Committee on Commerce have agreed to accept that amend- 
ment, I will not detain this committee by giving the reasons for its 
adoption, because I do not desire to waste any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment wil! be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr.CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I investigated this matter very care- 
fully in the committee and was opposed to it. Had it been a new proj- 
ect I should not only have opposed it there but I should have opposed 
it here upon the floor of the committee. But after that investigation, 
when I found that a great deal of money had been already expended 
upon this improvement, and when I found earnest advocates in favor of 
it, I believed it was wise not to vote to strike it out without further in- 
vestigation. Ishallaccept, asoneof the committee, therefore, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

I believe we can get as accurate and satisfactory an opinion with less 
prejudice from three officers of the Engineer Corps than we can from 
three engineers and two civilians combined; and I hope that this clause 
will be adopted and the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia acceded to. I think then it will be just to the country for their 
orotection and just to these men who advocate the continuance of this 
improvement. 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate. 


Mr. BRAGG. I have two amendments to this section which I desire 
to offer. 





Mr. PAGE. The gentleman can do that after we go back into com. 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RoBINsoNn, of Massachy 
setts, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr CANNON re- 
= that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

aving had under consideration the river and harbor appropriation j)) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAGE. I move now that when the House next resolves itsely 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to fur. 
ther consider the river and harbor bill that all debate upon this para- 
graph and pending amendments shall be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Make it one minute. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer a further amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to ask the gentleman from California iy 
there will be an opportunity to explain the amendments I propose to 
offer ? 

Mr. PAGE. Iwill give the gentleman from Wisconsinall of the time 
allowed for debate if this motion is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit the motion 
of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. PAGE. I propose to modify the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the modification 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that all debate upon this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes, not to exclude the 
offering of other amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman now moves to limit de 
bate upon the paragraph and all @mendments to ten minutes. Ty 
latter part of the motion is not necessary. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would suggest to the gentleman from California 
that he limit debate upon amendments now pending. This is a very 
important subject. 

Mr. PAGE. I can not do that. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit 
tee of the Whole to further consider the river and harbor appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend 
ing paragraph and all amendments is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to offer as a substitute for the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words * Engineer Corps,” in line 398, insert : 

“But neither of whom shall be connected in any manner with any Govern 
ment work in the State of Wisconsin.” 

After the word “ civilian,”’ in line 394, insert: 

“Neither of whom shall be an employé of the Engineer Corps of the United 
States, nor of any member of such corps; nor shall he be in any wise interested 
in any water-power affected by such river improvement, nor in any contract 
for public work under the control of the United States or any officer therevt 


nor shall he be a resident of any county bordering upon either the Fox or Wis 
consin Rivers, or through any part of which either of said rivers run.” 


Mr. PAGE. I hope that will be accepted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that I shall ask a division of the 
amendment. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. My proposition is, first, after the words ‘‘ Engineer 
Corps,’’ leaving the section to stand as it is, to provide that no member 
of the Engineer Corps who now has charge of any public work in Wi: 
consin shall be one of that board. My reason is that the pride of cast« 
and of the profession is so great in that corps that if any of his fellows 
engaged in jobs—or I should say in contracts—in the State, if called to 
act upon a brother officer’s contraet where he has lived and built his 
home, and got a nice yacht and an elegant place to live, he will be 
very loath to decide he ought to be ousted and turned away. 

I move, after the word “civilians,’’ to limit the provision so that no 
civilian employé of the United States Engineer Corps shall be selected. 
Why? Because all through our State they have civilian engineers who 
are doing their work, and, unless limited, they may hire a man who is 
now their own foreman, who will come in as a civilian engineer and be 
there to hear their case and decide in their favor. 

I restrict them also by providing that no man who shall be such a 
civilian employé shall have any interest in any water-power that is af 
fected or benefited by the work. I make it also a restriction that no 
man who is interested in any Government contract over which these 
Government engineers have control shall be selected, because all thoxe 
persons stand in an attitude where the influence of the opinion of the 
engineer in charge is almost conclusive and final. 

1 then restrict it further, that no one of those men shall be selected 
from any portion of the country bordering on these rivers from the mouth 
of the Fox to the mouth of the Wisconsin, so as to relieve their judy 
ment from any prejudice that may be brought to bear by reason of a 
hope that some time some great benefit may result to some particular 
locality from the work. And I prefer to have the civilian employé to 
the engineer, because I regard the judgment of the civilian much bet- 
ter than I do the judgment of the engineer where he is sitting in judg- 
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ment upon himself; and having encouraged by his reports an expendi- 
ture of two and a half millions of money of the Government, he will be 
exceedingly loath to decide that he had given opinions upon which that 
money had been uselessly expended. 

I can give you perhaps an illustration of the reason why I have not 
so much confidence in engineers on the subject of their power of man- 
agement and control of water and how to grant relief. I refer you to 
the celebrated case of Banks’s fleet up the Red River when the Engi- 
neer Corps dropped their hands powerless by their sides and all the 
American engineering science that is now to control the Mississippi 
was unable to get the fleet of General Banks over the rocks of the Red 
River. The engineers lay down and went to sleep over it. But the 


river lumbermen put a little common sense to the task, and their com- | 
mon sense in twenty-four hours floated out the fleet, and as it floated 


out it floated away all the respect I have for the judgment of that corps 
over the judgment of anybody else. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] I have no objection. But I take 
issue with the gentleman as to the propriety of calling into this com- 
mission any civilian. I differ entirely in opinion with the gentleman 
from Wisconsin—I do it with great modesty—as to the Engineer Corps 
of the United States Army. My experience and association with these 
gentlemen has been entirely favorable to theirintelligence, their honor, 
and their character in every way. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I shall offeran amendment to strike out $150,000 
and insert an appropriation of $5,000, to be expended for the improve- 
ment of the channel between Green Bay and Depere. In other words, 
I want to strike out the Fox and Wisconsin improvements. The facts 
which have been developed here are simply astounding and startling. 
There is not any question about it. In the main that money has been 


To the first branch of the ameudment of the gen- | 


; hereby made immediately available of the sum appropriated 


used for the benefit of private corporations, and it is money of the United | 


States which has been so used. 

It has been stated by some members of the committee that they in- 
tended to omit this appropriation; but they did not do it. Now what 
do we want a commission for to tell us whether we had better omit 
this appropriation or not? Why can not this House determine that? 
The taking of United States money under the guise of general com- 
merce to be applied for the benefit of these mill-owners up there is, in 
my judgment, an entirely wrong idea. 

So far as the Fox River is concerned, while it is more nearly a navi- 
gable stream than the Wisconsin, yet gentlemen will find the com- 
merce is not very heavy on the Fox River. 
been appropriations I have no doubt for both these streams heretofore. 
Why, then, when cutting down on your own standard appropriations for 
improving rivers and harbors—why let these men benefited along your 
river, and in particular these mill-men and water-power owners, come 
in here for the purpose of using the money of the United States? I do 
not think it is right, and i shall vote against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is oy the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Braaa], offered as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I favor the first amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, which regulates the character of the appointments of Army 
engineer officers. The other branch of the amendment I hope will be 
voted down, because I want the amendment striking out the provision 
as to the appointing of civilians on this commission to be carried. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman demand a division of the 
question on the substitute? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do. 


stitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the words “‘ Engineer Corps,” in line 393, insert: 


“But neither of whom shall be connected in any manner with any Govern- 
ment work in the State of Wisconsin.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope that will be adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to oppose the amendment, and I do it for the 
purpose of defending the character of the officers of the Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate upon the pending paragraph and 
amendments thereto has been exhausted. 


The question was then taken upon the first division of the substitute, | 


and it was 


to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the second clause of the sub- 
stitute. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ civilians,” in line 304, insert: 

“Neither of whom shall be an employé of the Engineer Corps of the United 
States, ror of any member of such corps; nor shall he be in any wise interested 
im any water-power affected by said river inisprovement; nor in any contract for 
re | bere: under the control of the United States or any officer thereof; nor 


sas rivers, or through any part of which either of said rivers may run. 


Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will be voted down; it is entirely in- 
consistent with iti 


As proposition. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I regard the civilian part of the com- | 








mission as of far more importance. 
ports we want. 

The question was taken upon the second clause of the substitute: 
and upon a division there were—ayes 27, noes 28 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRAGG and Mr. RANDALI 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayves 58, noes 90 


We have now all the engineer re- 


were ap 


So the second clause of the proposed substitute was not agreed to 

The amendment of Mr. RANDALL was then agreed to 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to further amend by inserting in line 403 
alter the word ‘‘to,’’ the word ‘‘ expend also, to strike out in line 
104 the words “‘fix the compensation of the members of this board; 
also, to insert, aiter the word *‘examination.”’ the words 
amount as necessary ;"" 


“and such 
so that the clause will read 

The Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to expend a sum suflicient to defray 
all expenses connected with this examination and such amount as necessary is 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ANDERSON I now move to amend, in lines S88 and 
striking out ‘*$150,000°" and inserting in lien thereof * 
my judgment $25,000 is enough 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mi 
upon a division there were—ayes 8, noes 26 

Mr. ANDERSON 

Several MEMBERS 

Mr. ANDERSON 
think is enough. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. GUENTHER and Mr 
uppointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers proceeded to count 


GSO, by 
$25. 000,"" In 


ANDERSON; and 
No quorum has voted 


Do not make that point 


There are $150,000 involved here; $25,000 | 


ANDERSON were 


but before concluding, 


And furthermore, there have 


The CHAIRMAN said: The Chair desires to announce to the com 
mittee that no quorum has voted. There is evidently a quorum present 
and unless it is the pleasure of gentlemen to vote the business of the 
committee will be suspended. 

Mr. ANDERSON. If wecan be allowed a vote in the House on this 
wppropriation of $150,000, 1 will withdraw my point of no quorum 

Mr. GUENTHER. We can not do that. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then we will go on with the count 

Mr. GUENTHER. We will fight it out right here 

The tellers concluded the count; and reported that there were 
1G, noes 102. 

So the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON was not agreed to 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move to amend in line 399, aiter 
the word ‘‘tavorable,’’ by inserting the words ‘‘and shall be approved 
by the Secretary of War;’’ so that the clause will read 


ayes 


If their report be favorable and shall be approved by the Secretary of War 


| this appropriation is made available 


Mr. GUENTHER. There is no objection to that 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE I now move to strike out the entire 
amended I desire to be heard on that motion 

The CHAIRMAN Debate is not in order now; all debate upon the 
pending paragraph has been exhausted 

Mr. HOLMAN Before the motion to strike ont is voted upon | 
move to amend the paragraph by striking out from the word ** 


paragraph as 


continu 


| ing,’’ in lines 387 and 388, down toand including the word ** expended, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first division of the sub- | 


in line 391; also, beginning in line 39s, strike out these words 


If their report be favorable and shall be approved by the Secretary of War 
this appropriation is made available 

I ask that the paragraph be read as proposed to be amended by me 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Wisconsin; The Secretary of Warshal 


| Appoint a commission of tive, to be officers of the United States Engineer Corps 


but neither of whom shall be connected in any manner with any Government 
work in the State of Wisconsin, whose duty it shall be tocarefully examine the 


improvement made and proposed, and reporttothe Secretary of War whether | 


a resident of any county bordering upon either of the Fox or Ar- | J : Seat : 
| votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill of 


theirjudgment the interests of commerce and navigation will be advanced sufli 
| ciently to warrant the continuation and completion of this project 
judgment of the board the work should not be continued, &« 

Mr. PAGE. Does that amendment sirike out the appropriation 
Mr. HOLMAN. It does; it anthorizes only the commission 

Mr. PAGE. That is not right; I hope it will not be adopted 
The committee rose informally; and the Speaker resumed the chat 


If im the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate hadappointed Mr. Mamoneand Mi 
McDILL in place of Mr. BAYARD and Mr. Beck, excused, as the man 
agers of the conference on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing 


| the House (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN], which has been read. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 5, 
noes 34. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GUENTHER and Mr. HOLMAN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 45, 
noes 104, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. WHITE to strike 
out the paragraph; which was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


qageots Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing improvement, 
000, 


Mr. COBB. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “20” and insert “ 30;" soas to appropriate $30,000 for continuing the 
improvement of the Wabash River. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, everybody knows that the Wabash is an 
important river—a great tributary to the Ohio and thence to the Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. BROWNE. What does it contribute to the Ohio? 

Mr. COBB. It contributes large volumes of water as well as great 
quantities of commerce. When the gentleman and I were boys it floated 
perhaps as much produce upon its bosom as any river of its length in 
thecountry. It passesthrough the richest country on the globe. There 
is no valley in the world that is richer than the valley of the Wabash. 

The river has been improved; $150,000 have been expended upon it. 
The Department recomynendsa further appropriation of $95,000 for this 
purpose; and the Com#fittee on Commerce reports an appropriation of 
$20,000, an amount which I submit is altogether inadequate fora 
river of such importance. It is four hundred and forty miles long, and 
in its present condition is navigable more than two hundred miles from 
its mouth, with the exception of the Grand Rapids and one or two 
other points. 

Mr. BROWNE. 
navigable? 

Mr. COBB. To La Fayette. The gentleman does not seem to know 
anything about a river which is a boundary of hisState and runs through 
it. I have seen upon the Wabash River at my town twenty-nine New 
Orleans steamers, as large vessels as navigate the Mississippi River. I 
do not mean to say that I have seen them in recent times, since the 
growth of railroad communication. But I understand that the object 
of the riverand harbor bill is to give us water ways as a means of trans- 
—— competing with the railroads. If this be so, the Wabash 

iver is entitled to a greater appropriation than that proposed in this 
bill. 

I do not care to occupy the time of the committee, but I do insist 
that this river for the last few years has not received the amount of 
money which ought to have been appropriated for it—the amount which 
its volume of water and its importance as a water way justify. I trust 
the Committee of the Whole will adopt my amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I submit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

After line 417 insert: 

“Improving White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement, $20,000." 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I presume that this amendment will not 
be adopted. I offer it merely for the pu of seeing what this com- 
mittee will do with the report which has been made on this subject. 

Here is a stream upon which the Government has already expended 
$65,000. A further appropriation of $50,000 for its improvement is 
recommended by the Corps of Engineers to be made for the present 
year. This stream passes through a very rich section of country—a 
section not surrounded by railroads as the Wabash River is. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole might therefore with propriety adopt this amend- 
ment as a means of giving to the people along the line of this river the 
means of transporting their produce. 

Let me make a single statement to illustrate the value of this stream. 
Three years ago I took occasion to examine the statistics, and I found 
that at the point where the White River intersects the Terre Haute and 
Indianapolis Railroad there had been shipped from the upper waters 
of this stream more than 3,000,000 feet of lumber, more than 450,000 
bushels of corn, more that 375,000 bushels of wheat, more than 600 car- 
loads of general merchandise. Now, after $65,000 have been expended 
upon this stream, it is proposed by the committee, as I understand, to 
abandon the work and let the stream go. ‘There is no railroad adja- 
cent and parallel to this river. It is the only outlet for a large section 
of rich and fertile country, embracing also vast coal-fields. 

Now, will the Committee of the Whole give to these people who live 
along the line of this stream and within fifteen or twenty miles of it a 
more convenient and a cheaper method of getting their produee to mar- 
kets, or will they give to other streams not half so important to the 
commerce of the country thousands of dollars, and allow this river to 


To what point are the upper waters of the Wabash 








remain unimproved because it Jies in the great Mississippi Valley 
with its rich wheat and corn fields, with its pork and beef that feed the 
world? Will you withhold an appropriation from this stream and give 
money for rivulets in the mountains use the members of the Com. 
mittee on Commerce happen to favor such appropriations? I ask the 
Committee of the Whole to do justice in thiscase. This bill as it stands 
is an outrageous bill. I have attempted to cure some of its enormous 
defects. 

Mr. PAGE. It appears from the engineer’s report, on page 1977 (the 
appendix), that many bridges cross this stream withoutadraw. These 
obstructions must absolutely prevent any navigation of the river. 

Mr. COBB. Where are those bridges built? 

Mr. PAGE. I will read from the report : 

A bridge has recently been constructed across the portion of the east fork, tur 
the improvement of which a has made appropriations. This bridge is 
without a draw, and is built without any authority of Congress. 

Mr. COBB. Exactly. 
Mr. PAGE (continuing the reading) : 

The bridge of the Evansville and Terre Haute Railroad, near Hazleton, has 
now no draw worth the name, the bridge in that respect being much worse than 
it was last year. (See Report of Chief of Engineers, 1881, page 2007.) 

The laws regulating the crossing of the smaller navigable rivers are too gen- 
eral and too little understood to be effective. 

A definite law giving the requirements to which all bridges on such rivers 
must conform, and providing means for its enforcement, would be a great “Dp 


toward peventing obstructions, which the officer charged with improvemefits 
is powerless to remove. 


Mr. COBB. I understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. BROWNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, this amendment touches me 
in a tender point. I love the White River and my colleague has stated 
but the truth when he says it passes through one of the richest agricu!t- 
ural regions on the continent. We have commerce—abundance of it 
We have large harvest-fields that turn to gold underthe summer’s sun 
shine. We have immense corn-fields that turn brown in the autumn 
frost. We have mills and lumber and everything on the White Rive: 
There is but one trouble about it, and that is, it has not got any water 
[laughter], or at least enough to make it a stream of any consequence 
to commerce. For that reason I shall vote against the amendment 

Mr. COBB. My colleague lives more than two hundred miles off 1) 
the way of this river to its mouth, and I doubt whether he has ever 
seen one hundred and fifty miles of it next to its mouth. I have never 
heard of him being in that part of the State but once. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When was that? 

Mr. COBB. About six or eight years ago, and he will remember 
perhaps better than I do. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes; it was immediately after Congress made an 
appropriation to survey the river to Gosport. I went down there be 
cause a goose had floated up that far and landed, and was not able to 
find water enough to get back in. [Laughter.] I sympathized 
with the goose. [Great lau ter) 

Mr. COBB. This river it has been reported by the Engineer Corps 
can be made navigable, and is now up to Portersvile, eighty miles from 
its mouth. And if the gentleman makes that issue I can only say he 
does not know what he is talking about. I know this river runs up to 
the northeastern part of the State. Its source is way up in the north- 
eastern part, and it traverses the southwestern portion, emptying into 
the Wabash River. But I know another thing. There is not an jour 
in the last twenty years, to my knowledge, when boats have not been 
plying between Portersville and the mouth of the river, where the E:n- 
gineer Corps have determined to improve it. And Congress has appro 
priated from year to year for the last five years $20,000 a year. That 
money has been expended on this river, and the Engineer Corps report 
to-day that $50,000 can be profitably expended on this river. Notwith- 
standing the ignorance in regard to this river displayed by my colleague, 
because he lives where there are no streams, and where his people are 
wealthy and have heen for years and have built railroads and turnpikes, 
when he comes down into my section of the State he ought to remem- 
ber we cherish our rivers. And I am in favor of proper appropriations 
for rivers and harbors; but I do say the favoritism shown for the last 
four or five years, to my knowledge, in regard to rivers and harbors is 
an outrage on this great people. These bills ought to be defeated, or 
else they ought to be corrected and made apply to such water ways us 
benefit the people. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the last word. Now, I know 
my friend is especially the champion of river and harbor appropriations. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman knows that is not true in any sense. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not understand the gentleman raises any ques- 
tion of veracity. 

A MEMBER. It was only sid in a Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. COBB. It does not go on the Recorp in any Pickwickian sense. 
The gentleman will understand he can not state a falsehood against ne 
without my denying it. He takes issue with me. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to repeat, Mr. Chairman, I know my col- 
league hasa very tender regard forriverand harbor appropriations. The 
only trouble with him is he can never get a bill that is precisely to his 
taste. If you could only put in one of the White rivers in the United 
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States why it would be entirely satisfactory, and my colleague would 
yote for that with alacrity. The truth is everybody familiar with In- 
diana knows that White River is nota stream of any importance. I un- 
dertake tosay if I could havea commission appointed it would be demon- 
strated that th» Congress of the United States have appropriated more 
money for its improvement than is equal to the aggregate value of all 
its commerce, including the value of the boats and other meansof trans- 
rtation on its waters. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Indiana must be mistaken; 
because when he and I were boys the flat-boats went from there loaded 
with grain and produce of all kinds to New Orleans. 

Mr. BROWNE. With grain? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; when we were boys that was the only 


outlet; and the mode of transportation from that country was by flat- | 


boats down that river. 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam not talking about the younger days of the Re- 
public, when the gentleman from Illinois was a boy. There weremany 
flats in those days. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. Let me interrupt my colleague for a moment. 
think he heard my remarks—— 


I do not 


Mr. BROWNE. Oh,I heard the gentleman call me a liar, but I don’t | 


mind that. [Great laughter.] If my colleague desires to apologize I 
will hear what he has to say. 

Mr. COBB. Most certainly I apologize, if'that is what my colleague 
wants, if he has any such interpretation in his mind of my language. 
Now, will he yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BROWNE. ‘To make an apology? Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no; I want to ask a question. 

Mr. BROWNE. Just a moment, and then I will yield with pleasure 
-to my friend. Mr. Chairman, seriously the reason why I took the floor 
to talk on this subject at all was because this is an Indiana stream. 
Every gentleman who is familiar with my course here knows that I have 
voted steadfastly against river and harbor appropriations. I voted 
against them because I believed they included within them streams that 
were of no national consequence, among other reasons; and that it was 
a waste of the public treasure to make such provision for them. And 
when the gentleman there, my colleague, presented this amendment I 
desired to call to the attention of the committee astream within my own 
State affecting my own people, referring to it because I might be held 
by them to a responsibility for the opposition I assumed. 

Now, I am glad to see my colleague zealous in his attempt to secure 
an appropriation for hisconstituency. Heisentirelyrightindoingso. I 
honor him for it. But after he secures it, and Ithink Iam not mistaken 
aout it, he will vote against the bill; and after he votes against the 
bill and it becomes nevertheless a law, and hasreduced the revenuesot 
this Government ten or fifteen millions of dollars, applied to all of these 
innumerable little streams throughout the country, he will proclaim on 
the stump, as he did last year during the canvass, that it was a deple- 
tion of the Treasury by a Republican Congress. He will hold up this 
thing as an evidence of Republican profligacy, and make political argu- 
ment and capital upon it. Now, what I desire is that if my colleague 
intends to take a part of the ‘‘steal,’’ let him stand up and defend it 
when it has been done. 

Mr. PAGE. Unless we can come to a vote, I shall move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. PAGE. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. COBB. I only want tosayto my colleague that when he asserts 
that I stood upon thestumpand charged this river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill as. an evidence of Republican profligacy and extravagance, he is 
simply mistaken. I did not mention the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill in my ore. It was not necessary, as there were other 
issues pending. y people did not require it. There were other mat- 
ters w were of more importance to the people at that time, and the 
qrtnen certainly does me injustice when he makes that assertion. 

© was not in my district during the canvass and knows nothing of it. 
In no public speech of mine did I allude to it in the manner he has 


suggested, although I voted against the bill. 
re ow the 


[ Laughter. ] 


gentleman says this isa stream of noimportance. This river, 
. Chairman, hastwotributaries, two large branches, the East and West 
Fork, which come together some sixty miles above its mouth, and these 
Forks are navigablestreams and always have been. They propose now to 
improve twenty miles above the junction of the rivers on the East Fork 
make eighty miles of navigable river. Now, he says these two 
a streams, more than two hundred miles long, which traverse a 
tate like Indiana and drain it, which come together and form a junc- 
tion ¥ miles from its mouth, do not form a navigable stream at any 
[ay 0 disagree with the gentleman. It indicates to my mind that 
¢ has not studied the subject; certainly he knows nothing of that sec- 
tion of the State in which I live if he makes that assertion. 
Here the 17 fell. ] 
CHAIR - The question is on eeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. bs 
The amendment of Mr. Cops was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Saint Anthony Falls, Minnesota : Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
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Mr. DWIGHT. I move to strike out ‘‘improving Saint Anthony 
Falls, Minnesota,’’ in lines 422 and 423. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that that water-power belongs entirely 
to a private company; that it has no connection with the commerce of 
the country; thatit is simply owned asa private water-power. I would 
like to know if there is anybody here who can tell why it is that prop 
erty should be improved at the public expense any more than any other 
private property belonging to any other private individual in the coun 
try. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I demand a division 

The committee divided; and theye were 

Mr. DWIGHT. I call for tellers. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were ayes 5 
not a sufficient number. 

Mr. DWIGHT. TI raise the point that a quorum did not vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the ruling of the Chair it is too late to 
raise that point. 

So the amendment was not agreed to 

Mr. DWIGHT. I move to reduce the amount to $3,000 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “$15,000” and insert ‘* $3,000; so it will read 

“Improving Saint Anthony’s Falls, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 
$3,000.” 

Mr. WASHBURN. Perhaps some explanation of this item should 
be made, though I had not supposed it was necessary. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DwiGuTt] moved this same amendment in last 
session of Congress and it was voted down 
ever since. 

Now, as a matter of fact I desire to say thisGovernment has expended 
something like half a million dollars in preserving the Falls of Saint 
Anthony and thereby the stretch of navigation above the falls. This 
sum of $15,000 is simply to repair damages done by the floods. 

So far as any water-power is concerned, there never has been any 
water-power created by these improvements. The destruction of the 
falls would have interfered to some extent with the water-power at 
that point, but the improvement was made for the purpose of prevent 
ing the destruction of the falls, and of course the navigation of the 
stream above there, and about half a million dollars has been ex 
pended for that purpose. If the committee fcel this work should be 
allowed to go to destruction, let it adopt the amendment. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I wish toask the gentleman from Minnesota whether 
this is not private property owned only by individuals, the Govern 
ment having no interest in it? 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is not a word of truth in that statement. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Who owns that water-power? And is not this im 
provement made for the benefit of that water-power? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was not made for the benefit of any water- 
power. The gentleman before making such statement ought to have 
acquainted himself with the facts; and if he states that, he states what 
is absolutely false. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Why was the improvement made? 

Mr. WASHBURN. To preserve the navigation of the river above 
Saint Anthony’s Falls. Their destruction would have created rapids for 
a long distance, and the navigation of the river above would have been 
practically destroyed. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I take issue with the gentleman on that statement. 

Mr. WILSON. When afterdue deliberation a line of policy has been 
marked out by the Government of the United States, that policy ought 
to be followed out; and upon that theory I should be glad to support this 
appropriation. Last night, however, I presented to this House exactly 
a parallel case. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg your pardon. I presented an exactly parallel 
case whereafter mature reflection and fullinvestigation Congress adopted 
a line of policy to carry out certain improvements, and where Congress 
directed to be expended and there was expended a large amount of 
money, much more than half the amount required. 

Last night I asked, in the same line of policy as the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ] to-day, for a vote to finish that work, a 
work national in its importance, contributing largely to the interests 
of the country, carrying out many millions of feet of valuable timber 
that found a ready market throughout the American States and Europe. 
It was the pleasure of the committee and of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota last night to strangle that enterprise, to repudiate the action of 
a former Congress, to say to the country that the money heretofore ex- 
pended might go to waste; that this Government now would not give 
a mite or a mere pitiful sum with a view to completing improvements 
of large value. 

I reserve the rest of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


—AVCS ?1, noes 65 


He has been very unhappy 





Mr. HORR. Ido not wish to take up the time of the committee. 
If the committee so desire, I would rather have a vote. 
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Mr. NEAL. In 1871 I was in the State of Minnesota and examined 
these falls as carefully as any casual observer could. I went up the 
river to Saint Cloud and Crow Wing, within ten miles of Brainard, and 
I have no récollection of secing anything in the shape of a boat—only 
saw-logs and skiffs. I ask ifthe navigation above Saint Anthony’s Falls 
is for any purpose except floating saw-logs? I do not believe there is a 
steamboat on the river above the falls. As I understood at the time 
when in Minnesota from intelligent persons that water-power was owned 
by a private corporation which leased it out, and the Government money 
was being expended for the benefit, substantially if not ostensibly, of 
that corporation. ‘The object was to keep up a water-power. If the 
falls were entirely torn up, while it might make some rapids it would 
not prevent logs and skiffs going down the river as now. 

Mr. HORR. The committee gave this question very careful consid- 
eration. The water-power below these falls is not created by the im- 
provement of the falls at all. Nothing more is intended than to pre- 
vent the crumbling and destruction of the falls, and thereby to keep the 
water above the falls in a navigable condition. 

Mr. NEAL. For what? 

Mr. DWIGHT. For what except saw-logs? 

Mr. HORR. I refer to the report of the engineers. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ihave lived in Minnesota for twenty-five years, 
2nd may be supposed to know something of the facts in thiscase. The 
river above the Falls of Saint Anthony has been navigated by steam- 
boats ever since I have been there. 

Mr. FLOWER. What line of boats? 

Mr. NEAL, _ Is there a steamboat above the falls to-day ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand there is. 
however, that with the buildingof a railroad on either side of thatriver 
above the falls the navigation of the river is a matter to-day of com- 
paratively little importance; but before the roads were built it was a 
matter of a good deal of importance. 

Mr. FLOWER. Allow me to ask the gentleman this question: When 
this great reservoir which we appropriated $300,000 for last year, lo- 
cated above the Falls of Saint Anthony at the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi, that is going to add to the navigable capacity of that river and 
prevent low water, shall be completed, will not the logs of the gentle- 
man float down to where his mill is located and to where your railroad 
is constructed ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very possibly. 

Mr. FLOWER. I would notask this question except for the fact that 
you last night called the metropolitan press blackguards, and the gen- 
tlemen on this floor who, representing the city of New York, saw fit to 
oppose the bill last year you called blackguards. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. FLOWER. And your ideaof a great reservoir at the headwaters 
of the Mississippi River which is going to enable you to float your logs 
down to your mill is one of the provisions which led me to vote against 
your bill. 

Mr. HORR. That is not in this bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. Iam glad it is not. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I presume that if reservoirs are constructed, as 
I hope and expect they will be, they will improve the navigation of the 
Mississippi River as far down as Dubuque, and improve it especially 
above the Falls of Saint Anthony. And I expect it will improve navi- 
gation for saw-logs and steamboats and all other kinds of navigation. 
If it does not I shall be very much disappointed. 

I took occasion to say that the clamor raised against these internal 
improvements was initiated in the city of New York, and I repeat it 
here to-day. Ido not know that that is charging everybody opposed 
to this bill with being blackguards. 

Mr. FLOWER. One more question in all fairness. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well. 

Mr. FLOWER. | want your plain judgment as a business man upon 
this improvement of the Mississippi River. I asked it yesterday of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and he said the Mississippi 
River Committee had not taken that matter into consideration. 

Do you not believe that if the Government should spend millions of 
dollars in buying the timber lands from which you and other lumber- 
men are cutting off the timber about the headwaters of the Mississippi 
River, you would not keep the water in that stream up as it is kept in 
other streams where the timber has not been removed, and at less cost? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Idonot think it would have the slightest effect 
in the world. 

Mr. FLOWER. 1 think it would. 
point which should be looked at. 

The CHAIRMAN. Time for debate upon the pending amendment 
is exhausted. & 

Mr. NEAL. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. [renew it. I desire simply to reply to 
what fell from my distinguished friend last evening. We had not the 
opportunity then to confront him with the truth; we were not allowed 
to speak. 

But I say to him that when he gives thé falsehood to my friend and 
colleague | Mr. Dwiant], as he did a moment ago, he must be careful 
how he repeats matters of comment and infamous clamor concerning 
the city of New York and its press. 


I think that is a very important 


I am inclined to say, 





The city of New York was not peculiar in denouncing the infrmies 
of your river and harbor bill of last year. Every paper of consequence 
in Cincinnati, Chicago, and Saint Louis denounced the composite and 
peculiar nature of the bill. I am forbidden by the rules to properly 
describe it. [Laughter.] The Secretary of War, an honest man. hiss 
told you what it means. " 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] has had his litt]. 

earnest, kindly words here for his own private reservoirs. More thay 
that, bills have been brought before the Committee on Appropriations 
asking for money to be paid because there has been more or less of ruin 
caused by our river and harbor improvements. Plantations have heey 
destroyed, railroads have been helped in their interests, because this 
House has made certain sinister improvements of rivers, which meant 
water-powers, hydraulics. 
This whole bill is based, more or less, on local and on private inter 
ests. I denounce any man here who says thatthe people of New Yor 
city are peculiar, or that the pressof New York is peculiar in denounc- 
ing that peculiar, unnecessary, and unconstitutional mode of giving 
away the public money for local and private interests simply because 
we have a surplus in the Treasury. 

Mr. HORR. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] in regard to this water-power; who 
is the owner of it ? ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. This improvement has nothing whatever to do 
with the water-power. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
this water-power. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There are two water-powers, one on the east 
side of the river and one on the west side; there are two corporations. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Do you know any of the members of 
these corporations? 

Mr. WASHBURN. One is called the Minneapolis Mill Company—! 
have asmall interest in the stock of that company—and the other is th: 
Saint Anthony’s Falls Water-Power Company. I wish to disguise 
nothing in this matter. . 

T shall not take it to heart if this provision be voted out. In my 
capacity as a member on this floor I do not propose to cast any vote trom 
personal considerations or one which can by any possibility be so con- 
strued. If it be the judgment of this committee that this provision has 
any personal bearing with respect to myself more than any other citi- 
zen of Minnesota, I prefer that it should be struck from the bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. I wish tosay in all fairness that I am well acquainted 
with the Falls of Saint Anthony at Minneapolis. The Government has 
done a great work there. It has preserved it, because it is a loose shelv- 
ing rock, which high water cuts down, and by this means it has been 
put back several hundred feet. I think that the work of the Govern- 
ment, which makes a smooth and level passage for the water, has tended 
to preserve the falls. But I was not aware before that this water-powe1 
belonged to two corporations. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Dwiaur, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 44, noes 38. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the paragraph be struck out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gaupeing waieee of Lower Mississippi and its tributaries: Annual expense of 
gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, continuing ob- 
servations of the rise and fall of the river and its chief tributaries, as required 
by joint resolution of February 21, 1871, $5,000. 

Mr. PAGE. As we have now reached the provision with reference to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River, I will ask that it may be 
temporarily passed until we have finished the remainder of the bill and 
that then we return to it and limit the time for debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The trouble is that if we adopt 
the gentleman’s suggestion, this item in regard to the Mississippi im- 
provement may come up late in the afternoon or this evening, when few 
members will be here. I think it had better be taken up now, when 
there is a full attendance of members. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; I do notinsist upon my suggestion. I move 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and Mr. DUNNELL having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
river and harbor appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that when the House shall again resqlve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the river 
and harbor bill, all debate on the Mississippi improvement clause and 
all amendments thereto be limited to forty minutes. I make this mo- 
tion after having consulted to some extent members of the Mississipp! 
River Committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a 
limit debate on a clause can not 





I want to know whois the owner of 


uestion of order—that the motion to 
made until that clause has been con- 


sidered. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is no doubt that the gen- 
tleman’s point is entirely good. I suggested it to the gentleman from 








1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3023 








California when he made the motion that the committee rise. But as 


| 


it would be a waste of time to go back intocommittee for the sake of reach- | 


ing the precise point when the motion will be in order, I suggest to 
the gentleman that as he has by making his point put on record his pro- 
test against this proceeding being a precedent, he might withdraw it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move toamend the motion of the 
gentleman from California by striking out ‘forty minutes’? and insertin 
‘one hour.’’ 

Mr. PAGE. 


cr 
> 


I will ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 


and gentlemen who have been members of the Mississippi River Com- | 


mittee whether forty minutes will be satisfactory ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Mlinois. I insist on my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better devote an hour to this dis- 
cussion. However, I am not tenacious about it. 

Mr. PAGE. I will take a vote on the proposition fixing forty 
minutes as the time. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TOWNSHEND, | 


of Illinois, it was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. PAGE was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House gointo Committee 
House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
graph which the Clerk will read and all amendments thereto to forty 
minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River: That the sum of $1,500,000 be, and is hereby, ap- 
propriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the improvement of the Mississippi 


of the Whole 


The House has limited the debate on the para- | 


Vhole | 


River from the head of the passes to Cairo, including the harbors of New Or- | 


leans, Natchez, Memphis, and the reaches at Plum Point and Lake Providence, 
and the deflection of the waters of the Red and Mississippi Rivers from the 
Atchafalaya River; $500,000 from Cairo to the Illinois River, including Alton 
Harbor, and $150,000 from the Lllinois River tothe Des Moines Rapids, including 
astone and brush revetment at or near Quincy; which said sums shall be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, 
specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, $2,150,000. 

Mr. PAGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
offer the following amendment: 

After the word “‘ Natchez,”’ in line 451, insert the word “ Vicksburgh.”’ 

Mr. PAGE. That was agreed to by the committee and was omitted 
by mistake; it is to correcta clerical error. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I have another amendment to offer: 


| 


The amendment was again read. 

Mr. KING. I make the point of order that is not in order, 
not reduce expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of orde1 

The amendment of Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, was adopt 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, was recognized. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 


as it does 


I desire to offer 


an am iment 
at the end of the clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will withhold his amendment 
| for a moment rhe gentleman from Kentucky has been recognized to 

offer an amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky I offer the amendment which I send 

to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the Hickman and Columbus” after the word Mi l 

line 451. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What will I he effect of that ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard for a moment 

upon the amendment 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not know ot that warran mend 

ment in the estimates submitted 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I will explain the effect of the amend 

ment. 
All I desire to say is this, and I shall detain the committee but a 
| very few moments. In this section of the bill is embraced « in haa 
| bors lying along the Mississippi River that may be improved, namely, 
| New Orleans, Natchez, and Memphis, and another has been added, 
| Vicksburgh, on motion of the chairman of the Committee on ¢ 
I offer to include in the same category the harbor at Colun d 

| Hickman, and I desire to make this remark in support of the amen 
ment: Hickman is an important harbor. It is the ten is of tl 
railroad running from Nashville tothe Mississippi River. It is an in 
portant harbor, the terminus, as I have shown, of an in int 1 
road, When you come up to Columbus that is the termination ot 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad, a railroad that runsfrom the Gulfoef M 
to Columbus. On the other side of the river comes in the lron Mc 
ain Railroad from Saint Louis to Columbus, and it is certainly in 
portant a point as Natchez, and in my judgment decidedly more im 
portant in its commercial bearing. If there is any1 yn, therefore, to 
spend the public money in improving the harbors of the points named 
in the bill, why do you leave out two important points such Hick 
man and Columbus, the terminus of leading lines of railway I ask 
these to be inserted inthe bill. I claim that Columbus is far more im 


Strike out, in line 457, the words “‘a stone and brush revetmentator near” and | 


insert after “Quincy” the word *‘ bay.”’ 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to more specific language: Strike out all after the word “ includ- 
ing,’’ in line 456, down to and including the word “‘ near,’’ in line 457, 
and insert ‘‘improvement of Quincy Bay.”’ 

Mr. PAGE. That is what the committee instructed me to offer, and 
Iso modify my amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Thegentleman has moved alter ‘‘ Mem- 
phis”’ to insert the word ‘‘ Vicksburgh,’’ and that has not been voted 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been adopted 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Parliamentary courtesy requires the committee 
amendments shall be first recognized. 

Mr, PAGE’s amendment as modified was adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I offer the following amendment—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I do not wish to lose the opportunity 
to offer my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be heard in time. 
Clerk will now read the amendment of the gentleman from Michi 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 461 insert : 

“ Provided, That no portion of the money hereby appropriated shall be ex- 
pended at any other point than those herein specified.”’ 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. That the gentleman has no right to 
offer an amendment to line 460 when I have one to move to line 450. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
amendment. I presume there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. That meets with the view of the committee who had 

matter in charge. 


The 
gan. 


I have no disposition to discuss the | 


Mr. PAGE. Ishould like to call the attention of the gentleman from | 


Louisiana to this amendment. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
seen me, 
Mr. GIBSON. 


The gentleman from Louisiana has 


I am opposed to the amendment. 





portant than Natchez in a commercial point of view, and so is Hickman 
and they are equally entitled toconsideration. Thecitizens at both these 
points have been compelled to protect the banksof the river from caving 
and washing at their own expense and have had no aid 


from the CrOvs 


ernment, and there is no valid reason why you should expend publi 
money at Memphisand Natchez toimprove their harbors and noth 
ing to Hickman and Columbus, which are more important points, as I 
have shown, being the fermini of important railroad lines. Natchez isno 
commercial point and has no important railroad line at all. I want t 
see justice done while you are appropriating the publie money tor im 
provement of harbors on the Mississippi, and I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the engineer recommend thi 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. If it is not found nex ry to linp 
these harbors it need not be done, but it i necessary as it is to 
prove the harbors at Memphis and Natchez and more important to th 
commerce of the country that they should be improved 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to oppose the amendment, and for the folk 
reasons: In the first place there is no estimate or survey with references 


to these harbors. 

In former appropriation bills of this character until the last one passed 
by Congress the harbors of New Orleans, Natchez, Vicksb hi 
Memphis had been appropriated for under separate items. 

All of, them being on the Mississippi River, it was deemed by 1) 
committee that they would naturally conflict with the plans adopted 
by the Mississippi River Commission, and it was thought best, therefor 
by the eommittee to include them in the present bill under a general 
head of appropriations for the Mississippi River, and thus place it un 
der the control of the commission so that this conflict may not aris 
That is the reason why they have been added, as has been suggested 
to this bill; and the only reason that I oppose the suggestion of thi 
gentleman from Kentucky is that there 
no estimate made, no survey undertaken, 
the engineers in favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeins 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment of Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Provided further, That no money appropriated by this or any former act shal! 
be used for the construction or repair of levees along the Mississippi River, ex 
cept in the fulfillment of existing contracts, 


has been no plan submitted, 


and no recommendation by 


x to the amendment 


was not agreed to 


[ offer an amendment, which 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
to be heard ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
chat amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I make the point of order upon that part re- 
ferring to a change of previous law. The amendment proposes to re- 
strict not only the appropriation now about to be made but also to affect 
the appropriations, or the law making appropriations, in the last ses- 
sion of Congress. I suggest, therefore, that the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is a change of existing law, and therefore 
obnoxious to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is evidently germane. The 
Chair is not aware of any rule of the House which would make it sub- 
ject to the point of order, and therefore overrules the point. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I understand now that the re- 
mainder of the time allowed for the discussion will be divided between 
those in favor and those opposed to the amendment. If the Chair is 
willing, I will take charge of the time in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. If there be no objection, I will take the time in op- 
position to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifit can be agreed the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will be considered as controlling one-half of the time allowed 
for the debate—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Iinois. Ithink this should go on under the 
five-minute rule. That was the understanding, and Ido not think that 
eny gentleman ought to control the time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I desire to know under what rule or by what authority gentlemen 
upon either side of this House undertake to control the time on this 
amendment, any more than on any other amendment which may be 
offered and discussed in the Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course thisarrangement would have to be by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was willing, if unanimous consent 
was given, to allow gentlemen to make this arrangement. Feeling 
obliged in its application fo take into consideration the fact that certain 
gentlemen were present who had lately been on the special committee 
to investigate the improvement of that river, the Chair desired, if there 
was no objection, to recognize one of the members of that committee 
to control the time in favor of the proposition submitted by the com- 
mittee, and a gentleman on the opposite side to control the balance of 
the time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object to any such arrangement. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My proposition is plainly enough 
stated in the amendment. It is to provide that hereafter no money ap- 
propriated in the former acts or this act shall be expended for building 
or repairing the leveesalong the Mississippi River, except in the fulfill- 
ment of existing contracts. 

Why the exception? Because the commissioners have gone on and 
made certain contracts for doing work and we must fulfill those. Isay, 
go no further. Why? Because for the reasons I stated quite at length 
yesterday we now in this bill by general consent agreed that the com- 
mission shall do no work for the next year out of any money they have 
in hand, and which we now give them, except at Plum Point and Lake 
Providence. 

Now, I say that every One must admit that if they be limited to the 
works at those two places, one thirty-eight miles long and the other 
twenty-five miles long, there is no reason or science in building leeves 
anywhere on the line of the Mississippi River out of that money. Why? 
Because while you are working upon those two reaches you of course, 
in plain language, leave the back door open and the front door open. 
What use is there in going down and building levees below those reaches 
or in going above and building them there? Why build any along- 
side? Because it would have no effect on the work at those two par- 
ticular points. 

We had in the first act appropriating a million dollarsa proviso thatthe 
commission should not expend any money for levees except as means 
for deepening and improving the channel for navigation purposes. And 
they did not spend any. General Gillmore, in his testimony before the 
Committee on Commerce last year, testified at length and said the com- 
mission were not in favor of building levees very much, and they 
saw in that action of the House of Representatives, or rather of Congress, 
an indication that the people did not desire they should build levees 
except for navigation purposes, and therefore they did not build them. 

But the House put a little lubricating clause into the appropriation 
bill of last year, and the commission have goneon under that sinoothly 
into the expenditure of $1,010,000, as I stated, much of it beyond the 
reach of the improvement on those parts of the river where the navi- 
gation is invariably good at all stages of water. Nobody questions it. 

It may be argued here, ‘* Let this commission alone.’”’ They have 
said, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] repeated it to us 
yesterday, ‘‘ We do not want to build levees this year.’’ Hesays there 
is not a cent in here for levees, and here gentlemen stand up and say, 
“*Then trust this commission; do not hamper them; let them alone.’’ 


Does the gentleman from Massachusetts desire 


I raise the question of order upon one part of 





That is all very well, but I want to tell this House that the people in 
that section will not let this commission alone. They want, many of 
them, levees for protection of land; and they make themselves felt as 
against that commission. They want it for one purpose, while Con- 
gress is granting openly the money for another. 

Now, I believe it will be a good act and a generous act to that com- 
mission, that we indicate our purpose in granting this money. fx. 
press it in this act. Wesay ‘‘we do not want to spend it for levees 
this year;’’ we say so among ourselves here. Why not say it in the 
act? You say it is an impeachment of the integrity and judgment of 
the commissioners. Notatall. I know many of the Army engineers: 
I have full confidence in them; but I find that the Army enginecrs 
change their minds sometimes on the Mississippi River problem. Why 
the commission refer to Major Suter’s report of 1875 as the foundation 
for their theory, and I remember when Major Suter was on the stand 
and was confronted with his report of 1875 he said he was obliged to 
abandon much of that doctring. He had found out that he was wrong 
and wanted to take it back. There was passage after passage that 
said was wrong in his report of 1875. 

Now, I want to submit that if this be true of a distinguished engi- 
neer—and it is saying nothing of him that may not be said of any of 
us in all matters of human experience—honest no doubt, capable no 
doubt, but still, of course, dealing with this gigantic problem of con- 
trolling the floods of the Mississippi Valley, it is very plain indeed that 
this work is experimental, that which may be the thought of to-day 
will not ripen into the plan of to-morrow. And so when the commis. 
sion told us, as they did a yearago, that they can not say certainly this 
matter of levees is of great importance in the improvement of the chan- 
nel, when they have gone on this year and spent large portions of the 
appropriation for the protection of lands, and when it is said in this 
House openly and publicly ‘not a cent in here for levees and the com- 
mission do not want it for levees,’’ I say let us deal like men, put a 
limitation in the act and say there shall be nothing expended for levees 
out of this money. 

{Ilere the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GIBSON. Realizing the importance of improving the Mississippi 
River in the Forty-sixth Congress I had the honor to offer a bill which 
became a law June 28, 1879. It was an act not to protect or to reclaim 
alluvial lands, but in its very language ‘‘an act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a Mississippi River commission for the improvement of 
said river from the head of the passes near its mouth to its headwaters.”’ 
The President was authorized to appoint upon this commission three 
of its members from the Engineer Corps of the Army, one from the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and three from civil life, two of whom 
should be civil engineers. . 

Who can deny the constitutionality of the purpose for which this 
commission was created? Who will assert that the greatest river in 
our country shall not be improved? Whoare the membersof this com- 
mission? Hon. R. 8. Taylor, of Indiana; Lieutenant-Colonel Q. A. 
Gillmore, Major C. B, Comstock, Major Charles R. Suter, army engi- 
heers; Professor Henry Mitchell, of the Coast and Geodetic Survey; J. B. 
Eads and B. M. Harrod, civil engineers. 

These are all distinguished gentlemen, above reproach. It was the 
genius of Eads that built the jetties and opened the way from the great 
valley to the sea. 

After several years of scientific investigation they submitted their 
plan for the improvement of the river. I can not state it better than 
to employ the language of Hon. R. 8. Taylor, speaking on behalf of the 
scientific commission: 

All plans for the improvement of the Mississippi that have been prominently 
discussed rest upon one of two theories; one, that the remedy for the evils ex- 
———— essentially in the concentration of the water of the river and the 
eq zation of its flow; the other, that it in the subdivision and diffu- 
sion of its volume. The former theory is the one held by the commission and 
adopted by Congress, ery hee | othér has advocates whose views continue to 
be —— in Congress and through the press. 

Su ittosay thatthe retention of the river’s water in one undivided volume 
is the cardinal principle of the plan; and that it is pro to seek this end by 
such means as will introduce the fewest artificial conditions into the river's life 
and apply most economically and effectually its own forces to the work of im- 
proving its own channel. These chiefly in closing of chutes and outlets ; 
the contraction of the channel ed pee where it is excessively wide by the cre- 


ation of new banks from deposited sediment; and the revetment of Soaks where 
caving is exceptionally rapid and injurious. 


This is a general statement of the plan. Now, sir, assuming that 
every gentleman in this House is in favor of the improvement of this, 
the greatest highway of commerce in this country, the free, unfettered 
competitor of the railways, offering an outlet for the people of the great 
valley at all seasons for the exchange of their commodities with all the 
world, the only question for us to discuss is whether we will accept or 
reject the plan and methods of the commission. Having created the 
scientific commission to propose a plan, the question is, and the only 
question is, will you acceptit? Will you, gentlemen of this Committee 
of the Whole, undertake to instruct the commission as to the particular 
methods that they shall adopt to execute their plan? 

Sir, this plan and the methods for its execution have not only the 
indorsement of every engineer who has ever had service on the Mississipp! 
River, but has received the sanction of the Committee on Commerce and 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, both of 
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which conimittees have given patient and long consideration to the whole 
matter; have time and time again summoned not only the engineerson 
the river commission, but all the leading engineers of the country for 
consultation and advice, and both committees have twice reported bills 
with appropriations directing the Secretary of War to execute the work 
of improvement accotding to the plans, specifications, and recommenda- 
tions of the river commission. Congress has twice indorsed the plan 
and the methods. Three Presidents have approvedthem. The whole 
country has applauded the undertaking. We sent during the Forty- 
sixth Congress a special committee to visit the river and after a month’s 
absence they came back and unanimously approved the purposes of the 
river commission. 

Now, sir, what is proposed? It is seriously proposed by the mem- 
bers of the special cémmittee of investigation that recently made : 
hurried trip down the river, that we should accept their views, their 

, their methods. Why, sir, what are they? The committee is 
divided. They do notagree. They have submitted three separate and 
different plans and reports. Which shall we adopt? And who will 
undertake to execute their views andtheirplan? It is not the planof 
the engineers—of the commission. It is not sustained by the testi- 
mony of a single member of the commission. _ How, then, can we ex- 

the engineers to attempt its execution? Who will be responsible 

for its failure? These able politicians, accomplished lawyers, would 

hardly undertake, even the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. RoBrn- 

son], to embark in such a gigantic undertaking, against the matured 

inions of the famous engineers who command universal respect and 

confidence for their long experience, their character, and unquestioned 
ability and patriotism. 

Let us stand by the commission. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot wonder that it is asserted, and truthfully, 
upon this floor that the committees of this House in charge of the 
Mississippi improvement have indorsed thisscheme. I regret tosay it is 
too often the case in the appointment of committees that those who are 
friendly to a scheme or to a project are put upon the committees hay- 


it in 
4 SPRINGER. That does not include the President. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. We were on a general committee, not a special 


committee. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. That does not include the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I care not what cemmittees may have reported on 
the subject; I care not what engineers may have said. I have no time 
to go into details. I assert this: that all the engineers agree that this 
levee system will be inoperative, will be without value, unless you have 
mattresses, revetments, with dikes established inside the banks of the 
river. 


Mr. KING. I think the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] 
is entirely mistaken. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iamnotmistaken. The testimony is that the chan- 


nel of the river must be first established at low water, and then the levee 
system is to surmount the banks for the purpose of confining the waters 
within that channe! when they are high and above the natural banks 
of the river. This whole mattress or revetment scheme, in connection 
with dikés, is for the purpose of holding the waters of the river within 
certain limits when it is low and does not rise above the natural banks 
of the river. 

Now, what I ask and what I contend for is that the question shall 
first be settled whether the revetments and dikes will stand, whether 
the willow mattresses can be maintained in their places. If they can 
be held where they are placed, then we can try the experiment of placing 
on top of them the levees for the purpose of confining the water in the 
channel when at high stages. 

We have had some experience with reference to the permanency of 
the mattresses; we want more with reference to their permanency. | 
insist, and the evidence is all concurrent on this point, that a very large 

rtign of this stream, so far as navigation is concerned, does not need 
levees atall. I believe that the plan should be to concentrate the ex- 
penditure of this money at given points upon revetments and dikes; 

_ and first settle the question whether at low water the stream can be 
confined within its proper channel. 





When that has been demonstrated it will be time enough for us to | 


place upon the banks of the stream above the revetments levees for the 
of confining the water in periods of freshet and overflow. 
. HOOKER. Does the gentleman mean to imply that the jetty 
system has not given a depth of twenty-seven to thirty feet? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not discussing the question of the jetty system. 
There is no likeness or analogy between the two systems. 
stand, however, it is upon the theory of the success of the jetty sys- 
tem that gentlemen ask the construction of levees; but I say the two 
systems are entirely unlike. The thought I would impress upon the 


} session at Saint Louis; without being 


I do under- | 


committee is this, let us first settle that we can hold the channel of the | 


river within certain limits during low-water stages, and if successful in 
let us try if we can hold it in freshets or seasons when the water 

is above and overflows the natural banks of the stream. 

_ Ihave only time to add—the testimony is concurrent—that the scour- 

ing of the river, the deepening of the channel, takes place in the Jow- 





| of its construction permitted assistance to be qi 
' Such assistance 


water stages only. As the water rises in the river and overflows the 
banks the current is so slow and the water so charged with silt, which 
settles, that the bottom of the river rises with the water, and as the 
water settles or falls the scouring out of the bottom commences. This 
fact seems to demonstrate that for the purposes of navigation the levees 


| are not required. 


[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I do not profess to be an engineer or 
an expert on this question of the channel improvement of the Missis 
sippi River; but having lived upon its banks for twenty-seven years I 
know something of its history from practical experience. 1 would not 
give the illustration afforded by the actual building of one levee upon 
the banks of the Mississippi for all the theory that can be expressed on 
this floor within the next week. Upon the eastern bank of the Missis- 
sippi River, in the State of Illinois, commencing a few miles below Quincy 
and extending nearly fifty miles down the river, a company of citizens, 
to protect one of the finest bodies of land within the valley of that grand 
river, built a few years ago an insecure and insuflicient levee; and as 
competent engineers as live upon American soil have said officially and 
unofiicially that it has improved the navigation of that stream for every 
single mile of the extent of the levee. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. And you know it personally 

Mr. HATCH. I do, for my distinguished friend and myself have 
remained for twelve hours upon a steamer drawing four feet of water, 
stranded upon a sand-bar, which disappeared in a single season after 
the construction of that little levee. In connection with this subject 
I will incorporate in my remarks the testimony of a distinguished engi- 
neer who helped to build that levee, and the chief secretary of the com- 
pany, embodied in letters written by each of them to General Gillmore, 
president of the Mississippi River Commission. _. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened patiently throughout the discussion 
on this bill and the bill of last session, and the strange thing to me is 
that all this clamor about a river and harbor bill and the improvement 
of the great water ways of the country comes from that section where 
the first dollar was expended by the Federal Government to protect the 
property and lives of its people (and who have been the recipients of 
the greater portion of the appropriations since made), the State of New 
York and the New England States. Go along that coast and you can 
not in a seven days’ ride upon a steamer get out of sight of the mag 
nificent and munificent works of the Federal Government that have 
for many years protected the commerce, the property, and lives of the 
people of the East; and because this ‘‘Giant of the West’’ has at last 
arisen from his lethargy, because its representatives have said to the 
country that we intend the property and lives of our people and their 
commerce shall be protected in like manner, gentlemen from the East, 
like the canny Scotchman who had sold his slaves and then declared 
himself ‘‘ opposed to slavery,’’ declare themselves opposed to all th 
plans and methods adopted by the river commission to consummate this 
great national work. 

[ tell you to-day that the West knows her rights, and knowing, dares 
in the future to maintain them, notwithstanding the clamor of a sub 
sidized press, the efforts of interested railroad corporations, or the hos- 
tility of Representatives on this floor whom we do not believe to be 
as competent to decide this great question as the commission to whom 
it has been intrusted. We are willing to abide by their determination 
of the best method to be adopted, and patiently wait the result of such 
experiments as they may see proper to make 

We know the great problem can be solved, and if in the judgment 


| of the Mississippi River Commission and eminent Government engineers 


it shall become necessary, in order to protect the commerce and the 
property and lives of our people, that we shall build from Saint Paul 


to New Orleans a granite wall and import the granite from New En 
gland, in the name of the American people living west of the Alleghany 


Mountains, [ tell you we will complete it—complete it in spite of all 
the cavilings of men who, having drawn money from the Treasury for 
eighty years for less worthy improvements, propose now to shut down 
the doors upon the great and growing West. [ Applause. ] 
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withstand the servitudes that now so severely try it. I think your honorable 
commission will perceive that a strengthening and rebuilding (where necessary) 
of the Sny levee will improve the river channel more effectually and at less 
expense than by any isolated dikes. 

I have urged Mr, Clark toask fora personal interview with you and to request 
permission to state his views and facts more fully. He has shown in this levee 
enterprise, from its very inception to the present time, great energy, persever- 
ance, and good judgment, and for a layman is well posted in the principles that 
underlie such and kindred improvements. 

I request for him and his cause favorable consideration of your honorable 
board. 

l am, general, very truly, yours, 
E. L. CORTHELL, ©. £. 

General Q. A. GILLMORE, 

President Mississippi River Commission. 


HANNIBAL, Mo., August 24, 1882. 

Dear Sin: It is reported through the papers that of the appropriation made 
by Congress at is last session for the improvement of the Mississippi River from 
Cairo to the head of the jetties, the sum of $1,300,000 has been set apart for closing 
the breaks in the levees, and perhaps otherwise strengthening them. This, in 
my opinion, is a wise use to make of the appropriation, to accomplish the end 
sought, of permanently deepening the channel of the river. 

Tam glad to see thatthe commission has at last the power to make such use of 
the appropriation for improving the riveras isin their judgment best calculated to 
produce the desired result, and that prejudice no longer controls the appropria- 
tion, but it is placed in their hands to be applied as they in their wisdom may 
direct. I greatly regret that the same principle does not prevail, or at least has 
not in the past, on that part of the river from Saint Louis to Keokuk, and it is 
with the hope ef calling the attention of your commission to this subject that I 
again write you; and as I refer to your kind letterof the 7th of November last, 
in which you express the hope “that the powers of the commission and the 
amount of funds at its disposal will both be so much enlarged at an early day 
that the construction and maintenance of a comprehensive levee system will 
constitute a part of itsduties.”’ Feeling that this time has now in a measure 
come, 1 write the more freely. If Irepeat much of a former letter you will 
excuse me, as I am anxious some of the strong points in the case shall again be 
brought to your attention and through you to that of the commission, believing 
the time has now come when action will be taken. 

Why the levees should be rebuilt on the Lower Mississippi by the Government, 
and no aid extended to those above Saint Louis, I can notquite understand, If 
the repairing of the breaks in the leyees on the Lower Mississippi will deepen 
the channel, and if this is the most practical way of accomplishing this end, then 
why is not this equally true of the upper river? Is it not the settled poli¢y of 
the commission that to confine the river to its channel is the true theory of the 
improvement of the channel? And if this is true theory on the lower river is 
it not equally true of the river above Saint Louisand below Keokuk? Idonot 
know the exact amount of the appropriation on this part of the river when the 
river and harbor bill finally passed Congress, but think it was $200,000, from the 
mouth of the Llinois River to the footof the rapids at Keokuk; and, as lunder- 
stand it, whatever the amount is, it is to be expended under the direction of your 
commission, as it is below Cairo—only this difference ; your commission has not 
as yet taken active control of the work above Saint Louis, the appropriation 
being expended under the immediate direction of the War Department, but must 
be with your approval. Now can not and will not the Mississippi River Com- 
mission extend their views of the proper expenditure of this appropriation to 
this part of the river as wellas below Cairo? Are we not entitled tothe services 
of this commission equally with those on the lower river? May we not expect 
this, and thus have righted a wrong under which we have suffered for years? 

In 1872 we, the land owners, began the construction of a levee from a point in 
Adams County, Ulinois, nine miles below Quincy, to Hamburgh Bay, in Cal- 
houn County, Illinois, a distance of fifty-two miles, with the hope of reclaiming 
100,000 acres of land then overflowed by the Mississippi River whenever it got 
out of its banks. Under the laws of Illinois the cost of this work was assessed 
upon the lands to be reclaimed. The cost of the work was estimated at $550,000, 
This amount of bonds was issued, running twenty years, bearing 10 per cent. 
annual interest, and sold for 90 cents on the dollar. The work was finished in 
1874. Up tothe time of building the levee, the river between Hannibal, Mis- 
souri, and Quincy, Illinois, was the most difficult of navigation of any portion 
between Saint Louis and Keokuk. During the period of low water, usually 
from August 1 to the close of navigation, great difliculty was met by steamboats 
of all classes on this stretch of the river, The Saint Louis and Keokuk Packet 
‘ompany and Northern Line Packet Company habitually took out ofthe trade 
their side-wheel boats and put in light-draught stern-wheel boats during the time 
of low water, and these light-draught boats found great difficulty in passing, and 
often only by the help of other boats, the ferry boat from this place often being 
employed for this purpose. The steamer Andy Johnson laid aground here all 
the winter of 1871-72 unable to move until the rise in the spring. This had been 
the condition of the river here as far back as memory extends, Captain Wells, 
of Quincey, Ilinois, left his boat to winter on this bar in 1832, and still lives to 
testify to the facts as stated, During the fall of 1872, while constructing the levee 
opposite this obstructed channel, | habitually saw boats aground here, and at 
one time saw and counted six boats working over this bar and finally only suc- 
ceeded with great difficulty. 

The work on the levee was begun in September, 1872, at a point three miles 
above the worst bar and nine miles below Quincy, and during the fall and win- 
ter extended eighteen miles down the river, passing the obstruction in the river 
some fifteen miles. The spring rise in the river came as usual and the levee held 
the water in the channel. The work on the levee was resumed as soon as the 
water went down, and during the summer and fall of 1873 the river was very 
low—nineteen inches lower than at any time in 1872, as shown by the gauge at 
the bridge at this place, but no boat had any difficulty in navigating the river be- 
tween Hannibal and Quiney, where so much had been found before, and where 
I had myself seen so many boats aground the fall before, with nineteen inches 
more water. From that day tothis—nine years—no boat has been delayed a mo- 
ment at this place. Now I assert, without the fear of successful contradiction, 
that the building of the Sny Island Levee, and its partial maintenance has done 
this work of improving the channel at this place ; that it has taken out and kept 
out of the river the worst obstruction to navigation between Saint Louis and Keo- 
kuk. It has done a work that would have cost the General Governmenta large 
amount of money to have done for itself, and this expenditure would have been 
made by the Government three years ago, when they began work at Gilbert's 
Island (which was the next great obstruction, after the one we had removed), 
under the direction of Major Mackenzie. In other words, we have from private 
means alone improved the channel! of the Mississippi to an extent that would have 
cost the Government a very large amount of money, had it not been done by us, 
and would have been taken from the appropriation at least three years ago. 

If this statement is true—and I challenge investigation—does not the General 
Government owe to the builders of the Sny Island Levee some recognition of 
the work they have done, at such fearful cost to themselves? You want the 

roof that we have made this improvement in the channel, and I cheerfully give 
t. Two miles below the upper end of the levee an arm of the river leaves the 
main channel and passes east of Sny Island, and returns again to the main chan- 
nel forty miles below, nearly opposite Clarksville, Missouri. Thisarm, or branch, 











ee 


of the river is from five hundred to seven hundred feet wide and runs near! 

parallel with the river most of this distance—making an island from one to te y 

miles wide and forty mileslong. Through this channel, orarm, at ordinary hich 

water it was estimated by our engineer, Captain E. L. Corthell, one-sixieenth 

\~ of the water left the main channel and d down the river, returning . 

ate said, forty miles below. This arm of the river is called the Sny Cartes 
ough. 

The obstruction to navigation mentioned above begins just below the point 
where the arm of the river left the main channel and extended down the river 
and is known here as “Gun-Lock Bar.” This bar was made by the deposit of 
sand, silt, and soil carried in solution by the river to this point and deposited 
here. This deposit was caused by want of power inthe river to carry it { urther 
caused by the loss of one-sixteenth part of its water through the Sny Carte 
Slough, and consequent boss of one-sixteenth part of its carrying power and 
one-sixteenth part of the material carried to this point was dropped to the bot- 
tom, and thus the bar was formed and the main channel filled for miles. In 
building our levee we constructed a dam across this qrm of the river and con- 
tinued our embankment down the river on the west bank of the island, and 
from the dam up the river to a point above high water, thus restoring to the 
main channel its lost volume of water and its carrying power. This restored 
power has removed the bar, deepened the channel, and made navigation safe 
easy, and unobstructed, and will so continue to operate as long as the work is 
maintained. In improving the river above Saint Louis, the removal of this ob- 
struction to navigation would have been among the first works undertaken by 
the General Government, had it not been done by us. 

In building this work our lands were encumbered by a lien of $6.50 per acre 
and annual interest of 65 cents per acre, In 1876, April 18, the levee gave way ai 
three points, destroying all crops, the water sweeping away many of the im- 
provements, fences, and small houses, &c. The river remained high most of the 
summer, and the ground covered with water; so no crops were raised that year. 
During the fall and winter of 1876-77 we repaired the breaks in the levee by 
»rivate contribution, and began farming operations again in the spring of 1877. 

sreaks have continued to occur, and nota full crop has been raised since 1876. 
But we have continued to raise money from these exhausted people and {i!! up 
the saps, but more than this we could not do. And many have lost their home 
and all they have in doing this. 

On October 1, 1881, the levee was whole the entire length, and all looked pros- 
paws behind it, A large breadth of corn had been planted in the spring and 

ooked promising, was nearly ready togather. A great deal of ground had been 
sown in winter wheat and the farmers were still sowing. All Soned we would 
get one full crop, and then we could strengthen the levee and hold it until the 
Government officers in charge of the river improvement should see what the 
levee had done for the river channel and come to our relief. We crowded for- 
ward the wheat sowing with all the force possible. The river was rising, but we 
did not stop. A flood in the fall was unheard of, but soon the water reached 
“danger line,”’ and we left our plows and wheat drills in the field and gathered 
on the levee to protect and hold it if possible. The river continued to rise unti! 
the 26th, when it was only thirteen inches lower than in 1851, the highest water 
ever known above the mouth of the Misseuri River. The levee was broken in 
four places, and all property on the bottom that water would injure was de- 
stroyed. A remnant of last year’s assessment for levee repairs was yet unex- 
pended, and some of the land owners advanced the amount of their next assess 
ment, and two of the gaps have been filled and have so far held the water i: 
river this season. Something over $20,000 is still uncollected on this year’s as- 
sessment for levee purposes. If this is collected by force it will take the homes 
of some, at least of those people that have already suffered and borne so much, 
and this will not make the levee safe. 

It will break again if the river rises twenty feet above low water, and it has been 
twenty-two feet above, and was twenty-one feet above low water last October 
when the present breaks were made. Therefore, the people have little to encour- 
age them to pay their levee assessments. But if the Government would expend 
upon this work one-half it would have cost them to remove Gun-Lock Bar this 
year,and the balance next year, with what the people could do, would probably 
make the levee safe against anything but extreme high water. If this work is 
maintained there will be no obstruction to navigation in the river, in the form 
of sand-bars bétween Hannibal and Quincy, but should this work be allowed to 
go out, Gun-Lock Bar will be reformed just as rapidly as material can be brought 
down the river by the water, and deposited there. Then the Government will be 
compelled to construct works for its removal, or abandon the hope of improving 
the channel above Saint Louis, and the work already done. 

1 know the theory of the improvement of the channel of this part of the river. 
as adopted by the War Department, is, by a system of low-water works, and | 
am not disposed to discuss the question with them of the success of their plans; 
but, as on the lower river, I would like to see the river confined to its channel at 
high water, as I do know what this has done and will do for the channe! when 
only partially confined,as in the case of our embankment. Were this work 
thoroughly done, the river at all times held in the channel, no low-water works 
would required, at least at the point named, and very little at any other point 
opposite the levee. And not only would the channel of the river be made all 
that isdesired opposite the work, but 100,000 acres of land taken from waste and 
desolation and added to the productive wealth of the country. 

Itis asked, ** Why do not these lands build this levee high and strong and make 

it able to resistthe river at all times, and thus many times double their value?’ 
I answer, first, such a levee would not only reclaim the lands and make them 
valuable for agricultural purposes, but would, as it has already done, deepen and 
improve the channel for the purposes of navigation and for the benefit of the com- 
merce of the United States, and, if properly strengthened and maintained, would 
thoroughly deepen and improve the channel, and would therefore be as great a 
benefit to commerce as it would be to the lands. And so far as this result is ac- 
complished by the levee, just so far the General Government is in honor bound 
to meet the expense, up to the cost of works built by themselves, that should 
produce equal results. Second, these lands have now done all in their power to 
accomplish this result, are buried under a debt of $650,000 with accrued and accu- 
mulated interest, at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum since 1876, when the last 
interest was paid. This makes it impossible to borrow one dollar on these lands 
for levee or other purposes, and repeated overflows have cut off every revenue 
from these lands and their owners are helpless and powerless to protect them- 
selves. They will do all that is ible for them to do to aid the Government 
to make this work a permanent improvement of the river and at the same time 
protect their property from destruction. 

I make these statements simply because they are facts in relation to the pov- 
erty of these lands and the t majority of their owners, not as a reason why 
the General Government should come to our relief by donation or otherwise. 
While we are just as much entitled to it as those people on the lower river who 

ve been so generously aided by the Government meine the past spring and 
summer, we ask no charity. We ask simply even-handed justice. We ask the 
United States Mississippi River Commission to investigate our claim, and if 
found to be true and just, if our levee has improved the nnel and is now ren- 
dering navigation easy and safe as claimed, that a portion of the present appro- 
priation for this of the river, as has been done below Cairo, be applied to 

the gaps in our levee and strengthening the embankment, the amount 
80 by the commission not to exceed the amount it would cost the Govern- 
ment to construct works upon their own plan that would produce the same im- 
provement in the channel of the river. 

Believing this to be only just, we ask it unhesitatingly at the hands of the 
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commission. In conclusion, will not the commission recommend or direct an 


examination of this work to be made at once and give us an opportunity to | 


rove our claim, and if my statements are found to be correct, extend such help 
‘as shall seem to them just and within their power to render? 
1 have the honor to be, yours, truly, 
Cc. N. CLARK 

Gener Sant Sustsstept River Commission, New York. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan obtained the floor. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I understand that the time has been 
allotted on this question contrary to the rules of this body; and I pro- 
test against it. Those who have spent their lives on the Mississippi 
River are not permitted to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I hope this commit- 
tee will not misunderstand this proposition. We propose to improve the 
low-water navigation of the Mississippi. Its navigation is good in flood- 
time. The works that we have determined upon and for which we are 
to make appropriations are to improve its low-water navigation. If 
that can be improved, it is of little consequence whether levees be 
constructed or not; for it is conceded upon all hands that when the 


natural banks of the river are bank-full the navigation is unobstructed | 


from Cairo to the Gulf. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I can not. Hence the building of 
levees to restrain the overflowing water can not possibly aid low-water 
navigation unless the theory of engineers be true that by restraining 
the flood-waters of the river you will scour the bed of the river and 
thereby improve low-water navigation. 

Several MEMBERS. That is it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Is that theory correct ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Every engineer says so. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope that these interruptions will 
not come outof my time. Mr. Hutton, an engineer of high standing 
who accompanied the committee, said in his testimony: 

Question. You have not met with the theory, then, that the confinement of the 
water at low stages so as to gradually raise it in height, keeping it within that 
natural channel, the water would erode the bottom and so deepen the channel 
as to keep down the surface”? 

Answer, I have heard the general theory advanced that by confining the water 
within these narrow limits the eroding of the bottom would increase the chan- 
nel, but I have never heard the theory advanced that the water of the Missis- 
sippi River could be so confined. 

Q. What do you think ofthat theory yourself? 

A, I think the water would cut the banks rather than the bottom 

Q. But there is a tendency to work out the bottom, is there not? 

A. Well, in high water, from my reading and knowledge of the characteris- 
ties of the Mississippi River—and these are derived entirely from the observa- 
tion of other persons and the reports and investigations, beyond my simple look- 


ing at the river as we traveled over it—the general result of all the reports | 


indicates very clearly, I think, that during high water shoals form, and the bot- 
tom of the river rises and is not cut off or eroded, and that the cutting on the 


bottom is done at low water; and I think it is further maintained, and I believe 


with truth, that the undercutting of the banks is done at low water, or in a fall- 
stage of the river. 
Then you would expect, as the result of these observations, thatas the wa- 


ter was accumulated in depth in the channel you would have a greateramount | 


we in the bottom instead of a greater scouring ? 
A. That is the result of reports given on the subject. 


Q. Well, in your judgment, is it practicable or desirable, for the purposes of | 


channel improvement only, to confine the waters of the valley within the levees | 


on the banks? 

A. No, sir; as far as improvement of the channel is concerned, I do not think 
it an advantage. 

Q. Is ita disadvantage, in your judgment? 

A. Yes; to the extent that the higher the water becomes the higher the bars 
generally become, and therefore it is a disadvantage. 


And that is the universal testimony of all the witnesses that the dep- | 


osition of sediment occurs at high water. 

Mr. KING. Because the water overflows. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let us have order so the gentleman can be heard. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing which 
casts so much odium on these river and harbor bills as this continual 
clamor when they are being considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Isay the testimony submitted te the 
committee isalmost uniform that the shoalingtakes place during flood, 
and that the cutting out of the bed occurs when the river is low. 

Mr. HOOKER. What are you reading from? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The testimony of Lieutenant Hutton. 


Mr. HOOKER. He never saw the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. He went with the committee from 
Cairo to the Gulf. 

One word more. These interruptions do not come out of my time. 


General Comstock, president of the commission, said to your com- 
mittee: 
Gaestice. Your view as to the building of levees on banks is that it is not essen- 


to mere low-water navigation of the river? 
Answer. No, sir. 


Q. You think they are of a great deal more service for protection of land than 


or pupeovement of the channel for navigation’? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q.*If you were the sole member of the commission would you have expended 
eA in that way? 
0, sir. 








Now I will read from the report of this Mississippi River ¢ ‘ommissian. 
It was made December 1, 1882, about two months ago: 

From much of that part of the preceding report which relates to levees. one 
member (General Comstock 

Mr. GIBSON. And the only member 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Iam much obliged 
ber dissents. If ‘*the only member” 
insert that 


dissents 


Lsaid one mem- 
makes it any stronger we will 


For the following reasons he is of the opinion that levees are of little 
the improvement of low-water navigation 

Low-water navigation is now bad only where the river has such great width 
as to be necessarily shoal. To improve itthe great widths must be diminished by 
works of contraction, and the river must be kept from wandering about, by re- 
vetting its caving banks. Both these classes of work are in the river, and levees 
on top of the bank can not take the place of either class. 

It is true that when levees confine floods between them they increase the depth 
of sixty feet or more which the river would have without them, by a few feet. 
and thus should increase somewhat the velocity of the river Theoretically, 
this increased velocity should scour the bed, thus sinking it insome degree. In 
practice no case is known where any considerable sinking of the river-bed for 
long distances has been produced by levees 

But even if the low-water surface and the river-bed should sink together in 
consequence of the levee effect during preceding floods, it is still to be feared that 
the low-water depths might not be sensibly increased thereby 

In view of the uncertainty whether levees will cause any conside rable sinking 
of the low-water bed and of the further doubt whether such sinking would sensi- 
bly increase the low-water depths, it does not seem to him wise, in the absence 
of practical experience, to attribute any considerable value to a system of levees 
as an aid to channel improvement 


Mr. ELLIS Will you be candid enough to read from page 183 what 
General Comstock says ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan 
moment more. 


aid in 


If the committee will indulge mea 


Mr. ELLIS. Give this side a chance 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman has his time 
Mr. ELLIS. Ido not have any time 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Now, I wish to say 


a word further, 
if the committee will indulge m¢ 


Mr. KING. I object 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If I believed that the building of 
levees was essential to the improvement of the navigation of the Missis 
sippi River I should certainly favor them 
$100,000, 000 

Mr. GIBSON. 
floor of this Hous 
tion. 


Their cost is estimated at 


My dear sir, do not make that statement upon the 


I beg the gentleman not to make 


Such an asSSser 
The commission estimate 


it at $4,000,000, and that is all they 


propose to us The gentleman must not make such statements here 
in the presence of men who know these facts and are familiar with the 
subject. 

Mr. bl RROWS. of Mis higan The cost has been « stimated 

Mr. HOOKER. By whom? 

The CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 


expired. 

Mr. ROBERTSON I hope unanimous consent will be given to the 
gentleman from Michigan to go on and complete his remarks. [Cries 
of *‘ Regular order !’’ | 

Mr. THOMAS was recognized 

Several members addressed the Chait 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order 
will be recognized until the committee comes to order 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Has my time expired ? 

Several Memrers. A long time ago 

The CHAIRMAN. It has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the proposed amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ropinson ] will, if adopted, 
produce a radical and important change in the law creating the Missis- 
sippi River Commission and prescribing their duties. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will my friend yield to me for a mo- 
ment to make a correction ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire, since the gentleman has been 
kind enough to yield to me, to occupy a minute to make a correction. 
When I stated a moment ago that $100,000,000 are required for this 
Mississippi River work, I do not mean to be understood as stating that 
the entire amount was for levees 

Mr. ELLIS. You knew that it was not for that. 

Mr. GIBSON. You so stated. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
of the channel and all. 

Mr. GIBSON. 


no gentleman 


But was for the entire improvement 


And that is estimated by the commission at not ex- 


| ceeding $37,000,000. 


| 
! 
} 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. No, sir; more than that. 

Mr. WHITE. Iask unanimous consent that this debate be extended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Nogentleman can be recognized in this confusion. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I insist upon the regular order 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is for gentlemen to be seated 
The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if we look to the law under which 
the Mississippi River Commission was organized we willsee clearly what 
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the purpose and intent was for which it was createdand what they were 
called upon by Congress to do; we must look for a moment at the de- 
mands made, by Congress upon this Mississippi River Commission, and I 
beg the careful attention of the committee to this point, for it is a very 
important one. What did Congress ask this Mississippi River Commis- 
sion to do? 

To take into consideration and mature such plan or ae and estimates as 
will correct, permanently locate, and deepen the channel and protect the banks 
of the Mississippi River; improve and give safety and ease to the navigation 
thereof; prevent destructive floods ; and promote and facilitate commerce, trade, 
and the postal service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you have before you what this commission was 
called upon to do. I have read you the exact language of the law 
which created the commission. They haveon the strength of that au- 
thority settled upon and promulgated a plan and submitted it to Con- 
gress for its consideration. That plan has received the indorsement of 
the best scientists in this country and in Europe. It has received the 
approbation of four different committees of Congress; it received the 
approval not only of the Forty-sixth but of this Congress also. The 
commission was called upon to take into consideration and ‘‘ mature 
such plan or plans and estimates as will correct, permanently locate, 
and deepen the channel and protect the banksof the Mississippi River; 


improve and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof, prevent de- 
structive floods, and promote and facilitate commerce, e, and the 


postal service.’’ We demanded of the commission the accomplishment 
of certain results, and they report to us that in order to accomplish the 
results demanded it was necessary to employ levees. That recom- 
mendation is before us, and yet, in violation of the plain provisions of 
law, in the face of the testimony which has been submitted, in the face 
of all the experience of gentlemen who know that river and its re- 
quirements, in the face of the known fact that restrained water will 
cut out and deepen its channel, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Ropinson] comes here and proposes to tie the handsof the com- 
mission, to deprive them of the benefits and means by which they pro- 
pose to accomplish the results we demanded of them. He proposes that 
the commission shall execute this grand work in some other way than 
the one agreed to and settled upon both by it and Congress. Isay, Mr. 
Chairman, that common fairness and justice and the desire for the ac- 
complishment of these important things all demand that this commis- 
sion—struggling as it is with one of the grandest questions that ever en- 
gaged the minds of the scientific world—should be allowed to go on, 
with their hands loose, with all of their original powers at their com- 
mand to accomplish this grand work. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish to ask if the commission did not decide 
that the legitimate result of the levee system was alone to raise the bed 
of the riverand that it could only be utilized asa means of scouring the 
channel of the river by sinking mattresses and establishing revetments 
80 that the channel should be confined in that way ? 

Mr. THOMAS. The evidence shows, and I know the fact to be, that 
at high water the river spreads across the country and when the cur- 
rent is retarded thereby it forms eddies and drops its silt; but when 
you confine the waters and conserve their force you accelerate the cur- 
rent and it carries this sediment on and into the Gulf, instead of drop- 
ping it on the bars, thereby ruining the low-water navigation. 

Sir, it is necessary to dig out the channel of this stream. In order 
to do so you must employ all the forces possible. This river at high 
water has a greater force a thousand-fold than at low water. If these 
forces are conserved and directed to the digging out of its bottom instead 
of wasting its velocity in overflow, you will see the results accomplished, 
and instead of these overflowed and alluvial lands being reclaimed 
alone, you will see the permanent, lasting, and perfect improvement of 
the Mississippi River according to the provisions of the law which we 
enacted and under which the Mississippi River Commission have been 
acting. Few people understand fully the philosophy of the proposed 
plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and as Hon. Robert 
5. Taylor, of Indiana, a member of the commission, has recently ex- 
plained the plan in a most admirable article in the North American 
Review, I beg you to hear what he has to say: 

The Mississippi River Commission was created by act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1879. It consists of seven members appointed by the President, of whom 
three are required to be from the Engineer Corps of the Army, one from the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and three from civil life, of whom two shall be civil 


engineers. Lt is provided in the act that the commission shall— 

“Take into consideration and mature such plan or plans and estimatesas will 
correct, permanently locate, and deepen the channel and protect the banks of 
the Mississippi River, improve and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof, 
prevent destructive floods, and promote and facilitate commerce, trade, and the 
postal serviee.” 

The commission was duly organized, and, after consideration of the ——. 
reported a plan of improvement, which has been adopted by Congress, and for 
the execution of which an appropriation o7 $1,000,000 was made by act of March 
3, 1881, and another of 4,123,000 by act of August 1, 1882, allto be expended below 
Cairo. Under these appropriations the work is now in progress, its execution 
being in the hands of Oiticers of the Engineer Corps detailed for that purpose by 
the Chief of Engineers. Its completion, according to the plans 
require a number of years, and further large appropriations, There is, there- 
fore, added to the iuterest which belongs to the subject as a engineering 
problem, that which attaches to every object of public expenditure. 

It is the purpose of this article to set forth briefly the general plan proposed by 
the commssion, and the reasons upon which it rests. In order to a clear appre- 


roposed, will 


hension of the questions involved, a short description of the rive: i ; 
proved condition will be useful. aa + in kts unim- 

At the city of Cairo, upon the southern extremity of the State of Mlinois are 
gathered together the waters of five rivers, namely, the Missouri, the 1), 
per mye the Ohio, the Cumberland, and the Tennessee. Between {} t 

int and the Gulf of Mexico lies the Mississippi River proper, 1,097 miles “ 
ength as it flows. Itscourse is through an alluvial plain 600 miles long and fro:,, 
25 to 80 miles wide. In this basin is embraced an area of 41,000 square miles of 
which 32,000 square miles are liable to overflow. Borings made at eighty-thro. 
ay between Cairo and Vicksburgh show 131 feet mean depth of alluvial soj] 
m Cairo to the mouth of the Red, the width of the river between banks varicc 
from 1,900 to 13,800 feet, the mean being 4,400 feet. Below the Red the width 
rarely exceeds 3,500 feet, the mean bing 3,350. Between Cairo and Memphis jt. 
least depth at low water is 5 feet; between Memphis and Red River 6 feet, and 
between Red River and New Orleans 15 feet. The variation in its discharge js 
enormous, passing from 100,000 cubic feet per second at low water to 1,600,000 at 
the highest flood. The range between high and low water mark at Cairo js 5° 
feet ; at Memphis 35 feet, at Vicksburgh 52 feet, and at New Orleans I4 feet. In its 
fl its water surface stretches from hill to hill across the entire yal_ 
ey; at extreme low water it flows between banks from 30 to 40 feet high. The 
depth of its inundation bears no coniparison with its area, being on an average. 
less than 3 feet over the arable lands. Intheswamps it ismuch more. Its flood 
elevation at Cairo is 322 feet above the sea. Its fall from Cairo to Memphis is 
about6 inchesto the mile. Thence to the Gulf its fall steadily diminishes, being 
about 1; inches per mile at New Orleans. It is one of the muddiest rivers in the 
world, The portion of the sediment received by it at Cairo comes from 
the Missouri, but this supply is constantly re-enforced by the caving of its own 
banks, which are washed into the river at an esti rate of 5,000 acres per 
annum. 

All plans for the improvement of the oe that have been prominently 
discussed rest upon one or two theories: One, the remedy for the evils ex- 
aane consists essentially in the concentration of the water of the river and the 
equalization of its flow; the other, that it consists in the subdivision and diffu- 
sion of its volume. The former theory is the one held by the commission and 
adopted by Congress, tho the other has advocates whose views continue to 
be urged in Congress and throus,h the press. 

There are numerous opportunities to let out of the channel of the Mississippi 
large portions of its water. The Atchafalaya, which receives its waters from the 
River, at a point only 6 miles distant from the junction of that river with 
the Mississippi, is there several feet lower than the Mississippi. At the present 
time the water of the rarely reaches the Mississippi at all, but for the most 
part flows down the Atchafalaya, a: ented by a la outflow from the Mis- 


sissippi. Itisonly when the Red is and the Mississippi low that there isany 
flow from the former to the latter. e difference of level between the Missis- 
sippl and the Atchafalaya increases as they descend, so that at Plaquemine the 


erence is 22 feet, and the distance between them 11 miles. Ontheeast bank, 
at Bonnet Carré, the difference of level between the river and Lake Pontchar- 
train is 20 feet, and the distance between them 5 miles. At Lake Borgne the dif- 
ference of level is 14 feet and the distance 6 miles. Sothat it is quite possible to 
make outlets by which the flood-water, or, for that matter, all the water of the 
Mississippi could find its way to the Gulf by shorter lines and lower levels than 
those ofthe present river. And when men stand appalled at the sight of its dev- 
astating floods the suggestion of — relief by outlets seems at first sight so 
— and reasonable that it is not strange that it should find favor in many 
minds, 

The reasons which lie against this theory require some thonght for their clear 
apprehension, but rest, as is believed, on well ascertained laws. 

he three most difficult factors in the problem are the wide variation in the 
volume of the rivet’s discharge, the quantity of solid matter transported by its 
current, and the softness of its banks. If any one of these three elements were 
absent the question presented would be comparatively simple. 

To contain the river at its flood requires a great channel. Its banks are so 
friable that its constant tendency is to make itself room by tearing them down. 
When the flood subsides the material of which they were composed is found 
scattered over the broad channel in obstructing bars and shoals. Over and 
among these the low-water river has to make its way by such tortuous and 
changing path as it can find or make for itself. It is then that navigation be- 
r comes difficult and dangerous. There is water enough in the river at its lowest 
stage to furnish ample depth for navigation if it were confined in a channel of 
suitable width, and it would make and maintain such a channel for itself if it 
were not for the interference of the floods. 

The problem of the river's improvement comprehends, therefore, in its broad- 
est sense, these two requisites—a high-water channel capacious enough to contain 
its floods, and a low-water channel narrow enough to afford the depth neces- 
sary for navigation. And the more nearly identical in location these can be 
made the more permanent and perfect will be the improvement attained. 

In the consideration of any plan for the accomplishment of these ends it is to be 
remembered that there are very rigid limits to the possibilities of engineering 
methods apoteeste to the case. To build upon a foundation of bottomless allu- 
vium any breakwater or training-wall of stone or timber that shall withstand 
the floods that pour down from the north like an ocean let loose is impossible. 
To dig and keep opena channel for a river that flings down in its own pathway 
a sand-bar a mile square as though it was a handfal of ashes is equally impos- 
sible. Hence, if atany point a deeper channel is needed, the river must be com- 
= to dig it; if anew bank is needed, the river must be coaxed to build it. 

ts own Titanic hands are the only instruments equal to either task. res 

Ifany one will set a tumblerful of the coffee-colored water of the Mississippi 
where it will remain undisturbed for twenty-four hours he will find, at the end 
of that time, a teaspoonful of mud in the bottom of the tumbler, while the water 
will be comparatively clear. If he had kept the water in motion all the time he 
would have found it as turbid as when he took it from the river, and no deposit 
at the bottom. In thistiny experiment is illustrated the most important law of 
the Mississippi River's life, namely, that the power of water to sustain and 
transport sediment depends upon its motion. The exact relation between the 
velocity of moving water and itssilt-carrying power is not ascertained. It varies 

But enough is known to war- 


with the size and specific gravity of the particles. : 
rant the general statement that every diminution of the velocity of a running 
stream diminishes its silt-transporting capacity. It is not necessary, in order to 
produce this result, that there shall be a cessation of motion in the water; 4 
diminution of its rate is sudficient. 

he operation of this law is universal and invariable, on the largest scale and 
on the smallest. The miniature torrent that sweeps down the plowed furrow 
in a hill-side field scours its bed clean as long as it maintains its headlong 
velocity. But when itslackens its course at the foot of the slope, it throws down 
its } of sand and loam in an instant. The delta which forms atthe mouth of 
every sediment-bearing river is the same phenomenon on a larger scale. 

Upon the Mississippi River the traveler is never for a moment out of sight of 
visible evidence of the operation of this law. The following examples will be 
familiar to any one who has been upon it. In the outer curve of every bend, 
where the current is swift and strong, the channel is deep and clean. On tho 
inner side of the return curve there is slack water and a bar. Wherever the 


channel is narrow and deep there is a high velocity and no deposit of sediment. 
Where it is excessively broad and shallow bars accumulate rapidly. F 
At a bank-full stage the river has a rapid current and is heavily loaded with 





sediment. At the overflow stage the water escaping laterally over the banksis 
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suddenly checked in its velocity, and immediately begins to drop its load, leav- 
inga diminishing deposit as it es. To this layer the next flood adds another, 
each being thickest at the margin next the river, where the escaping water ex- 
periences the first diminution of its velocity. In this way the river builds up its 
own banks by overflow; and in consequence of this method of building them 
they are highest nearest the river, the receding declination sometimes reaching 
12 feet in a mile, and being rarely less than 5. ; 

Following the course o: pay overflows through the forests adjacent to the 
river, the observer will find on the farther side of trees, logs, and other obstruc- 
tions, sand reefs and areas of deposit marking every place where the advancing 
water was checked in its velocity. 

It occasionally happens that the river cuts off a long bend by a short channel 
across its neck, leaving a horseshoe-shaped section of the old channel unused. 
‘At the open ends of this abandoned channel the water in it mingles with the 
current wins ot, and so has a gentle inward and outward flow as the river 
rises and falls. The consequence isa deposit of sediment at the entrances of the 
abandoned channel, by which they are ultimately filled up and cut off entirely 
from the new channel, forming deep, clear, crescent-shaped lakes. There are 
many such lakes in the valley, some of them now several miles from the river. 
Such a cut-off occurred at a bend opposite Vicksburgh in 1876, leaving the city 
upon one arm of the abandoned bend, The lower end of that arm is already 
filied up to the height of 25 feet above low water, and 50 feet above the old bot- 
tom, leaving the city’s wharves and elevators a mile and a half inland at ordi- 

and low 
= shifti the channel, the formation of islands, and other causes, the 
subsidiary anne, called chutes, are formed in large number. Ifa swift cur- 
rentset through a chute it enlarges; if a sluggish current flow through it, it fills 
with sediment. Slo and cutlets leading out of the river into the swamps, in 
which the free flow of water is obstructed by willows, are often permanently 
closed in the same manner. 

As the river elongates its bends by caving off the outer bank there is com- 
monly formed a sloping bar on the inner bank, Which advances as the outer 
bank recedes. As fast as this bar rises above ordinary low water it is covered 
by a growth of willows, At high stages the water flowing over the bar is ob- 
structed by this growth and successive deposits of sediment are thus caused, 
which ultimately build the bar up to the full height of the adjacent banks. By 
this process the river shifts its channel,tearing down one bank and building up 
the otheras it goes. 

Some of the methods of channel improvement now in use have been copied 
from the processes of nature just described. When it is soughtto narrow an ex- 
cessively wide channel, permeable screens made of piles and interwoven brush 
or poles are set on the bar wh€re it is desired to form new banks at intervals of 
a thousand feet or less. The water in flowing through these screens loses so 
much of its velocity that it drops its sediment very rapidly after passing them. 
The effect produced by such structures is sometimes quite remarkable. In fa- 
vorablé localities a fill of 40 feet in depth has resulted in a single season. At 
Horsetail Bar, below Saint Louis, may be seen an area of more than a thousand 
acres of land, which has been built up from the river-bed to an average depth of 
2% feet by the means just descri A mere line of piles 8 feet apart will often 
produce a heavy deposit below them. 

These numerous examples have been cited in order to illustrate and enforce 
the proposition stated at the outset: that the greatest law of the river's life is 
that it 1 be forever laden with a burden which slips from its grasp the instant 
it loiters by the way. The whole valley is itself the result and the proof of the 
existence and the operation of this law. There is not a shovelful ol cotta in all 
its square miles that has not been dissolved in water and carried by water tothe 
point where its journey ended for want of velocity to carry it farther. Every 
grain of sand, every drop of water, every inch of movement, every low stage, 
every high stage, every flood, is equally obedient to the same great law. The 
engineer who has learned its meaning well has taken the first step toward asuc- 
cessful solution of the problem of the river’s improvement. He who ignores or 
defies it ye himself in the pathway of forees as irresistible in their operation as 
the march of a glacier. 

This brings us to the practical question. 
water per annum to be conducted to the sea. 
ner as to afford the best 


Here are so many cubie miles of 
It is desired to doit in such man- 
ible low-water navigation and the least possible 
high-water inundation. Shall it be confined in its course to one channel, or shall 
it be subdivided or allowed to subdivide itself into several? 

The excavation of a river channel is work. The transportation of sediment 
is work, The accomplishment of either involves the expenditure of energy. So 
that it is but another statement of the same question to say, how will a given 
qeaatity of water perform most work—in one concentrated volume or in subdi- 
visions? 

To this inquiry the experience of every person furnishes a ready and true an- 
swer. A gentle rain, falling on the earth’s surface, leaves its lightest vegetable 
mold undisturbed. The same quantity of water descending in a waterspout 
tears away its solid hills. The water which trickles over a field through thou- 


augment its strength as it descends. An outlet reverses this orderof nature and 
ofreason. It diminishes the energy of the river below without lightening inany 
like degree the burdens cast upon it by the river above. 

It is not possible, without accurate and expensive observations and measure- 
ments, to trace all the injurious effects of an outlet upon the river below But 
enough is visible to common observation to show the unvarying operation of the 
laws stated. At its mouth the Mississippi has tried the outlet system of its own 
accord by subdividing into four distinct channels. From New Orleans down to 
the widening of the channel, preparatory to its subdivision, it has nowhere less 
than a hundred feet of depth. In its four subordinate channels the depth rarely 
exceeds 50 feet; and at the mouthsof all, exceptthe one improved by the jetties, 
it is about 16 feet. Suppose the same subdivision had taken place two or three 
hundred miles higher up, would not like results have followed in the channels 
below? 

Outlets in the form of great crevasses have frequently occurred. 
ways followed by increased deposits in the bed below them. 

Channels conveying unfiltered Mississippi water invariably contract their di 
mensions to the smallest space that will contain the water flowing through them 
The law governing chutes has been stated already: a swift current keeps them 
open; asluggish current fills them up with sediment. When an island appears 
in the center of the river it is rare that a good channel is maintained on each side 
of it. Something will occur to disturb the equilibrium between them; one will 
begin to rob the other of water, whereupon the other will begin to fill with sedi- 
ment, a process which increases in rapidity as the disproportion of flow grows 
greater. 

At the mouth of the Red River is a remarkable illustration of the same law. 
The Red formerly entered the Mississippi at the apex of a bend. In IS3L the 
bend was cut off. Fora time the Red used the upper arm of the bend as its 
channel, during which time it rapidly contracted to the dimensions suitable for 
the conveyance of the water of the Red River alone ; while the lower arm of 
the bend closed up entirely. Afterward the Red abandoned the upper arm of 
the bend, and cut a channel just large enough for its own flow through the lower 
one; wherevpon the upper one filled up. Later, the enlargement of the lower 
Atchafalaya, whose head isin the apex of the old Mississippi bend, near the orig- 
inal mouth of the Red, produced an active overflow from the Mississippi, which 
has been already described, and, in consequence, the channel is now enlarging. 
So that, in the space of six miles, between the Mississippi and the head of the 
Atchafalaya, there have been, within fifty years past, first, a Mississippi channel 
3,500 feet wide, and probably 69 feet deep; then a dry bar; then a Red River 
channel 300 feet wide and 10 feet deep; and now a rapidly growing outlet 

The use of the word “ unfiltered”’ in the general statement above is material, 
and makes an important distinction. The statementis not true of a channel 
conveying clear water. The Yazoo River is one of this class. There was for 
merly, at Yazoo Pass, nearly opposite Helena, an outlet which diverted a large 
volume of water from the Mississippiinto the Yazoo, which that river returned 
to the Mississippi at Vicksburgh. By this means the channel of the Yazoo Was 
excavated deep and wide. The pass was closed a number of years ago. Since 
then the chief water supply of the Yazoo has come from the swam)p-drains, 
which discharge clear water, and from Mississippi overflows, which are thor 
oughly filtered by the woods and swamps through which they travel before 
reaching it. So that we have to-dayin the Yazoo a clear-water stream, flowing 
with slow velocity through a capacious channel which does net perceptibly de- 
crease in size. Nosuch result ever occurs in the case of water charged with 
sediment. 

Nature has made the channel of the Mississippi of increased capacity for dis- 
charge as it descends, The permanent diversion of a substantial portion of its 
water by outlets will reverse that order, and shrink the channel below them to 
the size required by the diminished river. This shrinkage will take place first 
by decrease of depth, asthe depositing sediment falls to the bottom, and thus the 
interests of navigation will be the first tosuffer. But the misehief will not stop 
there. When the riverand the outlets shall have adjusted themselves to the new 
conditions created they will, all together, be less able to discharge a great flood 
than the unimpaired river was alone; and there will be no place for it to find 
ventexcept over the shallow rim of the shrunken channel, 

It is not within the purpose of this article to describe in detail the methods by 
which it is proposed to execute the general plan of improvement recommended 
by the Mississippi River Commission, Suflice it to say that the retentionof the 
river’s waterin one undivided volume is the cardinal principle of the plan ; and 
that it is proposed to seek this end by such means as will introduce the fewest 
artificial conditions intothe river's life, and apply most economically and effect 
ually its own forees to the work of improving its own channel These consist 
chiefly in the closing of chutes and outlets; the contraction of the channel in 
places where it is excessively wide, by the creation of new banks from deposited 
sediment; and the revetment of banks where caving is exceptionally rapid and 
injurious. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


They are al- 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH J 





sands of infinitesimal and broken channels without producing the least abrasion 
of its surface would if concentrated in one volume on the same surface plow 
itdeep and wide. There is nothing else in nature of which it is so literally and 
familiarly true that “in union there is strength” as of water. Subdivided finely 
enough itis the morning mist; concentrated largely enough, it is nature’s mas- 
ter-mechanic, the continent-builder of the world. 

Taking its whole life together, there is, in the phenomena of the Mississippi 
River, as elsewhere, a perfect correlation of forces. It does all the work it can 
allthe time. It excavates its bed as deep and wide asitean. Itcarriesoutof its 

nel as much of the sediment mixed with its water asitcan. Whenitdrops 
from its broad shoulders a hundred thousand cubic yards of sand on the bar, as 
it often does, it is because it can carry it no farther. It never drops a spoonful 
except for the same reason. 

All the conditions of the river are the result of its own forces. It has no ante- 
eedent banks, bars, width, or depth; all these are itsown creation, It made yes- 
terday the things that make it to-day; it is making to-day the things that will 
make it to-morrow. Its present inadequacy to meet the wants of men is the re- 
sult of its inadequate work in the past. It overflows its banks because its chan- 
nel is not capacious enough to contain its flood. To make its channel more ca- 
pacious requires more work. At low water it stumbles over bars which it lacks 
strength to displace. To remove them requires more work. It makes itsshoal 

laces shoaler by the deposit of sediment which it wants energy to carry farther. 

re work would do it. So that if the river of the future is to subserve the in- 
terests of mankind better than the river of the present, the river of to-day must 
be induced to do more and better work. This is to be accomplished by the con- 
servation, concentration, and wise direction of all its energies. Thatthismeans 
© conservation, concentration, and wise direction of its volume seems too ob- 
vious to need repetition, 

Depletion or subdivision isa step in exactly the wrong direction. 
toward weakness; not toward strength. 
for the time being, but the result is a temporary advantage gained at enormous 
future cost. The diminution of volume produced by the outlet means diminu- 
tion of energy. It means a smaller, weaker river from that point to the sea. 
And that means a river less able to remove bars, less able to excavate a channel, 

able to carry sediment, less able to contain a flood. 

It is in the nature of things that each portion of the river shall in its turn bear 


Itisa change 


the burden of the complications above it. The bars that obstruct it came down | 
Hence 
clearest necessity that it should, as in the order of nature it does, 


above. The sediment that loads its water came down from above. 
there is the 





An outlet may serve to lower a flood | 


is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE. IL rise to a question of order. I understood that the 
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto was limited to forty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 

Mr. WHITE. Have not the forty minutes expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes yet remain. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friends from Illinois [Mr. Troms] and 
Missouri [Mr. HAtTcH] can not go before me in desiring the improve 
| ment of the Mississippi River. Weare now for the first time confronted 

with the proposition that the engineers are to be voted down when they 

suggest economy in the expenditure ofthe publicmoney. They have been 

censured heretofore because they have been suppose d to be extravagant 
| and to have dedicated themselves to a lavish expenditure of the public 
funds. And now when they propose economy, that which is palpable 
economy, there is a disposition on the part of some gi 
them, and to distrust their judgment. Up to this hour in regard toall 
other streams, all other localities, their judgment has only been called 
in question because they urged liberal appropriations for divers and sun 
| dry improvements. But when they suggest economy, and urge that we 
| shall not rush into an improvement until the experiment has demon- 
strated beyond reasonable peradventure that what is proposed is likely 
to be a success, we are pressed to disregard their recommendations. 

It is something entirely new in the history of this country for an ap- 
propriation to be made to build levees to confine the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi. That is entirely new, and my friend from Illinois { Mr. 
THOMAS] knows very well that the engineers themselves not only dis- 
trusted the feasibility of that project, but some of them asserted most 
| positively that the attempt would be futile. 


ntlemen to decry 
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Mr. GIBSON. There is no such proposition before the committee. 
What is before the committee is to authorize the engineers to improve 
the navigation of the river. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, Iunderstand that perfectly. Youwant 
to get the appropriation ostensibly for the purpose of inclosing and keep- 
ing confined within a narrow space the waters of the Mississippi while 
the incidental protection to the riparian owners is the ultimate and 
prime object. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman should be fair—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment. I not only want to be fair 
but more than fair; I want to be justly liberal in this matter. 

My friend knows very well that when this commission proceeded to 
make their allotments all along the Mississippi River from its mouth 
to Cairo they were beset by citizens to begin by building levees from 
Cairo down; and quite acontroversy arose as totheallotment. Let me 
say, so fur from opposing a levee system, if an actual experiment shall 
demonstrate it will operate as hoped by my friend it will, so far from 
opposing it I shall be glad to favor it; and if as an incident to improv- 
ing navigation it protects the riparian owners, I certainly would be 
doubly pleased, as would every right-minded citizen. 

Mr. DUNW. Would you propose to limit the experiment to a part 
of the plan instead of all of it? , 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, my friend knows the engineers have 
said they do not desire to prosecute this year the work of building lev- 
ees. If the levee system is to be tried, it i8 tried by us in connection 
with the other system of keeping the water within the banks. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why do you want to fetter them? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend knows very well that the press- 
ure to build levees along the banks of the Mississippi River has as little 
to do with improving the navigation as the color of his hair. 

Mr. ELLIS. I know better. Every engineer 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am not talking about the engineers, but 
the riparian owners. What I urge is that these experiments in the 

. interest of national commerce, in the Interestof our interstate commerce, 
in the interest of the South, in the interest of the Mississippi Valley, 
shall, While they are within the region of experiment, be confined to 
such works as will give them a fair and proper test, and, it being once 
determined that the willow mattress or the levee system will protect 
and improve the navigation of the Mississippi River, then I have no 
doubt I can speak for New England and every part of this country, that 
they will vote as liberally as my friends from Louisiana can desire to 
make the needed improvement, whatever it may be. 

Mr. ELLIS. You do not know that; and they testified differently 
from your argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They do not testify differently about that. 
The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, the evidence is before the House. 
They can read it. Not one in ten believes the levee system would be 
successful. Why it was asserted by some that the musk-rat would 
undo in a night what an army could do in a day. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is not a musk-rat in the Southern States. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam not talking about whether there are 
musk-rats there or not; I am only telling what a musk-rat could do it 
he was there. Let mesayanother thing. You gentlemen stand more 
in your own light, when you insist upon appropriations in defiance of 
the result of experiment, than you can conceive of now. 

Mr. GIBSON. We have not done that. 

Mr. RANDALL.. No more important subject than that of the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River can claim the at- 
tention of this body. That subject has attracted the attention of the 
most scientific men of the world from a period far back of the organi- 
zation of this Government, with varying recommendations. 

For myself, I am in favor of making appropriations for the purpose 
of experimenting upon the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River until we shall at last succeed in finding the solution of 
this great problem. It was with that intent that I was in favor of the 
creation by a former Congress of the Mississippi River Commission, and 
perhaps I may say without egotism that I was largely instrumental in 
securing the passage of that bill through this House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. You carried it through. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, if the Mississippi River Commission does 
not answer the purpose after a fair trial, let usabolish it. And if that 
shall come, let us go to Captain Cowden or any one else who may pre- 
sent a feasible and reasonable plan for solving this great problem. 

I believe in Congress taking the absolute and exclusive control of 
this matter. I would be unwilling to leave it to any other authority, 
State or municipal, outside of the authority of the United States Gov- 
ernment. I do not believe that this Government has the power to ap- 
propriate money for the reclamation and improvement of alluvial lands. 
But it has absolute power, and should exercise it in the way of reason- 
able and proper appropriation of money, to secure the better navigation 

of the Mississippi River. 

If the building of levees shall come as an incidentor as a result of any 
successful experiment or plan, we can not help that. We will accom- 
plish the great purpose in view, and to that end I think the American 











people have never in any way raised their voice against the appropria- 
tion of money for that purpose. 

I wish that this proposition could be separated from others in this 
bill, so that I might vote, as I will now vote, against striking out any 
part of the provision in relation to the Mississippi River, and not give 
a seemingly opposition vote to that project by voting against the bil]. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit me ty 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. If I have the time. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that at his request the hammer fell when 
half of his time had expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Because I have promised the remaining half tothe 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON], and I want to keep my 
promise. ; 

Mr. MORRISON. In the two anda half minutes allowed me I have 
no time to speak of the importance of improved navigation on the Mis- 
sissippi River to my section as well as to the whole country. But | 
must. be pardoned for saying that the long-promised home market has 
not come tous. For in the year last past we have exported, beside a 
considerable portion of other products, about 30,000,000 of bushels, or 
more than one-half of our entire wheat crop. And by reason of this 
river we reach the markets of the European millions at greatly reduced 
cost. 

Before the organization of the Mississippi River Commission large 
sums of money were expended to improve navigation; but the improve- 
ment made was not commensurate’with the money expended. Since 
then something—very much—has been accomplished and our products 
go cheaper, surer, safer, to the sea, whether they go by river or rail. 

If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mg. RoBINSON] means by his 
proposition or amendment that no levees shall be built to protect 
the lands of any one, and will so amend his proposition, I will vote forit. 

Mr. ELLIS. So will I. 

Mr. GIBSON. So will I. 

Mr. MORRISON. If that is all he intends to accomplish by it, he 
ought so to amend it. If, on the other hand, it is needful in order to 
improve the navigation of that river that levees shall be built, to that 
extent and to that extent only do I favor, support, or advocate the 
building of levees. For that purpose and to that extent it is as legiti- 
mate, as just and wise to accomplish the purposes by building levees as 
by any other means not more economical. If there is some better 
and more economical way let us know what it is. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Ron- 
INSON] accept that proviso? 

Mr. MORRISON. Whoare the best judgesand whois best informed 
on the subject and of what is needful toimprove navigation of the river? 
The commission appointed by the President, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, or the six or seven excellent gentlemen we sent down 


| the river on a pleasure trip to look at it? I do not question either the 


intelligence or the purpose of these gentlemen. I respect beth. 

But I submit that the members of the river commission are better 
advised on the subject because of their training before and their better 
opportunities for informing themselves since their appointment, if not 
before. A majority of the commission is made up of men skilled and 
trained in the Army and Navy, and whatever may be said of either the 
Army and Navy, both are as good as anything else we have in the 
country—the officers are as honest as any other class of men. Like 
other men, they can hardly be wholly free from local influences. 

The commission was not so made up as to have on it men from dif- 
ferent sections representing different interests that they might so per- 
form their duties that each might help the other to put money in his 
purse. This commission was notpacked that each might help the other 
at the public expense to protect his field, his town, or his land. They 
have no fields or lands to protect which could induce them to make 
traffic of their positions to help each other to unwarrantable profits. 
Such commissions have been made, and I have heard none ef the in- 
telligent gentlemen of this examining committtee rise in their places 
here and condemn or disapprove its misdeeds. The River Commission 
is entitled to a fair and further trial. It has done well; it has done 
more in the work of improving the Mississippi River than has been 
done by all other agencies we have employed. Still I am not and have 
never been very partial to commissions of any kind. Next to con- 
ference committees Co: ional commissions as a rule are more pro- 
lific of personal and private jobbery and public plunder than any other 
legislative methods or instrumentalities yet discovered. 

ir. DUNN. I move an amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBINson ]. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I would inquire of the Chair if the 
time fixed for debate has expired ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has expired. The amendment of the gentle- 


man from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] will be read. 
Mr, BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I—— J 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
I rise for the purpose of moving that 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
the committee do now rise. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
will be recognized for his motion as soon as the amendment is reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the proposed amendment the words “and for the purpose of improv- 
navigation ;"’ so that the amendment will read: 


"OE Provided urther, That no money appropriated by this or amy former act shall | 


be used for the construction or repair of levees along the Mississippi River, ex- 
cept in fulfillment of existing contracts and for the purpose of improving navi- 
gation.” oe fs 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
whole scheme. — 

Mr. GIBSON. 
improved. ; 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have made the motion that the com- 
mittee rise in order that the time for debate may be extended, and that 


I may be able to read to the Committee of the Whole what General | 


Comstock says. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the committee will not rise for the purpose of 
extending debate. We must get through this bill speedily and send it 
to the Senate, if it is to become a law. 

The motion of Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. DUNN, there 
were—ayes 65, noes 91. 

Mr. DUNN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DUNN and Mr. RoBINSON of Massa- 
chusetts were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, 
noes 91. 

Sothe amendment of Mr. DUNN tothe amendment of Mr. Roprnson, 
of Massachusetts, was agreed to. 


~ 


The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. Roprnson, of | 


Massachusetts, as amended, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 39, 
noes 74. 

Mr. BAYNE. Imove to amend bystriking out, inline 461, the words 
‘‘two million one hundred and fifty thousand dollars,’’ which I submit 
are simply a duplication of the amount appropriated in the paragraph. 

The amendment of Mr. BAYNE was agreed to; there being—ayes 87, 
noes 15. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by adding to the paragraph the 
proviso which I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the Secretary of War shall detail three engineers of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army, with the approval ofthe President, to make special 
examination into the effect of constructing outlets for the flood-water of the Mis- 
siasippi River above the passes into the Gulf of Mexico on the flood-line of the river, 


and especially at Lake Rorgne; and intothe effect on the flood-line of the river | 


of closing up existing outlets above the three great passes of the’river into the 
Gulf; and that the report of said engineers be laid before Congress at the open- 
ing of the next session; andthe expenses of such examination shall be paid out 
of the sum above appropriated for the improvement of said river from the head 
of the passes to Cairo, 

Mr. ELLIS. f make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Hot- 
MAN, there were—ayes 73, noes 91. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. ELLIS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 77, noes 
St. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“ direction,’ in line 458, the words ‘‘ and at the discretion;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Which said sums shall be expended under the direction and at the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, estimates, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—-ayes 37, noes 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr.WHITE. I move inline 452 to strike out the words 
8o it will read: 

And the deflection of the waters of the Mississippi River from the Atchafalaya 

ver, &e, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River has more now than it can 
carry. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed. 

Mr. WuIrTr’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I move to strike out the whole paragraph. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 104. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave not been able to ascertain, Mr. Chairman, 


whether or not the motion has been made to strike out the words “‘and | 
the deflection of the waters of the Red and Mississippi Rivers from the 
Atchafalaya River.” 


If you adopt that it lets inthe | 


Then the gentleman does not want the navigation | 


The amendment increases expenditures and changes 


**Red and;”’ | 


Mr. THOMAS. I think that has been made and voted down 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendment has been voted on, of course | 
do not propose to renew it, but I think that the retention of those words 
in the bill is a great mistake. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moved to strike 
| out the words ** Red and,”’ in line 452; but the words indicated by the 
gentleman from Indiana the Chair thinks have not been voted on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, then, to strike those words out. [{ Cries of 
*Vote!’’] I demand a division, and ask that my amendment be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words— 

“ And the deflection of the waters of the Red 
Atchafalaya River.” 


and Mississippi Rivers from the 


The committee divided; and there 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan I offer t 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No portion of the money hereby appropriated shall be used for the construe 
tion of levees from Cairo to the head of the passes 

Mr. ELLIS. I make the point of order that that amendment has 
already been voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


were ives 41, noes 109 


he 


following amendment 





The Chair overrules the point of order. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Let us have a division 
| The Committee divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 86 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BurRows, of Michigan, and Mr. ELuts 
| were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellets reported—ayes 71, noes 


101. [Applause. ] 


; So the amendment was rejected 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas Rivers: Continuing removal 
| of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from the Miss ssippi River, $50,000; 
continuing removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from Missotri 


River, $50,000; continuing ret 


from Arkansas River, $20,000 


noval of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions 
: 


Mr. ANDERSON, I move, in link 166, tostrikeout 250,000” and in 

| sert ‘*3S150,000 That motion, I believe, is debatable, and I should like 
tobe heardonit. Mr. Chairman, we have just made an appropriation of 

$2,150,000 for the Mississippi River, while there is an appropriation of 

| only $50,000 reported in this bill for the Missouri River. My amend 
ment is to make that $150,000 If $2,000,000 go to the Mississippi 


River then certainly it is within thi 
souri River, which is a longer rive 


m that the Mi 
many rich and popu 
rreater appropriation than 


» bounds of proporti 
, Which wasl 
lous and agricultural States, should re 
this bill provide S. 

Mr. KENNA. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
| the appropriation in the present paragraph is for a 


ICS 
wea 


Kansas that 
} 


pecilic object 


while in the next paragraph he will see there is an appropriation for 
the general improvement of the Missouri River of $350,000. If he ha 
| any amendment to offer to the latter paragraph it should be submit 
ted when that paragraph is under consideration 
Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman from Kansas accept as an amend 


ment that half of the money may be expended to riprap the roots of the 
| trees along the banks. 
| Mr. ANDERSON. Iam told it would be better to make my amend 
ment later on, and what we have just heard only makes still stronget 
my opinion of this bill. It is jam full of things which ought to be 
taken out of it; but I do not think $50,000 is a sufficient sum for re 
moving obstructions from the Miss« I move to 
make it $150,000 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I have had an opportunity in the 

division of time made to say anything on this bill until now, and I dé 
sire to say something in reply to the observations which fell from the 
lips of the gentleman from Michigan { Mr. Burrows] and the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [| Mr. RoBINsoN ] in reference not only to the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, but its tributaries, the Missouri 
being one of its great tributaries and the Ohio the othe t was said 
they did not intend to make an appropriation looking to a system of 
leveeing the banks on either side for the purpose of improving the navi 
| gation of the Mississippi. Now, the concurrent testimony of all the en 
gineers who have ever spoken on the subject at all, with the exception 
| simply of the engineer whom the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Bur 
ROWS | quoted, who came from the State of Maryland, and had never 
seen the Mississippi River until he was taken down as one of | 
committee organized at the cl ssion of Congress, to make 
| a visit to the Mississippi River and inquire into the modes and methods 

in which the Mississippi River Commission had conducted its work—lI- 
| say the concurrent testimony of all the engineers was that it was neces 
sary to confine the river within certain limits, and in order to confine 
the river within certain limits it was essential at high-water mark 
you should have levees to confine it within the prescribed limit of its 
| banks. 
Sir, the very same principle which has been so successfully applied 
| by that eminent engineer to the obstructions in the lower river, whose 
| name is indissolubly coupled with that Mississippi Kiver from that 


uiri River, and therefore 


not 


the special 


se of the last se 


tee 2 
SEM Leaman 
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great structure which spans it at Saint Louis, a monumental work of 
mechanical art and engineering skill in construction of bridges, surpass- 
ing any on this continent or in the world, the man whose name is in- 
separable from the jetties—I say that same principle should be applied 
above on the swifter currents of the river. What is the principle to 
which I refer? I allude to the jetty system. By confining the slow 
currents of the river where it flows to the Gulf within certain given 
limits on its lower reaches to where itdebouches into the sound, jetties 
have been constructed to serve the same purpose which this principle 
proposes to establish by those who understand that river and its history 
on the swifter currents of the river on its upper part, in the shzpe of 
levees, to confine the water within its legitimate channel. 
I am willing to concede that unless you can apply the jetty system 
to the more rapid currents of the upper river you can not successfully 
construct levees for the preservation of its channel; because they must 
have a bank immovable and not shaken by the floods, and we who un- 
derstand, we who live upon the river, and I have lived there all my life, 
know that it is when the river is receding and going from the flood tide 
to the low-water mark that the current of the river, sweeping the sand 
from under the river-beds, creates the slipping and caving of the banks. 
Therefore it is essential that we should make the jetty system apply to 
the rapid currents of the upper river so as to keep the current within de- 
fined limits, as we apply the same system tothe more sluggish currents at 
the mouthof the river. And let me say in this connection, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have stood upon the deck of one of the largest vessels coming 
into the port of New Orleans, and its captain said to me as to the ques- 
tion of our not having attained under the direction of Captain Eads a 
proper depth of water, averaging thirty feet as claimed, that his vessel 
was of the largest draught and the greatest length ofany vessel that comes 
to the marine port of New Orleans; and that he could safely testify 
that the jetties had so improved the channel that he can pass with any 
other vessel of equal size abreast through the improved channel. There- 
fore I claim that we should apply the jetty system for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River wherever it is necessary to apply the system 
tor the protection of the channel. 
Mr. Burkows, of Michigan, rose. 
Mr. PAGE. Unless we can come to a vote I shall move that the 
committee do now rise. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have no objection to that. I only 
desired, however, to occupy a moment. 
Mr. PAGE. I will yield for that purpose. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I shall only occupy one or two min- 
utes of the time of the committee. What the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has said in relation to the eminent engineer, Major Hutton, that 
he never visited the Mississippi River, gives me an opportunity to read 
from his testimony to show how thoroughly mistaken the gentleman 
can be. He was examined before the special committee, and I will 
read a portion of his testimony. 
Question. Will you state your full name, Mr, Hutton? 
Answer, Nathaniel H, Hutton. 

. Where do you reside? 

. Baltimore, sir. 

. How long have you resided there ? 

About twenty years, sir. 

Your age? 

Forty-nine years. 

Your business? 

Tam a civil engineer. 

How long has that been your business, Mr. Hutton? 

For about thirty years, 


Are you a graduate of any institution? 

No, sir. 

In what business are youengaged in Baltimore—what particular business ? 
I am an engineer of the harbor board of Baltimore. . 
How long have you held that position? 

For six years, 

Were you an engineer in charge of any works previous? 

. Yes, sir; Ihave had charge for the Government of the improvements of 
the Patapseo River for some years. I made surveysfor the Delaware and Mary- 
land Ship-Canal, for the extension of the James River and Kanawha Canal to 
the Ohio River, and I have had cha of the improvement of the James River, 
and the improvements of the Rappahannock, the Susquehanna, and innumer- 
= smaller ones, I have been in charge of river and harbor works ever since 
the war. 

Q. Allthe time since the war? 

A. All the time, together with other business. I am consulting engineer, and 
have a variety of other business in that connection. 

Q. When you were engaged in the works of the different rivers and harbors 
yon os you were in the employ of the Government, were you not? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. You may state if you accompanied the committee down the Mississippi 
River on the occasion of its recent visit down that river? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. At the request of the chairman ofthe committee? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. You joined the committee at Cairo? 

A. Ljoined the committee at Cairo. 

Q. Colonel, are you acquainted with the plans of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission for the improvement of the Mississippi, the general plans of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission? 

A. I think Tam, sir, so far as the published reports of the work, and what I 
aaw on that river, go. 


Q. I will ask you at this point if you ever visited the Mississippi River before? 
A. I have, sir. 


Porororererererere 


Mr. HOOKER. But not as an engineer. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan: 

Q. How frequently? 

A. I have passed up and down it I suppose half a dozen times-— 





Mr. HOOKER. That may be; thousands of others have visited the 
river; but he never visited it as an engineer. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Thisalso gives me an opportunity to 
complete what General Comstock, president of the Mississippi River 
Commission, says. After saying “in practice that no case is known 
where any considerable sinking of the river-bed for long distances has 
been produced by levees,’ he goes on: ‘ 

But even if the low-water surface and the river-bed should sink together in eon 
sequence of the levee effect during preceding floods, it is still to be feared thas 
the low-water depths might not be sensibly increased thereby. 

In view of the uncertainty whether levees will cause any considerable sinking 
of the low-water bed, and of the further doubt whether such sinking would sen- 
sibly increase the low-water depths, it does not seem to him wise, in the absence 
of practical experience, to attribute any censiderable value to a system of levees 
as an aid to channel improvement. 

Now, I desire to say further, as this also gives me the opportunity 
that as the committee have settled this question of appropriating money 
for the building of levees under the guise of improving the navigation 
of the river, and as this appropriation goes into the bill now in a shape 
which will allow the commission to use any portion of it to build 
levees above Red River or below—I say for myself that the conviction 
is so strong in my mind that this is wholly for the benefit of the riparian 
owners and to enhance the value of the lands that under no cireum- 
stances, so long as that provision remains in the bill as it is now writ- 
ten, can it have my vote? Under no circumstances, because I do not 
believe that it is right. 

Mr. PAGE. Now give usa vote. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I deem it my duty to say two or three 
words in response to what has been said by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan. I want this House to understand, and I challenge the record, 
that of the sixteen engineers who testified before the Mississippi River 
Commission—and you can not and you dare not deny it—tfourteen 
of them gave their unhesitating, unequivocal sanction to the plan sub- 
mitted by the Mississippi River Commission. There is the record. 
Every gentleman may read it for himself. Gentlemen may quote par- 
ticular passages, may garble, may misrepresent, but the bold, bald, 
crushing truth will live that the plan and projects of the commission 
— the best and most progressive engineering thought of the 
world. 

What are these plans? What is that theory? 

Itis, as I stated yesterday, the low-water channel, and coincident with 
it and dependent upon it is the high-water channel. I hurl back and 
deny the statement that we from Louisiana, or any other Representative 
on this side, have been influenced by the sole motive of protecting lands 
from overflow. It has been the humane voice of this country from 
great-hearted and progressive men of every party that if a plan could be 
devised that would at once perfect navigation and protect the fields and 
homes of people, that plan should be adopted. 

Mr. HORR. Do I understand the gentleman to say there were six- 
teen engineers before the commission and all but two of them agreed in 
recommending this plan? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes; every one but two. Mr. Hutton was one of them, 
and nobody ever heard of him before. I atleast neverdid. ‘The chair- 
man said he was invited by the committee. My assent was never 
given; neither was any authority given in the resolution appointing us 
to employ or pay him. I found him on board the boat when I went 
there; how he came to be there nobody knows; but the chairman of the 
committee, in my judgment, may possibly tell. 

Now, I say that.not only the sixteen engineers who testified before 
us, but Barnard and Humphreys, Gillmore and Herschell, and other 
distinguished engineers of this country have given their unhesitating 
and unqualified sanction to this plan of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion. There has been no thought with them of protecting the alluvial 
land, except as incidental to thesperfection of channel navigation; and 
I can not conceive how in the face of the whole engineering thought ot 
this country, ay, and of Europe, gentlemen who profess to feel within 
their breasts the faintest pulsations of humanity can say one word against 
that plan, when in addition to unfettering the great river and yet 
controlling it in its majestic march as it pours its magnificent tide of 
commerce to the sea, proposing to.emancipate all the grain-growers, 
ay, in Michigan, ay, in Indiana, saving to the toilers of the West 
$35,000,000 per annum, or 15 cents on every bushel of wheat they send 
to market—how, outside of this consideration, they can hesitate for one 
moment when this plan proposes to redeem from utter and absolute 
ruin 45,000 square miles of the fairest and most majestic lands that ex- 
ist beneath the smile of the American sun. [Applause. ] 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, there are voices and visions that gather around me 
now that I scarce dare give utterance to. There are visions of a great 
turbid sea; there are visions of weary eyes looking over imprisoning 
water around their homes; there are phantoms of struggling hands in 
the flood; there are memories of people looking with despair while their 
all isswallowed up by the floods of the mighty river. Their voices come 
and whisper to me and ask me for utterance here. But they must be 
still. We must look to the commercial aspect alone. We look only to 
making this great river the channel of the commerce of the West and 
the South, ay, of the majestic empire of the Mississippi Valley, from 
where the river in its natal hour woos the kiss of the northern sky that 
mirrors its serene glory in Itasca’s lake, down, down two thousand miles 
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towhereit smiles to greet the ardent kissof the eager tropic sea. [Ap- | 


plause. 5 2 
Mr. PAGE. If we can not have a vote I move that the committee 


rise. - ae . 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- | 


man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

BRIDGES ACROSS NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Iask unanimous consent that the first half hour 
of this evening’s session be set aside for the consideration of some very 
important bills in relation to the construction of bridges crossing navi- 
gable rivers that are of great moment to the country. 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I must object to that. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. BUCK said: I understand objection has been withdrawn to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri. 
utes be asked for instead of thirty; in that form I think it will not be 
objected to. 

Mr. BEACH. 


I objected before, and I do not withdraw my objection. 
WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the report of the Congressional 
Board of Visitors to the West Point Military Academy for 1882; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEW ZEALAND AND AUSTRALIAN MAILS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of California, urging the neces- 
sity of liberal payments for the carrying of the New Zealand and Aus- 
tralian mails; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp. It is as follows: 


Assembly concurrent resolution No. 47. 
To the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Whereas the line of mail steamships now covering the route between San Fran 
cisco, New Zealand, and Sydney, New South Wales, via Honolulu, has been of 
great advantage to our country, and especially so to the Pacific coast thereof; 


Whereas this steamship line has been maintained mostly by the assistance of 
payments made by the above-named colonies for carrying the mails, the con- 
tracts for such payments terminating in November next: Therefore, 

it resolved, That this Legislature urges upon Congress the necessity in the in- 
terest of American commerce and as a matter of equity to our colonial neighbors, 
who have this far borne the expense of this mutually beneficial mail service, of 
in its maintenance by such liberal payment for the carriage of the New 

Zealand and Australian mails as their wisdom may suggest, having in view the 
benefit we receive from the regular commercial intercourse afforded thereby 
= = as by the increasing tide of travel from the colonies through our country 

urope. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to forward by tele- 
graph to President pro tempore of the United States Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives a copy of the foregoing resolution, with the re- 
‘quest that they consider and take action upon the same immediately. 

E. 8S. THOMPSON, 
Seerctary of State of California. 
VISITORS TO MILITARY AND NAVAL ACADEMIES. 


The SPEAKER. Under the provisions of section 1327 of the Revised 
Statutes the Chair announces the appointment of Mr. STEELE of Indi- 
ana, Mr. TOWNSEND of Ohio, and Mr. SPARKSof Illinois as the members 
‘on the part of the House of the Board of Visitors to attend the next an- 
nual examination of cadets at the Military Academy at West Point. 

Under the provisions of the act of February 14, 1879, the Chair ap- 
points Mr. HARMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. UppeGrarr of Iowa, and 
Mr. MILLs of Texas as the members on the part of the House of the 

of Visitors to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. LyNncit to print in 
the Recorp remarks on the river and harbor bill. [See Appendix. ] 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted as follows: 


To Mr. HARMER, to withdraw from the files of the House papers in | 


‘the case of Robert W. Simmons. 
To Mr. Rick, of Missouri, to withdraw from the files 6f the House 
in the case of B. F. Lutman. 


© Mr. BARBoUR, to withdraw from the files of the House papers in | 


the case of Mrs. A. Fant and Henry T. Fant, now pending before the 
Committee on War Claims; no adverse report. 

To Mr. Spooner, to withdraw from the files of the House papers in 
the case of W. L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene. 


I suggest that fifteen min- | 


ddd 
e ede ° 
FREEDMEN OF CHICKASAW NATION. 

_ Mr. MOORE asked and obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RecorD the memorial of the Freedmen of the Chickasaw Nation. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Repres 


of the United States of America 


ntatives 


The undersigned, your memorialists, respectfully show that they are residents 
of the Chickasaw Nation, and are “ ; , . 
and bred in the said nation, 

They have such interests there as inspire them with an earnest desire to re 
main residents, and to become citizensof the nation. There they have families, 
wives and children, and property; in fact everything that is dear to them is 
there; and they would consider ita great hardship to be forced to } 
firesides and to seek new homes 

Your memorialists represent not only themselves, but also that class 
knowA in the nation as “ persons of African descent, 
about three thousand individuals We and they 


persons of African descent,” and were born 


eave their 





of which elas 


have ever been loyal to the 








Government of the United States, and expect ever soto remain 
In order the mvre plainly to lay before your honerable bodies our cause and 
| our claims, we call attention to the third article of the treaty between the Choc 
taw and Chickasaw Nations and the United States, of April, I866, which reads 
| as follows 
|} “Art. 3. The Choctaws and Chickasaws, in consideration of the sum of 
| $300,000, hereby cede to the United States the territory west of the ninety-eightl 
| degree west longitude, known as the leased district, provided that the said sum 
| shall be invested and held by the United States, at an interest not less than 5 
| per cent., in trust for the said nations, until the Legislatures of the C! iw and 
Chickasaw Nations respectively shall have made such laws, rules, and regula 
tions as may be necessary to give all persons of African deseent, resident in the 
said nations at the date of the treaty of Fort Smith, and their descendants, | 
| tofore held in slavery among said nations, all the rights, privileges, and immu 
| nities, including the right of suffrage, of citizens of said nati except in the 
} annuities, moneys, and public domain claimed by or belonging to ad nations 
| respective ly; and also to give to such persons who were resideuts as aforesaid 
and their descendants, forty acres each of the land of said nations on the same 
| Sena nome’ hoctaws and Chickasaws, to be selected on the survey the said 
land, after the Choctaws and Chickasaws and Kansas Indians have made their 
| selections as here n provided; and immediately on the enactment « uch laws 
| rules, and regulations, the said sum of $300,000 shall be paid to the said Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations in the proportion of three-fourths to the former and 
one-fourth to the latter—less such sum, at the rate of $100 per pita, as shall Ix 
suffieient to pay such persons of African descent before referred to as, withir 
| ninety days after the passage of such laws, rules, and regulations, shall elect: 
|} remove and actually remove from the said nations respectively And should 
} the sand laws, rules,and regulations not be made by the Legislatures of the said 


nations respectively, within two years from the ratification of this treaty. then 
the said sum of $300,000 shall cease to be held in trust for the said Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, and be held for the use and benefit of such of 
of African descent as the United States shall remove from the said territory, in 
such manner asthe United States shalldeem proper, the United States agreeing 
within ninety days from the expiration of the said two years to ren 
said nations all such persons of African descent as may be willing to remove, 
those remaining or returning after having been removed fre 
have no benefit of said sum of $300,000, or any part thereof, but shall be upon 

the same footing as other citizens of the United States in the said nations 

From the terms and langusge of this clause of the treaty it is quite evident that 
the leading desire and intention of the Government of the United States was the 
complete enfranchisement ofthe “ persons of African descent” in the said nations 
Besides the emphatic words used in this clause touching the “laws, rules, and 
regulations necessary,’’ &e., we have the additional assurance from the very date 
of the instrument, 1866, that this enfranchisement of the negro was the leading 
design cf this clause, because at that time the Government was especially look 
ing to the accomplishment of that eventin all its enactments touching the col 
ored race as wel! as its amendmentsto the Constitution of the United States. If 
this be the true intent and meaning of thisclause of the treaty, we respectfully 
suggest the question: Will the Government of the United States quietly allow 
itself to be thwarted in this beneficent design? 

The Chickasaw Indians have up to this time neglected and refused to pass the 
“laws, rules, and regulations’’ enumerated in said clause of thetreaty. In 1877, 
after the lapse of eleven years from the date of said treaty, the Legislature of the 
Chickasaw Nation passed the following statute : 


vid persons 


ve trom 


mm said nations to 





“ An act confirming the treaty of 1866 

“Section 1. Beit enacted by the Legislature of the Chickasaw Nation, That whereas 
a treaty was concluded at Washington city on the 28th of April, 1866, by com 
missioners duly appointed on the part of the Chickasaws and Choctaws and the 
United States Government, which treaty was ratified with amendments by the 
United States Senate and confirmed by the President, the Chickasaw Legislature 
does hereby give its assent and confirm the said treaty and amendments made 
by the Senate of the United States. 

“Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the Chickasaw Legislature does hereby 
give its assent to the sectionizing and allotment of the lands in severalty under 
the system of the United States, as provided for in the treaty of April, 1866, and 
the President of the United States is hereby requested te cause the same to be 
done as soon as may be practicable. 

“ Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That the provisions contained in article 3 ofthe said 
treaty, givingthe Chickasaw Legislature the choice of receiving and appropriat- 
ing $300,000 therein named, for the use and benefit, or passing such laws, rules, 
and regulations as will give all persons of African descent certain rights and 
privileges be, and itishereby, declared to be the unanimous consent of the Chick- 
asaw Legislature that the United States shall keep and hold said sum of $300,000 
for the benefit of the said negroes; and the governor of the Chickasaw Nation is 
| hereby requested to notify the Government of the United States that itis the 
wish of the Legislature of the Chickasaw Nation that the Government of the 
United States remove the said negroes beyond the limits of the Chickasaw Na 
tion, according to the requirements of the third article of the treaty of April 28, 
1866. 
| = Approved October 17, 1877. 
| “B. F. OVERTON, Governor.” 
This act reflects the settled design and purpose of the Chickasaw Nation not 
| to enfranchise the said “‘ persons of African descent’? named in said treaty. 
| They have refused and neglected and still refuse and neglect to pass such laws 
Besides the evidence of the settled purpose of the Chickasaws, as found in this 
| 
| 





statute, we are enabled to state as a fact that on several occasions during pend- 

| ing elections applications have been made at the polls of voting to be allowed 

| to vote by persons of “‘ African descent,’ yet these applications, though made 

| by some of the aldest and most respectable of such pe rsons—persons born and 
| bred in the nation—have been invariably rejected, 

In the aforesaid act of their Legislature, as it appears to us, the Chickasaws 

show a disposition to shuffle off upon us, in lieu of our rights, the money, this 

| $300,000 ora part of it, and to thus absolve themselves from their obligations un 

| der the treaty; and we feel obliged here to assert that we do not « onsider our 
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selves in any way entitled to any portion of said money as matters now stand, 
and we protest most solemnly against the bartering of our rights and privileges 
for money, 

The stipulation of the Government of the United States, to remove from the 
nations persons of African descent, applies only to such persons as might elect 
to remove. In this connection we take occasion to say, that although sixteen 
years have passed away since the ratification of this treaty, yet no persons of 
African descent have so elected to remove. And it is our belief that the United 
States Government has not remeved from the nation any persons of African 
descent under this stipulation. 

Now, when the Government agreed to this stipulation in the treaty, to remove 
from the nation such of the persons of African descentas mightelect to remove, 
and such as were “ willing” to remove, the Government asserted impliedly that 
it would not remove any persons of African descent who did not so elect to re- 
move or who were not willing to remove; for an agreement reached in diplo- 
macy is supposed to embody the ultimata of the treating parties. 

We assume, then, that the Government is pledged by this treaty not to remove 
any of the persons of African descent from the nations who are not wiljing or 
who do not elect to remove, and that the Government has thus graciously given 
us the privilege of making or not making this election. 

For many and grave reasons we do not elect to remove. As natives, we are 
attached to the localities of our birth and childhood; as men, we are attached 
to the people among whom we have been born and bred. We like the Chicka- 
saws as friends, and we know by the experience of the past that we can live with 
them in the future in the close union of sincere fraternity and brotherly love. 
It is for these and other grave considerations that we do earnestly desire to be 
freemen in fact as well as in theory, for without the elective franchise—a free 
vote—there can be no real liberty. As things now exist, so far as the persons of 
African descent in the nations are concerned, the word freeman is & sham. 

In this connection we here call attention to the latter clause of the said third 
article of the treaty of 1866: 

“And should the said laws, rules, and regulations not be made by the Legisla- 
tures of the said nations respectively, within two years from the ratification of 
this treaty, then the said sum of $300,000 shall cease to be held in trust for the 
said Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and be held for the use and benefit of 
such of said persons of African descent as the United States shall remove from 
the said territory, in such manner as the United States shall deem proper, the 
United States agreeing, within ninety days from the expiration of the said two 
years, to remove from said nations all such persons of African descent as may 
be willing to remove; those remaining or returning after having been removed 
from said nations to have no benefit of said sum of $300,000, or any part thereof, 
but shall be upon the same footing as other citizens of the United States in the 
said nations.”’ 

Now, we respectfully submit that, having remained unmolested in the nation 
for sixteen years after the ratification of this treaty, and having not elected to 
remove, we are, in the very terms of this clause of the treaty, placed “ upon the 
same footing as other citizens of the United States in the said nations,”’ 

It is true that we are debarred, in so many words, from any benefit in the said 
sum of $300,000, but we do not set up any claims to said money, or to any part 
thereof. We cheerfully abandon every claim which we may or might have had 
in the said money. 

But, notwithstanding this very clear stipulation, and the legitimacy of the 
conclusion we draw from it as connected with the facts and the lapse of time, 
we are still ignored as citizens, and are so likely to remain, without the gracious 
intervention of the Government of the United States in our behalf. 

THE $300,000—WHAT IS THE STATUS OF IT? 

We have no accurate knowledge as to whether or not any portion of this sum 
of money has been paidin any way to the nations, This question we respect- 
fully submit to the more enlightened understanding of Congress, within whose 
reach all such information lies. We are advised, however, and so state our be- 
lief, that some part of this money has been paid to and accepted by the Chicka- 
saws. And we here call attention tothe forty-sixth article of the treaty of 1866: 

“Arr, 46. Of the moneys stipulated to be paid to the Choctawsand Chickasaws 
under this treaty for the cession of the leased di&trict, and the admission of the 
Kansas Indians among them, the sum of $150,000 shall be advanced and paid to 
the Choctaws, and $50,000 to the Chickasaws, through their respective treasurers. 
as soon as practicable after the ratification of this treaty, to be repaid out of sai 
moneys or any other moneys of said nations in the hands of the United States; 
the residue, not affected by any provision of this treaty, to remainin the Treas- 
ury of the United States at an annual interest of not less than 5 per cent., no part 
of which shall be paid out as annuity, but shall be annually paid to the treas- 
urer of said nations, respectively, to be regularly and judiciously applied, under 
the direction of their respective legislative councils, to the support of their gov- 
ernment, the purposes of education, and such other objects as may be best cal- 
culated to promote and advance the welfare and happiness of said nations and 
their people, respectively.’ 

We make no effort to reconcile this forty-sixth clause of the treaty with the 
third clause. If the Chickasaws have received any of their proportion of this 
money, then surely they are under the greater obligation to carry out the stipu- 
lations of the third qdlause, and to enact such “ laws, rules, and regulations as 
may be necessary to give all persons of African descent, and their decendants 
heretofore held in slavery among said nations, all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities—including the right of suffrage.”’ &. 

CITIZENSHIP IN THE NATION BY ADOPTIONS AND INTERMARRIAGE, 


By the two modes of making citizens in the nations, one by legislative adop- 
tion and the other by intermarriage with Chickasaws, there is but little if any 
chance for a person of “ African descent’’ to become a citizen of the nation. Be- 
cause; 1, The rule upon which they base their legislative adoption reads thus: 

“The Legislature shall have power by law to admit or adopt as citizens of this 
nation such persons as may be acceptable tothe people at large.’’— Tenth section 
of General Provisions. 

Experience teaches us that persons of African descent are excluded from adop- 
tion under this rule. 

2. The intermarriage of persons of African descent with Chickasaws is very 
rare; there may be a few of such cases, but as a general rule we of African de- 
scent do not intermarry with Chickasaws; we intermarry among ourselves, and 
we do not wish to be either forced or induced by any custom, law, or power to 
abandon our social habits of life and fall into new ways. 

THE EQUALITY OF THE LAWS. 

In the fourth article of said treaty of 1866, it was stipulated on the part of the 
nations, ‘‘ That all laws shall be equal in their operation upon Choctaws, Chick- 
asaws, and negroes, and that no distinction affecting the latter shall at any time 
be made; and that they shall be treated with kindness and protected against in- 


jury.” 

We acknowledge with gratitude and pleasure that at the hands of the Chicka- 
saws we have been treated with kindness and protected against injury; nor do 
we complain that, since the ratification of the treaty, any special law has been 
made affecting us differently and unequally with the Choctawsand Chickasaws; 
but, at the same time, we repeat here the steady and determined refusal of the 
Chickasaws to pass the laws, rules and regulations, heretofore referred to, as 
stipulated in the third article of the treaty, and it is plain that without such 
laws, rules, and + gga we can not enjoy an equality of the laws as they 
exist among the tribes, 





Many pomene of African descent in the Chickasaw Nation in the 
still reside there and on whose behalf we are now appealing, were volunteer 
soldiers in the late war between the States, and as such did good and honorable 
service for the Union, and bear upon them to this day the practical marks ang 
scars of war; and we are at liberty at the same time to state that not one of the 
Chickasaw freedmen took part in the war inst the Union. 

In thus appealing to the Congress of the United States we disclaim any dis. 
position on our part, as well as on the part of those we represent, to force the 
tribe into any measures which may be disagreeable to them or violative of their 
peculiar customs and usages, and we express the wish earnestly that whateve; 
should be done in the premises may be such as can be carried out so as not jn 
any manner to disturb the harmony which has seiong existed and which now 
exists between us and the tribes. 

In the seventh article of said treaty “the Choctaws and Chickasaws agree ¢o 
such legislation as Congress and the President of the United States may dee), 
necessary for the better administration of justice and the protection of th. 
rights of person and property within the Indian Territory; provided, however 
such legislation shall not in any wise interfere with orannul their present trib! 
organization or their respective legislatures and judiciaries, or the rights, lays 
privileges, and customs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, respectively.’ 

Therefore, we pray that the Congress pass such an act as will place us on a 
footing with the persons, other than the Chickasaws, as are referred to in the 
following seventh clause of the general provisions of the constitution of th, 
Chickasaw Nation. That is to say: 

“Sec. 7. All persons, other than Chickasaws, who have become citizens of 
this nation, by marriage or adoption, and have been confirmed in all their 
rights as such by former conventions, and all such persons as aforesaid w)),, 
have become citizens by adoption by the Legislature, or by intermarriage wit), 
the Chickasaws, since the adoption of the constitution of August 18, A. D. 1x5 
shall be entitled to all the rights, privileges, and immunities of native citizens. 
All who may hereafter become citizens, either by marriage or adoption, s! 
be entitled to all the privileges of native-born citizens, without being eli 
the office of governor.” 

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

KING BLU. 
ISAAC ALEXANDER. 

We the undersigned are members of the Chickasaw tribe, and we hereby 
cheerfully indorse the foregoing memorial and recommend that the prayers of 
the petitioners be granted if consistent with the powers that exist under the 
said treaty; and we sign this —— as delegates appointed by such of the Chick- 
asaw tribe as are friendly to the prayer of the petitioners. 

FLETCHER FRAZIER 
JOHN DYER. 
LEAVE OF ADSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WILSON, for the evening session of to-day. 
To Mr. SPAULDING, for the remainder of this day. 
INDIAN TRUST FUND—TENNESSEE BONDS. 
Mr. MOORE. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
and adoption at this time a resolution of inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. It will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, respectfully re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the interests of the public service, to furnish 
to this House a statement showing the number and amountof bonds of the State 
of Tennessee now held by him in trust for various Indian tribes, when and by 
whom the investments were made, the dates of purchase, the periods of time for 
which interest may be due and unpaid thereon; the amount of re, 
if any, made by Congress to cover any default of such interest; and whether 
the State of Tennessee has made any proposition, and if so what, looking to 
their settlement either by payment or compromise. 


Mr. RANDALL. There are members from the State of Tennessee 
not now present who have an interest in this matter, and I will object. 

Mr. MOORE. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was referred accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of half past 5 having arrived, in pursu- 
ance of previous order the Chair declares the House in recess until hali 
past 7 o’clock this evening. 


late war, who 


“ail 
ible t 
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EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m., the Speaker in the chair. 


e 
POSTAL REGULATIONS. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Cal 
endar for consideration at this time House bill No. 7635, to amend sec- 
tion 3829 of the Revised Statutes. I will state thatit is a public bill 
and one recommended by the Department. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 3829 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be so amended as to read as follows: 

“ Sec, 3829. And every person who, without authority from the Postmaster- 
General, sets up or professes to keep any office or place of business wherein is 
transacted any portion of the business now performed at post-oflices, or who 
shall place over, within, or upon any office or place of business the sign, name, 
or title of post-office or postal station, shall, for every such offense, be liable to 
a penalty of not more than $500: Provided, That the Postmaster-General may, 
by regulation, provide for the sale of stamps at places other than post-oflices: 
And provided further, That this act shall not prevent the delivery, without charge, 
at newspaper offices of letters in answer to advertisements inserted in said ne ws- 
papers.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object. ; 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
which is recommended by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this is a good measure, but I hope the gen- 


This is a bill 
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tleman from Michigan [Mr. Lacey] will be allowed a moment to | 


explain it. JS paRhee 
The SPEAKER. _Is the objection insisted upon? 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. It is. 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 


House. 
PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Patents, unani- 
mously, to ask consent to report from that committee for consideration 
at this time House bill No. 7630, to amend section 4837 of the Revised 
Statutes, in relation to patents. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That section 4887 of the Revised Statutes shall be, and hereby 
is, amended so as to read as follows: : 

“Sec, 4887, No person shall be debarred from receiving a patent for his inven- 
tion or discovery, nor shall any patent hereafter granted be declared invalid by 
reason of its having been first patented or caused to be patented in a foreign coun- 
try, unless the same has been introduced into public use in the United States for 
more than two years prior tothe application; butevery patent hereafter granted 
for an invention which has, prior to the filing of the application for said patent, 
been patented in a foreign country, shall expire seventeen years from the date 
ofthe foreign patent, or if there be more than one, seventeen years from the date 
of the earliest foreign patent, and in no case shall it remain in force more than 
seventeen years; but all applications hereafter made for patents for inventions 
previously patented in a foreign country, upon the invention of the same per- 
son, shall be made within two years from and after the date of such foreign pat- 
ent, or if there be more than one, from the date of the earliest foreign patent. 
No patent granted for an invention which had, prior to the grant of such patent, 
been first patented in a foreign country, and which has not expired at the date 
of the passage of this act, shall be declared to be invalid by reason of its not be- 
ing so limited on its face or in its grant as to expire at the same time with the 
foreign patent, or if there be more than one, at the same time with the one hav- 
ing the shortest term ; but this act shall in no wise renew, revive, prolong, or 
extend any patent heretofore granted.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. _ I think that had better lie over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kaiisas [ Mr. ANDERSON ] ob- 
jects. 

Mr. VANCE. 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
House. 


I would like to move to suspend the rules and pass 
Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 
DEFICIENCY 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


further consideration of House bill No. 7637—the deficiency appropria- | 


tion bill—and pass the same with the amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAGE. If this bill can be passed without a call for a quorum 
and without being read, I have no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. It can not be passed without being read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say that the passage of the bill at this time 
is necessary to make it sure that we are not to have an extra session of 
Congress. The bill contains some twenty or thirty pages, and the read- 
ing will take buta little while. If I may be allowed, | will state further 
that the bill carries less than one-half a million dollars of appropria- 
tions for the support of the Government the current year. The remain- 
ing appropriations of the bill are for audited claims certified to Con- 
gress under the act of June 14, 1878, and also appropriations to meet 
audited claims for back pay and bounty. 

Mr. PAGE. 
bill will also fail unless it be passed without delay. 


Mr. HISCOCK. The failure of that Dill will not necessitate an extra 


session. 

Mr. PAGE. Neither will the failure of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not care to take any chances on that. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Speaker, there will be no extra session. 
am officially informed of that fact. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is necessary this bill should be passed that I may 
be relieved of its care in the House and enabled to do my work upon 
committees of conference to which I am assigned. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to the passage of 
this bill under a suspension of the rules. If we are in danger of an 
extra session, there is of course a necessity for ity prompt passage. But 


80 far as I am concerned, I can not consent that the bill be passed with- 


out reading. 
Tae SPEAKER. There is no proposition of that kind. 


} 
Mr. HISCOCK. I have not asked that the bill be passed without 


_ Mr. PAGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know if 
it is the motion of the gentleman 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say further that I desire no debate on this 
question. 

Mr. PAGE. I was about to make this inquiry, whether on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York anything will be in order but 
the ~ oo A bill and fifteen minutes’ discussion on each side? 
The SP ER. Nothing. 





me, . Seart. The gentleman from New York says that he wants 





I move to suspend the rules so as to discharge the | 


I will say to the gentleman that the river and harbor 


| | 


| 
Mr. HISCOCK. I want no debate. 
Mr. PAGE. Can amendments be offered 
Mr. HISCOCK. The 
amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York propose that 
the bill be passed with amendments ? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; with amendments of the 
Appropriations, which I have sent to the Clerk 
| TheSPEAKER 
Mr. HISCOCK They are 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was a 
can be offered afterward. The bill will be read with the amendment 
as proposed to be passed under the motion to suspend the rules 


motion to suspend the rules is not subject to 


Committe 
: ) 
<’s desk 


(re they connected with the bill 


) P 1 = 
out to state that no amendment 








Mr. PAGE I will not offer objection to this prop ition of the «rx 

tleman from New York. 
| TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read with the amendments of the 
| Committee on Appropriations 

The Clerk read as tollows 
A bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply detici 5 ippre 

priations for the fiscal year ending June 3 3, and for prior years, and for 

those certitied as due by the accounting officer 1@ Treasury it rdance 
with section 4 of the act of June 4, 1878, heretofore paid f 1 per ane ap 
propriations, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senat tnd House Dp f I / 
imerica in ¢ ?, That the fo wing s is b vd the " 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
priated, for the objects hereinafter stated, namely 

fo supply deticic es inthe appropriations for the fiscal vear 18 sf 

CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION 
For three commissioners, at the rate of $3,500 each per annum x 
aminer, at the rate of 35,000 per annum; one secretary, at the rate of 600 
annum; one stenographer, at the rate of $1,600 per annum ndoner Ne 
at the rate of $600 per annum; in all, $5,814.80 
For necessary traveling expenses, incidental expenses, and additi il 1 
sation to officers detailed as examiners, $7,000 
i ro enable the Secretary of the Interior to comply with the requirements ‘ 
| tion 4 of the act approved January 16, 1883, entitled “An act to regulate and i 
| prove the civil service of the United States,’’ $5,000 And a sufficient 

said sum is appropriated to pay forthe rent of suitable and convenient 1 
| for carrying on the work of the commission authorized by said act, and in case 
| such rooms can not be assigned to said commission in any of the pul l 
ings at Washington city. 
| Todefray the expenses of the French and American C! s ¢ i: For 
| salaries, compensation, and contingent expenses to enable the Gover ent to 
fulfill its treaty obligations to France as well as to enable the ‘ I 

United States to take the testimony needed for defending the Government a ist 

unjust claims, $25,000, 

rREASURY DEPARTMENT 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the 

for * contingent expenses, Treasury Department, investigation of : 
| traveling expenses, 1882,"’ a sum not « ding $2,000, and eontit 
| penses, rreasury Department, ice, &c., 1882 rsum not exceeding Sh, t | 
| ply a deficiency in the appropriation for mtingent expenses, Treasury | 
|} partment, freight, telegrams, &e., 158 
| Toenable the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the appropriation t 


. : 
“contingent expenses, Tre asur® De partment, gas 
required to supply a deficiency in the appropriat 
Treasury Department, ice, &c., 1883,” 


&e,, lasz 


ton ior 


so much as 


contingent expel 














not exceeding the sum of $3,200 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the appropriation for 
“contingent expenses, Treasury Department, gas, &c., 1882,"’ so much as may b 
required to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for “ contingent expense 
Treasury Department, fuel, &c., 1883," notexceeding the sum of $2,000 
For expenses of national currency Paper, engraving, printing < 
charges, and other expenses, $25,000, 
To complete the transfer and preparation of the Philadelphia collections pr 
sented to the United States at the close of the Permanent International Exh 
| tion in Philadelphia, including necessary expenses already incurred, $4,112 
WAR DEPARTMENT. . 
For support of military prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansa 
For purchase of subsistence stores for seventy-five prisoner RIO Hy 
For subsistence stores, oi], wicking, and tobacco, $2,979 
For medical supplies, 200, 
For donations of $ each to prisoners on discharge, $150 
For extra-duty pay to members of the prison guard, 371.70 
Miscellaneous : 
| For fuel, light, and miscellaneous items, War Department building, $3,500 
NAVY DEPARTMENT 
For tuition of two naval cadets at the Royal Naval College, Greenwich, 2900 
For fuel, light, and miscellaneous items, Navy Department building, £2,000 
| INTERION DEPARTMENT 
For stationery for the Department of the Interior and its several bureaus and 
offices, $15,000 
For photolithographing or otherwise producing plates for the Official Gazette, 
$4,500 
For photolithographing or otherwise producing copies of the weekly issues 
| of drawings of patents, designs, and trade-marks, $20,000 
| 


Public lands service: 
For compensation of registers and re¢ 


eivers of local land offices 1000 


Indian affairs 

This amount for subsistence and civilization of the Sioux Indians, as 
vent ratified by act of Congress approved February 28, 1877, $200,000 

This amount for necessary expenses of transportation, under contract, of goo 
provisions, and other articles purchased for various Indian tribes 
any unexpended balance of appropriations for this purpose for the fiscal year 
1882 is hereby reappropriated and made available on account of this service tor 
the current fiscal year. 

This amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secretar) 
of the Interior to continue the investigation of Cherokee Indian matters name 
in the act of Congress approved August 7, 1882, $1,000 

The Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians is hereby authorized to institute a 
in the Court of Claims against the United States to determine the rights of the 
said band in and to the moneys, stocks, bonds, &c., held by the United States in 
trust for the Cherokee Indiansarising out of the sale of lands lying west of the 
Mississippi River and also in a certain other fund commonly called the perma 
nent annuity fund to which suit the Cherokee Nation commonly called 


} per agree 
| 
| 


S20 000 


suit 
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Cherokee Nation West shall be made a party defendant. The said Eastern Band 


shall within three monthsafter the passage of this act file a petition in said court, | States notes, dueto Adams Express Company, being a deficiency 
verified by the principal chief of said band, setting forth the facts upon which | year 1862, $971. 


such claim is based, The said Cherokee Nation West shall within six months | 


after the passage of this act file its answer to said petition, and said cause shall | years, for the propagation of food-fishes, $3,740 


proceed to final determination pursuant to the practice in said court and such | 
rules or orders as the said court may make in that behalf. The Secretary of the 
Interior shall transmit to said court for the consideration of said court copies duly 
certified of all records, reports, papers, and other document on file in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior which he may deem necessary to said cause or which may 
be requested by either of the parties hereinbefore referred to; and the said 
parties respectively may take and submit to said court such additional competent 
testimony as they may desire. 

And jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine 
what, if any, interest, legal or equitable, the said Eastern Band has in said 
moneys, stocks, bonds so held in trust as aforesaid by the United States, and shall 
enter a decree specifically defining the rights and interest of the said Eastern 
Band therein and in any moneys hereafter to be derived from sources similar to 
those out of which the existing fund arose, 

When the interest, if any, of the said Eastern Band has been ascertained as 
aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, out of the portion of said fund ad- 
judged to said parties respectively, pay all the proper costs and expenses of said 
respective parties of the gy yy herein provided for (each party except the 
United States to be liable for its own costs and expenses), and the remainder 
shall be placed to the credit of the said Eastern Band of the said Cherokee Na- 
tion in accordance with their respective rights as ascertained by the said judg- 
ment and decree of said court. 

In the said proceeding the Attorney-General, orsuch of his assistants as he may 
designate, shall appear on behalf of the United States, 

Either of the said parties to said cause may appeal from any judgment ren- 
dered by said Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
the said courts shall give such cause precedence. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Office of the Postmaster-General : 
For fuel, and for repairs to engine, boilers, and heating apparatus, $6,000. 
For miscellaneous items, $3,000, 
Money-Order Office : 

For one watchman and one fireman,at the rate of $720 each per annum; one 
female laborer, at the rate of $480 per annum; six charwomen, at the rate of 
$180 each per annum ; in all, $975. 

For engraving, printing, and binding drafts and warrants, payable from the 
postal revenues for 1883, $500. 

For wrapping-twine, payable out of the postal revenues for the year 1883, 
$5,000, 

: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Office of the Attorney-Genera!] : 
For public printing and binding, Department of Justice, $10,000. 
For printing records for the Supreme Court of the United States, $10,000. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

For fuel for the public schools, $5,000; one-half of said amount tobe paid from 

the revenues of the District of Columbia. 
JUDICIAL. 

To pay the salary of the United States district judge for the northern disqict 
of Georgia, $3,081.56. 

For fees of marshals, $120,000. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For miscellaneous items, $7,000. 

Sec. 2. Tosupply deficiencies in the appropriations for 1882 and prior years, and 
for other purposes, namely : 

STATE DEPARTME®T. 

To reimburse the disbursing clerk, Depart ment of State, for expenditures made 
by him on account of fuel, $891.60, and miscellaneous items, .31, being on 
account of the service of the fiscal year 1882, $1,419.91. 

Foreign intercourse : 

To meet expenses incurred by W. H. Edwards, late consul-general at St. Peters- 
burg, during the illness pf the minister of the United States to Russia, in the 
month of March, 1879, ‘ 

To pay drafts drawn on the Secretary of State by consular officers on account 
of contingent expenses of United States consulates, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1880, $969.18. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment on account of contingent expenses of United States consulates, being de- 
ficiencies as follows: For the fiscal year 1882, $16,983.19; for the fiscal year 1881, 
814.34. 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment on account of salaries of consular officers not citizens of the United States, 
being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, $327.41. 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Susatumy Degas’ 
ment on account of annual expenses of Cape Spartel light, coast of Morocco, 
being deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, $15 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

For payment of the judgments of the Court of Claims, $339,000: Provided, 

That no judgment shall be paid until the right of appeal has expired. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Mints and assay offices : 

To pay amount due the Philadelphia Sun and Item for advertising, being a 
deficienvy on account of the fiscal year 1882, $16. 

For subscription to Charlotte Observer, from January 1 to July 1, 1881, beinga 
deficiency for the fiscal year 1881, $4. 

Internal revenue : 
For payment of amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 


Department on account of salaries and expenses of collectors of internal reve- 
nue, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, $6,074.69. ° 
Life-saving stations : 


Compensation of one superintendent of life-saving and life-boat stations on the 

Atay of Lakes Huron and Superior, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, 
Bee 
Miscellaneous objects: 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers to National Capital Tel- 
ephone Company, being a deficiency for the } year 1881, $45.70. 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the ropriation 
for “contingent expenses, Treasury Department, sabseaiianenes fenek. 1882,"" 
the sum of $229.73 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for * contingent 
expenses, Treasury t, freight, telegrams, &c., 1882," for the amounts 
found due by the accounting officers. 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
os for carpets in Treasury building, being a for the fiscal year 1831, 


| Twenty-first Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, the amount of Tre. 








For transportation of United States notes in redemption of mutilated United 


for the fiscal) 


For the payment of liabilities contracted in the fiscal year 1882, and prior fiscal 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to William F. Rogers, late colonel 
draft numbered 9070, of September 28, 1864, issued on Treasury warrant nun. 
bered 1463, in payment of a horse lost in the military service, and paid by the 
United States depositary at Baltimore on a forged indorsement, as appears | ™ 
jas affidavit ofsaid William F.. Rogers and papers on file in Treasury Department 

Ww. : 

To refund to R. T. Aycock, master of the schooner George W. Thomas. «, 
much of a fine tneumvedl under section 4325, Revised Statutes, and remitted }y 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but erroneously covered into the Treasury S45 

To refund to James W. Bell, master of the sloop Theodosia E. Bell, a tine n- 
curred under section 4334, Revised Statutes, and remitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but erroneously covered into the Treasury, $20. . 

To refund to William Robinson, master of the schooner Dreadnaught, a fine 
incurred under section 3125, Revised Statutes, and remitted by the Secretary os 
the Treasury, but erroneously covered into the Treasury, $20. oa 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and qj 
rected to pay to the Treasurer of the United States, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $555.85, to reimburse the said 
Treasurer for an amount appearing on his books as a deficiency, and know) 
the deficiency of December 5, 1876. 

To enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to effect a settlement of the 
account of Daniel R. Chambers as internal-revenue stamp-agent at Emory Court 
House, Texas, against whom a judgment was obtained in the United States 
district court for the western district of Texas, on the 27th of April, 1874, fo 
$296.50 principal, and $61.14 interest and costs, which said sums were collected 
and erroneously covered into the Treasury on account of the Post-Office Depart 
ment, authority is hereby granted them to make the necessary entries without 
involving the expenditure of any money from the Treasury. 

The accounting oflicers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to pass to th: 
credit of Herbert A. Gill the sum of $150 for services performed in connection 
with the National Museum during the second and third quarters of the fisca| 
year ending June 30, 1881; and to 8S. C. Brown $60 for services performed in ceon- 
nection with the United States Fish Commission during the third quarter of th« 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1881. 

To pay Michael Conlon and Edmund Brockenborough $242.61 each, being th: 
amount withheld from their salaries as messengers in the office of the National 
Board of Health from July, 1881, to August 7, 1882, $485.22. 


» NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Naval establishment : 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart 
ment on account of contingent, Marine Corps, being a deficiency for the fisca! 
year 1881, $288.40. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart 
ment on account of contingent, Marine Corps, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1882, $320.05. «“ 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account 
of transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1881, $36. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart 
ment on account of contingent, Bureau of Navigation, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1881, $130.72. 

For disbursements made by Lieutenant John W. Danenhower and Chief En- 
gineer George W. Melville, on account of transportation, subsistence, &c., of 
themselves and a portion of the survivors of the Arcticexploring steamer Jean 
nette, in their journey from the Lena delta to the United States; and for expenses 
of the court of inquiry convened for investigating the cireumstances of the loss 
of that vessel, &c., under authority of the joint resolution of Congress approved 
August 8, 1882, $12,504.64, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby authorized 
and directed to allow to Assistant Naval Constructors R. Gatewood and Francis 
"'T. Bowles pay equal to sea-pay while at the Royal Naval College, Greenwich 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

For photolithographing or otherwise producing illustrations for the Patent 

Office report for 1870, $6,000, 
Genera] Land Office : 

Toenable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés in the Genera! Land 
Office who rendered voluntary services without compensation during the period 
from July 1 to August 5, 1882, $1,993.98, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Public lands service : 
For payment of amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
ent on account of surveying the public lands: For the fiscal year 1581, 
$2,502.35; for the fiscal year 1882, $1,103.19. 

To pay Thaddeus Thayer, lice trader on the Lac “ourt d’Oreilles reserva- 
tion, Wisconsin, the of sale of certain pine logs, the property of said 
Thaddeus Thayer, erroneously seized and sold by the United States, which said 

roceeds were covered into the Treasury during the second quarter of 1581, 


.20. 

To pay Ithamar C. Whipple the amount due him as receiver of public moneys 
at Cheyenne, Wyoming, the same being to his credit on the books of the Treas- 
ury Department, $152.22. 

Indian affairs: 

Amount found due certain railroad companies for transportation in connec- 
tion with ee A ee of Indian supplies during the fiscal year ending June 50, 
1881, being a siency for that year, $134.20. 

Amount due Dominick Corcoran, per certificate numbered 6479, of Second 
Comptroller, dated July 22, 1882, for value of lands and improvements thereon 
in the ** Muckleshoot irie,” taken for use of Indians, April 7, 1859, $520. 

For the survey and appraisement of certain lands adjacent to the town of Pen- 
dleton, in the e Oo , belonging to the Umatilla Indian reservation, 
in accordance with the prov sof an act approved August 5, 1882 (in addition 
to the sum of $1,500 appropriated by section 6 of said act), $2,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary ; said sum to be reimbursed to the United States out 
of the of the sale of said lands. 

For the survey and a ment of a part of the reservation of the Omaha 
pyar ph nea em Wg the 4 of rey in oomeeenee wen Seo provisions 
an act appro ugust , or so much thereof as may be necessary | 
= to be reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of 


POSTAL SERVICE. 
For inland Spenapertaticn by railroad routes, payable from the postal rev- 


enues of 1881, $24 . 
For mai service, payable from the postal revenues of 188! , $459.94. 
For advertising, payable from the postal revenues of 1881, $25.20. 
For clerk-hire, payable from the postal revenues of 1881, $204.50. 
For route-agents, payable from the postal revenues of ey $5,079.92. 


For advertising, payable from the postal revenues for 1882, $453.72 
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atatione yable from the postal revenues for 1882, $6,517.28. 

For codtees F post-offices, ayable from the postal revenues for 1882, $716.64. 

For rent of building corner Third and East Capitol streets, in the city of Wash- 
ington, used as a branch post-office during the fiscal years 1882 and 1883, $650, | 
the same to be paid from the l revenues for those years; and the Postmaster- | 
General is hereby authorized to rent the said or other suitable premises for use | 
asa branch post-office in Washington, District of Columbia, at an annual rental | 
not to exceed $360 per annum, the same to be paid from the annual appropria- 
tions for rent, light, and fuel made in the acts making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

For coroner's jurors’ fees in inquest cases, prior to July 1, 1882, $96 

For work on streets and avenues for the fiscal year 1882, $3,500. | 

To meet deficiencies on account of the several items of appropriations for the | 
support of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year Lss2, 

50. 

he commissioners of the District are hereby authorized to use a sum not ex- 
ceeding $2,540.50 of the unexpended balances of the sums appropriated for school | 
purposes b: the act making appropriations for deficiencies, approved August 5, 
i882, in making necessary repairs and improvements on the Amidon, Bannaker, | 
and Analostan school buildings, and suid sum is hereby reappropriated for those 
purposes: Provided, That the $1,200 appropriated by the act approved July 1, 
igs2, “for rent of rooms to accommodate the schools until the Jefferson build- 
ing is completed,’’ may be expended for seéd purpose at any time during the 
present fiscal year. And said commissioners are further authorized to apply the 
sum of $700 of the amount appropriated for rent of station-houses for the cur- | 
rent fiscal year to the purchase of necessary furniture for the station-houses } 
authorized by act approved April 1, 1882: Provided further, That one-half of the 
foregoing sums for the government of the District of Columbia shall be paid 
from the revenues of the said District. 


JUDICIAL, 


For payment of special deputy marshals for services at the Congressional | 

elections in the year 188i and prior years, $7,782. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay the assistant jour- 
nal clerk, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to June 13, L884, $2,672.20. 

For additional compensation to the assistant journal clerk, $600. 

To pay to the parties named below the amounts set opposite their names, in 
full of expenses incurred by them, respectively, in contested-election cases, 
namely : A a : : 

To i Floyd King, $00; D. Wyatt Aiken, $708.65; M. FE. Cutts, $1,000; J.C. 
Cook, $1,000; Gustavus Sessinghaus, $2,000; R. Graham Frost, $2,000; Edward 
W. Robertson, $700; A. A. Mabson, $00; John W. Jones, $800; Charles M. 
Shelley, $300; in all, $9,508.65. 








To pay Hon. Jesse J. Yates, as a member of the Forty-sixth Congress, his 


mileage and stationery account for the first regular session of that Congress, 
$245. - ’ ; 

Te pay Hon. Horatio Bisbee, jr., as a member of the Forty-sixth Congress, his 
mileage and stationery account for the first regular session of that Congress, 
5 05 


To pay the representatives of Hon. J. T. Updegraff, deceased, balance of sal- | 


ary and for mileage due him asa member of the Forty-seventh Congress, $1,032.74 


To enable the Architect of the Capitol to construct partitions and shelving for | 
storing surplus books of the Library of Congress in the crypt at the east side, | 
? 


$2,000. 

For altering and increasing the mail-boxes, and for necessary repairs in the 
post-office of the House of Representatives, to be expended under the direction 
of the Architect of the Capitol, 3500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

To enabie the Clerk of the House to pay the following claims, which have been 
examined and recommended by the Committee on Accounts, namely : 

To W. H. Barbour, $320; to Henry H. Neal, $329.34; to Wilbur F. Kellogg, $284.17; 
to P. V. Degraw, $48; to Francis A. Baird, $350; to L. B. Cook, $300; to William 
Mallory, $232. 

Miscellaneous : 

To pay W. W. Lester, for services rendered asa messenger while receiving the 

pay of a laborer, $100. 


fo pay John 8. Kenyon, difference between pay received by him and that of 


reading clerk, while so acting, for two months and fifteen days, $208.33. 

Topay Henry A. Dawson, for services as messenger under the Postmaster from 
December 4 to 14, inclusive, $35.50. 

To pay R. R. Ripley $400 as extra compensation for his services as assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

To pay J. B. Holloway, additional, for services as assistant clerk to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 3400. 

To pay E. L. Brown, for services as enrolling clerk during the first session of 
the Forty-seventh Congress, $240. 

To pay N. A. Fuller, difference between amount received by him as cashier, 
under the Sergeant-at-Arms, from July 1 to August 5, 1882, and his salary as 
tixed by the act approved August 5, 1882, $90.49. 

To pay Frank Galt, for services as assistant tothe Journal clerk from Decem- 
ber 1 to 13, inclusive, $78. 

To pay ef H. Smith, for services rendered and to be rendered in compiling 
and indexing all questions of order decided in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union on general appropriation and revenue bills, under the 
resolution of February 23, 1582, $500. 

To pay J. J. McElhone, chief of the corps of official reporters of the House of 
Representatives, for extra services and for clerk hire paid out by him, $1,000, for 

second session of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

To reimburse Robert J. Stevens for sundry items paid for on account of Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, during the Forty-sixth 
and Forty-seventh Congresses, $60. 

To reimburse John G. Doren, late index clerk of the House, for money neces- 
sarily expended by him for assistance in indexing the printed matter of the 
House during the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, $812.25. 

Sec, 3. That for the payment of claims certified to be due by the several ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department under appropriations the bal- 
ances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the 
provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appropriations here- 
tofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the fiscal year 1882 and 
prior years, and which have been certified to Congress under section 4 of the act 
of June 14, 1878, as fully set forth in House Executive Document No. 45, Forty- 
— , Second session, and for oth¢r items, there is appropriated as 

OWS: 





CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


State Rapegimens: 
For foreign intercourse, as follows: 
For contingent expenses United States consulates, 1880, and prior years, $212.53 
For salaries, consular service, for same period, $57.07. 
or salaries, consular officers not citizens, for same period, $94.21. 
For relief and protection of American seamen, for same period, $598.9) 
To pay James , late consul at Belfast,the amount found due him under 
private act numbered 123, approved July 5, 1882, $1:765.51. 


XIV——222 


Treasury Department: 

For internal revenue, as follows 

For redemption of stamps prior to July 1, 1880, $81.66 

For allowance of drawbacks for same period, $171.07 

For refunding taxes illegally collected for same period, $5,083.52 

To pay C. L. Loyd balance of amount due on judgment against late Internal 
Revenue Collector Conley, for taxes illegally collected, $4,692 

For refunding moneys erroneously received and covered into the Treasury 
prior to July 1, LAS80, 5.87 

For punishment for violation of internal-revenue laws, 1880 and prior years 


] 31 734.58. 


For salaries and expenses of supervisors and subordinate officers of internal 


| revenue, 1877 and prior years, $74.69 


For salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal rey 
enue, 1880 and prior years, $21.2: 

For expenses of assessing and collecting internal revenue, 1875and prior years 
$200 


ve! 





Forsalaries and expenses of collectors of internal revenue, 1880 and prior years, 
$183.39. 

For mints and assay offices, all being for the fiscal year 1880 and prior years 
as lollioWs 

For contingent expenses, mint at San Francisco, $56.63 

For contingent expenses, mint at Carson, $2.51 

Forcontingent « xpenses, assay oflice at Helena, 41 cents 


Forcontingent expenses, assay oflice at Boise City, $11.2 

For contingent expenses, mint at Denver, $6.42 

For miscellaneous expenses, all being for the fiscal year 1Ss0 and prior years 
as follows 

For Coast and Geodetic Survey, western division, 4X 


gy counterieiting and other crimes, 935 


For suppressin 














For reiunding t nal banking associations excess of duty, $88.02 
For contir dependent t easury, 32 cents 
For cont ireasury Department, freight, telegrams, &c., $83.19 
For conting nt expense steamboat lnspection service, 6 cents 
For payment for land sold for direct taxes, $45, 
For retunding taxes illegally collected under the direct-tax laws, §791.18 
Phe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to cause ty 
be audited by the proper accounting officers of the ‘Treasury, and certified to 
Congress as in the case of other claims, under section 4 of the act of June I4 
1878, the claims of the original owners of lands which were sold for non-payment 
of United States direct taxes, for the surplus proceeds of the same under the 
provisions of the a August 5, 1S61 
Interior Department 
For public landsservice, as follows 
For depredations « public timber, L880 and prior years, $532.86 
For surveying private land claims in California, LS80 and prior years, $25.02 
} Forsurveying the public lands, 1880 and prior years, $1,330.51 
For surveving the northern boundary of Wyoming, $1,000, 
|} For adjusting claims for indemnity for swamp-lands, $65.50, 
Department of Justice 
| For judicial, as follows 
Forexpenses of United States courts, L879 and prior years, $6,151.10 
For fees of commissioners of United States courts, priorto July 1, 1880, $230.90 
| For fees of j 3, United States courts, for same period, $756.35 
lor fees Ww s, United States courts, for same period, $497.14 
| For support of prisoners, United States courts, for same period, $3,972.18 
| For support of convicts, 1880 and prior years, $748. 
| For miscellancous, United States courts, expenses prior to July 1, 1880, $1,608.04 
| For rent of court-rooms, United States courts, for same period, $360 
For fees of supervisors of elections, for same period, $300 


For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, for same period, $12 
For salaries of district marshals, for same period, $990.45. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS 


For Marine-Hospital Service, for same period, $4.77 

For fuel, lights, and water for public buildings, for same period, $280.5 
For Life-Saving Service, for saine period, $175.50 

For expenses of revenue-cutter service, for same period, $8.71 


same period, $25 
For building or purchase of revenue vessels, for same period, $2,010 


WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SELOCOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 


COMPTROLLER 


For pay of volunteers (Mexican war), 1871 and prior years, $202.16 









For pay of ounted riflemen (volunteers), under Colonel John C. Fremont, 
in 1846, IS71, and prior years, $105. 

For pay of rida volunteers, [S71 and prior years, $680.20 

For con es of the Army, ISs0 and prior years, $82.74 

For draft and substitute fund, 1871 and prior years, $75.98 

For medic and hospital department, [S80 and prior years, 677.20 

For expenses of recruiting, 1850 and prior years, 36.15 

Twenty per « t. additional compensation, prior to July 1, LS80 (joint resolu 
tion of February 25, 1867), 5139.62 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 

COMPTROLLER 

For contingencies of the Indian Department, 1880 and prior years, $89 

For incident expenses, Indian service in Colorado, for same period, $1 

For incidental expenses, Indian service in Oregon, for same period, $836.46 

For support of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska 
for same period, $5.41 

For transportation of Indian supplies, for same period, $464.10 

For traveling expenses of ladian inspectors, for samme period, $2.45 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLEI 


Interior Department 
For Army pensions for 1880 and prior years, $1,065.80 


War Department 


For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, for 1580 and prior. years 


$4.85 


SS 555) 


To pay H. L. Thayer claim for regular supplies, Quartermaster's Department 


for same period, $4. 


For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, for same period 


$1,699.72. 


For army transportation, for same period, $147,216.19 


To pay Olive A. Adams, widow of Danicl M. Adams, holder and owner of 


audited claims for army transportation, 1880 and prior years, certified in Exeeu 
tive Document 45, second session, Forty-seventh Congress, $585.67 

For barracks and quarters, for same period, $1,004.20 

To pay H. L. Thayer, claim for barracks and quarters, forsame period, $191! 


For horses for cavalry and artillery, for same period, $11,540 

For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, for same period, 67 cents 
£ I b julpag I 

For subsistence of the Army, for same period, $1,105.70 


For retunding mone ys erroneously covered into the Treasury (customs), for 


i 
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For refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers, as follows: 
To the State of Ohio, $70,943.96; to the State of Maine, $2,197.32; to the State of 
Massachusetts, $11,754.12 (eighth installment); to the State of Pennsylvania, 
$33,766.58 (eleventh installment); to the State of Kentucky, $29,498.94 (eleventh 
and twelfth installments); in all, $148,160.92. : . 

For horses and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 1880, 
$32,781.94. 

For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States, for same pe- 
riod, $13,776.50. ha 

For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington vol- 
unteers in 1855, 1856, 1871, and prior years, 33,050, 

For 20 per cent. additional compensation, prior to July 1, 1880, $960.56. 

For Rogue River Indian war, for same period, $613.14. 

For contingencies of fortifications, $158.51. 


NAVY DEPAKTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 

For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1880, $20,783.80. 

For pay, miscellaneous, for 1880 and prior years, $2,246.69. 

For pay of the Navy (arrearages), prior to July 1, 1880, $8.23. 

For pay of the Marine Corps for same period, $151.92. 

For contingent, Marine Corps, for 1880 and prior years, $475.86. 

For fuel, Marine Corps, for same period, $24.50, 

For transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, for same period, $96. 

For Naval Observatory, Bureau of Navigation, for same period, $29.60. 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, for same period, $130.08. 

For civil establishment, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, for same pe- 
riod, $4.79. 

For maintenance of yards and docks, Bureau of Yards and Docks, for same 
period, $28.66. . 

For medical department, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, for same period, 
$832.88. 

For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, for same period, $147.19. 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, for same period, $3. 

For contingent, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, for same period, $362.51. 

For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair, for same 
period, $44.40. 

For steam-machinery, Bureau of Steam-Engineering for same period, 29 cents. 

For Navy pensions, for same period, $221.69, 

For bounty for destruction of enemy's vessels, prior to July 1, 1880, $157.68. 

For enlistment bounties to seamen, for same period, 3689.36. 

For indemnity for lost clothing, for same period, $368.90. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

For deficiency in postal revenues for 1880 and prior years, $12,354.69. 

For deficiency in postal revenues, 1880 and prior years, to pay certificates num- 
bered 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, and 162, for mail transportation and clerk-hire, $3,469.37. 

To pay 8. P. Wheeler amount of claim for mail-messenger service in Chicago, 
Lllinois, payable from the postal revenues for 1882 and prior years, $461.24. 

Sec. 4. For the payment of arrears of pay, &c., to officers and soldiers of the 
United States Army which may be certified to be due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, being for the service of the fiscal year 1881 and 
prior years, $400,000, 

For payment of amounts for arrears of pay to two and three year volunteers 
who served in the war of the rebellion which may be certified to be due by the 
accounting ofticers of the Treasury Department, being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1871 and prior years, $150,000, 

For payment of amounts of bounty to volunteer soldiers who served in the 
war of the rebellion, and their widows and legal heirs, which may be certified 
to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, being for the 
service of the fiseal year 1871, and prior years, $150,000, 

For payment of amounts of additional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, 
which may be certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment, being for the service of the fiseal year 1571, and prior years, $60,000. 

Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to cause to be ap- 
praised, in such manner as may seem best, all vessels of the Navy which have 
been stricken from the Navy Register under the provisions of the act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for other purposes, approved August 5, 1882. And if the said Secretary shall 
deem it for the best interest of the United States to sell any such vessel or ves- 
sels, he shall, after such a, advertise for sealed proposals for the purchase 
of the same, for a period not less than three months, in such newspapers as 
other naval advertisements are published, setting forth the name and location 
and the appraised value of such vessel, and that the same will be sold, forcash, to 
the person or persons or corporation or corporations offering the highest price 
therefer above the appraised value thereof; and such proposals shall be opened 
on a day and hour and at a place named in said advertisement, and record 
thereof shall be made. The Secretary of the Navy shall require to accompany 
each bid or proposal a deposit in cash of not less than 10 per cent. of the amount 
of the offer or proposal, and also a bond, with two or more sureties, to be ap- 
proved by him, conditioned for the payment of the remaining 90 per cent. of 
the amount of such offer or proposal within the time fixed in the advertise- 
ment, And in case default is made in the payment of the remaining 90 percent., 
or any part thereof, the Secretary, within the prescribed time thereof, shall ad- 
vertise and resell said vessel under the provisions of this act. And in thatevent 
said cash deposit of 10 per cent. shall be considered as forfeited to the Govern- 
ment, and shall be applied, first, to the payment of all costsand expenditures at- 
tending the advertisement and resale of said vessels; second, to the payment of 
the difference, if any, between the first and last sale of said vessel; and the bal- 
ance, if any, shall be covered into the Treasury: Provided, however, That noth- 
ing herein contained shall be construed to prevent a suit upon said bond for 
breach of any of its conditions. Any vessel sold under the foregoing provisions 
shall be delivered to the purchaser upon the full payment to the Secretary of the 
Navy of the amount of such proposal or offer; and the net proceeds of such sale 
shall be covered into the Treasury. But no vessel ofthe Navy shall hereafter be 
sold in any other manner than herein provided, or for less than such appraised 
value, unless the President of the Uni States shall otherwise direct in writing. 
In case any vessel now in process of construction in any navy-yard has been or 
shall be found to be unworthy of being completed, and has nand shall be 
condemned under the provisions of said act, and can not properly be sold, and 
it becomes necessary to remove the same, the cost of such removal shall be paid 
out of the net proceeds derived from the sale of other vessels hereby authorized 
to be sold, 

Nore.—Amounts recommended in this bill : 

Section 1. Deficiencies, 188B..............00:.s.scsssssccesssesesscesenesssesessesssseseees QASS,1I8 SB 

Section 2. Deficiencies, 1882 and prior years, and miscellaneous........ 256,305 54 

Section 3. Claims audited by the accounting officers, Treasury De- 
partment........... 





Section 4. To pay claims that may be audited in 1884, for back pay - 
and bounty tO SOMMICTS......000..cccccereeveerenereenreseeeessnenscseeesmmmeesaeeeerees 760,000 00 
I Bi Wi iacnnitinteasnndiccevsinssennaiishissnieribaviandiabemasantiniaiiaies 2,037,989 09 


During the — of the bill the following proceedings took place: 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that the matter whic), 
the Clerk is now reading, this provision with reference to the Cherokes 
Indians, following line 107 of the bill, does not appear in the printed 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman simply has not the bill with th. 
amendments printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have the amendments to the bill been printed» 

The SPEAKER. These amendments are from the Committee on Ap 
propriations and have not been printed. The Clerk was directed 4, 
read the bill as it is proposed to be amended. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Ifit is proposed {. 
have the bill read and acted upon without discussion on these ame 
ments that we have never seen? ) 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The bil! jc 
read just as though it had been printed. The Clerk will resume the 
reading. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to understand this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can understand it if he listens {o 
the reading of the bill. The Clerk is reading it as he has been directed 
to read it. 

Mr. WHITE. But what I wish to know is whether when this bi)) 
is read, or when the reading is completed, it will be open to amend- 
ment and discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be open to amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Nor discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. That depends upon the action of the House 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ascertain to what portion of the bill this 
amendment which the Clerk has just read is to apply ? 

The SPEAKER. It is to come in after line 107 of the bill. 

Mr. KENNA. This is a very important bill, and it is important to 
the House that we should understand from the reading of it what it is 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to preserve order. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the motion of Mi 
Hiscock to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this is open to a demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman rise in time to demand a se 
ond ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the motion was subject to a second under 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly it was. But the second was not ck 
manded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that will beallowed. I am willing to mak 
any explanation or answer any question I may be asked. 

The SPEAKER. The second was not demanded; and if not de- 
manded it can not be ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair directed the reading of the bill as pre 
liminary to submitting the motion. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think there will be no trouble about this. I hav: 
no doubt the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is willing 
to answer any question. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let the second be considered as being ordered 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to understand from the gent! 
man from Indiana whether he rose in time to demand a second. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LIvrose at the proper time to ask a second of tly 
motion. : 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman demand a second before the 
question was put? 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the reading of the bill was concluded ? 

The SPEAKER. After the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notuntil the Speaker rose and began to submit the 
question to the House in the ordinary form. I did not rise until then 
I rose then. I supposed the Speaker was to inquire whether the usual 
demand for a second was waived. 

The SPEAKER. In order that there may be a second it requires to 
be demanded. When the demand is not made for a second the Chair 
puts the question without debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The demand was made. I rose for that purpose 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to findout the fact. Does the 
gentleman state that before the question was put, or before the Chair 
commenced to put it, he demanded a second ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not rise until after the Speaker had risen to 
put the question, for the reason that I did not know that the reading of 
the bill had been concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman intended to demand a second ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it go; we will be more careful hereafter. 

The Speaker again put the question, and upon a rising vote stated 
that in the opinion of the Chair two-thirds had voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 139; noes 10. 
oan McMILLIN. Hasaquorumvoted? If not, I desire to make the 

t. 
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The SPEAKER. A quorum voted; 149 members voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 15 in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Nota sufficient number. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. . 

The negative was counted, and there were 119. 

The SPEAKER. Not one-fifth voting in the affirmative, and the 
veas and nays are not ordered. 
“ So the rules were suspended and the bill passed (two-thirds voting | 
in favor thereof). 

RIVER 

Mr. PAGE. 

tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I make that motion 


| work of removing obstructions in the way of snags, &c., in 
souri River. 


| cent bill, a fair bill, 


| line by the ve 


I now move that the House resolve itself into Commit- | 
in | 


order that we may proceed with the consideration of the river and har- | 


bor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose this afternoon it was 


dividing upon an amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas | 


[ Mr. ANDERSON ]. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 466 of the bill strike out “ $50,000"" and insert ‘‘ $150,000: 

a Sa removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from the Mis- 

souri River, $150,000.” 

The question was taken upon the amendment; and it was not agreed 
to upon a division—ayes 16, noes 130. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I nowmove to amend bystriking out ‘* $50,000" 
and inserting *‘$100,000;’’ and I desire to be heard on that amend- 
ment. 

It seems to me that this Committee of the Whole, I can not see why, 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 


does not have adequate conception of the magnitude of the Missouri | 


River as a great water-way for national and interstate commerce. If 
it had, I think that a larger sum would be appropriated than $50,000 
for removing snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from the great river 
of the American continent. 

It is only a truism to say that the future population and trend of em- 
igration in this nation will be determined by the contour of the conti- 
nent, by the fertility of the soil, and by climatic influence. Here is 
the great river of this continent, one longer than the Mississippi, one 
navigable for more miles than the Mississippi, one reaching into the 
Rocky slope, far into the Northwest, where the future grain-growing 
of this country will soon be. But for some reason the Committee on 
Commerce, which can appropriate $120,000 for the Great Kanawha 
River, which can make an appropriation for Cheesequake’s Creek, which 
can include the Fox and Arkansas Rivers, and also Saint Anthony’s 
Falls in this bill, when they come to a river of importance, the im- 
provement of which would furnish a check to the greed and exactions 
of the railroad corporations, they can recommend an appropriation ot 
only $50,000. 

This is not for the purpose of leveeing the banks of that stream, not 
for the purpose of preventing the wastage of the banks, but simply to 
remove the snags and obstructions in the channel of the river. There 
is now enough water there to float your commerce. And yet for that pur- 
pose the committee recommended an appropriation of only $50,000. 

Of course we differ in opinion in regard to this bill. 1 question no 
man’s motive, I question no man’s sincerity; I simply claim my right 
to have my opinion and to present such amendments as I see fit. Where 
the subject of the importance of a great stream affecting the great North 
west is presented to this committee, I submit in all kindness and in all 
earnestness that my amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. WHITE. On page 1675 of the engineer’s report, submitted to 
this Congress by the Secretary of War, I find this interesting informa- 
thon: 

The whole amount appropriated for snagging on the Missouri River was re- 
served for the construction of a boat for special service on that stream, but the 
amount being insufficient for the purpose nothing more was done than to pre- 
pare plans and working drawings. As funds from the new appropriation are 
now available, the construction of the boat will soon be commenced and pushed 
to completion as soon as possible. 

Here is animportant work. Wehave just passed a clause in this bill 
appropriating nearly $2,000,000 on an experiment as to whether we 
can make the Mississippi River unload its burden and build up banks 
strong enough to support levees; an experiment which, in my opinion, 
will prove a perfect failure. But the plan of snag-boats and the re- 
moval of snags from the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers is a perfect 
success. Last year we thought it of suflicient importance to appro- 
priate $150,000. But the Committee on Commerce comes in here this 
year and recommends the appropriation of the small sum of $50,000 
for this great national water-way, when the Secretary of War tells us 
that he needs $358,000 for the coming fiseal year. 


so that it will | 





country by removing the snags in the Father of Waters, let us not be 
scared, but let us make a suflicient appropriation. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. ANDER 
SON] is not a mere technical one but a substantial onc It is to make 
a suflicient appropriation to carry out to some reasonable extent the 
the Mis 
Che gentleman trom Kansas is not playing the role of an 
but he is attempting to get out of this commitice a dk 
or no bill at all. 

If we are going to improve the commerce of the country let us do it 
on a broad, liberal and statesman-like policy, and not be whipped into 
to of the President and the censures of the metropolitan 


obstructionist, 


press. 
| Here the hammer tell. ] 
Mr. PAGE I move that the committee rise for the purpose of clos 


ing debate 


Mr. BROWNI L hope the gentleman will not make that motion 


| The galleries are very full and there is a very fine audience here 
[ Laughter. Cries of ** Vote *Vote!’" | 
Mr. PAGE. Very well, if we can have a vote I will withdraw my 
motion. 
The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, and 
| it was not agreed to; there being upon a division—ayes 44, noes 111 
Mr. ANDERSON. | moveto amend bystriking out, in line 466, th 
word *“‘tifty’’ and inserting ** eighty,’’ so as to make the appropriation 
for continuing removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions, from 
| the Missouri River 380,000. 
Mr. PAGE. I make the point that this amendment has already 
been voted down 
Mr. ANDERSON No, sir; I have proposed $150,000 and SL00,000 
I now propose S30, 000 | have tixed this amount because it is the same 


I confess that I see a slight conflict between the report of the Chief 
of Engineers and the mild veto of the President at the last session of 


, But if we are to think for ourselves, independent of the 
President’s veto; if we are to promote the commercial intercourse of this 





which has been appropriated for the improvement of the harbor at the 
home of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, my distinguished 
friend trom California | Mr. P 
committee that 580,000 should 
ment of the harbor at Oakland 
cause that is a great harbor, and because it 
tion of the commerce of the country 

Now, here is the great Missouri River, big 
gold in Nevada 
which within thirty oi 
that no man 
ated tor the 1 
River a sum 


AGE] It was found expedient by the 
in this bill for the 


It was voted in by t 


be given improve 


be 


jurisdic 


he commiuttec 


came within the 
enough to wash up all the 
and every gulch in the gentleman's State, a river alony 
b commerce of 
I simply a that there be appropri 
al of snags and other obstructions trom the Missouri 


titiv vears there will go wu Value 


can how computs 3K 


mes 


Lto that found expedient or necessary to be appropri 


eT | ial 

ated for the improvement of the harbor at Oakland 

The amendment was not agreed to 

The Clerk read as tollows 

Improving Missouri River, from its mouth to Sioux City, lowa: Continuing 
improvement, including survey, from mouth to Fort Benton, Montana 
De OU) 

Mr. DUNNELL I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read the following 

For continuing the practical test of the flume invented by M. J. Adams, the 
said test to be made under the sup ision and d etion of idd Adams, 35,000 

In the river and harbor bill of last session an ippropriation of ps,O00 
was made to continue the construction of a flume invented by Mi 
Adams, and the juest is made that there be an appropriation of $10,000 
for that purpose for the present yea I have proposed in this amend 
ment an appropriation of 35,000, believing and hoping that this sum 
will enable the inventor to make leu tof the flume which 
he has been at work upon for the last two vears Chis invention is now 
undergoing a practical test in France in the removal of sand-bars in 
many of the rivers in that country I hope there will be no objection 
to the amendment 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ANDERSON. Now, as my triend has accepted that amendment 
I move to amend by strikingout, in line 347, the word ** three’’ and in 


serting sO tl 


S450, 000 


tour us to inerense e appropriation trom > OO 000 to 


As the chairman ot the 


the Committee on Commerce has, in yenel 
osity of his disposition, accepted the amendment of my friend from 
Minnesota | Mr. DUNNELTL |. I hoy that. as we now huve an opportu 


Missouri River, 


is no river anywhere 


nity to improve the 
cause ther: 


he will accept this amendment, be 
I know—none that has really 
attained to the dignity of a river and is not a mere creek—which need 
klessness abe 


‘ 


SO TAT os 


so much as the Missouri Ihe about 


improvement re is a re 

its methods, there is a vim in its sweep, there is something so inde 
pendent about it, something which goes so much on its own way, that 
it really needs to be curbed a little, it needs to be sat down’? upon 


occasionally it needs to receive several and divers lectures semi-occa 
sionally. If vou can confine the current of that river, 1f you can pre 
vent the washing away of soil, than which none is more fertile than 


that upon its banks, you will have 
ot that region I ask that there be 


} 
; 


posed appropri ition ior tiv 


vided mach to the future prosperts 
in increase of 5100,000 in the pro 


clev« lopment of this river. 
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Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of lim- 
iting debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration the river and 
harbor bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
ill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PAGE. I move that when the House shall again resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to resume consideration of the river and 
harbor bill all debate upon the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be limited to one-half minute. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PAGE, there were— 
ayes 129, noes 7. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. PAGE were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 137, 
noes 8. 

So the motion of Mr. PAGE to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole onthe state of the Union to resume the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. CANNON in the chair), and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other pu 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate has 
been limited to one-half minute on the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto. The Chair recognizes the gentleman trom California. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON’S amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River above Falls of Saint Anthony: Continuing im- 
provement, $3,000, 

Mr. ANDERSON. In order to get some information in reference to 
this paragraph I will move to strike out the last word. I would like 
to inquire whether this has any relation to the improvement at Saint 
Anthony’s Falls which was under consideration this morning? 

Mr. PAGE. It has not. The estimates were $17,000 and we gave 
$10,000 last year, while this is only an appropriation of $3,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I understand this has no connection with the 
reservoir. 

Mr. PAGE. None. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Sacramento River, California: Continuing improvement, for the 
improvement and protection of the navigable channels of the Sacramento and 


Feather Rivers, $60,000, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to strike out the appropriation for 
the Sacramento River. The Secretary of War has certified to this House 
that this is a useless appropriation; it is not a national improvement; 
and that the only object of it is to take out of the river the detritus 
which the California miners have thrown into it. The United States 
have nothing to do with it. Itis perfectly outrageous and absurd that 
we should go to California and go to mining by aiding the State of 
California to take care of the dirt which the miners take out of the hills 
and throw into that river. Nobody would have heard of such a thing 
as that if the chairman of the Committee on Commerce were not from 
California. It is so outrageous, so damnable, that nobody but a gam- 
bler or cut-throat would have thought of tacking such a thing as that 
to such a bill as this. 

Mr. HORR. I move that the gentleman’s language be taken down. 
It is an ou " 

Mr. PAGE. I hope my friend will withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan to take down the words of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. VAN Vooruis]. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HORR. I now move, Mr. Chairman, that the words be reported 
to the House as they have been taken down. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is so outrageous, so damnable, that nobody but a bler or cut-throat 
would have thought of tacking such a thing as that to s @ bill as this. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I now move, Mr. Chairman, that the 
committee rise and report that language to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Who), 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under eo). 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for the coy. 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and hay- 
bors, and for other purposes; and the gentleman from New York [\{; 
VAN VooRHIS] having used the following words: ‘‘Itisso outrageous 
so damnable, that nobody but a gambler or cut-throat would hay. 
thought of tacking such a thing as that on such a bill as this,”’ they 
were ordered to be taken down and reported to the House for its ac. 
tion. 

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I made the motion thx: 
the committee rise and the words be reported to the House; and I now 
move the expulsion of the member from New York who used that 
lan 


guage. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt the words of my colleague—— 

Mr. LE FEVRE. [I ask that the motion be put in writing. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. My resolution is in writing. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. Where is it? Let it be read. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I hope the Chair will preserve order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his resolution. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I send up the words of the gentleman 
from New York, as taken down in committee, and accompany those 
words with a resolution of expulsion, on which I call for the previous 
question. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Maryland will not do 
that. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
— For the use of said language said VaN Vooruis is expelled from this 
ouse, 


Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, we all recognize the fact—— 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I hope the gentleman from New York 
will not attempt to take the floor from me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Maryland will yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I yield a moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thought the gentleman would do so. I believe, 
as other members of this House do, that the words spoken by my col- 
league were spoken in the heat of debate, provoked as he thought he 
was by something that transpired. I believe he has been guilty of an 
infraction of the rules of this House and its privileges; yet 1 believe the 
measure just proposed would visit upon him too severe a punishment, 
and I trust before the resolution is pressed that he will be allowed to 
make an explanauon. The gentleman from Maryland in that event 
will withdraw, I hope, his resolution, if his explanation is satisfactory. 

Mr. McCOOK. Will the gentleman from Maryland yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr. McCOOK. I hope the gentleman from Maryland will not insist 
upon this summary method before giving my colleague an opportunity 
of being heard. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. It never entered my mind—— 

Mr. MILLS. Of course the gentleman is entitled to be heard. 

Mr. McCOOK. I ask the privilege of making a brief statement my- 
self. I admit that the language of my colleague can not be defended. 
I concede that unless he apologize in the most full and complete man- 
ner, not only to the House but to the gentleman who reported this bill, 
that he ought to be expelled. [Applause.] But I think it only fair 
and just to him that we should hear him as to whether he will apolo- 
gize or not before such a summary method is proposed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will thegentleman from Mary- 
land allow me a word ? . 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
Massachusetts for a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Idesireonly tosay, Mr. Speaker, 
that no one personally can more heartily condemn such language than 
I. Itisthe infraction of the rules of decorum and the privileges 
of this House. But I wish tosuggest to my friend from New York [ Mr. 
McCook], who says that it is due to his colleague that we should pause 
before we take such summary action, that we should also pause in jus- 
tice to ourselves before taking such a step. 

This is the House of Representatives, it is true, of the American peo- 
ple; and yet day after day scenes ire in this Hall that are not 

itable to the national House of Representatives. [Applause.] That 
is no excuse for the gentleman from New York who has so gravely 
offended against the dignity of this body; and it is time that this should 
be stopped. But I repeat, in justice to ourselves we should pause be- 
fore we invoke the summary penalty provided for in the Constitution, 
which can only be inflicted by a vote of two-thirds of the members o! 
this House. We should stop here for a moment, recognizing the fact 
that no one can call in question the right of a member or of any man 
charged with an offense to have the fullest eo peed for a hearing 
and the amplest opportunity for explanation and apology. In the heat 
of debate may be and is often used that as soon as uttered 
would be gladly recalled. We should then give the gentleman from 
New York who has offended a chance to explain. If he declines, if he 


I will yield to the gentleman from 
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wavers, if he attempts to justify himself for such an offense, then I will 
unhesitatingly to the extremity of punishment. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. It never entered into my mind, Mr. 
Speaker, that the gentleman should not have the amplest opportunity 
to be heard in his own defense. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HORR. Mr. Speaker, I called forthe taking down of these words 
simply because I deemed it the only method to maintain the dignity 
and good breeding of our members. I wish to say that I did it with 
no feeling toward the gentleman from New York. But I wish further 
to say that this language was used, and I call my friend from New York 
(Mr. Hrscock ] to witness the fact, without the slightest provocation 
from the chairman of the Committee onCommerce. He had not opened 
his mouth or uttered a syllal:le or a word in any manner or shape to 
exasperate the gentleman from New York and call forth such a response. 
He had done nothing of the kind, and I looked upon it as an unpro- 
voked attack which this House out of respect to its own dignity ought 
not to submit to for a single moment. While Iam willing, if the gen- 
tleman from New York will apologize for his language, as far as I am 
concerned, willing to give him that opportunity, 1 do say, Mr. Speaker, 
that we can not afford to permit the rules of this House to be intringed 
in such a manner without punishment. And I will say further that 
the rules of common decency should not be so grossly violated here 
among the members of this body—gentlemen, as weclaim tobe. This 
offense should meet the most summary punishment unless the man 
who perpetrated the offense takes back such language toward any mem- 
ber of this House and makes proper amende to the dignity of the House 
which he has so grossly insulted. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I repeat what I have 
tried to say once or twice before, that it never entered into my mindin 
moving that resolution that I should put it to a vote of this House 
without giving the gentleman from New York the fullest opportunity 
for making an explanation of the words he used. I say this in reply to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. He should make more than an 
explanation. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am not embarrassing myself with 
what the gentleman from New Yorkshould say. I merely want to say 
for myself that I do not desire to ask a vote on that resolution until 
the gentleman from New York has been heard. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it never entered into my mind that anything he 
could say could excuse him before the country and betore this House. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is always room for re- 
pentance. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I trust my friend from Massachusetts will not deem 
it necessary—— 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I have not yielded. I beg the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to allow me to say what I have 
tosay. I have taken the course I have taken under the impression that 
I would have, and I have no doubt that I have it, the cordial sympathy 
of the House. Now, it is not for me and it is not for this House 

Mr. BISBEE. LI rise toa question of order. I ask that order be pre- 
served in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. Members will 
clear the aisles and resume their seats. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I said it never entered my mind to 
ask a vote on this resolution without hearing from the gentleman from 
New York. The meanest, the commonest criminal in the land has a 
right to be heard. But when I come to ask the House to pass upon this 
resolution, and when I[ take the responsibility of moving it, I have my 
duty to perform; and I wish to recall to the House that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis], just previous to the use of the 
words which have been taken down, addressed the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia as the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. He knew per- 
fectly well to whom he addressed that language. And it is fresh in the 
mind of every member of this House that last night when we were in ses- 
sion we were discredited and disgraced by that same member from New 
York, who then addressed the chairman of the Committee on Commerce | 
in language that, although it would give no disgrace to the gentleman | 
from Calitornia, made infinite disgrace to this House and to the gentle- 
man from New York, who uttered the language. Last night when he 
addressed the chairman of the Committee on Commerce he made some 
reference to his early life, and spoke of him asa mule-driver or a stage- 
coach driver. Sir, it would have been quite in the line of current re- 
tort and would have had no originality in it if the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia had said to the gentleman from New York if he had ever been a 
mule-driver or a stage-coach driver he would have remained such prob- 
ably to the present hour. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLANE] 
to order. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I am quite in order. I know what I 

am 8a) . | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not regard it as in order for the gen- 

tleman to make a personal attack—— 




















Mr. HISCOCK. I call the gentleman from Maryland to order, and 
ask that his words be taken down. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Take down my words and you will 
find in them no breach of parliamentary decorum. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
calls the gentleman from Maryland to order and asks that his words be 
taken down. The gentleman will indicate what words the reporter will 
write out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I prefer to withdraw my request that the gentle- 
man’s words be taken down. I believe they were out of order, and on 
reflection he will recognize that fact. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland will suspend for 
one moment. The Chair will state it will not be regarded in order for 
a gentleman to review language used at another time or make personal 
attacks on any person. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I will avoid the slighest infringement 
of the rule as the Chair understands it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I will not take the slightest liberty in 
thesense of the Chair. I want only to say, in referring to the language 
of the gentleman from New York last night, and in expressing my re- 
gret and my sense of shame that such language was used on this floor, 
I will say I find in that fact my impulse for moving this resolution. I 
am satisfied not only that we have reached a point when an example is 
necessary, but, I regret to say it, we have found the individual that 
ought to be made an example of. 

That is why I have moved this resolution. And now it rests with 
the House to give that gentleman an opportunity to say whatever he 
has tosay. And then I shall demand the previous question on my res- 
olution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLAnp] 
asks that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooruIs] shall be 
allowed to make a statement. The Chair hears no objection. The 
gentleman from New York will be heard. 

Mr. MILLS. Before the previous question is called the person charged 
should have a hearing. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. On reflection, I will yield the floor 
without calling the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Maryland say whether he 
thinks it an offense to be a mule-driver or a stage-driver? [Cries of 
**Order!’’ ‘“‘Order!’’?] I want to say that this House should act in 
pursuance of the ancient and fundamental law among all English-speak 
ing people that punishment shall be inflicted upon no criminal until 
he has been fully heard. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. One word only in reply tothe gentleman 
from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mary 
land to yield the floor, and the gentleman from Texas is not recognized 
as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. I make the point of order that there is so much con 
fusion here that we can not understand what is going on 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. Before any per 
son is recognized for any purpose the Chair will insist that order shall 
be restored. [After a pause.] The Chair understands that the gentle 
man from New York is accorded the right to be heard on this matter, 
and recognizes him for that purpose. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Who called upon the gentleman 
from New York to make a statement? 

The SPEAKER. The Honse. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. By what authority? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted the question to the House, 
and no objection was made. ‘ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. At what time? 

The SPEAKER. Within a few minutes. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Maryland . 


yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland yielded the floor, 
but himself indicated a desire that the gentleman from New York should 
have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I beg the Chair to restate that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I have not heard the gentleman 
from New York claim the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is accorded the 
floor, if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from New York 
does not desire the floor, by what authority does the Chair refuse to 
recognize others ? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York does not desire 
to be heard, of course he need not be. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I ask the Speaker whether the 
gentleman from New York can be heard through any ong but himself ? 
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The SPEAKER. That is a matter the Chair need not now decide, 
for it is not now presented. If the gentleman does not desire to be 
heard himself, the question will then come up. 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I have been very earnestly op- 
posed to the river and harbor bill. 


Some of us who have been oppos- | 





The Chair recognizes 


Mr. CALKINS. The House must “‘censure;”’ the Speaker can not 
** censure.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. By direction of the House, he can. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Alabama is 
order. . 

Mr. CALKINS. 


In 


I rose to make a point of order, and to call the atten- 


ing it have found it exceedingly difficult to be heard in consequence of | tion of the Chair and the gentleman from Alabama to the fact that per- 
confusion in the House, sometimes raised thoughtlessly and sometimes | haps this form of the motion is not parliamentary. That was the pur- 


otherwise; so that in addressing the Chair or the House I have always | 


found it necessary to speak with a great deal of power and difficulty. 
In other words, I have been compelled to raise my voice to its extreme 
strength in order to get the attention of the presiding officer and of 
the House. 

Now, sir, Iam not an orator as my friend from Maryland is. My 
vocabulary is much more meager than his. Sometimes, perhaps, when 
I wish to express my opinions of a measure I may not use exactly the 
words that he would use. 

What I intended in the instance now before the House was simply to 
characterize the measure I was discussing. I had not the slighest in- 
tention to be personal to anybody, nor did I suppose that I was using 
language different from what others have used with perfect impunity 
upon this floor. 

And I say here that so far as the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce is concerned, I have not the slightest feeling toward him of any 
kind whatever, unfriendly or malicious. I had a right, as I thought, 
to speak of the Sacramento River improvement, an improvement which 
the Secretary of War had spoken against. And I do not know but if 
the Secretary of War had been here he would have been criticised for 
his opinion, although it was asked for. 

Now, I wish to withdraw the words to which exception was taken, 
stating that when I used them I did not mean to apply them to the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce or make any personal appli- 


cation. I simply meant to express my objection to the measure under 
consideration. I had no intention to make any personal allusion in 


those words toanybody. And I very much regret any exception should 
be taken or that Iam under the necessity of withdrawing those words. 
| Loud and continued laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iam not through. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize no one until the House 
is in order. No gentleman will be recognized for any purpose at all 
until the House comes to order. 

After a pause, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I shall be exceedingly sorry if this bill shall 
pass and become a law. I regret very much that I used the words 
which I did, and have a desire to make the fullest apology to the House 
for their use. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, 
Mr. FLOWER. 
draw the resolution. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
Ohio [Mr. LE Fevre] debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maryland, as I understand, 
has the floor? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I understand that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] desires to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. 
a statement? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rose, Mr. Speaker, supposing that I 
was in perfect parliamentary order— 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; the gentleman is entitled to recogni- 
tion. The gentleman from New York has yielded the floor. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. LE FEVRE] moves to lay the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maryland on the table. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. If the gentleman from Ohio desires to 
make that motion—— 

Mr. LEFEVRE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman from Maryland, as 
I understand, has withdrawn the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland withdraw his 


I move to lay the resolution on the table. 
I hope the gentleman from Maryland will with- 


Is the motion of the gentleman from 





resolution ? 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rose for that purpose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the power to withdraw his res- 


olution, and as the Chair understands does so. If there be no objec- 
tion, the resolution will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. HERBERT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the withdrawal of the resolution withdraw 
the amendment which was offered ? 

The SPEAKER. There has been no amendment offered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I submit as an independent 
proposition a motion that the Speaker censure the gentleman from New 
York, and on that motion I wish to be heard for a moment. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. HERBERT] sub- 
mits a motion which will be reduced to writing. 


Does the gentleman from Maryland desire to make | 





| 











pose for which I rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order upon 
the motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is the point I desired to make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be heard on the point of 
order. 


Mr. CALKINS. 


That is all I desire to say. 
Mr. HERBERT. 


I modify my motion by substituting the word 


| ‘‘reprimand’’ for the word “‘censure.’’ 


Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Eijther word is in order under the practice. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the ear of the 
House, I desire to be heard on my motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. AsI understood, a resolution was presented by the 
gentleman from Maryland, and a motion made to lay that resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was withdrawn, and that carried 
with it the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then an amendment was not in order. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment was proposed. 

Mr. HERBERT. In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, this House owes it 
to itself, notwithstanding the apology made by the gentleman from 
New York, to at least censure the language of which he has been guilty 
here on this floor. I should not have voted to expel him; certain); 
not, if he had apologized. But, sir, we have witnessed within the last 
few days offense after offense against the dignity of thisHouse. It has 
become too common, sir, for the charge of falsehood to be bandied to 
and fro between members. When we come to consider what is the oi- 
fense of which this gentleman from New York has been guilty, we find 
itto be exactly this: As thegentleman from Maryland has said, on last 
night a acene occurred here between the gentleman from New York 
and the gentleman from California. I only refer to it now for the pu: 
pose of illustrating the animus which in my opinion, notwithstand- 
ing the retraction of the gentleman from New York, actuated him at the 
time he used the words recently taken down. The gentleman from 
New York called the gentleman from California a mule-driver and « 
stage driver. It is true, as the gentleman from Texas has said, that 
the fact of having been a “ mule-driver”’ ora ‘‘stage-driver’’ is no 
disgrace. It is an honest and therefore an honorable occupation, aud 
itis to the credit of the gentleman that, without early opportunities, 
he has been able, by the suffrages of his fellow-men, to become a Kep- 
resentative in Congress. Yet it is also true that those words were 
employed with the purpose on the part of the gentleman who used 
them to cast opprobrium upon the gentleman from California. That 
was last night; from that time until this nothing has occurred, so fi 
as we know, to show that the feeling which prompted those words did 
not exist to-night when the words taken down were used. 

And what were they? Can they fairly be construed to have been 
intended by the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooRHIS|] to 
apply to the bill? If I am not mistaken in the words, they are tha! 
nobody but a cut-throat or a gambler would have drafted such a }i!! 
I ask that the words may be read, in order that I may be correct. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

It is so outrageous, so damnable, that nobody but a gambler or a cut-throut 
would have thought of tacking such a thing as that on such a bill as this. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, gentlemen, we are here judges of a matter 
affecting the dignity of the House of Representatives. Is there any 
member on this floor who can say that he believes the words ‘‘ nobody but 
a cut-throat or gambler would tack such a thing as that to such a bil! 
as this’? were intended to apply to the bill and not to the gentleman 
from California? Now, Mr. Speaker, if we believe this to be the truth, 
does the mere fact that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN Voor:- 
HIS] rises in his place and retracts those words—does that wipe out 
the offense? I ask this House to say, has not an offense been commit- 
ted; and if we believe it has, if we nowset an example here when such 
words as those have been uttered by expressing ourselves completely 
and fully satisfied ? 

Mr. KING. There is so much confusionin the Hall that we can not 
hear the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. HERBERT]. Then, Mr. Chair- 
man, any member of this House who wishes to avail himself of the priv- 
lege of debate to say here on this floor what he would not say outside 
can convert the House of Representatives into a bear garden. 

Mr. THompson, of Kentucky, rose. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have said all I desired to say. | 
simply wanted to put before this House this matter as it appears to me, 
but I desire before yielding the floor to send the resolution in form 
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which I wish to offer, and then I shall yield the remaining portion of 
my time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr Horr}. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the member from New York, Mr. Jouxn VAN Vooruis, in the lan- 
used by him upon the floor and taken down atthe Clerk’s desk, has been 


guilty of a violation of the privileges of this House, and merits the severe censure | 


of the House for the same. 

Resolved, That the said Jonn Van Vooruis be now brought to the bar of the 
House by the Sergeant-at-Arins, and be there publicly censured by the Speaker 
in the name of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. Put the word ‘‘reprimanded”’ instead of the word 
‘“eensured’’ in the last resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
the table. 

Mr. HORR. I thought I had the floor? 

Mr. HERBERT. 1 yield the floor to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The gentleman from New York 
has made the amplest apology for everything he said. 

TheSPEAKER. The question before the House is on the motion to 
lay on the table. 

‘Mr. PAGE. I would like to say 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 


I move tolay that resolution upon 





He has withdrawn everything he 


said. 

Mr. PAGE. I should like to be heard. ~ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman being heard ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his 
resolution in order that the House may proceed to the consideration of 
the river and harbor appropriation bill so we may reacha vote and pass 
it to-night. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 


on the table. 
Mr. CALKINS. Does the gentleman from Alabama withdraw his 
resolution ? 


Mr. HERBERT. I do not. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 82. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I demand the previous question on the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. HORR. 
floor to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not have the floor to yield. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I only rise to occupy the attention of 
the House for one moment. It is generally, and I believe almost uni- 
versally, the custom of the House after a member had used language 
which had been declared unparliamentary and had made an ample 
apology for the use of that language, at least to pass by the offense. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
I thought the gentleman from Alabama yielded the 


In this instance, however, the language used was so offensive and so | 


outrageous that members of the House evidently feel some punishment 
should be visited on the offending member. 

Now, we all understand the language used. We all understand the 
parliamentary law as applicable to it. We all understand what ought 
to be done in a dignified body like this, or as this ought to be. And 
now let us vote upon the resolution which the gentleman has offered 
and put the thing at an end at once. [ Applause. ] 

Let us have a vote by yeas and nays upon the resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
yeas and nays been already refused on this proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Not on the resolution. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I would like to be heard for a moment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be heard now. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Have I not a right to be heard on this resolu- 
tion ? 


The SPEAKER. Not without the consent of the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. ‘Then I ask consent to be heard. 

Mr. CLARDY. 
ing to be heard; I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that request 
jection to the gentleman from New York being heard ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 


Is there ob- 


stand it. I do not know but that they are in a majority here; and the 
only misconduct which seems to affect my friend from Alabama is that 
{ have opposed this bill in my poor way. It has been very poor indeed. 
Now, in what I said before I mean to be understood as withdrawing in 
the fullest possible manner the language which was objected to. Did 
not the gentleman from Alabama so understand me? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understood the language was withdrawn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. And in addition to that I apologize to the 
House for using such language, and to the gentleman from California 
also, if he or anybody supposed that the language was applicable to 
him. I have stated before what I now repeat, that I did not intend to 
apply it to him. 

e SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 





I have moved to lay the resolution | 


Have not the 


I understand the gentleman from New York is ask- | 


; Mr. Speaker, if the river and harbor men of 
this Mouse want to censure me for what has occurred, I suppose I can | 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
upon the table that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. That motion has just been voted down. The Chair 
| will submit the motion to the House on agreeing to the resolution 

The question was taken; and the {Speaker decided that by the sound 
the *‘ayes’’ had it. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have a division. 

Mr. KENNA. Before the division is called for let me submit a re 
quest to the House by unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope it will be satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Alabama, and to the Chair, that the resolution which he has submitted 
may now be withdrawn; and, by common consent, the entire language 
and proceedings in reference to this matter may be omitted from the 
RECORD. I hope that course may be pursued. 

Mr. HORR. No, I do not consent to that. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not consent to the withdrawal of that resolu 
| tion. I believe this House owes it to itself, owes it to its own sense ot 
dignity, owes it to this country, to express its opinion upon this breach 
of decorum in the fullest possible manner. 

Mr. KENNA. Ihave no doubt about the propriety of the resolu 
| tion; but inasmuch as the gentleman from New York has apologized in 


Is a motion now in order to lay 


the amplest manner, I think the matter had better be dropped 
Mr. KASSON. 

| matter? 
| The SPEAKER. 
| dividing. 
Mr. KASSON. Lask consent to be heard for a moment. I have 
| thought, Mr. Speaker, of every similar instance within the whole range 
of my memory, which embraces several occasionsof offensive language 
in the House of Representatives, and I can remember none where this 
resolution has been offered and adopted subsequently to the withdrawal 
of the language and a double apology, an apology to the House and an 
apology to the member supposed to be designated by the language used 

Both these apologic Ss have been completely made. The language has 
been entirely withdrawn; and the proposition now made is after that 
has been done to bring the member to the bar of the House jor such 
ordinary punishment as is usually imposed in cases where there is neithet 
retraction nor apology. If there is a precedent for this I hope some gen 

tleman will cite it. I remember none. I therefore do not believe it 
right at this stage of the proceedings to subject the person offending 
| so grossly offending, to the censure of the House, administered in open 
| House by the Speaker, as he would have been censured at least if the 
language had not been withdrawn and the apology made 

Mr. HERBERT. A single word, Mr. Speaker. I do not know 

whether there be any precedent for this motion under these circum 
stances or not; but this I do know, that if such censures had been im 
posed in such cases heretofore, we would not so frequently have wit 
nessed, as we have unfortunately 


May I be heard for a moment in reference to this 


It can only be done by consent, as the House is 


Witnessed in our parliamentary pro- 
ceedings here, the use of such language by members sheltering them 
selves under the privileges of debate. And I hope this House now, it 
it has not done so heretofore, will make a precedent on this question 
that will be remembered. [ Applause. } 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the question on agree 
ing to the resolution of the gentleman from Alabama, which has been 
read and on which a division is demanded 

The House divided; and there were 

So (no further count being demanded 
to 


ayes 66, noes 78 

| the resolution was not agreed 

| RIVER BILI 

| Mr. PAGE. Inow move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 

| tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CANNON in the chair 

| The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 

| on the state of the Union and resumes consideration of the river and 

| 


AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION 


harbor appropriation bill. There is an amendment pending before the 
committee, the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN 
VooRHISs }. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Before the committee 
to say about the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to 

The Clerk read lines 498 and 499, as follows: 

Improving mouth of Coquille River, 
$7,000, 

Mr. CASSIDY. I offer the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 499 insert the following: 

“Improving Colorado River, $20,000." 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is as proper as many 
of the provisions of this bill. I offer it in obedience to a memorial of 
the Legislature of my State, which I had the honor of submitting to 

| this House a few days since. In that memorial all of the facts in the 
| case were duly and forcibly set forth. 


rose I said all I cared 


Oregon: Continuing improvement 


which I send to the desk 


There can be no question, sir, 
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about the importance in a strictly commercial sense of the Colorado 
River. The Colorado is essentially and emphatically an interstate water- 
way. Itis more than 1,500 miles in length, having its source in the 
Wind River Mountains in Montana Territory, and stretching away 
through Wyoming, Utah, Arizona, and Nevada to the Gulf of California. 
It washes the southern boundary of my State for nearly three hundred 
miles, forming the dividing line between Nevada and Arizona. Union | 
Peak, a towering mountain in the Wind River range, is the common | 
source of the Mississippi, Missouri, Columbia, and Colorado Rivers. —_| 

The Colorado is navigable for a distance of more than five hundred | 
miles. A line of steamers is now plying regularly at all seasons of the 
year between Yuma and Fort Mobave, a distance of three hundred and | 
twenty-five miles. The commerce on this portion of the river is very | 
considerable at present, and steadily growing. It is by this route alone | 
that the commercial needs and interests of Northeastern Arizona, South- | 
western Utah, and Southern Nevada are accommodated. The Utah 
Southern Railroad from Salt Lake southward is nearing Collville, the 
head of navigation on the Colorado. The Utah Northern Railroad is 
reaching out from Salt Lake far to the northward. With these two 
roads completed there will be a continuous route across that portion of | 
the continent from the British Possessions on the north to the Gulf of 
California at the south. The Colorado River must afford an important 
link in this great north and south line of communication. The Gov- 
ernment has never expended one dollar in the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Colorado. 








lected. Some years since a survey was authorized by Congress. The 
army engineer, to whom the work was assigned, Lieutenant Payson, 
reported that the river could be thoroughly improved and placed in 
first-class order at an estimated cost of $92,000. But he went out of 
his way, in my judgment, to say that the commerce of that region 
would not justify the expenditure. Whatever may have been the con- 
dition in 1878, when the examination was made, the same state of af- 
fairs does not exist now. Many important mining districts have been 
discovered and agricultural valleys settled since that date; and I say 
in all earnestness that a system of improvements along the Colorado 
River should be undertaken without further delay. The cost will be 
immaterial in comparison with the money lavished on other streams of 
merely local importance. Understanding that the Committee on Com- 
merce has attempted to restrict the items carried in this bill to about 
one-third of the sum which will be required to complete in each case, 
hence I have proposed but $30,000 for the Colorado on the same basis, 
the Government engineers having estimated that the whole work can 
be finished at a cost not to exceed $92,000. In conclusion, I trust that 
the amendment which I have offered will meet the approval of a ma- 
jority of this House. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 500 and 501, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 501, strike out ‘‘ $10,000" and insert “* $18,000." 


Mr. DEZENDORF. Mr. Chairman, in asking for this increase I de- 
sire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the harbor 
of Norfolk is naturally one of the best in the world, but that during 
the war obstructions were sunk in the Elizabeth River by the Federal 
Government by which bars were formed in said harbor, for the re- 
moval of which $360,000 have been already expended; and that the 
Chief of Engineers has reported that $18,000 will complete the work 
upon said harbor in accordance with the project of the harbor com- 
missioners and engineers. 

This harbor is one of the most important in the country, with a com- 
merce increasing at a greater ratio than is generally understood by the 
country at large. 

Norfolk is now the fourth cotton port in the Union, and the receipts 
of this commodity are increasing daily. I desire to call attention to a 
few facts in this connection taken from a recent speech of Mr. Charles 
G. Elliott, president of the Norfolk Cotton Exchange: 

In 1874, 20,346 bales were shipped; in 1876, 108,683; in 1878, 159,357; in 1880, 
258,065, and during the cotton year ending August 31, 1881, 328,818 bales left our 
wharves in seventy-seven ships for Liverpool and the Continent, direct, while 
about 40,000 were forwarded by our exporters, on through bills of lading via other 
ports, Mark the comparison; In 1874, 20,000 bales; in 1881, 360,000bales. A gain 


of 1,700 per cent. in seven years, 

From a recent article by Senator Jonnston, based upon data taken from the 
official report of the United States Bureau of Statistics, we take the following 
comparison between the decrease and increase in the business of the six largest 


cotton ports, between the six years ending August 31, 1861, and the six years end- 
ing August 31, 1879: 














proportions before 


past year, 14,580 feet (nearly three miles) of new wharf frontage ha 
| structed, more than for seventy-five years before; immense warehou 


daily capacity o! 


} 
No other stream of equal importance has been so shamefully neg- | 














And yet the cotton has come to Norfolk, year by year gaining inthe immense 


that, in our harbor within the 
n con 
uate) and six powerful compresses are in Operation wnat 

A h iar chasds Of the qrowthel Neetet one 

mong the other causes of the of Norfolk asa cotton port 
tioned the extension northward of the area of cotton roduction and the laren, 
increased yield of South Side Virginia and of North Carolina, our near neighbor 
and best customer. With this ive and ly-favored State, whose ex 
hibits here are so remarkable, Norfolk is closely allied, not only by the Seaboard 
and the Norfolk and Western lines, but by two canals and a new railroad. the 
Elizabeth City and Norfolk, connecting our harbor with a low country regior 
unsurpassed for fertility and watered by 1,900 miles of inland navigation. ‘ 

We would also refer to the large truck farms around our city. These supply 
fruits and vegetables for early shipment to the North, amounting in value to 
$2,500,000—one strawberry farm employing 1,700 hands. This truck has furnished 
paying business to lines of splendid coastwise steamers in the summer, when 
the cotton trade is light, and which are thus made strong enough to compete 
successfully for the carrying of cotton as against the all-rail routes. 

The Delaware, the Pata , and the Upper Ch: ke are almost annually 
closed for weeks, and we have the only port south of Cape May (except the ba\ 
of Mobile, thirty miles below that city) which can receive and accommodate the 
mammoth ships now being built to carry ten or fifteen thousand bales of cotto, 

Traversing the fertile valleys of Southwest Virginia, at New River our Norfo)k 


The demands of this trade have been so 
ve bee 


(even now aes 
f 


| road taps rich and valable coal and ore beds, and crossing East Tennessee, abund 


ant in resources, opens up to us the cotton-producing country of the South and 
Southwest. Over this line cotton from every Southern State goesto Norfolk, 1), 
the fall it brought to us a considerable proportion of the receipts of Mobile, Mont 
gomery, Selma, Opelika, Meridian, and other points which were seeking rapid 
transit for early delivery in Liverpool. And it certafnly affords to Memphis 
that great mart of the Mississippi Valley, the best outlet for her large accumu 
lations of stocks of cotton 


The track of this road runs — to the wharves on deep water, and fre ights 
are easily transferred from car to 8 


1 |p or compress at very low cost, no cartage 
being uired 


From the Northwest we have the Chesapeake and Ohio, now connecting Cin 
cinnati and Louisville, through the Ohio and Kanawha Valleys, with Hampton 
Roads, soon to open another route to Memphis; a transcontinental link, bind 
ing under one control the bay of San Francisco to the Lower Chesapeake, shorten 
ing the avenues of trade and travel between the West and East by hundreds of 
miles, and destined to be a formidable rival of any of the grand trunk lines. 


Mr. Chairman, the receipts of cotton at the port of Norfolk this year 
will amount to about 800,000 bales. About one-seventh of the entire 
crop of the country will move through Virginia waters, and the value of 
the export to foreign countries will amount to about $40,000,000. 

I have thus shown, sir, the importance of this harbor, and now | 
hope the committee will vote to increase the amount to the sum indi 
cated in my amendment, which sum will complete the work. 

The question being taken on the amendment on a viva voce vote, the 
Chairman stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 42. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 502 and 503, as follows: 

Improvement Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida : Continuing improve 
ment, $25,000, 

‘Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
After line 503 insert the following : 
“Improving G Ch 1, in the harbor of New York: Continuing im 

provement, $20,000."’ 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The report of the engineers states 
the reasons for continuing this improvement in the Gowanus Channel, 
in the harbor of New York. They havereported that $40,000 would lx 
an appropriate sum to put into this bill for continuing this improvement 

I will not occupy the time of the committee, Mr. Chairman, in dis 
cussing this matter at length, but only state that it is a very necessary 
improvement. While the engineer asks $40,000, I only in thisamend 
ment ask for $20,000. . 

Rather than occupy the time of the committee I ask leave to print 
as a part of my speech a short letter from Mr. Beard, of Brooklyn, a gen 
tleman largely interested in the improvements in that part of the city. 

I hope the chairman of the Committee on Commerce will not oppose 
my amendment. 

The letter and accompanying table referred to by Mr. ROBINSON, 0! 
New York, are as follows: 


I offer the amendment which I send 





Brooxiyy, N. Y., January 23, 1885 


My Dear Sir: Inclosed you will please find statement of number of vesse!s 
value of cargoes, and amountof ton which used Gowanus Creek in eleven 
months. This statement was pre: for General Newton atthe time he made 
the survey and recom the appropriation forthe improvement of Gowanus 
Py Gp Goteranes you will ape g Arps were, oi ht hundred 
vessels, with an aggregate tonnage o tons, charging car 
goes on the wharfs of Gowanus Creek amounting to $5,546,500. These vesse's 
paid into the custom-house for tonnage dues, at 30 cents per ton, a very large 
amount of money. You will readily see that the improvement of Gowann- 
Creek is an important adjunct to the commerce of port, and its necessity 
and the advan to be obtained to commerce by auking a channel of suffi 
cient width and to allow of the passage of » vessels will be easily un 

rstood. Newton madeasurvey in 1880 recommended to Congres 
that a channel be made two hundred feet wide and eighteen feet deep 
at low, water, which would require an of $180,000 for dredging. The 
Congfess of 1881 in 1882 made a fu r appro 


$40,000. 
riation of to be in order tocomplete the work 
$130,000. ch wepeeeelon obey expended has en used to make a cut through the 
bar sixty feet wide. This you A cue to of very NO ate it is impos- 
sible to in a channe! sixty feet If th 


& vessel e balance ofthe amount 
recommended is appropriated and expended on the channel it will be of untold 
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thie past of Brooklyn and a relief to the overcrowded piers of New 
York Ly hohe ie wae is suspended or ceases where it is, the money already 
You a2 thrown away. 
Tam, sir, — sbedient servant, — 


. BE 
140 Amity street, Brooklyn, N.Y. 
Hon. Wri11aM E. Rogryson, M. C. 


ames of parties doing business on and adjacent to the Gowanus Canal in the city of 
-" New York, and stat t in value, quantities, and style of 
business lor one year ending December 1, 1880. 








Names and business. 


| Quantity. | Value. 








& Newton, lumber and timber 
aes by r, lumber and timber... 
n, coal and wood 
J. W. Jones Moo. baal and wood..... 
Hobby & Leeds, —_ and timber... 
J. Pieper’s Sons, wood................ oeeeseneccecees 
8. W. Bowne & Co., hay and grain... 
Nelson & Holden, coal and wood 


: 

: 

H 

H 

ie 

4 
ge 


5, 
6 













seeeceteees 











Pp. G. H masons’ material .. 
John , coal and wood 

_ P, Story, COB] ..gap.s--s-eeseeeees 
é. Rose & Sons, Iffinber and timbe 
J.H. Baker & Co., chemicals............. 
Halsted Brothers, lumber and timber... 
A. W. Adams, masons’ materia .......... 

J. 8. Loomis, umber, moldings, & .................0....000- , 125, 000 
Wen. Bradley, NN Ee sss scatenbintoce tons 3, | ¥ 
Ed. C. Pease, lumber and mill  ciaieiiinainnae wens ..feet 1,000, 000 | 75, 000 
J. Morton & Sons, masons’ materia) ........... tons... 60,000 | 250,000 
— Improvement Company, lumber... --feet...| 10,000,000 | 3,000, 000 

Sawmill Co., lumber and timbe sr.....feet...| 6,250,000 | 250,000 

itr Litchfield & Co. lumber and timber................. feet...) 400,000) 100,000 
Be & Quinn, nN a crnctumen 125, 000 
Cory & Evans, hay and grain................... .tons 45,000 | 90,000 
P. a yen COal ANd WOOKL...........ccccccccceeeecceceeeeeeeee tons 10, 000 50,000 
J.8. ler, Coal and WoOOd.................cecececceeeee ees tons 40,000 | 160,000 
Murtha & Boyle, coal and wood.................c....c0.00000 tons 50,000 | 250, 000 
Knight & Lidford, coal and wood. 18, 000 90.000 


H.S. Christian, masons’ materials. 


175, 000 

Rankin & Ross, freestone... 45,000 
Geo. J. Gregory, petroleum _ Soe , | 600,000 
Downing & Lawrence, shipwrights and dry-dock.............. eisckousaieuel 80, 000 
Rha tisntnninanabeuapeetualastnettbasserrsenedstwtescest viene -veces ees | 5, 546, 500 





Vessels recorded in custom-house arrivingin Gowanus Bay Channel for eleven months, 
January 1 to December 1, 1880, 











- : —- CA 
| | 

\Num-, Aggre- |Aver- 

Vessels ber. gate. age. 

Tons. | Tons. 

4,194 | 839 

59,861 | 1,197 

287, 127 576 

19, 994 307 

27,729; 140 

398, 905 |......+2 








The amendment of Mr. Roprnson, of New York, was not agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 503 insert the following: 

“Improving Charlotte Harbor, New York : Continuing improvement, $35,000.” 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The duties collected at Charlotte Harbor 
amourt to about $200,000 a year. The work which is in progress 
there will cost about $400,000. Eighty thousand dollars were esti- 
mated by the engineers for the last year. Thirty-five thousand dollars 
were appropriated in the last river and harbor bill. When appropria- 
tions are being made for rivers and harbors, I think this important 
harbor should have its share. I do not know how the Committee on 
Commerce skipped this important harbor of Charlotte. I do not know 
but what they had some personal reason for skipping it and leaving it 
out of the bill. I do not know they had sucha reason, but I think 
this appropriation ought to be in the bill, and I therefore submit my 
amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 504 and 505, as follows: 

Improving Rancocas River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out that paragraph. I call atten- 
tion to this because of the fact that this is one of the items mentioned 
in the report of the Secretary of War. He says: 

So far as appears from the reports, the project is to increase the navigable 
ang of a river having already six or seven feet, and is mainly in the interest of 


item of commerce, namely, that of transporting hosphate rock from 
Charlestown to fertilizer works at Centreville, at the h of navigation on the 


river. 

There was appropriated last year $10,000; and of that sum to De- 
cember 31, 1882, there was used but $2,000. And this bill appropri- 
ates $6,000. 

Now, I know nothing of this work, except what is told us in this re- 
port, which comes from good authority. It seems to me this may be 





another of those cases where an appropriation is made that is prac tically 
for the benefit of a manufacturing concern. 
cases should be eliminated from the bill. 
to strike out this paragraph. 

The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 512 and 513, as follows: 

Improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $75,000, 

Mr. HOGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 513 insert the following: 

“Improving the Monongahela River: Continuing improvement, $25,000.”"’ 

Mr. PAGE. That ought to be admitted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 514 to 517, as follows: 

That the appropriations made by the acts of June 18, 1878, and March 3, 1879, 
for improving Harlem River, New York, be covered into the Tre asury. 

Mr. HUTCHINS 
just read. 

I hope I may have the attention of the committee for a moment while 
I give my reasons for offering this amendment. In 1878 an appropria- 
tion of $300,000 was made for the improvement of Harlem River, in the 
city of New York. When that large appropriation was made the peti- 
tions that came to Congress in its behalf were very largely from the 
Western States. The boards of trade and prominent citizens in most of 
the Western cities petitioned that that improvement should be made in 
behalf of the commerce of the great West. 

When the appropriation was made it was coupled with the condition 
that the sum should not be available until the right of way for the 
work was secured to the United States free of cost. That unusual con 
dition was attached to the appropriation for the reason that a large 
number of valuable lots of ground were required in order to make the 


Ido think that class of 
I therefore make a motion 


I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 


improvement. The Government said, and very properly in my opin- 
ion, ‘‘ we will appropriatethe money to improve the navigation, but the 


land required for that purpose must be furnished free of cost to the 
Government.’’ 

In 1879 a further appropriation of $100,000 was made upon the same 
condition. Now, the city of New York has conveyed to the Govern- 
ment property worth a very large amount of money and the Govern- 
ment holds the title to it. The title of the water frontage, about six 
miles, is to-day in the Government free of any cost, so far as the city 
ownership is concerned, rights that to the city would be worth a very 
large amount. 

More than that, the State of New York has expended a large amount 
of money, probably exceeding $100,000, for proceedings which have 
been had up to this time in securing the right of way from the individual 
owners. A bill has passed the Assembly of the State of New York 
within the past week appropriating $250,000 more to pay such owners 
for their land, which it is proposed shall be taken. 


That is the con 
dition of this matter to-day. 


Yet it is proposed to cover this money 
back into the Treasury. I have conferred with members of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and they were not aware of these facts. No ex- 
planation had been made to them of the present condition of the proposed 
improvement. As the money stood there unused, they proposed to 
cover it into the Treasury. I understand from the chairman of the 
committee that there will be no objection to striking out this provision 

Mr. HORR. The Committee on Commerce supposed that they had 
examined this matter with great care. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. HuTcuHIns] states facts which there is no proof in the Department 
to substantiate. We have no evidence, nor could we get any, that the 
title to the property is in the United States Government. Is there any 
such proof on file? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It is on file in the city of New York. 

Mr. HORR. Ah, but not here. We have no evidence of it, nor does 
the Department here understand that the Government has any such 
title. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Filing it here would not convey the title; but 
the officers in charge of the work in the city of New York are cognizant 
of the fact. And what is more, I make the statement myself, which I 
suppose the gentleman will accept. 

Mr. HORR. I would not question the gentleman’s word for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
If all the conditions of the law have been complied with, then why has 
not the appropriation been used ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iwonuldstate in answer to the gentleman that the 
conditions have not yet been complied with. 

Mr. HORR. That is what we supposed; I do not yield any further. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I mean to say that the asse ‘ssment map which has 
been made of this improvement covers over 7,000 different parcels, in- 
cluding more than 22,000 different lots; and of course it necessarily re- 
quires much time and preparation. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman admits what we learned to be a fact 
This money has been hung up, waiting the action of the people of Ne 
York city, and they have ‘made no clean title to the Government. 

The Committee on Commerce, in looking over the matter to see how 





we could in any way retrench expenditures and keep this river and 
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harbor bill tree from excrescences, found this large amount of money 
lying there and not being used. Wealso learned trom the press of New 
York city that they considered the appropriations in the last river and 
harbor bill to be fraudulent and wrong. Our friends from New York 
city state that the bulk of them were steals. The newspapers of that 
city also stated the same thing. We, not knowing of any steals, sup- 
posed that they did know of one, and living right there we supposed 
that they knew that this was the one. Consequently we naturally 
proposed to put the money back into the Treasury, so as to prevent the 
steal which they said was going on. [Laughter.] It was done to pre- 
serve the virtue of the gentlemen from New York, and of the metropoli- 
tan press, and in obedience to their demands. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope we will be allowed to have a vote. 

Mr. FLOWER. 1 want to say a word or two. 

Mr. PAGE. How long a time? 

Mr. FLOWER. Not over two minutes. I desire to state that we 
have not been as anxious in New York to get this money out of the 
Treasury as some other gentlemen who have had appropriations made 
for their districts. We were willing to let it stay there until the right 
of way had been secured. The State of New York is going to secure 
that right of way, and make a four-hundred-foot canal, and give the 
Western produce which comes to her doors an outlet to the ocean. We 
ask that this appropriation remain in the Treasury, and that you will 
trust us another year. I hope this provision will be stricken out. 

Mr. HUTCHIIINS. One word. 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no; let us now have a vote. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HuTcHINs; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 31, noes 42. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HUTCHINS and Mr. PAGE were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. KENNA. I ask that the rising vote be taken again. 
think the question was understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the vote will be again 
taken. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire, by unanimous consent, to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. HutcuHrns] whether there is any reason- 
able probability that if this appropriation be allowed to stand for the 
present this right of way will be furnished within the next year, so that 
this work may go on? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
ninety days. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
out. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 53, noes 24. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I move to amend by inserting the pro- 
vision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That $100,000 be appropriated to continue the filling of the Potomac flats. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I wish the committee would hear a 
statement of my reasons for offering this amendment. Ihave been in- 
formed by a number of gentleman 

Mr. PAGE. I make a point of order upon the amendment. 
not belong in this bill. It is not an improvement of a river or harbor 
for purposes of navigation or commerce, but is simply for sanitary pur- 
OSES. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. Was not a provision of this kind in- 
serted in the last river and harbor bill? 

Mr. PAGE. It was put on in the Senate and was forced upon us in 
conference. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I would be very glad to see an appro- 
priation made for this purpose, because—— 

Mr. PAGE. It is not germane to any portion of this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. I know well the contractor for this work. 
By the Ist of November the appropriation already made will have been 
expended. In putting his plant there the contractor has been at an 
expense of over $100,000. If no appropriation be made this year, and 
the contractor is obliged to stop work, he must suffer a great loss. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman is not discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey will be heard 
on the point of order, if he desires. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey. 


I do not 


I have no doubt that it will be furnished within 


In that case I should be sorry to see it stricken 





should not be made in the same bill this year. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: ° 


That the Secretary of War shall prescribe such rules and regulations as may 
be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of said sums, and 
shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress annual reports, on or before 
January |, giving detailed statements of the work done, the expenditures made, 
and the effect of such work, together with such recommendations as he may 
deem it proper to lay before Congress. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
War to apply the money herein appropriated for improvements, other than sur- 
veys and estimates, in carrying on the various works, as far as can be without 
actual detriment to the interest of the Government, by contract. Where such 
works can not be done by contract without injury to the public interest, they 
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It does | 


i The appropriation made last year for | 
this purpose was in a river and harbor bill, and I do not know why it | 


may be prosecuted by hired labor. Where said works are done by contract such 
contract shall be made after sufficient public adverti ent for proposals, in such 
manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts 
shall be made with the lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by such securi- 
ties as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for the faithful prosecy- 
tion of the work according to such contract, and for the proper payment of «|| 
liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor and materia). 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 540, after the word “works,” strike out to and including the word 
‘labor,’ in line 544, and insert: 

‘By contract, except that works for which the appropriations herein made are 
| less than $10,000 may be prosecuted by hired labor; and that works under the 

direction of the Mississippi River Commission may be prosecuted by hired labor 
if in the opinion of said commission the interests of the Government are better 
subserved thereby.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Thisamendmentexplains itself. It has had 
the consideration, I believe, of the committee to some extent, and | 
hardly think they will object. to it. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman will allow me to inform him that the 
work on the Mississippi River is to be executed by the Secretary of 
War, not by the commission—only in accordance with the plans of the 
commission. It may be done by contract or by laboremployed direct] y 
by the Government. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then the amendment can be modified }y 
striking out ‘‘ commission’’ and inserting ‘‘ Secretary of War.” 

The object of this provision is to require that for all the important 
works contracts shall be made, so that there may be a proper account- 
ability, and that the large sums appropriated for these improvements 
may be advantageously expended. I offer the amendment in the in- 
terest of accountability to the Government and to the people. 

Mr. RANDALL. For several years, as I understand, the effort has 
been made so to arrange the law in this respect as to meet exactly the 
difficulties which at onetime existed. After full consultation as I under- 
stood with the Engineer Corps, the language of this bill as recommended 
by the committee has been agreed upon. I think it would be 4 danger- 
ous experiment to change it. 

Mr. KENNA. I donot know that I caught exactly the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DAvVIs] or the expression of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], but I desire to say that 
the clause as it stands in the bill is in the very words adopted year atter 
year for « number of years in billsof thiskind. The engineers in charge 
of the various improvements are familiar with these requirements? and 
I trust the provision will be allowed to remain as it is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ulinois. Mr. Chairman, in many places throughout 
the country proposed contracts for public works have been declined by 
the Government for one reason or another. Newmachinery, new plants, 
have been brought into use by the Government, and subsequently de 
stroyed, or sold for an inadequate price, thus entailing loss which should 
be avoided. My beliefis that the Government can contract for this 
service without devoting a large sum of money to procuring plant. We 
notice here to-night in reference to the improvement of the Missouri 
River that the entire appropriation last year was exhausted and used 
to build a snag-boat, and no improvement was made. My object is to 
let all the work under $10,000 be by hired labor if desired, but in large 
contracts I think the Government is better served if it should contraci 
down to the last dollar, and we will get better accountability than we 
now receive from that Department. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think there is sufficient discretion left in the 
hands of the Secretary of War to provide for any such case as the gen- 
tleman from Illinois refers to. 

Theamendment of Mr. DAvis, of Illinois, was rejected. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 553 insert the following: 

“ And upon the further condition that convict labor shall not be used or em- 
ployed on any of the works named in this bill.”’ 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not wish to make a speech, but will merely ask 
for a vote. 

Mr. LYNCH’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amendment to come in at the 
| end of line 553: 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

No sum of money appropriated for any improvement specified in this act 
| shall be expended until the Chief of Engineers shall report in writing to the 
| Secretary of War that the improvements named would be of public utility. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. That is in the bill now. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 97. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. PaGe as tellers. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 67, 
| noes 103. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BAYNE. I move after line 553 to insert the following. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to make 
such regulations as may be necessary to preserve and protect the channels of 


| the rivers and harbors herein appro for from damage, injury, or impair- 
| ment by the deposit of refuse or other matter or material, 

















1883. 


RI 


Mr. KENNA. I hope that amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That surveys shall hereafter be made upon application to, and authorization 


of, the Secretary of War, and in every case where surveys are ‘made the report | 


thereon shall embrace such information concerning the commercial importance, 
present and prospective, of the improvement contemplated thereby, and such 
general commercial statistics as the Secretary of War may be able to procure: 


Provided, That no survey shall be made of any harbors or rivers until the Chief 


of Engineers shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same by the 
local engineer in charge of the district, and then only when such local engineer 
shall have made such examination and shall have reported to said Chief of En- 
gineers that in his judgment said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, 
and that the work is a public necessity. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to insert after the word ‘‘engineers,”’ 
570, these words: ‘* with the approval of that oflicer.’’ 

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to add at the end of the paragraph the words 
I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In respect to commerce between the States, or with foreign countries. 


Mr. KASSON. That is to say the report shall state the work is a 
public necessity in respect to commerce between the States or with 
foreign countries. My object is to make a distinction between a work of 
benefit to a locality not larger than a State, and those works which in 
my judgment come up to the constitutional provision of commerce be- 
tween the States or with foreign countries. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KENNA. I move, in line 70, to strike out the words ‘‘in his 
judgment,”’ and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ in the judgment of the en- 
gineer in charge.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That such parts of the money appropriated by this or any previous act for any 
particular improvement, whether requiring locks or dams or otherwise, as may 
be necessary In the prosecution of such improvement, may be expended in the 
purchase, voluntary or by condemnation, as the case may be, of necessary sites : 
Provided, That such expenditure shall be under the direction of the Secretary of 
War: And provided further, That if the owners of such lands shall refuse to sell 
them at reasonable prices, then the prices to be paid shall be determined and 
the title and jurisdiction procured in the manner prescribed by the laws of the 
State in which such lands or sites are situated. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $49,999. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
last night this was stricken out 
Mr. ANDERSON. What is the motion? 


in line 


I move to insert the following 





The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Kentucky | 


will be again reported. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me state, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Kentucky proposes to insert the clause which was stricken out of the 
bill last night, on page 16 of the bill, the following words: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
amount that it should be. 

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection to the modification. On yesterday 
this was stricken out on motion of Mr. Wuirr, the colleague of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. He desires now that it may be reinserted in 
the bill in its proper place. 


Fifty-one thousand dollars is the 


imous consent that it be inserted in its proper place. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
I think, anywhere. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WHITE. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 152, 

So the amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the clause will be inserted in 
its proper place in the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask if the word ‘‘ otherwise,”’ 
in line 574, should not be ‘‘other works?’”’ I think this isa misprint, 
and I ask that the correction be made. 

Mr. PAGE. That is right; the correction should be made there. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. PAGE. The improvement of the Kentucky River, which has 
just been reinserted in the bill, I understand by unanimous consent 
is to be put in its original place in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been done. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say that I have objected to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late for the gentleman 
to object now; unanimons consent was asked and has been given. 


There can be no objection to this, 





noes 15. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| the Chair; but I rose in my place and said I objected 
| granted, however, that the objection had been entertained as it was 


I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that | 


If it be adopted by the committee and or- | 
dered to be reinserted I hope there will be no objection, and I ask unan- | 
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Mr. WHITE. I rose when the Chair put the question, and did not 
understand there was any request forunanimousconsent. 1 demanded 


| a division on the adoption of the resolution, but nothing was said about 


putting it in its original place in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that when unanimous consent was asked for no objection was 
made. 

Mr. WHITE. I rose to object 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow the 
Chair to state that when unanimous consent was asked for and given 
the eye of the Chair rested in that part of the Hall where the gentle 
man from Kentucky is now standing, and the eve of the Chair failed 
to notice the gentleman trom Kentucky on his feet. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say in response to what the Chair has said 


| that when the Chair put the question on the adoption of the resolution 


I objected. I did not object till the Chair put the question; but I sup 
posed, of course, that the objection which | made was entertained by 
the Chair, since I made it when the gentleman from California, the 
chairman of the committee, first made the request. The moment it 
was asked for I objected. [ objected to inserting in this bill $51,000 
for the Kentucky River. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky say to the 
Chair that the moment the Chair announced that by unanimous con 
sent this would he inserted in its proper place in the bill he rose in 
his place and addressed the Chair and made objection ? 

Mr. WHITE. I rose in my place. I donot remember if I addressed 
I took it for 


made before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman insists upon a literal construe 
tion of the rule. Now, the Chair will be compelled to apply a literal 
construction of the law to the gentleman from Kentucky. The Chair 
made the request for unanimous consent and the gentleman from Ken 
tucky did not rise in his place to object. Therefore the Chair now 
holds that it is too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire 
end of the bill 

The Clerk read as follows 

Provided, That no sum of money appropriated by this act for any improve 
ment therein named shall be expended until a board of five engineers of the 
Engineer Corps ot the Army, of which the Chiefof Engineers shall be the presi 
dent, who shall be detailed for that duty by the Secretary of War, with the ap 
proval of the Presideut, shall report in writing to the Secretary of War that the 
work named would be of public utility 

The CHAIRMAN 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there 

Mr. LEFEVRE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. LEFEVRE. Then I demand tellers on that vote 

Tellers were refused, 14 members only voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. I desire to offer an amend 
ment to which I think there will be no objection. Iam informed by 


to offer an amendment to come in at the 


The question is on the adoption of the amend 


were—ayes 33, noes 115. 


| members of the Committee on Commerce that they do not object to it 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will submit his amendment 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. I move in lines 70 and 71 of 
the bill toinsert “fifty ’’ after the word ‘‘ hundred;”’ so that it will read 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Carolina 
Continuing improvement, $150,000 

Mr. PAGE. You can not go back to that part of the bill 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order upon the amendment 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I make the point of order that the amendment can 


| not now be entertained 


Mr. BRAGG. We have passed that item in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that the point of order is 
well taken, that part of the bill having been passed. 

Mr. PAGE. I movethat the committee rise and report the bill to 


| the House with the recommendation that it pass as amended 


Mr. BRIGGS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BRIGGS. This bill has not been read in full. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk read the last line of the bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The Clerk has not concluded the reading of the bill 
I haye been observing it carefully and it was not read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all moneys hereby appropriated shall be immediately available 

The CHAIRMAN. 
refers ? 

Mr. BRIGGS. They are. 

The CHAIRMAN. They have been read now 

Mr. KASSON. I offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 585 add: 
“ Provided, That not more than $5,000,000 of the aggregate sum by this act ap- 


Are those the lines to which the gentleman 


| propriated shall be expended before the end of the fiscal year beginning the Ist 
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day of July next; nor in apportioning the same shall any larger sum be ex- 
aes for any objects designated in this act than the sum herein assigned 
therefor.”’ 


Mr. KASSON. I suppose of course there will be objection to this 
amendment. But, as in the other case, I desire to place upon record 
my judgment of the limit that ought to be put upon the bill passed at 
this session. I shall ask for a division upon it. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 59, 
noes 93. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the committee do now rise and report the 
bill to the House with the amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division; and I hope the Chair will 
count accurately. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 151, noes 12. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered—only 11 members voting therefor. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CANNON reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7631) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] isrec- 
ognized. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, 

Mr. PAGE. I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WHITE. Pending that I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on Mr. WHITE’s motion, there were—ayes 
6, noes 110. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 3 members voting therefor. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be on the amendments rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that they be reported. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that the question be taken on all the amendments 
as one question. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana require the read- 
ing of the amendments ? 

fr. HOLMAN. They are but fewinnumber. I think there ought 
to be some consideration of them in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAGE. I understand the gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
his call for the reading of the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have noted the amendments in my own copy of 
the bill. Unless some other gentleman desires to hear them read, I 
withdraw the call for the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the reading of the amendments 
being withdrawn, the question is on agreeing to the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill as amended. [Mr. ANDERSON rose.] For what 
purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with instructions to report a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

r. PAGE. I move the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

I desire to say, while I would be entitled to an hour, I do not desire 
totake any time. I had promised a portion of my time to the gentle- 
mn = og New “49 {Mr. Dwieut] and the gentleman from isi- 
ana [Mr. Grpson]. I do not pro myself to occu time, and 
these gentlemen have kindly notified 4 


any 
me that they would not claim the 





floor if I can obtain for all gentlemen who desire it permission to print 
in the RecorD their remarks on the river and harbor bill. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. [See Appendix. } 


Mr. HOUSE. Let us now have a vote. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Commerce, with instructions to report as a substitute for the bill what 


I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


smut mts et el el eee 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $3,000,000 be hereby appropriated, out of 


n the Treasury not otherwise 


ited, to be expended under the 


moneys ii ppropria 
diresion of the nara of War in the preservation of the public works con- 


structed by the United 


in its rivers and harbors. 


The question bring taken on a viva voce vote, the Speaker stated that 


the ‘‘noes’’ evidently had it. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 144. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions was not to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Pace] de- 
mands the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous ques 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to know whether the omission in the title of 
the bill of the fiscal year was intentional. 

The SPEAKER. The title is no part of the bill. 


title can be chan 


after the bill is 


If necessary, the 


passed. 
Mr. PAGE. The bill does not refer to the next fiscal year. The 
money appropriated is immediately available. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill, and in 
accordance with the rule will be taken by yeas and nays. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 90, not vot- 


ing 90; as follows: 





YEAS—111. 
Aiken, Dunn, Jones, George W. 
Aldrich, Dunnell, Jones, James K. 
Atkins, Ellis, Jorgensen, 
Bayne, Errett, Kenna, 
Bisbee, Evins, King, 
Blackburn, Farwell,Chas.B. Lewis, 
Blanchard, Farwell, Sewell 8S. Lord 
Brewer, Ford, L ch, 
Buchanan, Forney, Manning, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Frost, Martin, 
Calkins, Fulkerson, Mason, 
Candler, yeorge, McLean, Jas. H. 
Cannon, Gibson, MeMillin, 
Carpenter, Guenther, Mills, 
Chapman, Harris, Benj. W. Money, 
Clardy, Haseltine, Moore, 
Clark, Hatch, Muldrow, 
Cléments, Hazelton, Oates, 
took, Hortost, - + a ge 
Covington, ewitt, G. W. ‘age, 
c — Hoblitzell, Paul, 
Cravens, Hooker, Peirce, 
Culberson, Horr, Pettibone, 
Darral]l, Houk, Pound, 
Davis, Lowndes H. House, Reese 
Dawes Hubbell, Rice, John B. 
Dezendorf, Hubbs, ich, 
Dibrell, Humphrey, Richardson, J. 8. 
NAYS—9. 
Anderson, Doxey, Lacey, 
Atherton, Dwight, Leedom, 
Barr Fisher, Le Fevre, 
Beach, Flower, McCook, 
Belmont, des, Morey, 
Beltzhoover, shalk, Morrison, 
Berry, Grout, Morse, 
~ Hall Mutchler, 
Bowman, Hardenbergh, Norcross, 
Bragg, Hardy, yson, 
Briggs, Harmer, Peelle, 
Buck, He rn, Prescott, 
Burrows, J. C. Hill, Randall, 
Cam ll, Hiscock, Ranney, 
dy, Hitt, Richardson, D. P. 
Caswell, Holman, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Cobb, Hutchins, Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Colerick, Jacobs, Robinson, Wm. E 
Cox, William R. Jadwin, Ryan, 
Cullen, Jones, Phineas Scales, 
Curtin, Kasson, Scoville, 
. Ketcham, Shallenberger, 
Davis, George R. Klotz, Sherwin, 
NOT VOTING—90. 
Armfield, Butterworth, Davidson, 
Belford, Caldwell, De Motte, 
Black, Cam Deuster, 
Bland, Carlisle, Dingley, 
Blount, Conve. Dusro 
un’ verse, . 
Browne, Ermentrout, 
b Cox, Samuel S. Garrison, 
Buckner, wiley, Gunter, 


Ritchie, 

Robertson, 
Robeson, 
Rosecrans, 


Ross, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smal 


Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 

Willis, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Shultz, 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Sparks, 
Springer, 

le, 
Stocks r, 
Taylor, Joseph D. 
Townshend, R. W. 
Turner, Oscar 
Tyler, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
Warner, 


Wood "Walter A. 


Hammond, John 

Hammond, N. J. 
Henry S. 

Haskell, 

Heil 
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The SPEAKER. If there is no objection it will be so ordered. 
Mr. WHITE. I call for a division on that vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 
Mr. WHITE. I called for it in time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuirr] 


| states that he rose in time and calked for a division on the motion to 


Kelley, Miles, Reed, Thompson, Wm. G. | 
Knott, Miller, Rice, Theron M. Tucker, ; 
Ladd, Mosgrove, Rice, Wm. W. Turner, Henry G. 
Latham, Moulton, Russell, Updegraff, 
Lindsey, Murch, Scranton, Valentine, 
Mackey, Neal, Shelley, Van Aernam, 
Marsh, Nolan, Singleton, J. W. Williams, Chas. G. 
Matson, Pacheco, Skinner, Williams, Thomas 
McClure, Parker, Smith, A. Herr Wilson, 
McCoid, Phelps, Smith, Dietrich C. Wood, Benjamin 
McKenzie, Phister, Spaulding, Young. 
McKinley, Ray, peer. 
McLane, Robt. M. Reagan, Taylor, Ezra B. 

So the bill was passed. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. THompson, of Iowa, with Mr. DuGro. 

Mr. REED with Mr. HAMMOND of Georgia. 

Mr. PACHECO with Mr. PHISTER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. NEAL. 

Mr. MILEs with Mr. SINGLETON of Illinois. 

Mr. De Morte with Mr. MATSon. 

Mr. RuSSELL with Mr. WILLIAMs of Alabama. 

Mr. SmiTH, of Illinois, with Mr. Mouton. 

Mr. CHACE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. SmiTH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. BARBOUR. 

Mr. RAY with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 7 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. DEERING with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. MACKEY with Mr. Ricé& of Missouri. 

Mr. BRuMM with Mr. MCKENZIE. 

Mr. LINDSEY with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. E. B. TAYLOor. 
voted ‘‘aye’’ and Mr. UPDEGRAFF ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. DWIGHT. I desire tostate that Mr. CoNVERSE, of Ohio, is ab- 
sent on account of iliness. If here, he would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. 


Mr. TAYLOR would have 





I was paired during the afternoon with Mr. | 


ARMFIELD, of North Carolina; the pair was not to extend further than | 


this afternoon. I understand, however, that he has gone home unwell; 
and therefore, to protect him, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague, Mr. MATSON, is detained from the 
House on account of sickness. If here, he would vote ‘‘ no.’’ 

Mr. McCOOK. My colleague, Mr. SKINNER, isabsent by leave ofthe 
House on account of sickness in his family. If present, he would vote 
against this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say that if I was not paired with Mr. 
REAGAN, Of Texas, I should vote *‘no.”’ 

Mr. REESE. 
Georgia, is absent on account of indisposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I notice that it is announced that Mr. Ham- 
MOND, of New York, is paired with Mr. REAGAN. Ifo, I would like 
to vote. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If lamnotpaired with Mr. REAGAN, of Texas, 
I think I should be allowed to vote. My colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
paired me with Mr. REAGAN yesterday, and if the pair has been changed 
it was without my knowledge and consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think my colleague isentitled to vote, under the 
cireumstances. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late under the rules. 

Mr. WALKER. My colleague, Mr. BkuMM, desires me to say that 
if he were present he would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been requested to state that Mr. 
Joyce, of Vermont, is absent this evening on account of sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. STEELE. 
indisposition. If here, he would vote *‘no.”’ 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. Russe, 
has been called home in consequence of sickness in his family. He is 
paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. If they were present, Mr. 
RUSSELL would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I understand that Mr. WILLIAMS 
would vote ‘‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names. 

The Clerk began the reading of the names. 


My colleague, Mr. BROWNE, is absent on account of 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Burrows, rose 
immediately on the announcement by the Speaker of the vote 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken by a division 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 24. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. ANDERSON were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, This is the regular order. 
their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 27. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I waive the question of a quorum. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


The tellers will take 


LEAVE TO PRINT 

Mr. McLEAN, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp remarks on one of the provisions of the 
deficiency appropriation bill. [See Appendix. } 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In justice to my colleague [Mr. 
HENDERSON | I wish to state that I paired him to-day with the gentle- 
man from Texas | Mr. REAGAN], who was absent on account of illness. 
I understand now the gentleman from Texas is paired with some one 
else, but he was first paired with my colleague. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I move to suspend the rules and pass a bill to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some 
accessible point within ten miles below and five miles above the city of 
Kansas City, Missouri. 

Mr. CASWELL. 

The SPEAKER 


I desire to submit a privileged report. 
Pending another proposition that can not be done. 


The bill which the gentleman from Missouri moves to pass under a sus 


I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. TURNER, of | 


pension of the rules will be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the attention of the House for a moment. I 
believe that a privileged report should have preference over this busi 
hess. 

The SPEAKER. It has not preference of a pending proposition ; it 
would have preference over a proposition not pending. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I appeal tothe gentleman trom Missouri [ Mr. VAN 
HORN] to withdraw this bill and let the conferees on the part of the 
House on the Post-Office appropriation bill make a report. 


There are 
three or four of these bridge bills. 


I am in favor of all of them; and 


| will come here to-morrow morning to help pass them. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I think this bill of the gentleman from Missouri 
had better not be pressed now. The gentleman will save time by with- 
drawing it for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Chillicothe and Kansas City Railway ¢ oY a 


corporation organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, 


| authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the 


Missouri River, at some accessible point consistent with the interests of the river 


| navigation within five miles above and ten miles below the present railroad 


Mr. WHITE said: I notice that the name of Mr. JoserH H. BurRows | 


is announced in the affirmative. I do not think he has been here this 


evening. 
The SPEAKER. The reading of the names can not be interrupted. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the names, but before concluding, 

Mr. WHITE said: I withdraw the demand for the reading of the 
names. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 





bridge across said river, at the city of Kansas City, in the county of Jackson and 
State of Missouri. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railway trains, and, at the option of the corporation by which it may be built, 
may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit 
of animals, and for foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be 
approved from time to time by the Secretary of War 

See, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
bea lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of 
the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or for pas- 
sengers and freight passing over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroad or public highways leading to the said bridge ; 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
States, 

Sec, 3. That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, 
the spans thereof shall not be less than three hundred feet in length in the clear, 
and the main span shall be over the main channelofthe river. The lowest part 
of the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least fifty feet above extreme high- 
water mark, as understood at the point of location, and at least eighty feet above 
low-water, and the bridge shall be at right angles to, and its piers parallel with, 
the current of the river: Provided, That if the same shall be constructed as a 
draw-bridge, it shall have two or more pivot or draw span openings over the 
main channel of the river, giving two hundred feet clear channel-way in each 
opening, and the piers of said bridge shal] be parallel with, and the bridge itself 
at right angles to, the current of the river. Iso that all fixed spans located be- 
tween the shore lines, at the medium stage of water, shall be three hundred feet 
or more in length, and that the clear head-room under such spans shall not be 
less than ten feet at highest water: Provided also, Thatsaid draw shall be opened 
promptly by said company, upon reasonable signal, for the passage of boats; 
and said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset 
till sunrise, such lights or other signalson said bridge as the Light-House Board 
shal! prescribe, No bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority of 
thisact which shall atany time substantially or materially obstruct the free navi- 
gation of said river, and if any bridge erected undersuch authority shall, in the 
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opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation, he is hereby author- 
ized to cause such change or alteration of said bridgeto be made as will effect- 
ually obviate such obstruction ; and all such alterationsshal! be made and all such 
obstructions be removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge. 
And incase of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction 
to the free navigation of said river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, 
the case may be brought in the district court of the United States of the State of 
Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located : 
Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the provisionsof law now existing in reference to the protection 
of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from the operation of the 
sume. 

Src. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a 


reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said | 


j " | and location. Until the said board, so appointed as aforesaid, shal approve thy 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such use | 


shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions 
to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them 
shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hearing of the allegations and 
proofs of the parties: Provided, That the provisions of section 2 in regard to 
charges for passengers and freight across s#id bridge shall not govern the Sec- 
retary of War in determining any question arising as to the sum to be paid to 
the ownew of said bridge by said companies for the use of said bridge. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 


built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- | 


gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 


object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for | bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such us: 


his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map 
of the location, giving for the space of one mile above and one mile below the 
proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 
high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and 
the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any 
other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be built; and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge 
during the progress of construction such change shall be subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 

Smo. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, And the right to require any changes in said structure or its entire 
removal, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decide 
that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to say that the Committee on Commerce 
considered this bill, or a bill precisely like it, and reported it unani- 
mously. 

The motion of Mr. VAN HORN to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H. R. 7682) was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof ). 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York , Mr. Hiscock] 
stated that there was a privileged report to be presented. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have concluded to defer it until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the report ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The conferees of the two Houses have been unable 
to agree, the points of difference being the two items on which a disa- 
zreement was reported the othertlay. The Senate conferees refused to 
recede from either of those items. 

A Member. What are they? 

Mr. HISCOCK. One is in reference to the compensation of subsi- 
dized roads; the other in relation to special mail facilities. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have a fuller House when 
we vote on that question. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 
rum present. 


Mr. RANDALL. I hope we shall not adjourn. I desire to have 
passed a bill to remove the political disabilities of a confederate soldier. 
The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was not agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROssS THAMES RIVER, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. BUCK. I move to suspend the rules so as to take from the House 
Calendar House bill No. 7115 and pass the same, with the amendments 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


A bill to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Thames River, near 
New London, in the State of Connecticut, and declare it a post-route. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the bridge across the Thames River, not below 
Winthrop’s Point, and also across any inlet thereof, in the State of Connecticut, 
to be constructed under and by virtue of joint resolujion of the Legislature of 
the State of Connecticut entitled “A resolution authorizing the New York, 
Providence and Boston Railroad Company to bridge the Thames River, and to 
extend its lines,’ passed at its January session, 1882, is hereby declared to be, 
when completed in accordance with the aforesaid joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Connecticut, a lawful structure and a post-route for the 
conveyance of the mails of the United States: Provided, That no higher charge 
shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and 
the munitions of war of the United States, or for passengers and freight passing 
over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over the 
railroads leading to the said bridge; and it shall enjoy the rights and privi- 
leges of other post-roads in the United States: And provided further, That the 
said bridge shall be built with a pivot<iraw, not less than five hundred feet in 
length, and so as to not practicaily interfere with the navigation of said river 
for commercial or naval purposes, or the usefulness and efficiency of the navy- 
yard upon the same. In order to secure a compliance with these conditions, 
the said New York, Providence and Boston Railroad Company, previous to 
commencing the construction of said bridge, shall submit to the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy of the Thited States a plan of said bridge, 
and of the location thereof, with a detailed map of the river at the eee site 
of said bridge, and for the distance of a mile above and below such site, ex- 
hibiting such information touching said bridge and river as may be deemed 
requisite by said Secretary of War and said Secretary of the Navy to determine 
whether the said bridge, when built, will conform to the prescribed conditions 


There is no quo- 
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of this act, to not practically interfere with the navigation of said rive 
mercial and naval purposes, or the usefulness and efficiency of the 
upon the same. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are hereby 
authorized and directed, upon receiving said plan and map and other inform, 
tion, and on the application of said railroad company, to designate a board oy 
competent Army and Navy officers toexamine such plan and location, and if. j, 
the opinion of said board, such plan and location, or any modification theres; 
will not practically interfere with the navigation of said river for commercia| 
and naval purposes, orthe usefulness and efficiency of the navy-yard upon th, 
same, said board is hereby authorized to approve the same. The approval of 
said board shall be filed with the Secretary of War, and upon the filing theres; 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in writing, to notify said railroa:d 


r for com 
HaVY-vared 


| company thereof; and, upon receiving such notification, the said company may 


proceed to the erection of said bridge, conforming strictly to such approved j|» 
plan and location of said bridge, and the Secretary of War shall, in writing 
notify said railroad company of the same, said bridge shall not be built or com 
menced., And the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed as ;., 
offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through said struc 
ure; and to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there shall be display: 
on said bridge, from the hour of sunset to thatof sunrise, such lights as may |» 


| prescribed by the Secretary of War. 





Seo. 3. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shal! hay, 
nnd be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway, 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use ; and in case the owner or owners of sai: 


shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid and upon rules and eo) 
ditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all mattersat issue | 
tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
legations and proofs of the parties: Provided, That the provisions of sectio), | 
in regard to charges for passengers and freight across said bridge shall not go. 
ern the Secretary of War in determining any question arising as to the sum o) 
sums to be paid to the owners of said bridge by said companies for the use « 
said bridge. 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby express|, 
reserved, And the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entir: 
removal, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decid: 
that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 


The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to (two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof), and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules so as to take trom 
the House Calendar and pass the bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a rail 
way bridge across the [linois River, extending from a point within 
five miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within tive 
miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Litchfield, Carrollton and Western Railroad Con) 
pany, its successors and assigns, are hereby authorized and empowered to erect 
establish, and maintain a railway bridge across the Illinois Siver. extending 
from a point, to be by them selected, within five miles of Columbiana, in Green: 
County, to a point, to be selected by them, within five miles of Farrowtown, | 
Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois; and that said bridge shall not inter:er 
with the free navigation of said river beyond what is necessary in order to carry 
into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted ; and in case of any litigation 
arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of sic 
river, the cause may be tried before the district court of the United States for thy 
southern district of the State of Illinois, 

Sec, 2, That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the o; 
tion of the company building the same, be built as a draw-bridge, with a pivot 
or other form of draw, or with unbroken or continuous spans: Provided, That 
if the said bridge shall be built with unbroken or continuous spans, it shall no 
be of less elevation in any case than fifty feet above extreme high-water mark, 
as understood at med peer of location, to the bottom chord of the bridge, nor 
shall the spans of said bridge be less than two hundred and fifty feet in length 
and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of said river, and 
the main span shall be over the main channel of the river, and not less than 
three hundred feet in length: And provided also, That if any bridge built under 
this act shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the same shall be constructed «+ 
a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel of the river at an 
cessible and navigable point, and with spans of not less than one hundred and 
sixty feet in length in the clear on each side of the central or pivot pier of th: 
draw ; and the next adjoining spans to the draw shall not be lessthan two hun 
dred and fifty feet, and said spans shall not be less than thirty feet above low 
water mark and not less than ten feet above extreme high-water mark, measu' 
ing to the bottom chord of the bridge; and the piers of said bridge shal! be par- 
allel with the current of the river where said bridge may be erected: And pro- 
vided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, 
for the passage of boats. 

Src, 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limita- 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be known and recognized as a post- 
route,and the same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which also no 
higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the 
troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or for passengers or freight 
passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile wy. for their transportation over 
the railroads and public highways leading to the said bridge; and the United 
States shall have the right of way for a postal telegraph across said bridge. 

Sec. 4. That all railway companies desiring to use said bridge shall have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the of the same, and in the 
use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the cugeepenes thereto, un 
der and upon such terms and conditions as shall be prescri by the Secretary 
of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of parties, in case they shal! 
not agree. 

Sec, 5, That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located unde: 
and subject to such lations for the security of navigation of said river as thy 
Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said company or 
corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and appre 
val, a design and drawings of said bridge, anda map of the location, giving, for 
the space of one mile above and one mile below the proposed location, the topox 
raphy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the 
direction and stre of the current at all and the surroundings, accu- 
rately showing the of the stream, the on of any other bri or bridges, 
and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a fall and satis- 
factory understanding of the subject ; and until the said plan and location of the 
ns earners the Secre of War the bridge shall not be built; and 
should any change be made in the of said bridge during the process of con 
ion, such shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 
And the said structure shall be at all times so and kept as to offer 
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reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
structure ; and to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there shall be dis- 
played on said bridge, from the hour of sunset to that of sunrise, such lights as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War; and the said structure shall be 
changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as 
Congress may direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of 
said river; and the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject 
to revocation and modification by law, whenever the public good shail in the 
judgment of Congress so require, without any expense or charge to the United 
States. 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. ; 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pass- 
age. 

The motion tosuspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof). 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that the House adjourn ; and 
| insist on my motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion ; 
I desire to have passed a bill for the removal of political disabilities. 

Mr. WHITE. I appeal to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Bur- 
rows] to let the case of this repentant rebel come in. 

The motion of Mr. BuRRows, of Michigan, was not agreed to. 


SAMUEL H. LOCKETT. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to suspend the rites so as to pass the bill 
(H. R. 2816) to remove the legal and political disabilities of Samuel H. 
Lockett, of Alabama. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 
all legal and political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 


Constitution of the United Stites be, and the same are hereby, removed from 
Samuel I. Lockett, of Alabama. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. We ought to be assured that 
this bill has been reported from a committee. I have no doubt that it 
has been. 

Mr. MANNING. I made the report from the Judiciary Committee, 
and it was unanimous. 

The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to 
(two-thirds voting in tavor thereot ). 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERs. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. 
R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I demand a second. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House do now adjourn. 
on a quorum for the rest of the evening. 

Mr. RYAN. We might as well adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam opposed to the bill and shall resist it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. This can not pass unless a quo- 
rum is present. I do not object to its standing over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It had better go over until to-morrow as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 1 object to that. 

The question recurred on Mr. HOLMAN’S motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 54. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask by unanimous consent that this shall go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the demand pending for a second? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. Letus have unanimous consent to that 
I hope no one will object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will object hereafter to any business being done 
without a quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is acceptable to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
business. 

Mr. FLOWER. It was not so with me, for I was on the floor the 
other day and on the Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill must be considered in some shape. 

TheSPEAKER. Is it desired to have the bill printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will be 
printed in the Recorp and go over as unfinished business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a demand for a second pending. 

The SPEAKER. That can be made at the time the bill is read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made it before at the proper time but lost my 
opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. You made it after the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made it as soon as the Speaker stated it. 

The SPEAKER. But not before the question was put. The Chair 
understands the right to demand a second is reserved. 


I shall insist 


All I desire is to have a standing in the House for 


It now goes over as unfinished 





Mr. HISCOCK. I hope we will adjourn with that understanding 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill as reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the respective compensation of postmasters of the first 
second, and third classes shall be annual salaries, assigned in even hundreds of 
dollars and payable in quarterly payments, to be ascertained and fixed by the 
Postmaster-General from their respective quarterly returns to the Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department or copies or duplicates thereof to 
be forwarded to the First Assistant Postmaster-General for four quarters imme- 
diately preceding the adjustment, at the following rates, namely 

First class 

Gross receipts, 0,000, and not exceeding $45,000, salary, $3,000 

Gross receipts, $45,000, and not exceeding $60,000, salary, $3,100. 

(rross receipts, 960,000, and not exceeding $80,000, salary, $3,200. 

Gross receipts, $80,000, and not exceeding $110,000, salary, $3,300. 

Gross receipts, $110,000, and not exceeding $150,000, salary, $3,400. 

Gross receipts, $150,000, and not exceeding $200,000, salary, $3,500 

Gross receipts, $200,000, and not exceeding $260,000, salary, $3,600. 

Gross receipts, $260,000, and not exceeding $330,000, salary, $3,700 

Gross receipts, $330,000, and not exceeding $400,000, salary, $3,800. 

Gross receipts, $400,000, and not exceeding $450,000, salary, $3,900 

Gross receipts, $450,000, and not exceeding $500,000 salary. $4,000, 

Gross receipts, 500,900, and not exceeding $600,000 salary, $5,000 

Gross receipts, $600,000 and upward, salary, $5,000 : 

Second class 

CGrross receipts, 38,000, and not exceed ng 30,000, salary, $2,000 

Crross receipts, $9,000, and not exceeding $10,000, salary, $2. 100 

Gross receipts, SL0,000, and not exceeding $11,000, salary, $2.2 

Gross receipts, $11,000, and not exceeding $15,000, salary, § 

Cross receipts, $13,000, and not exceeding $16,000, salary, $, 

Gross receipts, $16,000, and not exceeding $20,000, salary, $2, 

Gross receipts, $20,000, and not exceeding »24,000, salary, 

Gross receipts, $24,000, and not exceeding 330,000, salary, 

Ch ross receipts, 330,000, and not exce eding 335,000, salary, 

Gross receipts, $35,000, and not exceeding M0,000, salary, $2 

Phir 

Crross receipts, $1,900, and not exceeding $2,100, salary, $1,000 

Gross receipts, 52.100, and not exceeding $2,400, salary, $1,100 

(rross receipts, $2,400, and not exceeding $2,700, salary, $1,002. 

Gross receipts, $2,700, and not exceeding § salary, $1,300, 

Gross receipts, $3,000, and not exceeding $3,500, salary, $1,400 

pts, 83.500, and not exceeding $4,200, salary, $1,500 
Gross receipts, 4,200, and not excceding $5,000, salary, $1,600 














Ciross rece 


Gross r 8, 35.000, and not exceeding $6,000, salary, $1,700 
Gsross receipts, $5,000, and not exceeding $7,000, salary, $1,800 
Gross receipts, $7,000, and not exceeding $8.00), salary, 31,900 


And in order to ascertain the amount of the postal receipts of each office, the 
Postmaster-General may require postmasters to furnish the Department with 
certified copies of their quarterly returns to the auditor at such times and for 
such periods as he may deem necessary in each case 

Fourth class 

Sec. 2. That the compensation of postmasters of the fourth class shall be tixed 
upon the basis of the whole of the box-rents collected at their offices and com 
missions upon the amount of canceled postage-due stamps (provided for in se« 
tion 270 of the Revised Laws and Regulations, edition of 1879), and on postage 
stamps, official stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and newspaper and 
periodical stamps canceled on matter actually mailed at their offices, and on 
wmounts received from waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, and twine 


sold, at the following rates, namely: On the first SW or kk ss per quarter, 109 per 
cent.: on the next *100 or less per quarter, 60 per cent on the next S200 or less 
per quarter, 50 per cent.; and on all the balance 1) per cent., the same to be a 

certained and allowed by the auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Oflice Depart 
ment in the settlement of the secounts of such postmasters upon their sworn 
quarterly returus: Provided, That when the compensation of any postmaster of 
this class shall re h $250 for four conseeutive quarters each. exclusive of com 


missions on money-order business, and when the returns to the auditor for four 
juarters shall show him to be entitled to a eompensation in excess 
of 3250 per quarter, the auditor shall report such fact to the Postmaster-General, 
who shall assigu the office to its proper class and fix the salary of the postmaster 
as provided by section 1 of this act: Provided further, That in no ease shall there 
be allowed to any postmaster of this class a compensation greater than $250 in 
any one of the first three-quarters of any fiscal year, exclusive of money-ordet 
commissions, and Yn the last quarter of each fiscal year there shall be allowed 
such further sum as he may be entitled to under the provisions of this act, not 
exceeding for the whole fiscal vear the sum of =1,000, exclusive of money-order 


consecutive 


COTRMLISSIONS 

Sec. 3. That the Postmaster-General shall make all orders relative to the saln 
ries of posimasters; and any change made in such salaries shall not take effect 
until the first day of the quarter next following the order ind the auditor shall 
be notified of any and all changes of salaries 

Sec. 4. That the salaries of postmasters of the first, second, and third classes 
shail be read ed by the Postmaster-General, the first adjustment (under this 
uct) to take effect simultaneously with the reduction of the rates of postage, and 
thereafter at the beginning of each fis al year and the salary of the postmaster 
at Washington city, District of Columbia, shall be $5,000; and in no case shall the 


salary of any postmaster exceed the sum of 36,000, exceptin the city of New York 
where the salary of the postmaster shall remain as now fixed by law, at $8,000 
per annum 


WOMAN SUFFRAGI 


Mr. WHITE, by unanimons consent, from the Special Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, reported back the joint resolution (H. Res. 255) pro 
posing an amendment to the Constitution; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As a member of that committee I have not seen 
the report, and do not know whether it meets with my concurrence 

Mr. WHITE. I ask by unanimous consent that the minority may 
have leave to submit their views to be printed with the majority report 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC, 
Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Military 


| Affairs, reported back joint resolution (H. Res. 336) granting the use of 


| tents, &c., at the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic of the 
| Department of Pennsylvania on the battlefield of Gettysburgh in July, 


fe 








Soe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





bal 


MARCH 2? 





1883 ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the Post-Office bill goes over as un- 
finished business, with the demand for a second pending, and therefore 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes a. m., March 2) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitionsand papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, under 
the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial ofthe Legislature of Arizona Territory, 
asking for the appointment of a commissioner to investigate matters at 
the Papago Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of P. H. Williams and 80 others, 
citizens of Hilton, Kansas, for free lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Lenette M. Frost, of Queens 
County, New York, for an extension of patent—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Thepetition of James S. White & Co. and others, 
praying for the repeal of sections 2907 and 2908 of existing law which 
requires the addition of inland transportation, costs, and charges to the 
al valorem cost of goods—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: The resolutions of superintendents of schools 
in the State of Virginia, adopted at a meeting held in the city of Rich- 
mond, February 28, 1883, relative to educational matters—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. 8. 8. FARWELL: The petition of citizens of Scott, and of 
cifizens of Clinton County, Iowa, relative to the duty on lumber—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, March 2, 1383. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
J. BuLLocK, D. D. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings, when, on motionof Mr. PLUMB, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CREDENTIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of Shelby 
M. Cullom, chosen by the Legislature of Illinois a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented the credentials of Charles F. Mander- 
son, chosen by the Legislature of Nebraska a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered to be 
filed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented resolutions of the Wilmington (Dela- 
ware) Typographical Union, remonstrating against proposed legislation 
adverse to union printers in the Government Printing Office; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION B&LL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to make a report from a conference commit- 
tee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Should not the bills that came from the House 
last night be laid before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This takes precedence. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present the report of the conference committee on 
the District appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7181) making epprcnceinens to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend a do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 25, 27, 32, 
34, 35, 37, 88, 47, 55, 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 81, 82, 98, 101, 113, and 114, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29, 30, 31, 
36, 39, 40, 41, 42,43, 44, 49,50, 51, 52, 53, 57, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 66, 67, 68, 73, 74, 75, 
77, 79, 88, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 96, 97, 100, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 
109, 111, and 112; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu ofthe 
sum proposed in said amendment insert $1,900; on page 4, in line 9 of the bill 
strike out “two” and insert“ three ;"’ and in line 10 strike out “twoclerks” and 
insert “one clerk ;" and in line 11 strike out the word “each;” and theSenate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its di ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to thie same with an amend- 


| theamendment of the Senate numbered 33, and 





— 


ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $61,450; ’ 
agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its 


"and the Senate 


tothe disagreement to 
. agree same wi . 
ment as follows: Strike out all after the word “full,” in line 3, down to and om 


cluding line 6 of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. ™ 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreemey | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and to the same with amen. 
ments as follows: In line 1 of srid amendment, after the word “ building,” j), 
sert “ by the commissioners of the District ;" and in line 2, after the word “ be 
oo ‘prepared by the inspector of buildings and;” and the Senate agree {, 
the same. ? 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement \,, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum pro by said amendment insert 
** $10,000, $5,000 of which shall be used for building a house on the premises 
under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia; " and (). 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement to 1}, 

dment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amen: 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by saia 
amendment insert the following : 3 

“And hereafter the commissioners of the District of Columbia are required {. 
visit and investigate the management of all the institutions of charity withj;, 
the District which may be appropriated for, and shall require an itemized report 
of receipts and expenditures to be made to them to be transmitted with their a), 
nual report to Congress,”’ 

And the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to t}): 
amendment of .he Senate numbered M4, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend 
mentinsert the following: 

* And in case a contract can not be made at that rate the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are hereby authorized to substitute other illuminating mua- 
terial for the same or less price and to use so much of the sum hereby appropri 
atedasmay be necessary for that purpose.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 

dment of the 8 te numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “$1,000: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
“eighty ;” and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreemeit 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“* $301 ,560;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amend t bered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed by said amendment insert * $45, 
675;”"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert 
**$1,000;"? and on page 17, in line 15 of the bill, beforethe word “ dollars,” insert 
“and fifty ;”’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word “two” and 
insert the word “three;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered %, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “ four”’ and insert the word “five; 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $56,000,” and add the fo! 


lowing as a new : 
us forthe John F. Cook School Building, $2,500; for 











ana 


“For new heating ap 
the Randal! School Building, $2,400; for the Miner School Building, $3,900; for 
the Abbott School Building, $3,200; in all, $12,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

A d t bered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the dment ofthe Senate numbered 110, and tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out, insert the 
following: 7 

“ And the time allowed for filing claims in the Court of Claims under an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against 
the District of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
hear the same and for other pur \ omnreves June 16, 1880, be, and the sane 
is hereby, extended thirty days 4 and after the approval of this act; and al! 
claims rfot so presented shall be forewer barred.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 








P. B. PLUMB, 

F, M. COCKRELL, 

H. L. DAWES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. H. KETCHAM, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was concurred in. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to excuse me from service upon 
the committee appointed yesterday to examine the Mississippi River 
improvement, under resolution passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate excuse the Senator 
from Minnesota? The Chair hears no objection; and the Chair appoints 
in his place the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER. ] 

HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. May I ask that the bill for the improvement o! 


rivers and harbors be taken up and referred ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills received from the House 
last night were sent to the Printer, and have not yet been returned. 
They are expected back every moment. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. When they arrive I shall ask that they be laid 
before the Senate. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave, from the Committee on Education and La- 
por, to report back the bill (S. 12:1) to provide for the preparation of a 


centennial record of the Government of the United States, without rec- | 


ommendation as to action, and I ask for the printing of the documents 
accompanying the same. ; 
The documents were ordered to be printed. . 


Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is on the table a resolution for the printing of | : ; 
: | its present consideration. 


the annual report of the Commissioner of Education, which passed the 
Senate at the last session with an amendment decreasing the number 
7,000 copies, 20,000 being the number of copies the original resolution 
called for. The vote was very close, and after the resolution was passed 
as amended by the Senate the chairman of the Committee on Printing 
said to me that if the resolution were recalled he would make no further 


opposition to its passing as originally prepared; that is, 20,000 instead | 


of 13,000 copies, whereupon the Senate voted to recall the resolution. 
I had entered my motion to reconsider the vote, and now I should like 
to call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is still in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is necessary to act this morning, it is so late in the 
session; but I will wait until the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON submitted the report of the Congressional Board of 
Visitors to the West Point Military Academy for 1882; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the 
costs of advertising property levied on by the collector of United States 
internal revenue in the fifth district of the State of Virginia, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was | 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1843) dedicating the military reservation at 
Plattsburgh, New York, to the village of Plattsburgh fora public park, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to 
make a couple of reports, for which I would like consideration at the 
present time. They have been waiting for a long time to get these two 
measures before the Senate. The facts are agreed upon. I report 
first the bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann, without 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands this is a bill 
which has been reported and is on the Calendar. It is not in order to 
report it now. It is on the Calendar already. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like to have it considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are now in 
order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2073) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2401) for the relief of William H. Simmons, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. [I rise to the consideration of a report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, which has been partially considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not in order now. 

Mr. JONAS, from the Select Committee to Investigate and Report 
the Best Means of Preventing the Introduction and Spread of Epidemic 
Diseases, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2318) to establish a floating 
ward in the port of New Orleans, reported it with amendments. 





| part of the ILouse 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims to report | 


back the bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son, 


favorably without amendment; and as it isa very simple affair I should | 


like to have it considered now. 
Mr. MORGAN. I object to its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar 


HEIRS OF LOYAL COWLES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 


lowing resolution submitted by Mr. BARROW on the 5th of February, | 


reported it without amendment. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Acting Secretary of the Senate be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the legal heirs of Loyal Cowles, deceased, late assistant in the sta- 


223 


XIV. 








| read the third time, and passed. 


tionery-room of the Senate, the sum of $500, being an amount equal to six 
months’ salary as assistant aforesaid ; the above sum to be considered as includ 
ing the funeral expenses and all other allowances 


The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 


| which was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Representa 


tives to print additional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint, 
to report it without amendment and recommend its passage. I ask for 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and concurred 
in, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representat s (the Senate cor 


rcurring therein), That 9,000 
copies of the report of the Director of the Mint onthe annual production of gold 
and silver in the United States be printed; 4,000 copies for the use of the Hous« 
of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for 
the use of the Director of the Mint 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would say, and I wish my voice could reach the 
heads of Departments and Bureaus, that the Committee on Printing is 
exceedingly reluctant to report resolutions for printing documents com- 
ing from the Executive Departments. They should be provided for in 
their appropriation for printing. 

CENSUS REPORT MAPs. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing to 
instruct the Public Printer relative tothe maps, &c., for the census re 
ports, have instructed me to report it back with an amendment. I ask 
for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to authorize th 
Committee on Printing to instruct the Public Printer to 


accept private 
proposals for printing the required number of copies of maps and oth 
illustrations for the census reports from plates or stones which were en 
graved under special appropriations for printing and e1 for th 


it awua ec FTAVID LOT | 


Tenth Census prior tothe act of August 7, 1582, when 


ve it shall ‘ ly 

appear that expense can be saved thereby 

rhe amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was t x 
| out, in lines 3 and 4, the words: 

Phat the Committee on Printing be, and they are hereby thor? t i 
structthe. 

And in line 4, after ‘‘Public Printer,’’ to insert 

Is authorized under the direction of the Joint Com ‘ Pu P 
or of the Senate Committee on Printing in case there be no cor hittee on the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a resolution to dispense with advertising 
for the maps and plates of the census that have already been engraved 
They have already been engraved for the bulletins, and the stones ar 
now in the possession of the engraver and the work can be done much 
cheaper by him than they can be by an outsider, who would have 
make the engraving over again. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third r 


‘ 
io 


ading 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
a concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives for printing ex 
tra copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution, have instructed 
me to report it without amendment and recommend its passage [ ask 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and concurred 
in, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 15.560« opies 


of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 1582 be printed, 2.500 


copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,060 for the use of the Hous« 
of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of the Smithsonian Institution 
NEW EDITION OF SENATE MANUAL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Thesame committee, to which was referred a reso 
lution for printing a new edition of the Manual and Rules, have in- 
structed me to report back the same and ask to be discharged from its 
further consideration. The rules require revision, and it is hardly 
proper to print them until they have been revised. When the matter 
of printing comes up the Printing Committee, if it is referred to them, 
will take it into consideration, but at present it belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The report was agreed to, and the committee were discharged from 
the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be prepared under the direction of the Committee on 
Rules a new edition of the Manual, and that 1,000 copies of the same be printed 


| for the use of the Senate. 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF WAR OF REBELLION. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to which was referred the 


joint resolution (H. Res. 365) in relation to the distribution of the vol- 


umes of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, have instructed 
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me to report back the same withan amendment. I ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike out the 
word ‘‘Senators’’ in line 3. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The House of Representatives, if I may say it 
without disrespeet, seem to be exceedingly vacillating about the dis- 
tribution of these records. This is the second resolution they have sent 
ever to us, and we have amended this as we did the former by striking 
out ‘‘Senators’’ and allowing them to distribute their own copies as 
they see fit. We distribute ours under the law as originally passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island does the resolu- 
tion propose, as the committee recommended it, to require Senators to 
make their final allotment before September, or etherwise lose the 

ywer? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The word ‘‘Senators’’ is stricken out, which con- 
fines it entirely to the House. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘There are sometimes new libraries or new wantsmade 
known to Senators, and as this is a document of one hundred or more 
volumes it may be desirable to keep one or two sets without disposing 
of them for the time being. I hope the Senator will look sharply to 
that point. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The committee thought of that, and by striking 
out the word ‘‘Senators’’ it leaves the distribution as to Senators to 
remain under the existing law, and allows the Representatives to dis- 
tribute their copies as they see fit. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a provision alsoin the sundry civil bill on this 
subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. The provision in the sundry civil bill applies to Sena- 
tors and extends the time to July, 1884. I understand that the Secre- 
tary of War holds that every Senator, Representative, or Delegate who 
does not, between now and the 4th day of this month, designate the 
persons to whom he will have these documents sent, waives the right 
to designate them at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is another illustration of the folly of legis- 
lating on appropriation bills. If that had been referred to the Committee 
on Printing, it never would have had our recommendation. We are 
willing that the House shall distribute their reports as they see fit, but 
the Senators, we infer, are satisfied with the law as it exists. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So we lose our chance if we do notdo it by the 4th 
of March. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 have not named mine, but if I do not name them 
before the 4th of March I lose them and the Secretary sells them. We 
simply extend the time for naming until the lst of July, 1884. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I think this had better be amended so as to 
reserve the rights of Senators. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think so. That provision was inserted in the sun- 
dry civil bill to cover this construction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Kansas thinks it is reserved till 
the Ist of July, 1884. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly, that is the provision in the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lask, then, that this joint resolution be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be recom- 
mitted to the committee on printing. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill commonly known as the 
river and harbor bill be read the second time and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. When that motion of.reference is put I wish to say a 
few words. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thatisthequestionnow. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has the floor on the motion to refer, the bill 
being considered as read the second time. 

Mr. HOAR. When the motion of reference is put I desire to say a 
few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now in order. 

Mr. HOAR. It may possibly take fiveor ten minutes. As I seemy 
friend on my left [Mr. BLArk] and several Senators are desiring to 
have the attention of the Senate, I would a little rather defer what I 


have to say to a later period, if my friend from Minnesota will with- 
draw the motion. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to recall the attention of the Senate to the res- 
olution for the printing of the report of the Commissioner of Education. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are now in 


er. 
Mr. BLAIR. This is a resolution, and I supposed reports of com- 
mitteces were through. 


Mr. HAWLEY. By no means through. , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are in order 
now. 
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT AT CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 





whom was referred a joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies 
of the report of the board on behali of the United States Executive De- 
partments at the international exhibition of 1876, to report it without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. - 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. " 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to « thirg 
reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

YQRKTOWN CENTENNIAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing io 
whom was referred the following resolution, to report it with a slieht 
amendment, changing it to a concurrent resolution: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report of the proceedings of the Yorktoy hn 
Centennial Commission be printed, of which 6,000shall be for the use of the House 
and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after the word 
‘“*resolved,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ by the Senate {the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring),’’ and in the same line, after ‘“thousand,”’ to 
insert ‘‘additional.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

SORGHUM SUGAR REPORT. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Report 
of the National Academy of Sciences on the sorghum sugar industry be printed 
with such portions of the appendix and accompanying exhibits as may be selected 
by the Joint Committee on Public Printing, and that there be printed 6,500 ad- 
ditional copies, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 copies for the use of the 
pana of Agriculture, and 500 copies for the use of said National Academy 
of Sciences, 


FEES OF PENSION ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions. 
to report back the bill (S. 2263) to amend the pension laws, and for 
other purposes, with an amendment, and | ask for its present considera- 
tion. It is an important bill, thourh very short. 

The PRESIDENT .protempore. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The committee are unanimously in favor of it, 
and the Commissioner regards it as very important. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert a substitute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me about three minutes, 
I think I can explain it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for an explanation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The existing law allows a $10 fee to pension at- 
torneys and claim agents, but it does not provide when the payment 
shall be. Asa result of that the payment of the claim agents ofien 
precedes the filing of pension claims, and they proceed at once to collect 
their pay for their work before it is done, and in some instances deiay 
the settlement of cases in the Pension Office, as it appears plain to some 
members of the Committee on Pensions, for the purpose of securing 
their pay. The bill proposes to go back to the old law in that respect 
and provide that the fee shall not be demandable until the case is settled 
and ullowed, and that then it shall only be paid by the pension agent 
when the certificate is forwarded to him by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
as was formerly done. 

That is the substance of the whole bill. The first section, however, 
is necessary in view of the construction which has been placed on the 
act of 1868 fixing the amount allowed of $10, which has been decided 
by the courts in this District, as 1 understand, not to apply to cases of 
claims for arrearages of pension, so that the claim agents have been 
going on and making their contracts and getting their pay in arreargze 
cases without regard to the legal limitation. y 

Mr. HOAR. Does this make the fee of the dlaim agent or pension 
attorney a lien in all cases? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It depends on the successful prosecution of the 
claim. 

Mr. HOAR. _Is that the present law? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not the present law. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I think I mast, unless there is very strong reason for it, 
though I have great respect for the judgment of the Pensions Commit- 
tee, enter my protest against solemnly enacting the doctrine of con- 
tingent fees by legislation. I regard the having any person who is 
prosecuting a claim in a court of justice or anywhere else interested — 

The PRESIDENT pro Does the Senate object to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 


LAND CLAIM OF JOHN J. JA€CKMAN. 
Mr. HALE (by request) submitted the following resolution, which 
was read: 


and is , instructed 
Resolved, Thut the Committee on Public Lands be, See rinting to 


to inquire into and report to the Senate upon the questions 
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the southwest quarter of section 32, township 139 north, range 80 west, Dakota 


Ferritory: 

“ary Whether said lands were awarded to John J. Jackman,a settler thereon, 
ander the pre-emption law, by a decision of the Secretary of the Interior, ren- 
dered July 26, 1876. 


n the Government of the United States. nee 
rnird. Whether such decision was fully executed and _ carried into effect by 
the subsequent allowance of an entry ef said lands by John J. Jackman, and 
the issuance of a certificate of entry and a receipt for the purchase-money to 


Mpoarth. Whether said Jackman, by virtue thereof, became vested with the 
title to said lands and the right to a patent therefor. . Z 
Fifth. Ifso, whether said Jackman’sentry was subsequently set aside and can- 
ecled, and he denied the right to such patent. 
Sixth. Ifso, by what authority and for what reason the same was done. 
Seventh. What action has been since taken by the lend department with ref- 
erence to said lands, ¥ : eo 4 
Eighth, That said committee inquire into and report all other matters material 
to a full knowledge of everything that has been done by the land department 


opinions, and decisions relating thereto in the Interior Department and any other 
information deemed material, sending for persons and papers, if necessary, and 
rt the same to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 

And the President is hereby requested to withhold said lands from disposition 
in any manner or to any person or persons until such time as the investigation 
herein and hereby directed can be made and due and proper action had thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over, objection 
being made to its present consideration. ~ 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit the report of the committee of conference 
en the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to ree- 
emmend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ampndment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “July” in said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the word * Octo- 
ber;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And report to Congress in December next, with the data upon which it is 
based, a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the 
mails on railroad routes if practicable, in order to secure the better protection of 
the interests of the Government and theadjustmentof rates of compensation for 
the service nired; and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000 out 
of the appropriation for the transportation of mails for actual and necessary ex- 
penses involved, including such extra compensation as he may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of the Department for specific services rendered, which 
gam shai! be immediately available.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Upon amendments numbered 2 and 3 the conference committee are unable to 

P. B. PLUMB, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

L. B. CASWELL, 

GEO. M. ROBESON, 

E. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be explained a little. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that the conferees agreed upon everything 
that was in issue except the amendment of the Senate providing $185,000 
for ial mail facilities and the action of the Senate in striking out 
the provision of the House amending the charters of the Pacific railway 
eompanies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. DoI understand this report to be an agreement? 

Mr. PLUMB. This is an agreement as to certain items and a disa- 
greement as to others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can theSenator tell us in brief the itemsagreed to ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate inserted $25,000 additional for steamboat 
transportation, and that the Senate recedes from. The Senate also 
named the Ist day of July next ensuing as the date when the 2-cent 
postage shall take effect; that has been by agreement made the Istday 
of October instead of the Ist dayof July. Then there was some verbi- 
age connected with the last section of the bill which requires the inves- 
tigation of the relations of the Government as to the methods of carry- 
ing the mails on railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that investigation provide for ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It provides that the Postmaster-General shal! inves- 
tigate the relations of the Government to the railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the print of the bill ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to the report as far as it goes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should be glad to know from the 
Senator making the conference report what is the exact point of it? 
He said there was something stricken out in regard to the Pacific rail- 

£ g > Tal 
Ways, and that there was $185,000 added by the Senate to the bill for 
fast mails. There was also an amendment by the Senate, on the motion 
y me we 

*f the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], asking for future infor 








: ; | from Maryland is not in the bill. 
Second. If so, whether such award was conclusive and final, and binding | . 


mation from the Postmaster-General from time to time on ‘hat subject. 
Is that in the conference report or is it stricken out? , 

Mr. PLUMB. The precise language of the amendment of the Senator 
The whole paragraph was recast in 
such a way as we thought would better express the idea that was evi- 
dently in the mind of the Senate and still get the information which 
the Senator from Maryland desires. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now I ask is the information 
was intended by the Senate to be called for still retained in th 
graph in substance? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee thought it not only contained it in 
substance, but that we were more certain to get in the proper logical 
way what was wanted on that subject by the Senator from Maryland 
than we should by the amendment that he proposed and that was 


that 
para 


| adopted by the Senate. 
affecting Jackman’s right and title to said lands, examining all evidence, reports, | 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now I should like to ask whether 
the real difference is about the Pacific Railroad provision or jhe $185,000 
for fast mail facilities ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference is in regard to both. As far as I ean 
ascertain by the language of the conferees on both sides it isno more in 
regard to one item than in regard to the other. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. So far as the $185,000 is concerned 
for fast-mail service, I am under the impression, and I believe others 
are, that if the Senate is willing to recede from that amendment the 
bill may be readily settled. If there are other differences I have no 
disposition to ask the Senate to recede just now before another effort is 
made to procure a settlement; butif that is the only difference, | think 
the bill is teo important to have it in hazard at this late day of the 
session by reason of the fact that the Senate is very anxious to pay 
$185,000 for certain fast mail facilities to certain portions of the coun 
try, when the great mass of the people and that part of the country 
that needs facilities as much as the part which is now served is lett 
without any mail facilities, and certain cities get benefits from the Gov 
ernment in the shape of large subsidies when others are leit entirely 
unprovided for. I think it very unequal, very untair, and unjust to 
give $185,000 to be paid in that way. I believe the discussion and ex 
amination that took place here shows that the great mass of the people 
of the country, especially of the West and Southwest, would get on just 
as well without paying the $185,000 as with it. If that is the real dif 
ference that prevents an agreement between the conferees of the House 
and Senate, I hope that the Senate will not cause the probable loss of 
the passage of this bill on that account. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore, 
the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
means. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thereport issimply an agreement on the minor points 
of which I have spoken, and a disagreement on the two major points 
which I stated in the beginning. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is a further conference asked for? 

Mr. PLUMB. We simply propose now to adopt the report. After 
that there can be subsequent action in that direction. ‘The moment the 
report is adopted, I understand it then devolves on the House to take 
action, and if they desire a further conference they can ask for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Suppose the House do not ask for a 
further conference, will the bill remain on the table? 

Mr. PLUMB. They will undoubtedly act upon it. 
to take new affirmative action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to add that I hope the conferees¢ 
the part of the Senate will persist resolutely and to the end of this s 
sion, if necessary, against tacking on to this bill in eonference any new 
legislation about the relation of the United States to railroads or to 
anybody else. I am not on the question of how much they ought to be 
paid for transportation, but in respect to going into legislation as 
what should be done with the money or how it shall be collected and 
what shall be their duty toward the United States I beg the conferees 
to resist riding on anything of that kind; and my reason is not because 
I am in favor of the railroads but because I am in favor of the United 
States, and I do not want to run the slightest risk of disturbing the 
supremacy that we now by the decisions of the courts have got over 
them in respect to these affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say in regard to the observatians of the Sen 
ator from Vermont and the Senator from West Virginia that so fur as 
I am authorized to speak for the Senate conferees, being admonished 
by the vote of the Senate and by the discussion which has been had 
from time to time on the subject of legislation, especially material leg- 
islation, on appropriation bills, there need be no apprehension that the 
position of the Senate will not be maintained. In regard to this other 
matter I think the Senator from West Virginia need not feel unneces- 
sarily alarmed about the loss of the bill on account of the item of which 
he has spoken. If that item should be, as he seems to think it ought 
to be, eliminated, the bill will still pass; and I may say that I think 
the action of the Senate conferees will not much disappoint him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 1am very glad to have the Senator 
say sO. 

Mr. BROWN. 


The question is on the adoption of 


JT should want to know what that 


It is them 


for 
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I hope the conferees, who ever they may be, on the 
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matter of the fast-mail appropriation will be as firm as the Senator from 
Vermont wants them to be on the other subject. The position of the 
Senate should not be yielded. In my opinion the Senate is clearly right 
about it. 

The Senator from West Virginia says we can not havea fast mail to 
every section. Thatistrue. Itis not expected that the fast-mail service 
will be able to reach every town and every village in the country, but 
it penetrates some sections of the country, and from the points reached 
by the fast mail in that way the mail is distributed throughout the en- 
tire country. The fast mail from here to Florida is a very important 
one. It passes through Richmond, Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, 
and Jacksonville, Florida, It accommodates an immense travel in the 
winter season of people who are desirous of going from the northern 
section down to that semi-tropical garden of ours in Florida, and it 
affords facilities to travel which are important in connection with the 
carriage of the mails. Then it is a vast accommodation to business peo- 
ple and to the public generally in having their letters and newspapers 
and other mail matter carried rapidly through and distributed. 

| think there is no more important appropriation in the bill than the 
one to which I have just referred. I trust the Senate will not yield 
upon it, but will insist on it that the appropriation be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire only to call the attention of the Senate to 
the report of this conference committee in one respect. As I understand 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate to this bill the conferees propose 
to make a change and the simple change is to appropriate $10,000 ad- 
ditional compensation to the superintendent of the railway mail service 
and the employés in that office who are now amply paid. That seems 
to me, from the examination I have given it, the only change, to increase 
the compensation of these gentlemen for performing a service that they 


are well paid for now, and which in the last eight years they have failed | 


toperform asit might have been. Everything else that the Senate placed 
on the bill is disposed of except the $185,000 appropriated for fast mails. 
As I understand the report, all there is in it is what I have stated. I 
trust it will not be adopted. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘To complete the proceedings in regard to the Post- 
Office bill I move that the Senate further insist on its second and third 
amendments and ask a new committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLuMB, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 

SANTA RITA DEL CABRE LAND CLAIM. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to 
furnish the Senate with copies of all papers, of any kind, on file in the General 
Land Office, relating to the claim heretofore made and filed with the surveyor- 
general of the Territory of New Mexico, by or for the heirs of Don Francis Man- 
ucl E!quea, deceased, to and for what is known as the “ Santa Rita del Cabre” 
mineral grant or tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico. Also all papers 


relating to the claim of Martin B. Hayes, as the purchaser of said grant or tract | 


of land from said heirs, together with the action had on both of said claims by 
the surveyor-general of said Territory or the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oflice. Also all the papers relating in any manner to any location or locations 
or attempted locations made for any ae upon any lands embraced within 
said claims, together with the action had on each of such locations, or attempted 
locations, by either the general or local land officers. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let that go over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 

CONDITION OF SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presid- 
ing Oflicer to examine into the condition of the Sioux Indians upon their reser- 
vation, the character of the same, and the feasibility and propriety of pro 
reduction of said reservation, and such other matters concerning the welfare of 
said Sioux Indiansas they may think necessary. Said committee shall also have 
»ower and are directed to examine intothe grievances of the Indian tribesin the 

‘erritory of Montana, and receive and consider such propositions from said In- 

dians looking to legislation for the adjustment of their differences with each 
other and with the Governmentas they may make; and said committee may in 
their discretion accept of the advice, assistance, and co-operation of not more 
than three members of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, and shall have power to send for persons and papers, examine witnesses 
under oath, employ a clerk and stenographer, and sit during the recess of the 
Senate, andat such times and places asthe committee may determine, and shall 
report their proceedings to the Senate at its next session, and that the actual and 
necessary expenses of said investigation be paid, on the approval of the chair- 
man of said committee, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me extraordinary that a committee 
should be allowed to select three members from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to compose a part of the committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. It does not mean that at all. It does not mean that 
they shall select, but that they may vonfer with members of the House 
instead of having a joint committee, which can not be got through now. 
‘The object is to allow a conference with persons of the House connected 
with the Indian Committee. Thatis all it means. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it is unprecedented. 

Mr. LOGAN. That may be. 

Mr. HOAR. Would not that power be in the committee without 
expressing it? 


| 


Mr. LOGAN. Nodoubt about that; but I did not suppose there was 
any impropriety in putting it into the resolution that they might conter 


and then in their report they can show what conference has been had. 





| 
| 





“ 


Mr. HOAR. But it says ‘‘not more than three.’’ It ties up the 
committee. We do not know but that the House may hereafter make 
some appointment. Of course these three have got to be selected by 
the Senate committee. I would suggest to the Senator whether he 
not got all the power he wants without that clause? 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘There would not be power to pay them. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not interiere. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say, as I offered the resolution, that the pre- 
sumption might be that I desired to be on the committee. I do not. 
I offered the resolution for the purpose of having this examination made. 


has 


| but I do not desire to be appointed on the committee and shall decline 


to serve on it. The Indian Committee, which holds over, is a very 
competent committee, and I think appointments can be made from it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PROTECTION FOR FISHERIES. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Ie- 
lations to offer the following resolution and ask its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the sub-committee of the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, as designated by the chairman of said committee at the last session of 
Congress, to act in conjunction with the Commission of Fish and Fisheries to 
examine into the subject of the protection to be given by law to the fish and 
fisheries of the Atlantic coast, as proposed in the bill 8, 1823, be, and the same 
is hereby, continued for the purpose of completing said investigation and re- 
porting thereon. 

Resolved, That said committee have power to employ a clerk and stenocra- 
pher, to send for persons and papers, and that it have leave to s% during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred under the foregoing resolution be paid 
out of the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the Senate, on vouchers 
approved by the chairman of said sub-committee. 

I will say that owing to the engagements of Senators last sammer this 
work was not completed. It will cost but a very small sum, as | am in- 
formed, and it is considered desirable especially by the people of New 
Jersey who are affected by menhaden fishing operations. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask the attention of the Senator from Minnesota. 
There is some doubt about one part of the resolution in my mind. Ido 
not believe it is the custom of the Senate to instruct a sub-committee. 
but generally they instruct the committee and then the committee gives 
its own instructions to its sub-committee. Would it not be better to 
use the phraseology that the Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
structed to do so and so? 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to changing it in that way. 

Mr.GARLAND. I do not think itis parliamentary for the Senate to 
instruct a sub-committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota modi- 
fies the resolution by making it an instruction to the Committee on Por- 
eign Relations. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

CORTE DE MADERA DEL PRESIDIO. 

Mr. PLUMB. I submit the following resolution. I will state that it 
is substantially a copy of the resolution under consideration day before 
yesterday, but it is now put in shape to meet the objection made then: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be continued as now consti- 
tuted until the first Monday-of December next, and that it have authority to sit 
during the vacation and to make the investigation committed to it by order of 
the Senate on the 26th day of February, 1883, concerning acertain grant of lands 
in the State of Califgrnia; and forthe purposes of said investigation it shall have 
power to send for persons and papers and to employ astenographer, and the ex- 
penses of said investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that mean that Senators whose terms expire 
on the 3d of March are to be continued on the committee until Decem- 
ber? 

Mr. PLUMB. That would n&t be within the power of the resolu- 
tion. It was drawn by the Senator from Vermont, who gave the sub- 
ject ample consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the first part of it be read again. 

The Acting Secretary read the first portion of the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. FRYE. I sent a resolution to the Committee on Printing a few 
days since providing for a new edition of the Manual. TheSenator from 
Rhode Island, chairman of the committee, reported this morning ad- 
versely, giving as a regson that no new edition of the Manual shou!d 
be provided for until there has been a revision of the rules, a correction 
of errors, &c. I concur with him that there ought to be something o! 
that kind, and I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, continued, and 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress, at Washington or elsewhiere, for 
the purpose of revising, codifying, and simplifying the rules of the Senate, and 
of correcting and preparing the Manual for publication; and it may employ 
such assistance as may be required; and the necessary actual expense incurred 
= the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

nate. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let that lie over and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed, if that is requested. 





1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3 


-—— ~ 
e 





— 


Mr. FRYE subsequently said: The Senator from Delaware withdraws 


his objection to my resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 
resolution about the revision of the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor. The Chair will put the question on 
the resolution offered by the Senator ‘rom Maine. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

H. B. LITTLEPAGE. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That H. B. Littlepage be reinstated to the messenger-roll of the Sen- 


ate, with compensation from the date of his removal. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Amendments were submitted by Mr. Jomnston, Mr. JONAS, Mr. | 
LAPHAM, Mr. MILLER of California, and Mr. PLUMB, intended to be | 


proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 7637) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and for those certified 
as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with 


section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent | 
appropriations, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations. 

Amendments were submitted by Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. CALL, Mr. 
CAMDEN, Mr. CONGER, Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. LAMAR, Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
MILLER of California, and Mr. SLATER, intended to be proposed by 


them respectively to the bill (H. R. 7631) making appropriations for | 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers | 


and harbors, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7679) to establish post routes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 


tionfrom the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting the names of the | 


clerks and other persons employed in the several bureaus of his Depart- 
ment during the calendar year ended December 31, 1882, with the sums 
paid to the same and the time they were employed; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 


of War in answer to resolution of February 27, calling for a report in | 


regard to the condition and progress of the improvement of Charleston 
Harbor, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
LOUISVILLE EXPOSITION. 

Mr. BECK. There is a House bill on the table that I ask may be 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (HL. R. 
7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held in the city of Louis- 
ville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; and it was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. BECK. [I ask that that bill be passed now. 
‘of the centennial bill. 
The Committee on Finance haye examined it and recommend it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has that bill come up this morning? 

Mr. BECK. No; it has been here a week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been here some days. 

Mr. BECK. It is agreed to by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has that not been laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Chair was not 
called to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely rise now to call the attention of the Chair 
and the Senate to the fact about these House bills, that the order that the 
Senate adopted on the yeas and nays the other day, so that it isastand- 
ing order of the Senate, commands us to take up House bills on the 
Calendar in their order and nothing else. I do not object to this bill, 
but I wish to have the opportunity to make that objection when the 
river and harbor bill shall be moved, if it is moved, from the Calendar 
where it now isin point of parliamentary law, for its second reading. | 
make no objection to this bill; I believe it is right. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held in the 
city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MINING AND INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION AT DENVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (I. Rh. 
7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the national mining 
and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the State of Colorado, 
during the year 1883; which was read twice by its title. 


It is an exact copy 


Mr. BECK. That also was examined by the Committee on Finance. | 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the , 





It will only take the time necessary to read it. | 


ded 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDG! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R 
| 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
| at some accessible point within ten miles below and tive milk 
the city of Kansas City, Missouri. 
Mr. VEST. This isa House bill. The Committee on Commerce re 
| ported favorably a similar Senate bill, and pending its consideration 
here the House passed this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
tion ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I object, merely for the purpose of saying this: The 
Senate has adopted an order that it will consider House bills. Now, 
| this case simply reverses the order by considering House bills that last 
came over instead of those that first came over. Instead of considering 
House bills in their proper order, this is an attempt to reverse that or 

der and take those that have just come over from the House. All I 
| desire in this matter is to secure not equal justice, for I do not expect 
that, but an apparent show of justice, so that the bills from the House 
which have been lying on our tables and on the Calendar for a long 
time may have some chance of consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. May I have the attention of the 
H{ampshire a single moment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
River, Connecticut, and this, 

Mr. ROLLINS. With the understanding that other States asking 
| for this consideration, as well as Connecticut and Missouri, are to have 


* 
8% Aa OVO 


Is there objec tion to its considera 


Senator trom New 


There are two bills, one tor Thames 


| a fair show some time before the close of the session, I shall withdraw 
| the objection. 

| Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
| disposed of now. 

Mr. BROWN. I make no objection now, but hereafter I shall object 

and insist on the regular order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. We have adopted an order of business 
| here and it is not fair for any Senator to insist that we shall depart 
from it. I object 

Mr. PLATT. May I appeal to the Senator from Alabama for a singh 
moment? These bills came over from the House last night; they were 
laid before the Senate last evening. 

Mr. MORGAN. IL have had bills here for eight months, and I have 
petitioned the Senate time and again to take them up for consideration 
and never can get it done. I object to this bill being considered, and 
| will continue to object to this and all others, not because it 
| bill—— 

Mr. PLATT. rhe Senator may strike, but I be 
bills came over from the House last evening 

Mr. MORGAN. I know they did. 

Mr. PLATT. They were laid before the Senate, and I supposed there 
wis unanimous consent last evening that they should be acted upon 
this morning. know that that unanimous consent was for- 
mally expressed, but it certainly was understood when they came here 
last night that ifthey were read last evening and printed, they should 
be acted upon thi We have just acted upon two bills that 


I desire to have all these bills taken up and 


is this 


ehimtohear. These 


I do not 


$+ morning 


came over trom the House relating to industrial expositions. These bills 
will not take any time except the time require d to read them 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 withdraw my objection 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is withdrawn. The bill 
will be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, proces ded to consider the 


bill (H. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge ross the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and tive 


miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and Passe d 
INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES 


Mr. MORRILL. J ask unanimous consent for the printing of the 
report of the conference comniittee on the tax reduction bill, in order 
that we can have it here for the examination of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, 

Mr. EDMUNDS That is, 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 
the order is made 

BRIDGI rH! THAMES RIVER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (IL. R. 
7115) to authorize the « onstruction of abr idlye across the Thames River, 
near New London, in the State of Connecticut 
post-road. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is done by unanimous consent, the objection, 
I understand, having been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fi 
draws his objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whok 


| bill. 


Is there objection to the printing ? 


before you submit it to the Senate ? 


The Chair hears no objection, and 


ACROSS 


and declaring it to be a 


Alabama with 


on 


proces ded to consider the 
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The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL: REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in 
Greene County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun 
County, in the State of Illinois, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SOUTHWEST PASS. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
1943) making an appropriation for rebuilding the light-house at South- 
west Pass, Vermillion Bay, Louisiana, which is No. 1020 in the order of 
business. It will take but an imstant. 

Mr. HARRISON. I object. We have a standing order and some 
of us are interested in matters that will be reached by pursuing it; but 
if time is consumed by special cases—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. I appeal to the Senator from Indiana to hear me 
& moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Objection being made, I ask the Senate—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. Waita moment. This isa bill that I offered in 
the form of an amendment last night. Under a misapprehension it did 
not go to the Committee on Appropriations, though I was ordered to 
report it from the Committee on Commerce. It is a very simple matter 
establishing the only light-house on the Gulf coast from Florida to 
Sabine. I am sure the Senator from Indiana will not object. It will 
take but a moment. It is the only bill I have asked for. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are a hundred bills on the Calendar that 
will take buta moment. The question is whether we shall follow the 
order adopted by the Senate, and let each one of us have a chance in 
matters in which our constituents are interested, or whether we shall 
occupy the whole time as we have been doing this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. McMILLAN. [ask for the disposition of the river and harbor 
bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I believe I have thefloom I move to postpone the 
pending and all prior orders and take up this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis not now in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. When it is in order I shall make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be in order at all. A 
resolution can be offered to-day to change the order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iam sure this bill will pass if it is only brought 
to the notice of the Senate. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] to the state of theriver 
and harbor bill. While the Senator was out this morning it was taken 
from the table, read the second time, and a motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] to refer it to the Committee 
on Commerce. The vote on the reference would have been taken then, 
but the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] wished to say some- 
thing, and by vommon consent it was passed over until morning busi- 
ness was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that the bill having 
been read the first time can not be read a second time until it is taken 
up by vote of the Senate; and, secondly, that under the standing order 
of the Senate in relation to House bills, this bill can not be considered 
at this time. It having been read the first time it went on the Calen- 
dar; there is no other place for it now; and it can not be taken up for a 
second reading on the Calendar any more than if it was reported from 
one of our own committees. It goes tothe foot of the Calendar and it 
can not be taken up until we have got down to it under the order of 
the Senate, adopted after discussion on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is still within the morning hour, and the 
bill has been read the second time and a motion has been made to refer 
it to the Committee on Commerce. Last evening the bill had its first 
reading and it went over upon objection; but there was no order send- 
ing it to the Calendar, and until an order of the Senate is entered send- 
ing it to the Calendar, it does not go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood from what was 
done this morning that it was taken up and read a second time. The 
motion to refer was simply postponed by common consent of the Senate 
until the morning business was ended. The Chair thinks the motion 
to refer is in order. The question is, Will the Senate refer the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give notice, so that if I ha to step 
into the lobby to speak to a gentleman for a moment the bill will not 
pass, that when this report is made I shall insist that the bill shall go 
upon the Calendar, as it must then, of course,and then the standing 
order of the Senate will forbid it to be taken up out of its order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator’s remarks certainly are not just if 
they are intended to imply that the Senator has not had full notice of 
everything that has been done. 





Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken. I did not 
when it was taken up; but I take no offense at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I had desired to address the Senate perhaps fifteen o 
twenty minutes in regard to the general subject embraced in this bill, 
But it seems to me in the present condition of public business, with the 
large number of matters which demand the attention of the Senate 
during the next forty-eight hours, at the end of which time this session 
will terminate by the operation of the Constitution, I ought not to avail 
myself of my privilege for such a discussion. ona 
_ I wish, however, to saya word. Itis the constitutional duty of ey ery 
Senator to act according to his own judgment of what is right ang 
for the public interest without regard to mere clamor, but with regard 
and deference and consideration to honest public sentiment. Still I 
think that regard requires, in the present cendition of public sentiment 
upon this question, that every proposition for a river and harbor im- 
provement which should be adopted here should be accompanied by 4 
careful consideration of every item on the part of a committee of the 
Senate, and should also be accompanied by such a statement of the im- 
portance to national commerce of every individual improvement as wil] 
make its way not merely to the favorable judgment of the Senate, but 
to the general favor of the public. 

There is no mode of ascertaining in the end what is the publicsenti- 
ment of a self-governing people in regard to legislation but by the laws 
which the constitutional representatives of the people enact. The pub- 
lic sentiment of the American people in matters of legislation is to be 
found in its laws. Ido not speak of temporary gusts of passion, but 
the permanent, sober second thought of this people in regard to what 
should be law is to be ascertained, and ascertained only by inquiring 
what is law. 

Now, Mr. President, it is manifestly impossible that upon a bill con- 
taining, I suppose, hundreds of items—I have not read the particular 
pending bill—it is manifestly impossible that in forty-eight hours thig 
committee, however industrious, however intelligent, however well 
informed, however conscientious, can give the necessary scrutiny; and 
therefore it is manifestly impossible that in the present stage of the 
public business this bill can be properly considered by the Senate itself 
and become a law. 

The reference of the bill will only enable the committee to ascertain 
the impossibility of reporting it to the Senate with such facts and in- 
formation as the Senate has a right to require at the hands of the com- 
mittee before it can act. Therefore, not in the least having changed 
my mind as to what the interest of this people requires, not in the least 
doubting that the permanent and final judgment of the people will be 
in favor of developing its water ways all over the country, and its har- 
bors, by the use of the national forces and the national resources, which 
are alone adequate to that purpose, I have risen to say that I can not 
doubt that this committee, when this bill is committed to them, will 
be compelled to report to the Senate that it is impossible to deal intel- 
ligently and properly with this subject at the present session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purpases, asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
FRANK Hiscock of New York, Mr. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH of Ohio, 
and Mr. JosepH ©. 8. BLACKBURN of Kentucky managers at the con- 
ference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7181) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide forthe expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

P A bill (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling Austin, 


have notice 


b 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. 
Powers; and 

A bill (8. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands; in which it re 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HILL. There are two bills from the Post-Office Committee 
which are of very great importance. One is a bill that will not require 
five minutes to consider, and the other is the post-route bill. The post- 
route bill uires a good deal of time for enrolling, and unless it is 
ag og ATT! and so the bill will be lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Voorness in the chair). The 
Senator Colorado asks consent to take up at this time a certain bill. 
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Mr. HILL. I will say first the joint resolution (H. Res. 333) val- | 
idating certain contragts executed by the Postmaster-General. 

The joint resolution was read. | 

Mr. INGALLS. How does that come before the Senate ? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairdoesnotknow. TheSena- | 
tor from Colorado calls it up. 

Mr. INGALIS. Is it reported to-day ? 

Mr. HILL. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does it come up under the order of the Senate? | 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. } 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I object. 

Mr. HILL. It will not require five minutes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thereare agreat many others that will not require 
dive minutes. 

Mr. HILL. It is very important to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think this matter has gone far enough. I have 
been waiting two hours to get at some District bills on the Calendar 
from the House. I propose from this time to oppose everything out of 


order. 
Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senate will go on with the post-route 


bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is notin order. Nothing is in or- 
der except the execution of the order passed on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. HILL. Then I ask unanimous consent 
bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

Mr. HILL. Can it not be taken up by a vote of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, not while the order remains. 
You must get rid of the order first. The Senate will proceed to the 
consideration, under the regular order, of pension bills on the Calendar. 
’ Mr. FRYE. Is it not in order to move to postpone the order of the. 
Senate and to take up, for instance, the shipping bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; this is a standing order of the 
Senate. The Senator can give notice. He can get it up to-morrow if 
he offer® a resolution to-day, and it can be considered to-morrow; but 
this is the rule. That was understood at the time it was adopted. 
The Senator from Vermont so stated; he stated that the hands of the 
Senate would be tied. 

Mr. FRYE. The shipping bill occupied a special committee during 
the whole vacation, and it has passed the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair personally would be glad 
to see the shipping bill under consideration. The order is to proceed 
to the consideration of pension bills of any kind. 

Mr. PLATT. If I could be heard I should like to have an under- 
standing as to the construction of thatorder. There are on the Calen- 
dar fifty or sixty pension cases which have been reported adversely, | 
some of them with the views of the minority and some without the 
views of the minority having been presented. There are perhaps eight 
or ten cases which have been reported favorably, in which there are 
minority reports. The order itself seems broad enough to consider 
every pension case on the Calendar. That I think would take a very 
long time. I desire to have a construction of the order at this time to 
know whether it necessitates the taking up of all cases on the Calendar, 
or what cases on the Calendar it does bring up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think there is 
any reasonable doubt about the construction of the order. It was that 
the Senate should proceed to the consideration of the pending pension 
bills after the then unfinished business should be disposed of. That 
unfinished business has been disposed of. It was next that House bills 
reported favorably should be considered. It does not speak in the first 
order of any pension bills reported favorably, but orders that the House 
bills reported favorably shall be considered after going through with 
the pending pension bills. The Chair is of the opinion that the pend- 
ing pension bills on the Calendar are to be considered under the order, 
whether they are reported favorably or unfavorably. 

Mr. FRYE. The Calendar was not finished the other day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senate will goon and finish | 
the Calendar of pension bills and then go back to House bills reported 
favorably. 


to take up the post-route 





BAYARD. 
The bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
on-roll the name of Mrs. Susan Bayard, widow of Anthony W. 
yard, a soldier of the war of 1812. 


Tbe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGERY NIGHTENGALE. 

The bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for a pen- 
sion of $8 a month to Margery Nightengale, widow of Michael Night- 
— of Company D, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 

antry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN 





| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


EDGAR |B. LAMPHIER. 

The bill (H. R. 1443) granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Edgar B. Lamphier, 
late a private in the Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Light Artillery 
Volunteers. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL MORLEY. 

The bill (H. R. i860) granting a pension to Daniel M. Morley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension- 
roll the name of Daniel M. Morley, latea private in Company E, ''wenty- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA STOKES. 


M. 


The bill (H. R. 3743) grantinga pension to Miss Amanda Stokes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension- 
roll, at the rate of $15 per month, the name of Miss Amanda Stokes, of 
Lebanon, Warren County, Ohio. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HELEN THAYER. 
granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer, 
It places on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Helen M. Thayer, widow of Charles H. Thayer, 
late a private in Company C, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteers 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK HORAN, 

The bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Patrick Horan, late a 
teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army, 
with the same rate of pension to which a private soldier would be enti 
tled for like disabilities. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not concur in that 
ing of the report. 

The Acting Secretary read the following r 
MITCHELL February 27, } 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 6501 
a pension to Patrick Horan, have examined the same, and report 

The Committee of Invalid Pensions, 
report as follows 

* The petitioner, Patrick Horan, of Joliet, Nlinois, was enrolled on or about 
September 15, 1861, as ateamster of the Quartermaster’s Department, by Captain 
G. E. D. Diamond, at Saint Louis, Missouri. He was never discharged, but paid 
last at Fort Riley, K and sent back to Saint Louis on the 
ber, 1866 

“While serving as a teamster he was taken prisoner of war at the 
Poisons Sprin snd was confined at Camp lord 
1864, to about the middle of February While a prisoner he was without 
shelteror covering of any kind, and in June, 1864, was exposed to ar 
fourteen days’ duratiot ground, 
in which he slept. Inconsequence of his exposure and suffering, he was stricken 
with paralysis, from which disease he has been sulfferi: 

* His statement as to his imprisonment, exposure 
in rebel prisons is corroborated by the testimor 
inmate of said prison 
Mercantile Battery 


M. 
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“x to the present time 

ind inenurrence of paralysis 
iv of Henry B. Clark, h lfan 
Arnold, of the Chicago 


3, and by the testimony of John B 


“The evidence also shows that prior to and on his arrival at said prison he 
was in sound health. The testimony of neighbors, of Joliet, Illinois, shows that 
upon his return to Joliet, after the war, he was afilicted with paralysis, which 


has continued to the 
any physical labor 
“Dr. W. Dougall, of Will County 


present time, making him completely unable to perform 


Illinois, states that since 1874 petitioner has 
been under his treatment; that he has carefully studied his case; that be is suf 
fering from ‘locomotor ataxia,’ caused by exposure and sleeping upon damp 
ground; that it gradually grows worse; is incurable, and will soon render bim 
entirely helpless. His claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that petitioner was not in the military service of the United States, and there 
fore does not come under the general provisions of the pension law; but the 

| Pension Bureau is of opinion that his claim is a meritorious one and should be 
allowed by ‘special act:’ and that, if such special act is granted, the pension 
should commence from the date of its passage, at such rate as the claimant, upom 
examination, may be found to be entitled to.’ 
Your committee find the facts set forth in the above report substantially cor 


rect. There can be no doubt from the evidence on file that his disability orig 
inated while in the discharge of his duties as teamster in the Quartermaster’s 
Department; in other words, he was performing actual service for the Govern- 
ment and while so engaged became permanently disabled, and 
examing surgeons, “ he is incapacitated from obtaining his subsistence by manual 
labor,”’ and “his disease is incurable.”’ 

Your committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and in justice the claim- 
ant should receive the reliefasked for, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I only desire to state the circumstances of the case. 
This soldier was a teamster serving in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. While so serving he undoubtedly contracted an illness of which 
he died. We have had several contests in the Senate as to whether by 
special act we should pension scouts and teamsters and employs of the 
Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is the man himself; he is living. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam much obliged to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I thought it was on account of his widow, but I find | am mis- 
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taken. It is an application made by the soldier himself, and I should 
have said that the disability which he now suffers was undoubtedly con- 
tracted while he was a teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster’s 
Department. We have pensioned scouts and teamsters for wounds 
actually received; we have never, so far as I know, pensioned any scout, 
any teamster, any employé of the Quartermaster’s Department on ac- 
count of illness contracted in the service. This goes one step beyond 
anything we have ever done, so far as my recollection serves me. 
the Senate desires to pass the bill I have no further remarks to make. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was rejected. 

FEES IN PENSION AND BOUNTY LAND CASES. 

The bill (S. 2263) to amend the pension laws and for other purposes 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does that come up, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was reported this morning and 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therefore under the order it can not come up at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a pension bill. 

Mr. PLATT. All pension bills come up at this time. 

Mr. INGALLS. All pension bills? 

Mr. PLATT. So I understand. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill has not been read yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read this morning in full. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Committee on Pensions report to 
strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That section 1 of the act entitled * An act relating to claim agents and attor- 
neys in pension cases,’’ approved the 20th day of June, in the year of our Lord 
1878, be, and the same is hereby, made applicable to bounty-land cases and pen- 
sion cases in which arrears of pension are or shall be claimed or granted. 

Src, 2, That the fee of $10 prescribed by law shall not be payable to nor de- 
manded or received by any agent or attorney in any pension case, whether for 
arrears or otherwise or in any bounty-land case, in whole or in part, until such 
claim shall be allowed. Upon allowance the Commissioner of Pensions shall 
direct that the same be paid by the proper pension agent in the manner provided 
for in sections 4768 and 4769 of the Revised Statutes. 


Sec, 3. The provisions of section 5485 of the Revised Statutes shall be applica- 
ble to any person who shall violate this act. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not a bill which comes within the order 
that has been adopted by the Senate. It never was contemplated that 
bills amending the pension laws should have a right of way. It was 
simply bills for pensioning soldiers; what are called private pension 
bills. I do not think the widest possible latitude could embrace that 
bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
** pending pension bills.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


The order technically refers to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the order require us to go to the commencement 
of the Calendar, or the point last reached ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To commence at the beginning of the 
Calendar is the quickest way, because the Senate can not consider cer- 
tain bills. 

Mr. FRYE. It is limited to House bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it covers all pension bills, Sen- 
ate and House. The order reads as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate presene to the consideration of the pending pension 
bill; secondly, to House bills reported favorably. 


Mr. FRYE. The Chair is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the second clause. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam bound to say that I do not think the Senate so 
understood the matter when the order was passed. A strict construction 
of the order now requires us to go back to the commencement of the Cal- 
endar and take the bills which have been reported adversely, some of 
them postponed and reconsidered and placed on the Calendar. There 
are probably fifty or sixty of them on the Calendar, every one of which, 


if considered, will of course incur the opposition of the committee or a 
majority of the committee. 


Mr. FRYE. If that is done, the day is gone. 

Mr. PLATT. Idonot think that was what the Senate supposed they 
were ordering when they passed the order. 

Mr. HARRISON, Will not the Senator from Connecticutask unani- 
mous consent that the contested cases be passed over? 


The word ‘‘ favorably ’’ applies only 


If 








Mr. JACKSON. I ask unanimous consent that the contested cases 


over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to it in that form. There are quite anumber 
of cases where there are majority reports which have passed the House 
I think those cases certainly should be disposed of. I do not think tho 
contested cases should be made use of to waste the remainder of tho 
session. ‘They will not result in benefit to the pensioners or the appli- 
cants themselves, and will result only in great injury to the conntry. 
As soon as these few cases where there are majority reports in favor of 
the passage of the pension bills 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the majority report is favorable. 
although there is a minorty report, it is a favorable report. 

Mr. BLAIR. What I mean to say is that we should consider, first. 
the House and then the Senate bills, because such cases going to the 
House can be disposed of there during the remainder of the session. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Tennesseo 
that he ask to confine it to cases reported adversely. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes; that they go over. 

Mr. BECK. I took part in endeavoring to reach the Calendar by 
voting for all the pension cases to have preference; but I supposed 
when I did that that it was the uncontested pension cases that were 
to be considered, and then that we should proceed with the House bills 
that had been reported favorably without amendment; so that some- 
thing would become law. There are some ten or twelve of them. 
While I do not want to delay the contested pension cases, I hope we 
shall be allowed to pass them over temporarily until a few other cases 
than pension cases that have come from the House and are reported 
unanimously without amendment may be considered subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think the class of cases I now speak of can 
consume half an hour. Then the pension matters will all be out of the 
way. 

Mr. BECK. The trouble of enrolling is very great now. There are 
a few House bills to which there is no objection that the Senator from 
New Hampshire can stop, if they give rise to debate, by a single objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is exceedingly unpleasant to object, but in half an 
hour the pension bills will all be out of the way. 

Mr. BECK. I know it is not a very pleasant thing to do. We 
thought we would go to the unobjected House bills reported favorably 
after we got through with the unobjected pension cases, so as to dispose 
of as much business as we could. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair would suggest that unani- 
mous consent be given to pass over all pension cases reported adversely. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is right. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Evidently the author of the rule 
desired that all cases reported adversely should be passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimous consent that «ll 
cases reported adversely be passed over? 

Mr. BLAIR. I agree to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisagreed, then, that the Secretary 
shall begin the call at the commencement of the Calendar and then the 
Senator from Kentucky will get at the House bills. 

Mr. BECK. Iam only endeavoring to obtain some action on unob- 
jected cases. 





ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to interpose at this time a privileged reso- 
lution relating to the order of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
lution will be received. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: x 

Whereas the President pro tempore has signified his purpose to resign the chair 
at 12 o'clock to-morrow : Therefore, 


Resolved, That at that hour the Senate will proceed to the election of a Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 


The reso- 


ANN CORNELIA LANMAN. 


Mr. PLATT. The first case I see on the Calendar is the bill (S. 
2133) granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that these bills be taken up as we find them. 
We shall get rid of them quickest in that way. 

The bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary o! 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Ann Cornelia Lan- 
man, and proposes to pay her a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the 
pension now received by her. 

Mr. JACKSON. The majorty and minority reports in that case had 
better be read. : 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL July 8, 1882: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred tho petition of Mrs. Ann 
Cornelia Lanman, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Joseph Lanman, praying 


for an increase of pension, having examined the facts in the case, respectfully 
submit the following report: wale 
Admiral Lanman entered the naval service of the United States as a midship- 
man January 1, 1825, and through all the of the service up to 
rear-admiral. He served during the late war. and distinguished himself at the 
attack on Fort Fisher under Admiral Porter. Admiral Lanman was officially 





1883. 
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ized for gallant service throughout the war. 
be a rear-admiral, and placed in command of the South Atlantic fleet, where he 
served three years. On his return from this command he was placed on the re- 

jred-list. 

ane the 20th of February, 1874, he received a telegram from Secretary of Navy 
Robeson to sy at Washington, District of Columbia, asa witness. The order 
was received by him at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, and he left for Washington 
the same evening. On that journey he contracted a very severe cold,and when 
ne reached home he was scarcely able towalk. He immediately took to his bed, 
and grew worse until the 15th of March, 1874, when he died. The physician 
who attended him in his last sickness swears that he died of pneumonia, con- 
tracted during his journey to Washington as above stated. 

The evidence shows that Rear-Admiral Lanman left a widow, the present 
claimant, and two minor children, to wit, Alice Blanche and Rosalie Decatur, 
aged, respectively, 10 and 12 years. 

‘A pension of $30 a month was granted to Mrs. Lanman by special act of Con- 

ss. This was the pension allowed by law at that time in the cases of the 
widows of admirals, so that the special act gave Mrs. Lanman the full benefit of 
the lawatthattime. Nowshe petitions Congress to increase the pension allowed 
her to $50 per month, on the ground that her present pension is inadequate to 
the support of herself and her children. 

In connection with this petition for an increase of pension, it is pertinent to 
inquire into the equity which has governed the committee's action in similar 


By the pension law as it existed prior to the act of July 14, 1862, the pensions 
granted to officers of the Navy, and to their widows and minor children in case 
of death, were made equal to the half-monthly pay of such officers, such pay as 
existed in 1835, which ‘Sormes the basis upon which such pensions were granted. 
These pensions were payable from the interest of the naval pension fund. By 
this law rear-admirals, their widows, &c., received a pension of $0 a month. 

Theact of July 14, 1862, established pensions for the Armyand Navy according 
to rank, making Navy pensions correspond with ~rmy pensions. By this act 
of July i4, 1862, the pension granted to rear-admirals was reduced to $30 a month. 
The act of July 14, 1862, was construed as affecting only pensions which should 
be granted after the passage of said act. 

Section 3 of the act of July 25, 1866, provided— 

“That the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to grant pensions,’ approved 
July 14, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto and amendatory thereof, are 
hereby so far as applicable extended to the pensioners under previous laws, ex- 
cept Revolutionary pensions.” 

n applying this act no reduction of the naval pensions previously granted was 


made. 

Section 13 of the act of July 27, 1868, provided— 

“That the third section of an act entitled ‘An act increasing the pensions of 
widows and orphans, and for other purposes,’ approved July 25, 1866, shall be 
so construed as to place all pensioners whose right thereto accrued subsequently 
to the war of the Revolution and prior to the 4th of March, 1861, on the same 
footing as to rate of pension from and after the passage of said act as those who 
have been pensioned under acts passed since said 4th day of March, 1S61, and 
the widows of Revolutionary soldiers and sailors now receiving a less sum shal! 
hereafter be paid at the rate of $8 per month.” 

Under this act, upon the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, naval pen- 
sions already granted were reduced to the rates provided in the act of July L, 
1862, such reduction taking effeet from the last half-yearly payment made prior 
to February 10, 1870, the date of the decision. 

This decision gave rise to the passage of the act approved June 9, 1880, entitled 
* An act to restore pensions in certain cases,’ which provides 

“That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act increasing the pensions of widows 
and orphans and for other purposes,’ approved July 25, 1866, and section 13 of an 
act entitled ‘An act relating to pensions,’ approved July 27, 1868, and section 4712 
of the Revised Statutes shall not operate to reduce the rate of any pension which 
had actually been allowed to the commissioned, non-commissioned, or petty 


officers of the Navy, or their widows or minor children prior to the 25th day of 


July, 1866; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to restore all such 
pensioners as have already been so reduced tothe rate originally granted and 
allowed, to take effect from the daté of such reduction.” 

Under this act such pensioners as had been reduced under the decision ren- 
dered by the Secretary of the Interior, February 10, 1870, were res 
original rate of pension. 

All those widows, &c., of rear-admirals who have applied for a pension since 
the rendering of the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, February 10, 1870, 
have only been granted a pension of $30 per month, which presents the inco: 
sistency of a portion of rear-admirals’ widows receiving $50, while the balance 
are pensioned at $30 a month, without difference of rank, merit, or long service 
Since the restoration of this class of pensions to $)0 per month by the act of June 9, 


‘ 
t 


ored to their 


1880, the widows who are allowed but $30 per month at the Pension Office under 


the act of July 14, 1862, have from time to time applied to Congress for an in- 


crease of pension from $30 to $0, and for original pensions of $50 per month, and 


such increase, or original granting of pensions at $0 per month, has frequently 
occurred during the present session of Congress. : 


(See Mr. Teller’s report, E 
abeth Wirt Goldsborough; Mr. JACKsoN’s report, Louisa Bainbridge Ilo: Mr. 
PLATT’s report, Rebecca Reynolds; Mr. PLATT’s report, Elizabeth H. Spotts 








Some of these cases are for long and meritorious services, and for ori 
sion; others for an increase from the $30 allowed bythe Pension Odice to *w. 
In the report of the case of Admiral Goldsborough, where it is not alleged that 
he died of any disease contracted in the line of duty, or even in the service, the 
concluding clause in the Goldsborough case is as follows: 


In 1869 he was promoted to | 


1Z- | 
nal pen- 


Mr. JACKSON. Task that the views of the minority be incorporated 
| in the Recorp, and I will sfate briefly the ground oft objection to the 
allowance of this claim. 
The views of the minority, submitted by Mr. JAcKson July 2, 1882. 
were ordered to be printed in the RE 


RECORD, as follows 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Pensions, not « 





meurT zr in 

| the report of the majority upon the bill (H. R. 479) granting anin ise pension 

| to Mrs. Ann Cornelia Lanman, respectfully submit the following views of the 

} minority: 

Rear-Admiral Joseph Lanman, whose career as a naval officer is fully set forth 

in the majority report, was placed upon the retired-list of the Navy in LS71 o1 

| i872. On the 20th of February, 1874, he received a telegram from the Secretary 

of the Navy to come to Washington, District of Columbia, as a witness before a 

naval court-martial. He left for Washington on the same evening he received 

| the notice, On the trip he contracted a severe cold and when he reached home 
he was quite unwell; immediately took to his bed and grew steadily worse until ‘ 


the 13th March, 1874, when he died 


The physician who attended -him in 
last sickness states that he died of pneumonia contracted during his trip t 
Washington asabove stated. He left a widow (the present applicant for increas 
of pension) and two minor children, aged respectively 10 and 12 years 

Under the general law Mrs. Lanman was not entitled toa pengion, the disease 
of which her husband died not having originated in the service, and because con 
tracted subsequent to the 27th day of July, Phe second section of the act 
of July 27, 1868 (now contained in section 4644 of the Revised Statutes), denies the 
right to pension in cases like that of Admiral Lanman, unless the officer was 

“At the time of contracting the disease, borne on the books of some ship or 
other vessel of the United States, at sea or in harbor, actually in commission, or 
was at some naval station, or on his way by direction of competent authority to 
the United States or to some other vessel or naval station or hospital 

Mrs. Lanman accordingly applied to Congress for a pension, and by special 
act approved March 3, 1879, she was granted a pension of $0 per month in con 
sideration of the long and distinguished service of her husband. She now asks 
Congress by another special act to increase her pension to SW per month, resting 
her application upon the same considerations which induced its for 


1868 


ner action, 


together with the further averment in her petition that her present pension is 
not adequate for the support of herself and minor children. It does not appear 
what estate Admiral Lanman left, nor what are the present circumstances of his 


widow and children. It is not shown that they are in want or that the increased 
pension asked for is necessary for the widow’s comfortable support. Nothing 
of the sort is alleged. But it 1s said insupport of her application that she should 
be granted the same rate of pension allowed the widows of Rear- Admirals Golds 
borough and Hoff at the present session of Congress. In the case of Rear-Ad 
miral Hoff it clearly appeared that he died of disease contracted in the service 
and in the line of duty. 

In the Goldsborough case the report does not show the facts and circum 
stances connected with his death. In neither of these cases was there a ond 
application to Congress upon the same state of facts on which special relief had 
| been granted And in the cases referred to there 
such as the necessitous circumstances of the a 
cases can orecan not be distinguished from tl 
|} special considerations, we 

dent to pass the bill in question 





were special considerations, 


But whether these 
present by any merit 

think it would be establishing a mischievous prece- 
et will be 


pplieants 


rious or 


Its ett to invite repeated applica- 











tions and appeals for special acts, and Congress will find itself embarrassed in 
the effort to produce strict and exact equality in every cas If the widows of 
all rear-admirals are to be allowed a pens 1 of 0 per month without reference 
to their pecuniary circumstances or necessities, then Congress should so declare 
} by general law Special leg slat on in the matter of pensions is steadily in 
} ereasing, and ata rate which, if precedents are to b 1 control its 
| action, will soon be exceedinely embarrussit to Cor hould be as 
| sumed that when Congress, with all the facts bef it d, fixed Mrs 
Lanman’s pension at $30 per month, it intend setion in the 
mattter 
For these and other reasons that will readily s rest. themselves, we think 
the bill should not be passed but be indefinitely postponed by the Senate 
| HOWELL E, JACKSON 
| JAS. H. SLATER 
Mr. JACKSON. Mrs. Lanman was not entitled to a pension by the 
| 1 1 r ~ 4 
| general law. In the second section of the act of July 27, 1568, now in 
| corporated in the Revised Statute tion 4694, there is a provision 
that unless the officer was at the time of contracting the disea born 
on the books of some ship or other vessel of the United States, at sea or 
| in harbor, actually in commission, or was at some naval station, or on 
| his way, by direction of competent authority, to the United States, or 
to some other vessel or naval station, or hospital,’’ he should not be 
entitled to a pension when on the retired-list 
rs. Lanman’s case came within that provision of the law. Shea 
Mrs. I that ] the ] 


cordingly applied to Congress in 1879 for a special act placing her name 
upon the pension-roll. by a il act passed the 3d of March, 1879, 
} 


Speci 
she was granted a pension of $30 a month im consideration of the long 


“Such a record of service, in the opinion of the committee, justifies the pay- 


“dpe : : : _| and distinguished services of her husband 
ment to his widow of the same pension allowed in other cases by special act of | 


She now comes to Congress 





: > . : , oar oan \¢ asks Ps rg act raising ns SO nm month, 

Congress to the widows of other officers of the Navy of similar rank. The com- and asks for another special act raising her pension to $50 a month 
mittee therefore recommend that Senate bill 743 be passed.”’ based upon the same considerations exactly 

That concluding clause is open to but one conclusion, to wit, that Mrs. Golds- | When Congress acted upon her application in 1879 and by a special 

ores a a was a gratuity pension for the long and meritorious services | act gave her a pension that she was not entitled to under the general 


Regarding any objection being raised tothe granting of a pension to Rear- | 
Admiral Lanman’s widow on the ground that he was on the retired-list, it is 
proper to say that Admiral Goldsborough was retired in 1874 and died in 1S79, 
and Admiral Hoff was retired in 1869 and died in 1878. Therefore they were both 
on the retired-list at the time of their death. 

Now, the widow of Rear-Admiral Lanman is entitled toa pension to a greater 
extent than the widow of an admiral whose only claim was long and meritori- 
ous services, as her husband died directly from a malady contracted in obeying 
an order of the Secretary of the Navy, and within a few days after contracting 
the disease. 

The $30 pension granted by special act was acceptable to Mrs. Lanman until 
others of no greater merit were increased to $50. The inconsistency of her receiv- 
ing but $30 became apparent, and no reason prevailing why her case should be 
an exceptional one, she thought it proper to ask Congress by a special act to re- 
move this inconsistency. 

Inasmuch as the Forty-sixth Congress thought proper to increase certain cases 
ofthe widows of admiralsto $50 (see Lelia E. McCauley, page 609 Statutes at Large, 
18781, and Ann M. Paulding, 608Statutes at Large, 187!’s1), and have frequently 
seen fit in the present Congress to grant the same pension in similar cases, your 
committee can see no good reason why Mrs. Lanman should not receive a like 
pension, and therefore report a bill to that effect, and recommend its passage. 


law, it expressed its opinion and conclusion as to the merits of her case. 
She is here now asking for $50a month upon the same state of facts ex 
jactly. Itisstated in the report of the majority that the pension granted 
| her by that special act was acceptable to her, and her only ground of 
making the application now is that others have been raised to $50 

This shows the danger and the mistake of these special bills increas- 
ing pensions, and in cases that are not strictly meritorious or needy. 
There is nothing in this case to show her need. I am opposed to the 
granting of pensions on these repeated special applications. I hope the 
Senate will disagree to the report of the majority. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not make this report. I wish to remind the 
Senate that it is a majority report, however. We waived the consider- 
ation of the cases which are reported adversely. This woman is the 
| widow of a rear-admiral. She is one of that class, forty or fifty, it may 

be perhaps nearly sixty, who are widows of officers of high rank who 
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are now being pensioned at the rate of $50 amonth. Sheasks nothing 
but what we are doing for all other widows of officers of the same rank 
of her condition and of her necessities. 

Mr. PLUMB. That illustrates, as the Senator from Tennessee well 
says, exactly what we are coming to. We took up the case of another 
widow, perhaps of an officer of similar rank, the other day, and having 
taken that up on one pretext we now come upon a case without the 
same pretext, and we are asked to put up this one. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to call his 
attention to the fact that in the case of Admiral Goldsborough, cited 
by the report of the majority, his widow was pensioned at the rate of 
$30 per month, the highest rate allowed by law. She got the increase 
from the fact of her husband having incurred disability in the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now as before! protest against this as unjust and in- 
jurious in its discrimination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ordering the bill 
to a third reading. Shall the bill be read a third time? [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GROOME. I desire to say before the roll is called, by way of 
explanation of my vote, that it is a gratuity pension which this lady 
is now receiving. Having appealed to Congress when the general law 
clearly did not entitle her to a pension, and having received a very large 
measure of relief, I do not think she ought to show a want of apprecia- 
tion of the liberality with which she has already been treated by again 
appealing to Congress for additional relief. I think Congress should 
not encourage others to do the same thing by passing this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘I do not see how any distinction can be made in this 
case and this lady discriminated against. I think there has been no 
case in which the widow of a rear-admiral has asked Congress to give 
her a pension at the rate of $50 that it has not been done. I do not 
think this is exactly a case to stop upon. It is a case which was re- 
ported favorably a lene time ago. The case which the Senator from 
Kansas refers to was reported very recently, but was first reached under 
the order of the Senate and was taken up and passed. 

It would be a very unjust discrimination against this lady, whose 
case was reported favorably a long while ago, not to extend the same 
relief to her which was extended in the case of the widow of Rear- 
Admiral Beaumont. A rear-admiral, if I mistake not, ranks with a 
major-general. It seems to me we can do no less, in view of the pre- 
vious action of Congress, than to pension the widows of rear-admirals 
at $50 or to pass a law providing that henceforth they shall only be 
pensioned at $30 and that those who receive $50 shall be reduced to 
$30. But until Congress is ready to do that, I do not see how we can 
make a discrimination. 

Mr. GROOME. The Senator from Connecticut states that a rear- 
admiral ranks with a major-general. Such is the fact, but it is also a 
fact, of which I remind the Senator from Connecticut, that there are 
numerous widows of major-generals who are only receiving $30 a month 
under the general law, and whose pensions have never been increased 
by special legislation. I am aware that there are other cases of major- 
generals who were killed in battle whose widows are receiving $50 a 
month in consequence of that fact; but as a general rule the widows of 
major-generals who died otherwise than in battle are only receiving 
to-day $30 a month, That rate of pension this lady is receiving, al- 
though under the general law she is not pensionable. Having once 
appealed to the liberality of Congress, and having received from it the 
measure of liberality which that tribunal, in view of all the circum- 
stances upon which her application was based, saw fit to adopt, I feel 
that she comes here with a very bad grace when she asks Congress to 
review its action and increase the liberal allowance already made to her. 
I hepe the bill will not pass. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course I can not say that the Senator is absolutely 
mistaken when he says that there are widows of major-generals in the 
Army receiving $30a month, but I did not suppose there were any such 
cases. If there are it is, I presume, because they have not made an 
application to Congress for an increase of pension. I know it has been 
done in every case where the increase hus been asked. 

Mr. GROOME. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I 
recollect very well a year or two ago, while I was upon the Committee 
on Pensions, a claim was made before that committee that the widow 
of every major-general was receiving $50 a month. Information was 
asked of the Pension Department, and it was ascertained that the claim 
was not correct, and that very few widows of major-generals were re- 
ceiving that allowance unless their husbands had been killed in battle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill be read 
a third time? upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk called the roll. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LOGAN]. I do not know how he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: , 


YEAS—19. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Ingalls, Mahone, 
Biair, Frye. Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., 
1, Harrison, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Conger, Hawley, MeDill, 
Dawes, Hill, 








NAYS—22. 

Barrow, Davis of W. Va., Jackson, Rollins, 
Beck, Fair, Jonas, Slater, 
Brown, Garland, McPherson, Vance, 
Camden, George, Maxey, Van Wyck. 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Morgan, 

ke, Harris, Plumb, 

ABSENT—35. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Logan, Sawyer, 
Allison, Grover, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Bayard, Hale, Mitchell, Tabor, 
Butler, Hampton, Morrill, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Johnston, ugh, Walker, 
Davis of Ml., Kellogg, Ransom, Williams, 
Farley, Lamar, Saulsbury, Windom. 
Ferry, Lapham, Saunders, 


So the bill was rejected. 


DANIEL G. GEORGE. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension bill on the Calendar 
favorably reported will be announced. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1011) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel G. George. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call that bill up at another time, and wil] 
reserve the right to do so. I am not ready to discuss it now; let it be 
over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over if there 
be no objection. 
PATRICK DRONEY. 


Mr. DAWES. The next case on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 718) 
granting a pension to Patrick Droney. I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may be considered. I was absent in the committee-room of 
appropriations when the order was this morning in reference to 
adverse reports. That is a question which was decided the other day 
on the passage of a bill like it in another case. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to proceed at this time to the consideration of the 
pension bill mentioned by him adversely reported. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senate that I only ask it because 
I was absent in the committee-room of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; that is the only reason why I ask it. I do not want to have the 
rule set aside for me; I only ask it on that ground. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the Senate a few moments ago determined not to take up any of these 
adverse reports. 

Mr. DAWES. I know they did. 

Mr. JACKSON. Lobjectto it. We want toget on to other cases, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. The Secretary 
will report the first House bill favorably reported. 

SUSAN SHEARER. 


Mr. PLATT. If there is no objection, I should like to have House 
bill 3322, for the relief of Susan Shearer, indefinitely postponed. The 
report is adverse to it, but it appears on the Calendar as having been 
favorably reported. Jt is order of business No. 1193. There was an 
adverse report in the House and in the Senate also, and it may as well 
be disposed of. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER (Mr. HARRIsin thechair). The Chair 
hears no objection, and the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 


JOHN R. SMITH. 


Mr. BLAIR. Inthe last print of the Calendar there is a disarrange- 
ment of cases. It will be found that cases 35 and 36 are in the index, 
and I call attention to No. 1221, a bill for the relief of John R. Smith. 
There is an adverse report, but I had before the action of the committee 
drawn a favorable report when the case was referred to me, but it was 
disapproved by the committee, and my report has in some way got 
among the papers, and it appears to be printed as the report of the 
committee. It is so on the files of the Senate. It is a mistake, and I 
ask that the document be withdrawn from the files. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that order 
will be entered. 

Mr. BECK. I do.not know what it is, I object to everything but 
the regular order. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. BLAIR] asks for the withdrawal of a favorable report not adopted 
by the committee. The Chair hears no objection, and the order is 
entered. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voornres] is inter- 
ested in the case, and I will say to him that my own opinion is favora- 
ble and so I drew the report; but the committee were adverse. My 
opinion has got among the papers and appears to be printed asa favor- 
able report by the committee and has been so distributed. I only ask 
that entries showing how the mistake occurred be made, and I suppose 
the report as such ought to be withdrawn. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There can be no objection to that; but I thought 
the case was being brought up for action, and I want to be heard on it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction desired by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR] will be made. 


LAURA C, P. HASKINS. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to call attention to order of business No. 
1026, being the bill (S. 771) granting a pension to Laura C. P. Haskins. 
There is an adverse report, and the bill was postponed indefinitely and 
subsequently reconsidered. Iask now that the case may be passed for the 
session, as I may be absent in the Committee on Commerce for some 





j 


me. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those pension bills reported adversely 
are not being considered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7049) making appro- 





priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2 and 3 to the 
said bill further insisted upon by the Senate. 


ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. BECK. The first bill I can find on the Calendar reported tavor- 
ably from the House is order of business 1022. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will read the first House 
bill favorably reported. 

The ACTINGSECRETARY. ‘A bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public 
lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral 
jands.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the first House bill beginning where we 
left off on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary reports to the Chair 
that it was under consideration at the last time the Senate was proceed- 
ing with the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it right, then. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any report in that case, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no printed report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear any communication from the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is 2 printed report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read if there is one. 
The Chair is informed that there is a report on the Senate bill similar 
to this, but no written or printed report upon this particular bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the report on the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report on 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Was the report favorable or adverse ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a unanimous favorable report of the commit 


The Acting Secretary 
MorGAN April 20, 1882: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 140, have 
had the same under consideration and report the same back with a substitute 
therefor, entitied ‘ A bill to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the op- 
eration of the laws relating to mineral lands,”’ and recommend its passage 

The General Land Office, acting on the report of F. Winter, a geologist and 
special agent, made in March, 1879, designated a section of country in Alabama, 
of coal lands, which covered an area of over 260 miles square,and known as the 
“Warrior coal-field,”’ and the Coosaand Cahaba coal-fields, and the public lands 
“a entire region were thereafter held for his disposal under the act of March 

1 
According to Mr. Winter's estimate the entire area (of which a considerable 

rt had poet into private ownership) amounted to 1,537,280 acres of coal 

nds, and 224,000 acres of iron lands; nearly all of which was taken up before 
he date of the act of May, 1872, regulating the disposal of mineral lands. Mr 
inter’s reports state that not more than one-third of the coal-land area would 
probably be of any value for mining purposes. 

Upon these reports of Mr. Winter the Secretary of the Interior made the fol- 
lowing order: ; 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 2, 1879. 

Str: I have received your letter of June 10, 1879, inclosing the reportsand ex- 
hibits of Special Agent Winters, who was detailed in pursuance of instructions 
contained in my letter of September 11, 1878, to investigate the coal and iron 

Jands of the State of Alabama. 

From these reports and exhibits it appears that there is a lar 
coal and iron lands in said State, some of which, in the opinion of Mr. Winters, 
are very valuable,and some of them of littieor novalue. Thestatute, however, 
fixes the value of coal, as well as other mineral lands,and without further legis- 
lation, Ido not think that we are authorized to dispose of any of said landsat prices 
other than those established by law. Some ofthe Cade are now considered valua- 

e because of the means of transportation and otheradvantages. Others are not 
now considered valuable for the want of means of transportation, and because 

of the expense of operating the mines. These difficulties in relation to the 

latter class of lands mentioned may be overcome in the future, but whether this 
P» apd not, it can not cha your duty nor mine. 

t aras 


‘ 


. =. ne matter what their value at present may appear to be, until further leg- | 
The lands not mineral in said district should 
accordance with existing law. 


n is had upon the subject. 
he offered for saleand dispel in 


}. partment of the Interior, as will be seen from the letter 


I herewith return the papers transmitted in order that you may take such ac 
tion in the premises as you may deem necessary : 
fery respectfully, 
‘ 
Orrici 


SCHURZ, S 


cretary 
The CoMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND 

The necessity of legislation is clearly indicated in this order 
large area of country from the incubus of a law, to more than 


it could not have been intended to apply. 


to relieve this 


two-thirds of which 


If a third of this area may have any value as a mining mn r that 
two-thirds of it is only fit for agricultural purposes 
All the public lands in this area were offered for entry at 12} cents per acre, 





under the graduation acts of Congress, and only a small part of it was taken up 
Tt was then known as a country in which thege were valuable beds of coal and 
iron, but little was known, or is yet known, as to the localities in which mining 
could be done with profit. 

No land has been taken upin Alabama under the act of March 3, 1873; nor has 
any land been disposed of under that law in any other States of the Union, ex 
cept in Oregon, where 2,14 acres have been entered, and 18) acres in California 

The estimated area of coal lands in the land States is about 2,000,000 acres. So 
that this law is practically a failure as am s of disposing of coallands. It has 
only retarded settlement and defeated commercial and manufacturing industry 
in the regions set apart as * coal lands,” 

The General Land Office, in order to prevent these evils, as far as possible, has 
permitted the entry of lands, under the homestead laws, within the ** ¢oal-land” 
limits, where persons would make oath that the lands claimed under the home- 
stead laws were non-mineral in character rhis practice has led to much abuae, 
and is a fruitful source of litigation and disquietude as to the validity of titles, 
even after patents have issued 

The bill reported herewith, as to its provisions, has th 





e pp 
the ¢ 


oval of the De 
f ’ ssioner of 


ol in 


| the General Land Office, appended to this report 


| 
| 
| 


Of the 1,683,280 acres in the areas that are included in the coal-land limits, in 
all the States and Territories, as already detined by the orders of the Interior 
Department, Alabama furnishes 1,573,280 acres, leaving y 146,000 acres as yet 
actually classified as ‘‘ coal-lands”’ in all the other States and Territories 


onl 


In Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, and Kansas, Congress has re- 
pealed the acts of March 3, 1873, and May 10, 1872, as to coal and other mineral 
lands, leaving Alabama as the only land State that has any considerable area of 
coal and iron lands east of the Rocky Mountains under the restrictions of these 
laws. 

Grants to railroad companies in Alabama, made prior to 1850, have venthem 


a large quantity of coal and iron lands, which they sell at p 
any sale of the public domain at the prices fixed by law for such 
gives to those railroad companies the practical monop!ly the ce 
State, which is an injury to the commerce of the State andad 

to its growth and prosperity, and the i 


ices that prevent 
inds, This 
il lands in the 


ecided obstruction 


to be that w 


only re f 






ef seer hich is pro 
posed in this bill 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTER! Washi n, February 28, 1882 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of report on Ilouse bill 19 
“to exclude the State of Alabama from the provisions of the act of Congress 
} entitled ‘Anact to promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States,’ approved May 10, 1872," by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oflice, to whom you referred it for an ¢ ession of his opinion 
Very respectfully 
S.J. KIRK WOOD, Seeretary 
Hon. Joun Van Vooruts, 
Chairman Commit n M nd M 1, Hou , tives 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI GENERAL LAND OFfri 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1882. 
Srr: I have received from Hon. Jonn VAN Voornis, chairman of House Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, his letter of 8th instant, inclosing ouse bill No 
19, “A bill toexclude the State of Alabama from the provisions of the act of Con 
gressentitled *‘ An actto promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States,’ approved May 10, L872,’ and asking whether in my opinien it 
ought to pass, and whether it is necessary to incorporate a proviso similarto one 


| 


read the following report, submitted by Mr. | 


indorsed in pencil on said bill 














I have the ho subject to your approval, to submit the followir 

Phe lands in Alabama have been in market for many years, but l n 
paratively recent date the lands were not probably considered of inl valu 
because of their mineral character. 

The nu 1 information oflicially brought to this office of the mineral character 

| of these lands was derived from an examination made in the field by a special 

agent and ¢ logist from this office in the years L878 and is79 

His examination extended over portions of the Montgome id Huntsville 
land district 

He reported a considerable list of land as containing iron : lL ecoal, some as 
valuable and others as of littic value No entries of coal or iron have as yet 
been made in said State, although all the lands reported by him were withheld 
from disposition except under the laws applicable to the sale of coal and mineral 
ands 

It is probable that the coal and iron deposits are ef considerable extent, as it 
is a matter of general notoriety that extensive iron-works and mining have 
during the last few years been established there Probably such deposits are 
not more extensive than in Missouri, in which State, as well as in Kansas, by 
act of May 5, 1876, all lands were made subject to disposal as agricultural lands 


ge quantity of footing as Missouri and Kansas in the 


n: 
the lands are winewel they should be withheld from sale and dis- | 


The policy of so disposing of the publi 
by single individuals or corporations may we 
careful consideration. Itisalsoto be borne in mind that a too restrictive policy 
is a substantial inducement to fraud, and at the best may postpone but briefly 
the acquisition of large titles by individuals who command the necessary 
tal and enterprise. 

This result would be more likely to occur in a State like Alabama, where there 
is doubtless so much land which contains coal and iron, but the amount and 
value of the deposits in which are so uncertain. 

| ‘The policy of the proposed law is one which it isthe peculiar province of Con 
| gress to determine, and concerning which I prefer to make no recommendation 

If, however, it should be deemed advisable to place Alabama on the same 

respect indicated, I would recommend 
the inclosed draft of a bill as a substitute 

The proviso for a public sale of the lands supposed to be valuable for their 
mineral deposits I would think wise, because it will enable the Government te 


: lands that large areas will be owned 


l be doubted, or at least merits 


capi 


| 
| 


realize the largest possible price for the lands. 
| Said substitute, letter, and bill are herewith inclosed. 
} Very respectfully, 
| N. C. McFARLAND, Commisstoner 
| Hon. S. J. Kirkwoop, 
| Secretary of tie Interior. 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
| Mr. McMILLAN. I ask leave of the Senate that the Committee 


| on Commerce be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatcan not be done. 
Is that motion in order pending a bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not strictly while a bill is being con- 
sidered; but if there be no objection the Chair will entertain the mo- 
tion, and unless there be objection the order will be made. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the order is made. 

ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from 
the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask now that the Secretary read a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Teller, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


We shall lose you entirely. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 10, 1882. 


Sin: I have received your letter of the 7th instant, and the inclosed copy of 


Senate bill 140, * to regulate the disposal of coal lands in the State of Alabama,”’ 
with the report of the Senate committee thereon. The report contains a letter 
from my immediate predecessor, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, who submitted draft of bill on the subject, which 
you state is embodied in Senate bill 140. 
The bill meets my entire approval, and will, I hope, become a law. 
Very respectfully, 
Ht. M. TELLER, Secretary. 

Hon, Joun T. Moneoan, U. S. Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now ask the Secretary to read a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Alabama, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

{S. 131.) 
Enrolled joint resolution of the senate and house of representatives of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama. 

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That the Sena- 
tors from Alabama in the Congress of the United States are hereby requested to 
vote for, and procure, if possible, the passage of the act now pending in the Sen- 
ate, providing for the disposal of mineral lands in Alabama. 

GEO. P. HARRISON, Jr., 
President of the Senate. 
WILBER F. FOSTER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Approved December 12, 1882." 

E. A. O'NEAL, Governor. 

I, Ellis Phelan, secretary of state, hereby certify that the foregoing is a trve 
copy of the original joint resolution, in relation to mineral lands in Alabama, as 
the same is on file in my office. : 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, at Montgomery, Alabama, 
this 15th December, 1882. 

[SEAL.] 

Mr. MORGAN. I regret that I have any statement to make at all; 
but I do it more in justice to my colleague and myself than for the pur- 
pose of giving the Senate more full information, because the informa- 
tion in this report is about as full as it can be made, I believe, on this 
subject. Coal lands in Alabama have been known to exist there for a 
great many years, as far back as the territorial settlement of the coun- 
try. Under the pre-emption laws and laws for the sale of public lands, 
and especially under the graduation act, these lands were brought 
into market, and many of them passed into private ownership, some 
as low as 12} cents an acre. They were taken up by persons who emi- 
grated to a rather poor country, on what is termed the sand mountain 
of Alabama. They were taken up for farming purposes. Little farmers 
same from Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and poorer countries 
to settle there. They had no expectation that the minerals that were 
in this land would ever be of any value, though they were used in black- 
smiths’ shops and were known to exist. The country having become 
occupied in that way railroad companies pushed their enterprises along 
under land grants from the Government of the United States around the 
borders of this coal-field, the Memphis and Charleston road running on 
the north, the Mobile and Ohio road on the west, the Alabama and Great 
Southern road on the south, and the South and North Alabama road 
(now the Louisville and Nashville) on the east. Each of these was a 
land-grant road. The railroads took up large bodies of this coal land, 
having grants of alternate sections for fifteen miles wide on either side. 
I believe only one of these railroads was in operation and had been con- 
structed before the war. That was the Memphis and Charleston road. 
I am not quite sure as to the Mobile and Ohio road; but that road has 
not taken any of the coal land, because it has just fringed along the coal 
measures, and has scarcely lapped over the border of the coal measure 
atall. The other two roads—the Alabama and Chattanooga and the 
North and South Alabama Railroads—have been built since. So this 
coal region has been circumvallated by these railway lines that have the 
outer boundary of the entire coal system there, and have a monopoly of 
the coal lands in that region of country. This fact prevents, of course, 
the development of that country, and has done so all the time. 

These railway companies have not desired that the coal lands in the 
interior of this seam should come into competition with them, and so 
far no railway enterprises have been pushed into the interior of this re- 
gion any more than seven or eight miles at the outside. The result is 
that Congress by making these grants to the railway companies has 
thrown the virtual control of the whole of this coal area into the power 
of these companies. The legislation of Congress, if nothing else, has 


ELLIS PHELAN, Secretary of State. 


made it impossible that the interior of it should be taken up in com- 
petition with companies that have received their land grants for noth- 
ing. 

This matter of entering up the land by small settlers went on unti] 

Ane act of 1873 was passed, which provided that the coal lands of the 

United States undisposed of lying within fifteen miles of any completed 

railroad should not thereafter be sold at less than $20 an acre, and the 

coal land lying outside of the fifteen-mile limit of the railways should 

not be sold at less than $10 an acre, and providing a system of pre- 

emptions for corporations or companies or copartnerships and for in- 

dividuals, by which they might settle up the lands and take them at 

those prices, gaining a pre-emption of certain parcels. 

The taking up of this land in forty, eighty, and one hundred and 
twenty acres, and the like, under the different acts of Congress has 
broken the coal-field up, so that there is no very considerable body of 
lands to be found in any one place in juxtaposition. The result is that 
not one foot of that land has ever been taken up under this act of 1873. 
More than that, very little of the lands of the United States in all of 
our broad domain that have been segregated from the public domain as 
cgal lands have been taken up at all. 

Y The act of 1873 has become an incubus upon the disposal of these 
lands, the products of which are so absolutely essential for the progress 
and development of our civilization. 

I am not here for the purpose, however, of asking that that law shall 
be repealed. Iam only asking that Alabama shall have like privileges 
which Congress has granted to the States of Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Michigan, and other States, without hesitancy, relieving those States 
from the burdens of this law. All of the coal lands in these different 
States and all mineral lands of every description, including the finest of 
iron ore, have been, by act of Congress, relieved from the shackles of the 
act of 1873, and the people have been allowed to go on to take up the 
lands ; to invite capital from other countries to go in there, start man- 
ufacturing industries, and to turn out coal and other minerals for the 
benefit of commerce at large. 

There is no reason, I think, that can be stated why the State of Ala- 
bama should be kept beneath this law when the other States have been 
released from it. I know of no facts operating in behalf of the other 
States that Alabama may not equally claim the benetitof. Indeed, sir, 
the matter has gone so far down there, capital having settled itself 
around this margin in various places, that it has become more a matter 
of interest to people in other States who wish to go there and take up 
the lands and engage in these industries than it has to the people who 
immediately occupy that country; very much more so. 

The only objection that I have heard urged at all to the passage of 
this bill has come from what I conceive to be an interested source. It 
is that certain frauds have been perpetrated there in the taking up ot 
the public lands; that men have availed themselves of the homestead 
system and the pre-emption system for the purpose of taking up these 
lands by fraud and perjury and in contravention of the statute. Sup- 
pose I should admit that that has been done, and yet in making that 
admission I think I should go far beyond the facts. Suppose I should 
make that admission, yet we should find that not so much fraud has 
been perpetrated in that section of Alabama as the reports made to this 
session of Congress show have been perpetrated in almost every land 
district in the United States, especially in those places where public 
lands are valuable. I have before me now a report sent to us by the 
Secretary of the Interior, in which he goes into a detailed statement of 
the frauds perpetrated on the land system, and in comparing this state- 
ment with wkat is alleged to have taken place in Alabama I find that 
we become almost tabula rasa by comparison. 

Now, sir, I wish to state to the Senate—and I feel called upon to do 
it because a person has sent a letter here impeaching my motives in this 
case and those of my colleague and those of Mr. FoRNEY, in the House 
of Representatives from that State—I wish to state that nothing could 
induce me to put any cover whatever upon or over any fraud that has 
been or can be perpetrated against the Government of the United States. 
I have not lived this long to get my consent even to be inattentive toa 
question of this kind, whether it concerns the people of my own State 
or the people of other States. 

I will further remark that the allegations which are made in this 
very report in respect to the frauds which have been committed in that 
State do not relate to men of my own party. They relate to individuals 
who are distinguished men and who I take great pleasure in saying are 
very honorable and high-toned men, who do not belong to the politi- 
cal party to which I belong; and if I could have any malevolence at all 
in connection with this subject it would be in propagating charges that 
are brought by other persons for the purpose of casting odium upon 
them, their motives, and their conduct. 

The courts of the country ‘stand open, fully equipped with all neces- 
sary statutes and regulations, for the punishment of any fraud that may 
have occurred. For more than two years a person directly interested 
in getting up litigation, out of which he is to make profits as attorney, 
has had the full opportunity of prosecuting these cases before the grand 
juries of the Federal courts in Alabama; he has brought witnesses from 
great distances; the Government of the United States, almost without 
stint, has supplied money to carry on that operation; and the result is, 
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according to the report of George Turner, who signs himself as special 
counsel for the United States, that the indictments found at Huntsville 
were, for conspiracy seven, for perjury five; at Montgomery, for con- 
spiracy two, for perjury six. That is the result of two years of active 
and diligent search into this matter. 

Mr. President, the Government of the United States is represented 
in that State by men who are reasonably well qualified to discharge 
the public duties that come before j udicial tribunals, and these gentle- 
men have also been at work and they have had my hearty, earnest, 
faithful co-operation. If it can be shown that any man has been guilty 
in Alabama of a violation of these laws, I say in the name of justice 
and right let him be punished for it. 

At the last Congress the Senate passed a bill upon this subject in the 
exact language of the statute passed in reference to Kansas, which was 
simply a bill that hereafter the public lands in Alabama should be dis- 

of as agricultural lands any law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not the language of the Kansas bill, I 


think. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisaboutit. That is the substance of it, I 
think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Kansas act, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that occurs—‘‘ agricultural lands.’’ I think so, 
at least. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
It does say so. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


The phrase ‘‘ agricultural ’’ does not occur in the 


Yes; I see by examining that the Senator is right. 


At this Congress I introduced that bill again. It 





went to the Committee on Public Lands, and received a very thorough | 


consideration. In the mean time the same bill had been introduced in 


the House, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and the Public | 


Lands Committee sent that bill to the Interior Department. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Please do not state what took place in the House. | 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam trying to state what took place outside of the | 
House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


Oh, no. 
I am not trying to influence the action of the Sen- 


ate. I am trying to get at a statement of fact to show how the bill came | 


to be in the state it is now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ButI begthe Senator not toa 
in the House of Representatives. I know we hav 
of doing it, but it is a very bad practice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not referring to anything that took place in 
the House of Representatives except to a bill introduced there, and that 
the Public Lands Committee sent that bill to the Interior Department. 
Is there any harm in that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is contrary to parliamentary practice and ought 
not to be done. : . 

Mr. MORGAN. I was notaware of it. I confess that there are some 
sensibilities on that subject which are so nice that they are entirely be- 
yond me. 
the action of the Senate except this: I wanted to show that the bill in 
its present form was a hill prepared at the Interior Department, not pre- 
pared by me—it was prepared by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office; there is no harm in that statement—and that bill was prepared 
in full view of the fact that this investigation was going on in Alabama 
and that these indictments were pending there, and with a view that 
these indictments and the persons charged should have no mode of 
escape by the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In that letterof Mr. McFarland, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, dated February 18, 1882, he says: 

If, however, itshould be deemed advisable to place Alabama on the same foot- 


to ] roce edings 


ude 
e the habit 


been in 


May I ask a question for information? 


ing as Missouri and Kansas in the respect indicated, | would recommend the | 


inclosed draft of a bill as a substitute. 


Mr. MORGAN. That is this bill. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is what you speak of as being afterward sub- 


stituted ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. McFarland, the Commissioner, does not recom- 
mend it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. McFarland expresses no opinion on the policy; 


Mr. Kirkwood expressed no distinct opirion on the policy; but Mr. 
Teller followed with avery decided affirmative recommendation of the 
policy of the measure, and Mr. Teller has given the subject a most 
thorough and intelligent consideration. 

When the Commissioner of the General Land Office under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior prepared a brief bill that the House 
has passed and sent here, I thought that all had been done that could 
be done—all that was necessary to be done to protect the Government. 
I can afford to state as a lawyer that there is not the slightest doubt, 
at least in my own mind, that the passage of this bill can not have the 
effect to relieve any person in the world from any crime that he has 
committed or to cover any crime that he may commit against the pub- 
lic land laws. 

I have been long enough upon the Committee on Public Lands to 
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know one fact. I have heard it stated very frequently by the Secretary 
of the Interior, by the Commissioner, and by other officers of the Gen 
eral Land Office, that our land system is assailed with fraud and con- 
trivances every day and every hour. There is no doubt about that. 
It has been a matter that seems to be beyond the reach of human power 
absolutely to extirpate these frauds. 

Suppose that five cases of perjury or seven of conspiracy, or suppose 
that fifty have occurred in this large areaof country, can that be a rea 
son why the Government of the United States should decline to allow 
the people who are acting honestly and faithfully in that State and 
elsewhere to have the benefit of this land? We see by experience that 
they will not get it. They will not take it. Never has one acre of 
land been soldin that way under the law of the United States rating it 
at from $10 to $20 an acre since the law was passed in 1873; and that 
being so, what is this statute but a mere embargo on the sale of the 
land, a regular lock-up of the resources of that great country against 
enterprise from all sections of the Union? Gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania and from other Northern States have gone down there and they 
have invested their money in various places. They desire to enlarge 
their possessions. This bill provides that this land shall be put up to 
public sale in 40-acre tracts according to the regulations of the law and 
the Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the consent of my friend from Alabama I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
ness for a few minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. That will not displac 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


executive busi 


The Senator from Vermont moves 
? 1 ; \ 


that the Senate proceed to the consider m of executive busine 
The motion was agreed to 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS!I 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
| its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws |} 
increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm o 
a leg in the service 
ENROLLED BIL! 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the Ho had ed 
} the following enrolled bill and they were thereupon ed by the 
President pro {empore : 
A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River near, New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
| declare it a post-route; and 


A bill (11. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


Missouri River, at some accessible point within ten miles below and five 


I was stating nothing certainly with a view of influencing | 


| the bill which is now before the senate. 


miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business 
After 3 hours and 12 minutes spent in executive business the doors were 
reopened 


i 


ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair) 
(Hi. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from 
tion of the laws relating to mineral lands is before the Senate 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entitled to the floor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama had the 
floor on the pending bill when the Senate went into executive session. 
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Iowa can not do his business at 
any other time than this I shall yield the floor to him with the uni- 
versal understanding that by doing so I do not yield the precedence of 
I want to say to the Senate 
that the Senator from Vermont came to me and asked me to yield the 
loor in order that he might move for an executive , 


The bill 
the opera- 
as in Com- 


Session I did SO 


| understanding that the bill was not to be interrupted. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Itisnot. It stands just as it did 
on the floor and he is entitled to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That isthe state of the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from 
bama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator knows that the time of the Senate is pre- 
cious, and he knows that if his bill, in addition to whatever opposition 
it may encounter, encounters the feeling that it is obstructing the leg- 
islation of this body, it will undoubtedly come to an untimely end. I 
therefore beg to ask him if he is not willing to have a vote on this bill, 
which I think the Senate understand now as well as it will after three 


My friend is 


Ala- 


Does the Senator from Alabama yield 


| or four hours’ debate. 


| 
| 


| 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to have a vote. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There will have to be something said about other 
aspects of the case. 
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Mr. MORGAN. If we can have a vote on the bill I am entirely 
willing to yield the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There can not be a vote without discussion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I may want to say a word on this bill, but I 
should prefer not to do it just now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator from Alabama to allow a 
moment during which the resolution which provides for the printing 
of the regular annual report for the year 1881 of the Commissioner of 
Education may be taken from the table and passed. It is necessary it 
should go to the House, or the printing of the report for that year will 
entirely fail. It will not lead to debate, and it should pass now. I 
have been trying for severa] days to get the floor to call it up. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
if I felt that I could do so in justice to myself personally; and I wish 
to say to him that I have been censured in Alabama very heavily be- 
cause I have not asked the Senate to consider this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator then allow me to state that under 
the order of the Senate the pension bills would have consumed the en- 
tire residue of the session, but being appealed to by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Kentacky I consented to the postponement, which is the de- 
struction of the bills for this session of some twenty-five or thirty con- 
tested pension cases, in many of which I feel a very deep personal interest, 
and where I thought great injustice was being done by delay. I did 
it in the interest of the public service, and it was in consequence of 
that that the Senator is on the floor at this moment. I have been try- 
ing for a long time to get the opportunity simply of having this ordi- 
nary resolution passed providing for the printing of this annual report. 
I think under the circumstances the Senate and the Senator ought to 
grant this unanimous consent which I desire. 

Mr. MORGAN. Any consent of that kind is death to this bill. It 
will displace the bill, and it will require unanimous consent to get it 


Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to take the Senator from the ftoor. I 
simply ask his indulgence to let this resolution be passed. It will not 
take five minutes, and I agree that there shall be no discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senate of the United States want to vote 
down this bill that I have been advocating to-day, let them doit. That 
will exonerate me tomy own constituents. I have never asked a Sena- 
tor in the middle of an argument on a case that was taken up by the 
Senate in regular order to yield the floor that I might pass a bill. 

Now, I have stated to the Senator from New Hampshire that I have 
strong personal reasons why I can not do this, that I should be censured 
very greatly if I should permit an opportunity to have a vote on this 
bill pass. I would rather lose the bill than not do what my constitu- 
ents and my own Legislature require of me in this respect. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have stated this case to the Senator and to the Senate. 
As soon as he yields the floor I will once again, if I can get the floor, 
ask unanimous consent for action on the resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say a few words after the Senator from 
Alabama concludes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish the opportunity of saying a very few words 
on this bill, I yielded to the Senator from Vermont to go into execu- 
tive session because I thought my duty to the country required it. 

Now, I wish to say only a very few words further. When this bill 
was first introduced by me into this body, a bill copied from the stat- 
utes in reference to Kansas and Missouri, it provided: 

That the coal lands of the United States within the State of Alabama shall be 
hereafter subject to disposal as agricultural lands, any law to the contrary net- 
withstanding. 

That was my preference. I desired that bill much before the one 
that I am now advocating. I have described to the Senate that the In- 
terior Department were not satisfied with the bill. They said that 
these lands had become more valuable in consequence of improvements 
at Birmingham and in that vicinity and in consequence of the fact of 
railway communication having been opened all around the margin of 
these coal-fields. Consequently they said that the fair way to dispose of 
these lands was for the Government to get the most money out of them, 
and to do that at public sale, and thereupon they included all mineral 
lands—coal lands, and all—and proposed to expose them to public sale, 
by the following provision: 

That within the State of Alabama all public lands, whether mineral or other- 
wise, shall be subject to disposal only as agricultural lands: Provided, however, 
That all lands which have heretofore been reported to the General Land Office 
as containing coal and iron shall first be offered at public sale: And provided 
at ape ‘That any bona fide entry under the provisions of the homestead law of 

nds within said State heretofore made may be patented without reference to an 
act approved May 10, L872, entitled “‘ An act to promote the development of the 
mining resources of the United States,”’ in cases where the persons making ap- 
—— for such patents have in all other respects complied with the homestead 


w relating thereto, 

That is the bill of the Land Office. That is the method which they 
think is best for the disposal of these lands, open competition in open 
market where all persons who desire to purchase may come, and where 
the sales are to be conducted precisely as they have been inevery other 
case of public-land sales in the United States. 

It is said that that may lead to combinations, toa monopoly. I do 
not see how it is possible that it can do so; but if it does do so there is 
no other way you can dispose of the public lands by which you will pre- 





vent it. Ifyou leave them alone and at the present price of $10 or $20 
an acre according to the distance from a railway, we find that agents of 
the Government are reporting that frands occur, the value of the lands 
tempting persons to make transfers. The department can not allow 
that to go on. It involves the whole country in litigation and in strife. 
A country that ought now to be the habitation of peaceful and pros- 
perous industries is one that is covered all over with strife and litigation 

Therefore, the department has selected this as the best method of 
disposing of these lands. I have yielded my concurrence to that. The 
House has done so by voting this bill and sending it here. It is the 
best thing that can be done now. It is the only thing that can ly 
wisely done at anytime. Let the capital come from where it may, les 
men come from where they may, and attend the land sales and buy 
these lands. ; 

Now, I wish tosay that neither my political nor my personal friends, 
as it turns out in the South or elsewere, are men of large capital ; on 
the contrary, the people who support me and who support my colleague 
are most of them people of very moderate means. We have no powers 
of combination among us, because we have not got the money. If com- 
binations come into that area from any direction at all, they will come 
from abroad and not from Alabama. I would gladly prevent them. 
The only chance to sell the lands is in forty acres at a time, or in the 
subdivisions required by law, and let those go there and buy them who 
desire to do so, and who will pay the Government the most money. 
That is fair and that is right. 

These lands, as I have stated, have been considerably entered upon, 
largely entered upon by men who have gone there for homesteading and 
other purposes long before the act of 1873 was passed. These men have 
their patents. The field is broken up in this way, and it is impossible 
that combinations should exist to any great extent for the reason that 
these intervening forty, eighty, and one hundred and twenty-acre tracts 
of land will prevent them from taking place. This is the only thing I 
know of that we can do for that section of country to bring these lands 
into market, and to prevent that which occurs every day now. 

The railroad companies that have the monopoly of the coal lands within 
the limits we have granted to them for nothing have now got the de- 
mand for coal to such an exorbitant amount as that they are not sup- 
plying much more than half that the furnaces there need. They raiso | 
the prices at will and pleasure. When you keep land at $20 an acre | 
within the fifteen-mile limit, it makes every acre of coal land that the 
railroad companies have got from the United States Government worth 
$20; it brings prices up and there is no chance to compete with them 
otherwise than to pay them their prices for their coal lands. The re- 
sult of our own legislation is that by it we have put the monopoly of 
these coal lands into the hands of the railroad companies. 

I have remarked to the Senate that Iam not here advocating any 
friend at all, neither a personal friend nor a political friend, in respect 
to this bill. My Legislature have taken the thing into consideration. 

ey have canvassed it; they have passed resolutions requesting my col- 
Farts and myself to vote for it. I have petitions and letters in great 
number from men who know the sentiment and wishes of the people of 
that country, and they all say ‘‘ pass the bill.’’ Opposed to it there are 
but two or three men and they are officers of the United States Govern- 
ment who are now making a living out of the strifes that exist in that 
country. 

That is the case, Mr. President, and I regret very much that I have 
been compelled to occupy so much time. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ask unanimous consent to lay this bill aside in- 
formally that I may ask for the passage of a joint resolution which passed 
the House several weeks ago relating to compensation of employés of 
the House. The Senate Committee on Appropriations reported the reso- 
lution with amendments. I ask to withdraw the amendments of the 
committee and have the resolution passed as it came from the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire of the Chair 
whether if that is yielded to it will displace the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not if it is done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear this matter explained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

DEFICIENCIES IN HOUSE SALARIES, 

Mr. ALLISON. Some time ago the House of Representatives passed 
a joint resolution for a deficiency in reference to their employés. We 
added to it an amendment providing for a deficiency for our employés. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senate voted in the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, the Senate has taken no action. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations proposed an amendment. The Committee on 
Appropriations now intend to put this amendment on the regular defi- 
ciency bill and it is said to be important that this House resolution 
should pass. I ask that it may be passed without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator ask unanimous consent to take 
it from the Calendar out of its order, being a House resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection. 





By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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ed to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for 
the deficiencies in the appropriations for salaries of officers, clerks, 

gers, and others in the service of the House of Representatives 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. ; 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, 
to add to the joint resolution the following clause: 

That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to pay necessary expenses of the Senate for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, namely: Fog salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and 
others, $1,377.20; for clerks to committees, and pages, $9,523; for furniture and | 
repairs of furniture, $1,200; for miscellaneous items, $4,000. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is not aware 
perhaps that the sundry civil bill is here, with a message asking for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask that the bill be laid before the Senate, 
and that the Senate agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Presiding Officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, 
and Mr. BEcK, were appointed. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table the 
resolution relative to printing the annual report of the Commisioner of 
Education, that it may be disposed of at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the pending 
measure will be informally laid aside and the resolution referred to by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthe re- 
port of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 be printed, and 4,000 additional 
copies for the use of the Senate, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 13,000 copies for distribution by the commissioner. 

Mr. BLAIR. This resolution passed the Senate with an amendment 
reducing the number of copies originally called for, which was 20,000, 
to 13,000. That was done after a very close vote in the Senate, and 
the resolution thus amended went to the House. Immediately after 
the resolution had gone to the House the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ], 
came to me and said that on further consideration he had noopposition 
to the full number, and should I call up the resolution again he would 
make no objection toits passing for the full 20,000, which the interests 
of the bureau and of the country require. I entered a motion to re- 
consider at the time, and I now ask that the vote whereby the resolu- 
tion was amended to diminish the number from 20,000 to 13,000 be 
reconsidered, and the resolution put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the Senate. 
The question is on the resolution as introduced. 

The resolution as agreed to is as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 there be 
printed 4,000 copies for the use of the Senate ; 8,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives ; and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
I present the conference report on the Army appro- 


Mr. LOGAN. 
priation bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7077) ‘‘ making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1584, and for other 
porpeess, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 

do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

7 Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 7, 9, 18 


oo 
vats 


30, 3, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentsof the Senate 


numbered 2,6, 8,10, 12,13, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 32, 33,34,35,and 38; and agree 
to the same. 


Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment = + epee In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $1,750;" and the Senate 
agree tot 


same, 
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amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
“thirty ;*’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House r¢ 


code from its disagreement to 


amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amend. 
mentasfollows: Afterthe word “line” in said amendment, insert the following 
“And no more than thirty aids-de-camp shall be paid as such in addition to their 


regular pay in the line 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered IL: That the House recede from itsad y 
amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agre« with an 


‘ 
mentasfollows; In lieuwof the number proposed by said amendment insert“ sey 


to the sar 


enty-five;"’ and the Senate agree to the sams 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered I4,and agree to the same with an ar | 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
900,000;"’ and the Senat« rree to the same 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 





amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and a * to the same with an am 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend 
ment, insert the following 

** Provided, That vacancies that may hereafter occur in the Pay Corps of the 
Army in the grades of lieutenant-colonel and major by reason of death, resigna 
tion, dismissal, or retirement, shall not be filled by original appointment until 
the Pay Corps shall by such vacancies be reduced to forty paymasters, and the 
number of the Pay Corps shall then be established at forty and no more; and 
hereafter vacancies occurring in the Quartermaster’s and Commissary’s Depart- 
ments of the Army may, in the discretion of the President 
life.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number stated in said amendment insert 
enty-five ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from it sdisagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numb@red 17, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number of rations as fixed by said amendment 
insert ** 10,125,000 rations;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 20; That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment 
** $2,940,000 ;"? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: Thatthe House recede from its disagreementto the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $100,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend 
mentasfollows: Strike outthe word “‘ employés,”’ 








be filled from civil 


sey 


insert 


where it occurs in said amend 


ment, and in lieu thereof insert the word * clerks; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

I. B. PLUMB, 

M. W. RANSOM, 


Managers on the part of the Senate 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
J. Cc, BURROWS, 
Kk. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers en the part of the Howse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArnis in the chain Will the 
Senate at this time consider the report of the committee of conferenc: 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
briefly to explain to us what has been done with some of the principal 
points of difference, for instance the one as to the Signal Corps. What 
was done with that? 

Mr. LOGAN. There was nothing done with that; it is left in 

Mr. HARRISON. We get no intormation from the report, becaus« 
we can not identify the amendments by numbers 

Mr. LOGAN. 
by the Senate on account of a recalculation of rations. Then in ref 
ence to contract surgeons the House fixed the number at fifty, the 
agreed to eighty, the House insisted on fifty, and the conferees hav 
fixed it at seventy-five. In reference to the Pay Corps, it¢s left just as 
the Senate committee and the Senate arranged it. The House insisted 
on their provision, but now have agreed to the amendment that the 
Senate proposed. 

Mr. HARRISON. How about the matters of general legislation ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The House recede as to the railroad matter. That is 
all stricken out. The bill is left pre tty much as the Senate agreed to 
it, with the exceptions I have stated 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no provision in it in respect to 
ing the rates of railroad companies? 

Mr. LOGAN. None whatever. That was disagreed to by the Sen 
ate, and the conferees of the House have receded. 

The report was concurred in 


The amendments as to sums were mostly reduct 


tion 


senate 


readjust 


ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama 
from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not want to enter into this discussion at all, but 
this is so remarkable a proceeding, without any precedent whatever, 
that I must ask the Senator a question 
of the Attorney-General’s office ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
Department. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
question or two. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 


Are these the original papers 
These are the papers which were sent from the 
That is not the question. I merely want to ask a 


I will tell you as nearly as I can. The resolu 
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tion required the Department to send copies of vouchers. It was a 
call on the Secretary of the Treasury, and the resolution required him 
to send vouchers, items, and how much he paid, and the reason why 
he paid them, under what authority of law the men were employed 
and paid; and he sends these papers as a reply to the resolution. 


Mr. LOGAN. The Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The resolution called for these papers? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Copies of vouchers and items. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The resolution was introduced by the Senator. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes. I will read it to the Senator. 

Mr. LOGAN. No; theSenatorneed not read it. These papers have 


not been referred to any committee? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘They have not been referred to any committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. They come to the possession of the Senator himself. 
Is that the idea? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
They are in the possession of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean in the possession of the Senate. The Senator 
does not move to refer them to a committee to investigate the matter? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I intend to do so. 

Mr. LOGAN. But he takes the opportunity of making a general 
attack upon the Attorney-General’s Office, without reference to or any 
examination by a committee, without any report, without regard to any- 
thing whatever, except to get this harangue before the country, this 
attack on the Attorney-General. Is that it? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will tell you wht it is. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to know. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will explain it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to know, because this is, I will not say so un- 
dignified, but it is so far from the course that I have ever known pur- 
sued in the Senate of the United States. Without having anything to 
say, for I do not propose to enter into this discussion either to attack or 
defend any one, I must say that for a speech of this kind to be made 
without any investigation whatever, while this trial is going on here 
for the prosecution of men for robbing the Government of the United 
States—if a man outdoors had made the speech, the whole country 
would have understood that he was the attorney for the defendants. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will explain it to my friend. I said before he 
appeared in the Senate this afternoon that on two occasions at the last 
session I felt it my duty to demand the same information that I have 
been seeking at this time, and I waited until an expiring day of the 
session to obtain the information. Matters had been stated as to the 
manner of conducting the Department of Justice in the payment of 
special assistants, and I felt it my duty to know the truth of these 
charges. If it were so that $100 was being paid every day to three or 
four attorneys I desired to know it, and when I called upon the Treas- 
ury Department and they sent their vouchers indorsed by the Attorney- 
General, it needs no report from any committee. Here are the facts 
under his own sign manual, and when they show that $150 was paida 
day to two or more attorneys it became my duty to make this * ha- 
rangue,’’ as the Senator chooses to term it, which I proposed to do and 
have done. 

The Senator says that if this harangue was made outside, persons 
would suppose that it was made by some one as an attorney for the de- 
fendant. Is it possible? Is that the way gentlemen would seek or 
that the Attorney-General would seek to meet the charges? If the 
statements I have read are true, and they are, because he signed them, 
if these charges which he admits the truth of affect his management of 
that department, then he must submit to the consequences. He must 
subject himself to any arraignment, whatever that arraignment may 
be. And must we sit by and see the Treasury plundered, ag plundered 
it is, no matter whether by the conspiracy of star-route men or in any 
other mode, and not raise our voice, forsooth, until the whole thing is 
done ? 

I said in that connection that the payment of such a per diem was a 
temptation, an inducement, to protract the trial ofa cause. I said further 
that in any country where justice was decently administered it could 
not possibly be that an ordinary criminal prosecution could protract it- 
self as long as this one has done. I speak in no connection with that 
matter. The matter was brought out by the energy of a former Post- 
master-General, and not by the money taken out by these fees of law- 
yers at $150 aday. That is my position, and I am ready and prepared 
to stand by it. I desire this matter of taking these extravagant charges 
from the Treasury to stop. 

Look at ita moment. Do you suppose that the Attorney-General in 
his own private business would employ an attorney at $150 a day and 
then pay all his expenses? I say that any public officer who will not 
administer his trust with the same fidelity, with the same honesty, and 
the same diligence that he would his own private matters is subject to 
the charges that may follow from pursuing such a course. That is all 
there is in this matter. 

I have not had time to have the papers in response to the resolution 
referred to a committee soas to have areportmade onthem. The only 
opportunity there was was to make just thisexplanation which has been 
made. I took occasion when the Senator from [linois was not hereto 








say that it was our boast that we had punished our own thieves that 
we had stopped our own plunder, stopped our own peculation, This 
matter had ended, and then when it became known that these — 
rageous charges, these wasteful expenditures had been made, it would 


| have been a good reason to arraign the Republican party, and men with 


an inquiring turn of mind would come with a microscope in their hands 
and try to ascertain the cause of Republican defeat. 

I desire to call attention to this matter: and as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and the Senator from Illinois madesome question, I desire 
that my position shall be understood. What effect is this to have» 
The Senator from Illinois says that it would be supposed I was an at- 
torney for the defendant; I should like to know what effect this will 
have? Will gentlemantell me, will any lawyer, will any judge, wil] 
any man ofcommon comprebension tell me how this will affect the mat- 
ter? Suffer this to go on, how will it affect the administration of jus- 
tice in this city? I ask that these things shall stop. When the At- 
torney-General is willing to pay one lawyer for less than one year’s sery- 
ice as much as he himself is getting for his whole term of gervice, does 
that affect the administration of justice? Can it be any worse by any 
possible means than it is already in this city under theinfluences which 
surround it? 

Mr. President, if the Senate will excuse me for trespassing thus fur 
on its attention, I ask that the letters of transmittal from the Treasury 
Department, together with the vouchers numbered 12 here, may be 
printed and referred to the Judiciary Committee. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have they not already been printed ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
print will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How came they here if they have not already been 
presented to the Senate? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They were presented tothe Senate but not printed ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order to 
print and refer as suggested by the Senator from Nebraska will be entered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the casual spectator and auditor 
will be surprised to hear that the bill before the Senate is Senate bill 
No. 140, report No. 454, to regulate the disposal of coal lands in the 
State of Alabama. I desire to occupy the time of the Senate but a 
very few minutes. There are about forty hours left of this session and 
very great interests are at stake. I consider it a crime to spend time 
upon matters not before us. 

The bill provides ‘‘ that within the State of Alabama all public lands, 
whether mineral or otherwise, shall be subject to disposal only as agri- 
cnltural lands.’’? Those three lines of themselves show the very great 
changes made by this bill in the land policy of the United States. 

Provided, however— 

Says the bill— 


That all lands which have heretofore been reported to the General Land Office 


If there is no objection, the order to 


‘as containing coal and iron shall first be offered at public sale. 


Those lands containing coal and iron in Alabama are of vast extent 
and enormous value. One comparatively small tract of them has lately 
been sold for a million dollars. It is evident, then, that the bill is 
concerned with great interests and with very serious changes in our land 
policy. 

My residence in the East and my interests and connections have not 
made me very familiar with the land laws of the country, but certain 
papers were laid in my hands when this bill was first brought up which 
it seemed to me to be my duty to bring in a general way to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. Ihave no feeling or interest whatever in this matter 
except as a Senator. 


I have in my hands a copy of a report made to the General Land 
Office by one J. H. Perdue, who‘was a special agent. He noticed the 
introduction of this particular bill, or perhaps the original one for which 
this is a substitute, aiming at the same general purpose. The Senator 
from Alabama, whose motives I never thought of doubting, will excuse 
me if I read some of the expressions in this almost private letter, an 
official letter, however. Last May he wrote to Mr. Kirkwood, then 
Secretary of the Interior, as follows: 

This isa fraud attempted to be practiced upon Congress, and for this reason 
The lands classed mineral in the first place can never be made agricu!tura! lands, 
because they are poor and mountainous and too broken and rough for such 
pu s, and if not so, there is not one out of one hundred acres of said min- 
eral lands that have not at this time some kind of aclaim upon it, either a home- 
stead entry or a declaratory statement made fraudulently by and for the use 
and benefit of the great land sharks in this country. So you may see that the 
ne le will not be benefited by such a law, but a few capitalists who are already 
oaded down with wealth will secure the benefit, and i ieee. sir, that you will 
use all the honorable means in your power to prevent the passage thereof. 

If these lands could be put upon the market and give every one an equal 
chance to enter them, I for one would not object, but this would not be the cise 
as you must know from the reports I have made to the honorable Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 

I have forwarded to-day to the Commissioner of the General Land Office the 
affidavit of R. C. Bradley, clerk of the circuit court of Jefferson County, Alabama, 
which will show that Peters & Co. have paid the fees in about one hundred and 
thirty-five cases with the ae that they were to furnish all money to pay 
fees and to pay for the land at $1.25 per acre, and that they (Peters & Co.) were 
to have the mineral right to the same. Many of the tractsof land mentioned in 
the affidavit of the said Bradley have been commuted to cash entries and the 
mineral right conveyed to the said Peters & Co., and to others as shown by the 
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entitled ‘An act to promote the development of the mining resources of the 
firm or corporation that I mention out of many. There are other corporations | United States,’ approved May 10, 1872,"’ by the Commissioner of the General Land 
here that have done quite as large a business in this swindle as Peters & Co, I | Office, to whom you referred it for a ress t »} on 
have twenty-three township plats covering nearly the entire county of Jefferson ery respectfully 
which show six hundred and twenty-four homestead entries made upon lands Ss. J. K W ry 
classed coal by the geologist. Besides this there are a great many entries of the Ilion. JoHN VAN Voorn:s, 
same kind made upon iron-ore lands. I have investigated about one hundred Chairmen Committee on Mines l Mini 
of these entries and find that in every case they are fraudulent. I consider Jef- Hous Rep 
ferson County about a fair average of the mineral lands and of the fraudulent ey eee ee = Se ay Se, nad OM P — 
entries. Lam fully satisfied that Shelby, Saint Clair, Walker, Tuscaloosa, and I MO TSPOrs =f y the — uss1oner of the General Land Ollice, to wir ch 
Bibb, and probably many other counties, have the same amount of fraudulent Mr. Kirkwood referred the bill for an expression of his opinion Mr. 
entries. The entries in Jefferson County alone will cover about 80,000 acres of | Kirkwood expressed no opinion whatevei Now, I read an extractor 
coal land worth at the Government price one million and a half dollars, all of | two from th port of ( missioner Me] as 
which has been wrongfully entered. In addition to this there are other valuable CHC TEPOrt OF VOMIMUSSIONCI — 
coal lands that are not so classed. For some unaccountable reason they have The lands in Alabama have been in market for many years, but until a com- 
been overlooked by the geologist. The lands I speak of are in township 17 | paratively recent date the lands were not probably considered « valu 
south, range 3 west, in Jefferson County, and not included in the list I have given | because of their mineral character I 
before. In this township there is the largest coaling business in Alabama, known The main information officially brought to this of ofthe mineral character 
asthe Pratt mines. From these mines which are situated near the line between | of these lands w rived from an examination made in the field by a special 
sections 19 and 30 and on section l8are two slopes or shafts sunk from whichthe | agent and geologist from this office in (he years ISTS and IST9 
coal is being taken out at the rate of 1,000tons perday. This property has been ; 
recently sold, so I am informed, for the sum of $1,000,000; and notwithstanding | Mr. McFarland therein refers to a valuable, but hasty and exceed 
these mines have been worked forthe last three or four years the geologist now ingly imper fect, survey made by one Mr. Winter. a geolo t of more 
reports three hundred and twenty acres of land in this township as coal land, : “=P yen. ‘ a e > : 
to wit: three forties in section 4; four forties in section 6, and one forty in sec. | OT le SS QUAHACATIONS, His work was rapidly done and very imperfectly 
tion 8. He did not designate all the coal lands by any means. Probably all 
Here is another communication from the same agent: that he did designate were really valuable « lands, but he certainly 
I will state that the swindle in this section in the way of mineral lands is the | Omitted a large quantit 
greatest that hasever been perpetrated in the United States. Whisky rings and Mr. McFarland continues to s 
star-routes are small matters compared to thisswindle. It willtake time, energy, - eee 
and expense to uncover what has already been done by the large capitalists and It is probable that the coal and iron depos of « 1s it 
corporations in this section, but when accomplished will restore to the Govern- | 18 & matter « neral notoriety that extensiy vor l ! have 
ment millions of dollars’ worth of mineral land, such as can not be found in any during the last few years been established the wh « osits are 
other part of the United States. not more extensive than in Missouri, in which $ 2 we 1 Kansas, by 
. act of May 5, 1875, all lands were made subj tod osal " ' il lands 
He says in another report: ‘ sate 
I will state for your information that I have no doubt but what there have | Phey surely are of greater extent and more valu L do now, 
been great frauds committed in every county in this State where there are coal | however, that th reumstances connected with that Missouri 
oriron lands located, and there is both coal and iron land in every county named and Kanses w n t] . ¢ircumsta i know 
in your letter; and, upon investigation, if it is found that there have been fraudu- | “**’ a x r -" =) tO um He ; same ne — baiad KHOW 
lent entries made in each one of these counties in proportion to those made in } Wie ther weaithy corporations were able under those « } 3088 
Saint Clair, Shelby, and Jefferson, the only counties that I have made investi- | themselves suddenly of illimitable wealth [ pr ed t tte 
gations, it will be found that the fraud is one of great magnitude and of huge os : . 
proportions, more gigantic than any ever perpetrated in any civilized country | The policy— 
or recorded in history. [ invite attention to thi 
That is pretty strong, perhaps extravagant language. Ido notmean | The policy of so disposing of the public lands that larg \ owned 
to say that this bill is intended to cover up or assist those at all, butit | by single individuals or corporations may well be doubted, « merits 
proposes to throw open to unlimited public sale this whole tract of | Aref"! consideration. Itisa 
immensely valuable land. There are comparatively no restrictions in| ~ Phat ae \e ~P 
21) sae z tne . te " nat is a very Sale cxpression, ALY. | t \ i CONnSeTV: 
the bill itself. The lands are to be thrown open to private entry, and | ts Antic t ‘oly ! ; 
: : : ‘ 7% e expressio! 
whether there be anything in the statute that regulates the details of | ~"’ <i 
sale Ido not know. This changes the statute so, and then they are to | — antial 7 ament tn 5 wid, and at the best postpone but briefly the 
ei . “ . . . - } acquUISILION OT ial ties DY Individui $swWwil i i Ul I ‘ y « rita Lea 
be thrown open to public sale, and they shall be subject to disposal only | enterprise. oe : 
as agricultural lands. How long they are to be thrown open to public | This result will be more likely to occur in a Stat ce Alabama, wl thes 


sale and under what terms exactly I am sure I can not tell. -- | per 7 a See ae nee cree ae ee ee Oe wn 
: . . aiuc of the Ceposits in whk are so umn 
At present in Alabama agricultural lands can be obtained under | “““° °° °°! acoaaguas ase 


homestead laws and by private purchase to any extent in lots of one | / Observe that the Commissioner of the Land Oflice thinks that this 
hundred and sixty acres or less. Other or mineral lands in Alabama /enormous sweep in the hands of wealthy corporations would | much 
can be obtained under the coal and iron acts in lots of one hundred and” more Mikely to occur in that State: 

sixty acres with the usual limitations. Coal lots of one hundred and |_ The policy of the proposed law is one which it is the peculiar province of Con 


sixty acres can be obtained by individuals, and corporations can obtain eres to de cag —_ sevens S nisl It prefer to , ane Sesenentetion 

coal ands in lots of six hundred and forty acres, a whole section. ‘The | ing on Missouri ond Kanees in the reapect indi : ated, f eoabd seseummeend' hn ‘it 

iron Jands can be obtained at from $2 to $5 an acre, and coal lands at closed draft of a bill as a substitute. 

$10 to $20 wm GE, according to their vicinity to railroads, Ke. | Neither in the bare letter of transmission from Secretary Kirkwood 
There is apparently no difficulty in corporations obtaining whatever | : poset te 7 atl lade Waele Sta at 
: nn . vane rab S nor in the comparatively brief statement by Mr. Mefarland is there an 

mineral lands they may need. ‘There is no limitation more than pre- > . 


~ “a0 - : - intimation that either approve of the purpose of this bill. There is an 
vails anywhere upon any person desiring to obtain lands for agricultural PI 4 pei 


pu 4 intimation in Mr. McFarland’s letter that he has very great doubts on 
Ls es , . , Nes the subject; but he expressly throws upon the legislative branch of 
I have paid more or less attention to the course of the Government theo Government oll remonsibility for it 
in regard to its public lands for twenty-five years, and I have always That allt ena jy ' It a+ taste ee ae ee wets 
supposed its generous, wise, careful policy was a matter of great national | ». the pil]. I have cleared mvself I have shown that I had, what 
pride. Therefore my inquiry would naturally be, why in the world this | oro to me. strone reasons for inviting a closer attention to thie grave 
extraordinary and sudden change, and why this throwing over these | WTC °° Me Sttons Teasons for inviting. a closer attention (0 bss grave 
vast ions to a sort of public sale that would scem to =e to be only pa I po it _— Se — yen opera in meme I — 
“Stn pa .s ¥ . lea great conldence, to Say whether these iands are to be so put on 1e 
ageatecramble. ‘Tho inevitable yerult willbe, T submit to the Ben: | Market as to give a hur opportanity to people to purchase them nt 
seems to me the inevitable result will be that these inestimable treasures ag ly peepee — a an ee y ‘ ; — 
will fall directly into the hands of great wealthy corporations and spec- pet st ; “ } . bes ‘ “ avin oe la - rs re = - = a eu wh xa 
ulators. Some of these will undoubtedly immediately build furnaces | per pete phn aa age thi yo es h oe . "t ~ i vor 
there and other improvements and bring in industrious people from |“. 4) “ytyo wen — al ‘raise ne 20 lp ay nmin tt Leste al 
abroad, and in that way the State will be benefited. | ¢ lent regard to those nomina farmers who have gone upon these minera 
; y — . , lands and located homestead entries when the sole purpose was to evade 
I hope those lands will be opened; I would gladly vote for anything | the law and get possession of mineral lands. They have done that to 
that would facilitate their fair, impartial purchase; but it ought not to | aah enchant .. ‘. sp teem atknan le doed, a ring fraud by which 
be a sudden opening to those great firms of wealthy people who are able | waaitier cain ene a at hg hae prc waite on oft ee l lat a ss 
Ere are en) ama Sep up enormous profits. Perhaps by and by who apply ‘ir henantonse there know that the iv not are nd or hope 
ny deer ety bag afeecty i oo ong nears | to farm them but wish to get the land in behalf of these wealthy men, 
from Alabama and others voting for this bill ° ° | to whom they turn over the title l ndoubtedly the matter needs regu 
I can not find that the Interior Department et eee eo | lation. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama ha taken the wisest mea 
bill “ een RR ata Ah oe ww ure; I do not know; but it is a matter requiring great consideration 
passed. I have an indistinct recollection that the Senator from | 





: : . ; | and there are untold millions of dollars at stake. The bill secms to 
Alabama referred to some letter from some Secretary of the Interior ap- | ee ee vas “fab agers “yt 
: . . . - _ ~ me very dangerous and I shall vote against it 

proving it, but certainly the following letter of Mr. Kirkwood, of a Mr. EpMUNDS rose 
year ago, indicated no opinion whatever on his part: Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Vermont wish to speak to 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, the bill 9 
Washington, February 28, 1582. ~7 ahaa el : : ae 7 ere 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of report on House bill 19, Mr. EDMUNDS. Not now. I wish to move that the Senate take a 


“ To excludethe State of Alabama from the provisions of the act of Congress, | recess untila quarter past 8, in order that we may get a little rest. On 
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account of the conference committee reports we shall have to stay late 
to-night. This will leave this bill on the tapis, just where it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not aware that any one wants to discuss it 
further. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We wantto discuss it, but there is hardly anybody 
here. Everybody has gone to dinner except half a dozen who stay here; 
and I move that this half dozen take a recess until a quarter past 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate take a recess until 
8 o’clock and 15 minutes. [Putting the question.] The noes seem to 
have it. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
every body. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the question be stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate take a recess till 15 minutes past 8 o’clock this evening. 
Those in favor of the motion will say ‘‘ay;’’ thecontrary ‘‘no.’? [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I ask for a division. [‘‘ No!” ‘‘No!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire demand a division? 

Mr. ROLLINS. He does. 

The question being put there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and the recess will 
be taken. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays aredemanded. Is 
there a second to thedemand? The Chair does not seea sufficient num- 
ber seconding the call. ‘The ayes have it. 

The Senate accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) took a 
recess until 8 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m., at which hour it reassem- 
bled. 


Let us take a division. 
If we have a division we shall have to send for 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a report of the court of inquiry re- 
lating to the loss of the steamer Jeannette; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
a joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (IL. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by Dr. 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of pro- 
jectiles claimed as the invention of suid Read, and by him alleged to 
have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between 
him and the War Department, and for which no compensation ‘has been 
made. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of cer- 
tain owners of the steamer Jackson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and receivers; 

A bill (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 
States Army; and 

A bill (S. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin. ‘ 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to give notice that I shall call up the re- 
port of the conference committee on the revenue bill probably at about 
9 o’clock, when the other members of the committee have arrived. I 
desire also to give notice to Senators that they will find on their desks 
a copy of the report in print. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask leave now to make a report from the commit- 
tee of conference on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report? The Chair hearing no objection, 
the report will be considered. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7482) making copeesenees 
the logislative, executive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 


year ending June 30, 1884, and for other p having met, after full and free 
erence have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede 


from its amendments numbered 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 


31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 99, 40, 41, 44, 45, 46, 57, 58, 59, 87, 88, 94 * 98 
101, 162, 104,"108, 107, 109, 119; 128, 139, 130, 1S 133, 133, 134, 3158, 137, ibe tap, 140; 
145, 146, 150, and 152, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, cx 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 
52, 53, Sa, 55, 56, G0, G1, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 70, 71,74, 75, 76, 77,78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 
85, 86, 99, 10%, 108, 110,112, 113, 116, 118, 190, 121,'123, 134, 125; 14i, 142, 143, and 144. 
and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 





amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
as follows: At the end of the amended 1 insert the following : 

“ For clerk to Committee on Military Affairs for of current fiscal ye; 
at the rate of $2,000 per annum, $666.67;"’ and in lieu of the sum stated in lines 
10, 11, and 12, on page7 of the bill, insert the sum of ** $364,694.87." a 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

A d t bered 24; That the House recede from itsdisagrement to the 
d tof the S te numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: Strike out “twelve” and insert “ten;" and the Senate a >a 
to the same. = 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 

d tofthes te numbered 25, and agree tothe same withan amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the sum of ‘$112,350;" and the 
Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
a dment o1 te numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amend. 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “sixty " and insert the word “* fifty-tive. 
and the Senate agree to the same. - 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the a d t of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$183,610;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out by said 
amendment, insert “ one clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. i 

me t bered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $54,100; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ thirty-three." 
and the Senate agree to the same. , 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “forty-six;"’ and the 

to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert ** fifty-seven;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In liew of the number proposed insert “ fifty-eight;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment asfollows: In lieu of the number proposed insert * forty-seven ;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. ; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ailow me to ask the Senator whether that is not 
possibly a mistake? The House bill had twenty-seven and the Senate 
put in thirty, and now it is proposed to make it forty-seven. What is 
that for? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is one of a whole series of amendments rela- 
tive to the General Land Office. The Senate inserted a provision known 
in the bill as amendment numbered 96, providing a lump sum of 
$50,000, the Senator will remember, which was to be used by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in bringing up the accumulated work of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. The Senate also added a considerable number of 
clerks. Now, amendment 96, being the amendment appropriating a 
lump sum, was disagreed to by the committee of conference, and the 
Senate recede from that amendment, but recede with the understand- 
ing that twenty clerks should be added at line 1792, being on amend- 
ment numbered 93. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis to say you add twenty clerks and pay for 
them in the regular force. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the regular force. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And added in the regular force they will be sub- 
ject to the civil-service law? 

Mr. ALLISON. They will be in every sense subject to the civil-serv- 
ice law which is now in force. 

Mr. EDMUNDS: I think I understand that. 
ceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say upon this point that the total increase in 
the General Land Office is thirty clerks proposed by the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What struck my attention in amendment No. 95 
was that the House had provided for twenty-seven clerks and we had 
increased it three, making it thirty clerks, and then (the House disa- 
grecing to thirty, having proposed twenty-seven) the conference com- 
mittee made it forty-seven, which is rather an extraordinary thing for 
a conference committee to do, to go entirely above and beyond all the 
points of disagreement and to run it up; but I understand from the 
explanation of my friend from Iowa that it is to take the place of the 
discretionary force that the Secretary in one class was authorized to 


nendments 




















Let the reading pro- 


employ. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that this 
whole question of clerical force in the Land Office was treated as onc 
single question, and we made the adjustment as well as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not mean to complain of it, but on the face 
of it it would appear as I stated. Let the reading proceed. 

The Acting Secretary resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its di ment to 
the amendmentof the Senatenumbered 95, and agrce to the same with an amend- 
ment as foliows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert “‘ $417,- 
650;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the ent of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an 
nt as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“ $88,620; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Am ent numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$537,230;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator explain that ’ 
pill does not explain it on the face of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment is a mere change of the totals to 
correspond with the changes made by amendments 103 and 104. The 
House recede from 103 and the Senate recede from 104. 


The text of the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is one of the footings, one of the ‘* in alls.”’ 
Mr. ALLISON. One of the footings. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Go ahead. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 


Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Beforethe word “dollars” insert the words “ five hundred ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: ‘ Chief of salary and allowance division and chief of 

pointment division, at $2,000 each; one;"’ and on page 70 of the bill, in line 
rs strike out the word “ clerks”’ where it first occurs in said line, and insert the 
word “ clerk ;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. _ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator explain that ? 
Mr. ALLISON. We raised one of the clerks of class 4 in the para- 
graph above and then struck out the word ‘‘two”’ and inserted *‘one’’ 


here. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Merely a change of the number of clerks in that 
class? 
Mr. ALLISON. Simply a transposition in the number of clerks. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Go ahead. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 


Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree tothe same withan amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
“sixteen ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$100,060 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$230,380 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a footing, I believe. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is a footing. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 


Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “four;’’ and on page 
72 of the bill, in line 24, strike out the word “seven” and insert “‘eight;”’ and 
the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$67,120;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered M7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$0,840;"? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$3,280; "? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with an 
eeamnent as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 


rt: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretaries, respectively, of the Departments of State, of the 
Treasury, War, Navy,and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are author- 
ized tomake requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary amount 
of official postage-stamps for the use of their Departments, not exceeding the 
amount stated in the estimates submitted to Congress; and upon presentation 
of proper vouchers therefor at the Treasury the amount thereof shall be credited 
to the appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the same 

year. And it shall be the duty of the respective Departments to inclose to 

, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, in all official communi- 

cations requiring answers, or to be forwarded to others, penalty envelopes ad- 
dressed as as practicable, for forwarding or answering such official corre- 
spondence.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

ment numbered 151: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the following: 

“Src. 4. That hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Execu- 
tive Departments, in the interest of the public service, to require of all clerks and 
other employés of whatever grade or class, in their respective Departments, not 
less than seven hours of labor each dey, except Sundays and days declared pub- 
lic holidays by law or Executive order: Provided, That the heads of the Depart- 


ments may by special order, stating the reason, further extend or limit the hours | 


of service of any clerk or employé in their Departments, respectively, but in 
case of an extension it shall be without additional compensation; and all ab- 
sence from the Departments on the part of said clerks or employés in excess of 
such leave of absence as may be granted by the heads thereof, which shall not 
exceed thirty days in any one year, except in case of sickness, shall be without 


nd the Senate agree to the same. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That was one of the legislative sections that the 
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Senate struck out and here it reappears again in a little different form, 
probably better if it were a proper law for the public interest, but still 
clear, decisive, and exclusive legislation. It has nothing to do with an 
appropriation at all. I should be glad to ask the chairman of this con- 
ference committee upon what ground it was that the Senate conferees, 
following the will of the Senate in resisting legislation upon appropria 
tion bills, agreed to this proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not the report be readasan entirety? Itis one 
question, and I think the reading ought to be finished betore there is 
any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
ing of the whole report 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let him read it through and we can 
take a rest by going over it section by section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
natures. 

The Acting Secretary read the signatures as follows: 

W.bB. ALLISON, 
It. L. DAWES, 

P.M. COCKRELL, 

t the part of the Senat 
J. G. CANNON, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
tof the House 


TheSecreta® W ill conclude the read 


It has all been read except the sig 


Managers ¢ 


Manage 


1 the pa 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say that the conferees on the part of the 
Senate agreed to this last provision ina moditied form as being the best 
arrangement that was practicable in order to secure the passage of this 
bill. The arrangement was considered a reasonable one and the pro- 
vision a reasonable one regulating the hours of labor and the method 
of performing the duties required of the persons who are appropriated 
for in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It presents the old question. The Senate, I think, 
by a nearly unanimous vote, and I do not know but entirely so on this 
particular provision, determined, and on the score that it would not leg 
islate on appropriation bills, struck this out. The conferees of the Sen 
ate, without asking the advice of the Senate, have agreed to put it in 
again in substance the same, but different and I dare say betterin form, 
but in practice and substance exactly the same thing. 

Now, then, if we are to be told that the House of Representatives 
will not agree to appropriate money to carry on this Government un- 
less our conferees will agree to change existing laws relating to the du- 
ties of public officers and employés, I should like to know that, and I 
beg to ask my honorable friend if the House conferees set up any such 
pretension, because this happens to be one of the cases where we have 
aright to know what the pretensions of the other independent and 
equal branch of this Government are? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not say that the House con 
ferees set up any pretension with reference to this matter. We are 
now taking the advice of the Senate; the Senate conferees make this 
report for the purpose of ascertaining the judgment of the Senate; we 
did not assume to do anything without the assent of the Senate. It 
the Senate does not like the provision as presented by the conferees, it 
has an easy method, and that is to vote it down. We exercised th 
best judgment we could looking toward an agreement. Now, if the 
Senate believe that it is not right to put the provision which we after 
deliberation and consideration finally agreed to put in this bill, there 
is an easy method to get rid of it by rejecting the conference report 
We are taking the advice of the Senate now with reference to the new 
provision which the six gentlemen who comprised the committee of 
conference present to the Senate and to the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Iowa had been an Italian a few 
hundred years ago and his name had been Machiavelli, [ should have 
understood his observations. 

Here we are: the Senate having decided—no matter whether by a 
great or a small majority—that it would not put this regulation upon 
this bill, we find that it is here without the House conferees having 
insisted, as they could not, that their House would not pass the appro 
priation bill unless we agreed to this thing, for if they had asserted 
that pretension it would destroy entirely the independence and equality 
of the two Houses. Our conferees in the face of our vote, without the 
House conferees asserting any such pretension, have concluded that 
they would reverse the action of the Senate and provide for the same 
thing in substance but in a better form. 

I do not expect at this stage of the session to make a point that will 
amount to anything in practical effect upon this bill, and I do not wish 
to do so; but I do say that it appears to me that it would have been 
better, in view of the judgment of the Senate, that the conferees of the 
Senate should have insisted upon the negative of the Senate on this 
proposition, and then we should have been able to ascertain whether 
the House of Representatives asserts the pretension that it will not pass 
bills to carry out existing laws unless we will agree to legislation upon 
those bills that we do not like either in substance or because it is on 
those bills. 

My friend says with an adroitness that is characteristic of people who 
live beyond the Mississippi River, that the conference is really asking 
the advice ofthe Senate. They have goneand traded away their client’s 
case and come back to him and ask him whether he thinks he can get 
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a new trial! Ionly put ina protest. I do notexpect to stop this bill 
in this stage of the session, but I do say in all candor that I think my 
friend from Iowaand his confréres are not right about this business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

ORDER IN THE GALLERIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempgre. The Chair wishes to say a word to 
the galleries. Complaint is made that there is not sufficient order in 
the galleries; that thers is too mach talking and too much moving about. 
The Chair appeals #0 Sentlemen and ladies occupying the galleries to 
preserve order. There is a great deal of important business to be done. 
When persons in the galleries move about or talk it interferes with the 
proper consideration of that business. ‘The Chair hopes that the even- 
ing will pass away without his being compelled to make any further 


appeal to the ae 
VY ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 


The Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama 
from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very sorry, Mr. President, to feel obliged to 
say a few words about this matter when other matters of much wider 
public importance are waiting for consideration; but as my friend from 
Alabama feels it to be his duty to insist upon the disposition of this 
bill, of course it is right that we should consider it, unless the Senate 
wishes to do something else. 

The first clause of this bill is like the clause about the States of Mis- 
souri and Kansas, but only the first three lines of it. The act of 1876 
respecting mineral lands in those States, Missouri and Kansas, stops 
where the fifth line of this billis. All the rest is additional and dif- 
ferent legislation. Now if my friend from Alabama had desired to put 
the mineral lands in the State of Alabama upon an equal footing with 
the other States (as the old phrase is about admissions and so on) 
that would have been the thing to do ; and the question ow that would 
have been whether the situation of public affairs in respect of these lands 
in the State of Alabama is the sameas in the twoStates named. Iam 
very much afraid that that situation is different. The States of Mis- 
souri and Kansas have had their lands all taken up so far as it regards 
covering the whole surface of those States in various parts where there 
are minerals, by interspersed and separated entries, so that there are no 
great bodies of mineral land in those States that lie together, asI believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the same case in Alabama precisely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Alabama says that it is the same 
case in Alabama. I was under the impressisn that the southern part of 
the State of Alabama was not s very large mineral section, but that its 
hilly and mountain country, if it might be called a mountain country, 
was the one in which the chief mineral resources lay. 

Mr. MORGAN. I refer to the mineral country, the country covered 
by this bill, what are called the mineral or coal lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They lie in one particular section of the State 
chiefly, do they not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but settlers are interspersed all through that 
section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true; but this mineral region, this very 
heart of an enormous mineral deposit, undoubtedly lies close together. 
In that, to be sure, under existing law extensive operators and others 
have gotten possession, rightly I hope and rightly very likely in fact, in 
a large degree, of a very large part of the lands; and the only obstacle 
now is, as it appears, that whoever gets any more of these lands as 
mineral lands is to pay in certain cases $20 an acre and in other cases 
$10 an acre, depending on their distance from a railroad. 

Whatis the difliculty, then, with the present law, stopping right there? 
Why should we put up all these lands and open them out as agricult- 
ural lands when they are now the property of the United States and 
are not agricultural lands? I can see the force of it in Missouri and 
particularly in Kansas, nearly every foot of which land is capable of 
cultivation whether a hundred feet or a thousand feet below the beau. 
tiful undulating surface there lies a coal mine or an iron mine; the corn 
will grow and the flocks will feed upon those places as agricultural 
lands; but in the State of Alabama, as we are told and as I believe, it 
it quite different. So the situation of the two cases is not at all alike, 
stopping on this first proposition, if this bill had been a bill merely to 
put these Alabama lands on the same footing that we put the lands in 
Missouri and Kansas. 

Now, as I said before, whatis the difficulty, stopping right there, in the 
disposition of these lands now? What public interest is imperiled by 
it? What interest of the noble State of Alabama is imperiled by it? 
If these be mineral lands—and if they are not they are open to pre-emp- 
tion and homestead as agricultural lands now—every acre of them, in- 
stead of being worth $20, which is the minimum, and I do not know 
but the maximum of what anybody is obliged to pay, would be worth, 
many of those acres, a thousand or ten thousand dollars an acre; and 


“they are the property of the United States. If any coal company oriron 


company or speculator—and I do not use the term ‘‘speculator’’ in the 
sense of reproach at all; every man has a right to be aspeculator, to in- 








vest his money in real estate on the chance or probability of its risino— 
wishes to get these lands, let him pay his $20; but he buys it section by 
section separate, and everybody has an equal chance. P 

Now, this first clause proposes to turn all these, contrary to the fact 
into agricultural lands for the purposes of the law, although in fac} 
and in truth they are nothing but mineral lands and they are not in 
general suitable for agriculture at all. Why should we do that ? Upon 
what ground is it that we should do it?) Who is kept out now? No. 
body except the man who is not willing to pay $20 an acre for a section 
of land that has a coal mine or an iron mine under it in a mountainous 
country not suitable for the general agricultural pursuits of a climate 
like that of Alabama. But this bill does not stop there. It provides 
next: 

That all lands which have heretofore been reported tothe General Land 0 
as containing coal and iron shall first be offered at public sale. 

All that have not been heretofore reported are turned in without an\ 
public sale; but we have been so often told to-day and on other oce.- 
sions of frandulent homestead and pre-emption and timber-culture. 
and all the other sorts of entries which can be made, soldiers’ and bounty 
entries, and so on, without being offered for public sale. It is only 
those that the local land offices have reported. Upon what grounds dy 
theyreport them? Upon the amount of information, if they are honest, 
that they happen to have at that moment of time, and it may turnout 
the next day on a geological survey or a scientific observation by some 
competent person that three-fourths of all the lands in this region are 
mineral lands but have not been reported as such. The mine that 
is discovered in one section is found, as in most cases it does, to run fp; 
miles and miles, sometimes hundreds of miles through other sections, 
and none of the other sections but No. 1 in the case, I suppose, have 
been heretofore reported as mineral land. There is a curious phrase 
in this bill. ‘*Then they shall be first offered at public sale.” How 
All the lands which have heretofore been reported shall be offered at 
public sale. In sections and half-sections and quarter-sections? Noi 
at all; but they are all to be offered at public sale without any limita- 
tions as to whether they are to be offered in a lump, by counties, by the 
hundred sections, by ten sections, or by one section, and there is no 
reference to the general land laws of the United States as to how they 
are to be offered; but it leaves a wide margin on the construction of 
this phrase in this bill tosome Commissioner of the General Land Office 
who will come in after the present one—of course he would not do any 
such thing, but some future Commissioner may—who will assume to 
say that the best way for the interests of the United States is to offer 
fifty sections at a time at public auction in order to get the greatest sum 
for the United States. What is the result of that? The result is that 
if I happen to be possessed of a capital of even $100,000, as I wish | 
were, or of $50,000, on which I can raise thirty or forty thousand dol- 
lars in cash, I can attend at asale of that kind and just outbid and 
drive off every purchaser who wishes to purchase one section or two 
sections, because he has not money enough to go the whole figure. Is 
that right? Of course everybody will agree that it is not right. If 
these lands are to be offered at public auction, they should be offered 
according to divisions and subdivisions, sections and half-sections and 
quarter-sections, one at a time, in order that the farmer of Alabama, if 
it be really an agricultural piece of land, or anybody in Alabama, if he 
be what is called a speculator, or any other citizen who has his little 
$100 or $200 or $500 or $1,000 may have a chance to compete for that 
particular quarter or half or whole section with the means that he has, 
and not be swamped by a great combination. 

This bill is very sleazy, I must say with great respect, on that point. 
It was stated that it was prepared at the General Land Office. 1 have 
no doubt from what has been stated by my friend from Alabama that 
it was, because we all know that he would be the last man in the world 
who would either misrepresent or conceal any truth about this matter. 
The Commissioner of the Gener’l Land Office has not time with all 
his affairs to prepare every bill himself, and as things go in these De- 
partments, and must of necessity, I agree, the probability is—and that 
is all I know about it—that some one clerk made a draft of this bill. 
Whether he did it with the eye of some attorney of an iron or a coal 
corporation looking over his shoulder at the same time I do not know; 
such things have happened a great many times, and I suppose they will 
happen a great many times more; but here it is, and the fact that it is 
said that it comes from the General Land Office does not to my mind 
create any weight in its favor under the circumstances that we know 
to exist. 

In the next place, as‘ my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HawLry } 
stated a little while ago so well, when you look at the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office on this subject he does not 
recommend the inauguration of this policy at all. He says, *‘ If you 
are going to do it ’’—signing one of the official letters that is laid before 
him of the hundred that he signs a day—‘‘this may be a good way to 
do it,’’ and thatis all. The result of that performance therefore is that 
it will be possible for some Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
some Secretary of the Interior, in a moment of inadvertence to be mis- 
led into signing an order to sell these lands in lumps that nobody 
could bid for except the 
bidders would be ‘‘ 


fice 


strong combination of capital, and all the small 
frozen out,’’ as the phrase is. 
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My friend I know can turn to the general land laws about sales, Xc., 
and find specific regulations that they shall be offered quarter-section 
by quarter-section, section by section, and so on, so that everybody, the 
small as well as the great, the poor as well as the rich, may havea fair 
chance; but this bill for some reason or other has forgotten to provide | 
that the public sale shall be under the provisions and regulations re- 
lating to the public sales of other agricultural lands. There is nothing | 
of that kind in it. 

Then we come to the last part of the bill, which on the face says what 
to the unsophistieated mind of an honest man like my friend from Ala- 
bama would seem to be a very handsome and proper security for bona 

entries, ‘‘that any bona fide entry under the provisions of the home- 
stead law of lands within said State heretofore made may be patented 
without reference to’’ the act of 1872 providing for the mining lands of 
the United States in cases where persons making application have com- 
plied with the laws in relation thereto. 

We find, from what the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
has read about the state of things down there now, that a vast number 
of entries have been made by contrivance which are now under dispute. 


The bill provides that all these entries shall be held valid if the Secre- | 


retary of the Interior, not the courts of justice, thinks they are bona 
fide. Af the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to whom the Sec- 
retary of the Interior would refer such a question, or the clerk in the 
General Land Office to whom the Commissioner refers such questions, 


ys 
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Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: On page 12 of the bill, in line 12, after the word “dollars,” 
insert the words ‘‘of which sum $4,000 shall be immediate and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same withan amend 
ment as follows: At the end of the amended paragraph insert the following 

“ But nothing herein contained shall prevent the repair or buildi 
for wooden ships, the hulls of which can be fully repaired for 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and material.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same 
amendment as follows: After the word “ dollars”’ insert the following 

“The execution of no contract shall be entered upon for the completion of the 
engines and machinery of either of these vessels until the terms thereof shall be 


lv available ;’ 


iw of boiler 


2 per cent, of the 


=] 


with an 





| approved by said board, who shall approve all contracts which may be to the 


charged with that particular branch of the business, says that all this | 


mass of disputed entries are bona fide, then all these homesteads, &c., 
shall be considered as settled. What then? Alla great coal or iron 
combination there, or a speculating combination or a railroad combina- 
tion, has to do to get these lands is to have their employés, the men 
who dig in the mines, the men who run the trains, the men who keep 
up the road-bed, go out within these fifteen or twenty miles along the 


line of the railroad and establish their homestead cabins, which in that | 


climate could be done by a good woodsman, as from experience I hap- 
pen to know, in about an hour, and each one sets up his establishment 
as his homestead for the benefit of the corporation or whoever it may 
be who has employed him to do this thing at $2 a day or less. Here is 
the opportunity to consolidate and perfect all those entries. 

I do hope (because I do not wish to spend the time of the Senate in 
going into this at length) that my friend from Alabama will consent to 
let this matter be postponed until the Decembersession—this one sum- 
mer will not do any harm—until we can more completely and thor- 
oughly find out the true inwardness of this subject, because there is a 
great deal to be said, and a great deal of objection and complaint against 
tae proposition, which I know perfectly well he is urging with perfect 
good faith, but which I fear if carried out will prove injurious to his 
State and its interests, as well as to those of the United States. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I present 2 privileged report, a conference report on the 
naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate pre weed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7314) “‘ making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes,” 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 20, 


»T 
>a 


30, 35, 42, and 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 3, 24, 25, 29, 31 
$3, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51,53, 54,55, 56, 57, 59, 60, GL, 62 
63, G4, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 73, and 75, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“Hereafter only one-half of the vacancies in the various grades in the staff 
os os of the Navy shall be filled by promotion until! such grades shall be reduced 
act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same withan amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment, and at the end of the sanented paragraph insert the following: 

“And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to give any additional pay to any such officer during the time of his service in 
the volunteer army or navy.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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best advantage of the Government, and fair and reasonable according to the 
lowest market price for similar work.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
| the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 18, strike out all after the word “report,” 
line 9,down to and including the word “ undet in line 10 of the bill; and in 

| lieu thereof insert the following 

** And in the event that such vessels or any of (hem shall ! by contract, 
such building shall be under 

And the Senate agree to the sam« 

Amendment numbered 72: Thatthe House recede f 1 its dis ! ttothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: On page 26, in line 12, before the word “ ranges,” i rt the word 
“and;” and in the same line strike out the words * Lso fe i ithe Sen 
ate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House rece t tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and totl . W i ramend 

| ment as follows: On page 27, in line 22 of the bill fter the word nad nsert 
the word ‘he nad the Senate tot 
EUGENE WALP, 
TORIN A, LOGAN 
HW. Ek. DAVIS 
the } _ 
GEO. M. ROBESON 
1. HW. KETCHAM 
M j I 
Mr. McCPHERSON. I should like to have again read ! 


e numbers fixed for the several grades of the staff corps of the Navy by the | 


the report referring to the repair of wooden ships. I did not correct 
understand the Secretary. 





The ACTING SECRETARY At tl l of the amene , 
insert: 

gut nothing herein contained shall prevent th pairorl ] of boilers for 
wooden ships, the hulls of which can be fully repaired for per « t. of the es 
timated cost of a new ship of the same size and ul 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I now inquire of the Sena having t 
bill in charge whether thet anything in t vill that rb 
status of navy officers as left by the bill as it passed the Senate 

Mr. HALI The report of the conference c nittee is asubstar 
agreement with the provisions of the bill as amended by th ‘ 
To what particular point does the Senator direct his inquiry 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isp ak of all thos points that reterre lto char 
ing the status of naval officers lL believe that they were all struck o 
of the bill by a vote of the Senat I desire to know whetle 

| them have been restored by the conference report 

Mr. HALE. Notone of them. All of those are left t] ‘ 
amendments provided Che only change that is made isthe pro 
which is not a change so far as rank or pay goes, providing that het 
after masters in the Navy shall constitute a class of sub-lieutenant 
with no change as to pay, and that midshipmen after certain se ‘ 
shall be reckoned and ranked as ensigns, with no additional ] hat 
is all. 

Mr. INGALLS. TheSenate differed is to tl mount 
that Was to be appropriated for the con d equipment of the 
Miantonomoh andits companions. ‘The l p ited 
$450,000, and the Senate $1,000,000 May I ask the $ itor to state 
how that amendment was leit by the conterees 

Mr. HALE. ‘The report of the conference leaves the im anc if 
application to the different ships, the ironclads, precise] th ut 
left it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I inquired as to the amout 

Mr. HALE. The amount is the same as the Senate |] { 

Mr. INGALLS. One million dollars? 

Mr. HALE One million dollars. No names of the ironclads are 
inserted, but it is left applicable toall. I think the only issue between 
the Senator and myself in that regard would be one of pronunciation 
as: to the names. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the enator from Maine to sa hat 


Amendments numbered 26, 27, and 28: That the Ilouse recede from its dis- | 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 26, 27, and 28, and agree 


to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph 
insert the following: 

“For the purchase and manufacture, after full investigation and test, in the 

nited States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, of torpedoes 
adapted to naval warfare, or of the right to manufacture the same, and for the 
fixtures and machinery necessary for operating the same, $100,000: Provided, 
That no part of said money shall be expended for the purchase or manufacture 
of any torpedo or of the right to manufacture the same until the same shall have 


been approved by the Secretary of the Navy after a favorable report to be made | 


to him by a board of naval officers to be created by him to examine and test said 
and inventions,” 
the Senate agree to the same. 


the amendment of the Senate appropriating $1,000,000 to put th: 


en- 
gines in the four unfinished monitors has been retained by the confer 
ence‘ 

Mr. HALE. In the bill as reported by the conference committee we 
provide $1,000,000 for all the ironclads, not naming either, for the 
boilers and machinery, as inserted by the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BAYARD. That had reference to the unfinished monitors we 


discussed the other day? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. BAYARD. The amount to be appropriated to each is notspeci- 
tied ? 
Mr 


. HALE. 


By no means. 
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Mr. BAYARD. But $1,000,000 is the amount forthem all, the four? 


Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘There are but four, I believe, in an unfinished con- 
dition. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
conference report. 

The report was concurred in. 

CONDITION OF SIOUX INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DAWeEs, Mr. LOGAN, 
Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, Mr. MORGAN, and Mr. Vest the com- 
mittee to inquire into the condition of the Sioux Indians on their res- 
ervation, authorized to be appointed by resolution of the 2d instant. 

INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the conference report on the revenue bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report on the revenue bill? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, Iam not about to make a speech, 
but as brief a statement as I can to explain each and every, or nearly 
every, important amendment that has been made by the conference 
committee, 

I will say that in relation to the internal-revenue part of the bill it 
provides for the repeal of taxes on banks and bankers, whether State 
or national, except on the circulation of national banks. That remains 
as heretofore. The stamp tax on bank checks, drafts, and on matches, 
perfumery, and patent medicines, is also to beabolished. The taxon deal- 
ersin tobaccois largely reduced, and no change has been made in the pro- 
vision that purchasers may sell tobacco at retail to an amount not ex- 
ceeding $100 annually. The rates on tobacco it is proposed to reduce 
from 16 cents to 8 cents per pound, or one-half, and the same or one- 
half of the present tax on cigars and cigarettes. A change has been 
made providing that the act so far as tobacco is concerned shall go into 
effect on the Ist of May instead of July 1. 

When we reach the amendments touching the tariff bill I may say 
that in Schedule A, on chemicals, there has been no essential change 
whatever. Upon earthen-ware the conferees on the part of the Senate 
accepted the proposition presented by the members of the House, and 
these are slightly raised. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator state the amount of the advance 
on common earthen-ware ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator has the bill before him. It is raised 
to 55 per cent. It stood in the bill when it left the Senate at 50 per 
cent., and it israised Sper cent more. We have also changed the classi- 
fication so as to allow painted and gilded ware to pay the same rate of 
duty as China-ware. On green-glass bottles the rate has been changed 
from 30 per cent. ad valorem to 1 cent per pound. There was one class 
of window-glass that was not included atall in the Senate bill, or polished 
cylinder and crown glass and common window-glass, and that has been 
inserted precisely as the law stands now. 

On Schedule C, metals, iron-ore has been placed at 75 cents per ton, 
pig-iron at three-tenths of 1 cent per pound, steel railway-bars at $17 
per ton. Bar-iron in the first class is made to be a little less than the 
rate proposed by the Senate, and the second class 1 cent a pound instead 
of $20 per ton. Charcoal-iron was changed, instead of $3 per ton ad- 
ditional to the rates on other iron, to a specific rate of 1 cent per pound. 
Iren or steel T-rails are placed at nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, and 
such rails when punched at eight-tenths, as they are now in the bill. 
Round iron in coils less than seven-sixteenthsof an inch in diameter are 
to be 1.2 instead of 1.1 cents per pound. Armor plate-iron was struck 
out entirely, believing that none of it would be used except by the 
United States, and if used by the United States it would likely be im- 
ported free for the use of the Government. Sheet-iron thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge is increased one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. Iron and 
steel plates galvanized is reduced from 1 cent per pound to three-fourths 
ofacent per pound. On polished sheet-iron the House conferees in- 
sisted upon 3 cents per pound, while the bill as it passed the Senate 
fixed it at 2 cents, and a compromise was finally made at 2} cents a 
pound. Iron and steel cotton-ties are left precisely as fixed by the 
Senate. 

In Schedule I, on cotton goods, no essential change was made, except 
that a proviso was added to the class of goods less than two hundred 
threads to the square inch, placing a similar proviso upon those below 
that rate, as already provided upon those above that rate. 

In Schedule J, the list of jute goods, flax, and so on, jute butts was 
taken from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable list at $5 per ton. 
No other material change was made in that schedule. 

In Schedule K, on wool and woolens, no change whatever was made 
except a provision is inserted that for ladies’ cloaks, dolmans, and other 
outside garments of ladies that are often expensively trimmed with silk 
fringe, gimps, silk velvet, and so on, it is proposed that they shall be 
subject when imported to a higher duty than that which has been placed 
on cloth, 

In Schedule L, silk and silk goods, no*change has been made. 


The question is on concurring in the 


™ Schedule M, books, papers, &c., the only material change made 








is on printed books, and on these the present duty is retained of 25 per 
cent. I think if the Senate committee had not consented to that wo 
should hardly have been able to make a conference report. 

In Schedule N no changes are made of any importance except that 
2 cents per one hundred pounds have been added to the rates on salt 
The proviso remainsas to meats cured with imported salt. Gold watches 
are to remain subject to the present duty of 25 per cent. 

In the free-list no change of importance beyond what I have alre: 
noticed has been made. 

I omitted to say that on iron and steel railway fish-plates the duties 
were reduced from 1} to1} cents. On steel valued at 4 cents a pound 
or less 45 per cent. is placed, and valued above that rate the duties are 
made considerably below the amount of duties by the existing tariff 
Steel wheels for railway purposes and parts thereof partly manutfiact- 
ured were separated, and instead of the whole being at 2} cents the 
finished article was placed at 2} cents and the partly finished article 
was placed at 2 cents a pound. Articles not enumerated composed of 
iron, steel, copper, gold, silver, or other metals, were placed at 45 per 
cent. instead of 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

In Schedule D, wood and wooden-ware, no changes were made in the 
bill as it passed the Senate. 

In Schedule E, sugar, the only change made was in relation to sugars 
between 13 and 16 Dutch standard, which have been placed at 2.75 in- 
stead of 2.50. This was done for the reason that this class, in value 
and saccharine strength, was found to be at a much lower proportionate 
rate than the lowest or cheapest grades of sugar, and even a much higher 
rate was asked for by the House conferees than } of a cent per pound. 

In Schedule F, tobacco, no change was made. 

Schedule G, provisions, is unchanged, except merely verbal amend- 
ments. 

In Schedule H, liquors, there has been no chaaye, except an addition 
of 20 per cent. duty, or something like that, on ginger ale, whether in 
bottles or casks. 

As the time is very short for the consideration of this report I donot 
deem it proper for me to occupy longer the time of the Senate, as time 
is becoming precious. Every Senator will find the report upon his desk, 
and can see for himself exactly what has been done. I have endeay- 
ored to state it accurately so far as I know. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the chairman of the committee permit me to 
ask him a question? Has the conference committee made any estimate 
as to the entire amount of the reduction of revenue that would result 
from the passage of the bill as modified by the conferees ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I may say that since the conclusion of the report 
there has been no time for any accurate calculation, but a rough esti- 
mate has been made that it is about $75,000,000. Of course on some 
of these articles where the duties have been reduced, as on woolen goods, 
there will be very likely an increase of importations, which may swell! 
our revenue to some extent, but if there should be no greater importa- 
tions than there were last year the reductions would probably exceed 
$75,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 
time to look at it. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate the roll will be called. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, exeeu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. Aus- 
tin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. 
Powers; ‘ 

A bill (S. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

A bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service, and for other purposes 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (A. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Jackson; 

A bill Ot R. 

A bill (HL. R. 


idy 


The question is on concurring in the 


I want a little further 
T have had no chance to look at it. Let us have 


If no Senator rises to address the 


1443 granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier; 
1860) granting a pension to Daniel M. Morley; 


2156) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer 


3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda Stokes; 
S103} granting a pension to Margery Nightengale; 
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A bill (H. BR. po granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; 

A bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer; 

A bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
s A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held in 
the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 
State of Colorado, during the year 1883; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for the deficiencies in the 
appropriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the House of Representatives for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of the 
poard in behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the 
international exhibition of 1876. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr.BECK. Mr. President,if this important report is to pass by defhult 
in this way I wish to say a few words in opposition to it if ean. For 
the first time during thissession Iam suffering with such a cold that I can 
hardly speak above my breath. Indeed this morning I could not. But 
as the yeas and nays have been called for, if nobody desires to oppose it, 


while I am not able to do myself or the subject justice, I will do the | anthority? 


yhyt 


vil 


best I can to furnish what I consider good reasons why it ou; 
be concurred in. 

With the slight examination I have been able to make of it, the re- 
port provides for large increases in taxation wherever they have at- 
tempted to touch it, in every paragraph, in every schedule, except one 
or two very unimportant ones, on the bill as it passed the Senate, and 


not to 


in many instances above what was even proposed by the most ultra pro- | 


tectionists in the House of Representatives. 

I knew froma the first that we would at last have a worse bill imposed 
upon the country than either the House or the Senate desired. I knew 
it would go by hook or crook, and it has gone by both, to a conference 
committee that would impose upon us just such class legislation as they 
pleased, in defiance of the will of both Houses, and make a tariff to suit 
themselves and their friends and force it upon the American people. 

I will take up one item to illustrate what I mean. I select it from 
the few items I have been able toexamine in the last few minutes. Iron 
ore, the base of all the iron industries, was reported by the Tariff Com- 
mission at 50 cents per ton, in these words: 


The commission recommends a specific rate of 50 cents per ton, instead of the 
present rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem. The reasons that have led to this con- 
clusion are that there has been great difficulty in ascertaining the exact value 
of ores, particulary those exported from Spain and the Mediterranean. 

¢@ importation of iron ores in large quantities commenced in the last half of 
the year 1879. The ad valorem rate of 20 per cent. during the past three years 
has on the average equaled a specific rate of 54 cents per ton. 


They then proceeded to state the difficulty they had in getting the 
exact ad valorem, which was about 54 cents a ton. 
50 cents specific afforded better protection than that. I have read their 
professions to the Senate several times during this debate, and I thought 
I would not take time now to do so; but my voice may improve after 
4 little, and I will venture to read again a portion of the report. The 
commission say : 

Excessive duties generally, or exceptionally high duties in particular cases, 
discredit our whole national economic system and furnish plausible arguments 
for itscomplete subversion. They serve to increase uncertainty on the part of 
industrial eaterprise, whether it shall enlarge or contract its operations, and 
take from commerce, as well as production, the sense of stability required for 
extended undertakings. It would seem that the rates of duties under the exist- 
ing tariff—fixed, forthe most part, during the war under the evident necessity at 
that time of stimulating to its utmost extent all domestic production—might be 
adapted, through reduction, to the present condition of peace requiring no such 
extraordinary stimulus. And in the mechanical and manufacturing industries, 
especially those which have been long established, it would seem that the im- 
provements in machinery and processes made within the last twenty years, and 
the high scale of productiveness which has become a characteristic of their es- 
tablishments, would permit our manufacturers to con#ete with their foreign 
rivals under a substantial reduction of existing duties. 

. Entertaining these views, the commission has sought to present a scheme of 
tariff duties in which substantial reduction should be the distinguishing feature. 
The average reduction in rates, including that from the enlargement of the free- 
list and the abolition of the duties on charges and commissions, at which the 
commission has aimed is not less on the average than 20 per cent., and it is the 
opinion of the commission that the reduction will reach 25 per cent. The re- 

uction, slight in some cases, in others not attempted, is in many cases from 40 
to 50 per cent. 


I need not read more. As I said, I will speak of iron ore first, be- 


cause it illustrates more prominently and plainly than anything else | 


| 


purpose of mixing with our own native ore, the foreign ore being low 
in phosphorus and there being a great deal of phosphorus in our own. 
He proved to my satisfaction that it would extend and cheapen the 
manufacture of our iron products and increase the uses to which our 
native ores could be applied. 

Earnest efforts were made on the part of some Senators, notably the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], to increase the duty on ore 
above 50 cents, which the commission said was the true rate, which 
the Senate committee said was the true rate, which the Senate as in 


| Committee of the Whole determined was the true rate, and voted down 


| changes they had made, when there is 50 per cent. increase of ¢ 


upon the yeas and nays by overwhelming majorities every effort to in- 
crease it. The House of Representatives, with Mr. KELLEY at its head, 
I suppose I may now speak of the action of the House, as their acts are 
freely discussed, and I suppose their action is under review, said 50 cents 
per ton was the true rate of taxation on ironore. There was no disa- 
greement between the House of Representatives and the Senate as to 
iron ore. 

No committee of conference, dealing justly with both Houses and 
representing the expressed will of both Houses of Congress, could de- 
cently assume, when the two Houses had disagreed or had agreed, to 
change the rate of taxation upon v-hich they had agreed. Yet this con- 
ference committee so called, acting, as I think, in defiance of the order 
of the Senate and in plain violation of their known reased the 
duty on iron-ore, that both Houses had agreed should not be taxed more 
than 50 cents a ton to 75 cents a ton, or 50 per cent. increase on the tax 
agreed on; and what is 


auty, ine 


the effect of that usurpation of unwarranted 
One case illustrates the whole—577,118 tons of iron-ore 
were imported last year; by adding 25 cents a ton to the cost of it the 
conference have added to the tax on that raw material $144,279.50, 
assuming that the same quantity will be imported. 

Why was this done? By what authority? 
What disagreeing vote did they adjust? The House had voted 50 cents; 
the Senate had voted 50 cents; they had agreed. The conferees arbi 
trarily overthrew what both Houses had agreed upon, and added a tax 
upon the importations of this raw material of $144,279.50, and we are 
to be told that we must hurry this report through because of the late 
hour of the session and allow that outrage to be perpetrated without 
question, and without being even told by the chairman of the com- 
mittee why it was done; indeed, he carefully concealed the fict, merely 
saying that there was no material increase of taxation in of the 
luty upon 
the leading article out of which the iron of this country is made, and 


Obeying whose orders? 


any 


| that was done by him and his associates in defiance of the deliberate 


They assumed that | 


action of the House and of the still more deliberate action of the Senate 
all of which was well known to the conferees. 

I have the debate upon that subject before me. I turned to it when 
I saw the outrage sought to be imposed on the country. I may bea 
little tedious, but I propose to expose this. The motion was made in 
this body by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], one of the con- 
ferees, by the way, placed there ata late hour, to increase the duty upon 
iron ore to $2 instead of 50 centsaton. That motion received one vote; 
that was the vote of the Senator from Virginia, 1 presume, because 
when the question was taken as to whether a division was necessary 
the following occurred: 


Mr. IfoaAr. May I inform my friend that the Chair has called for the 


ayesand 
one “ay” only responded? 


ls it worth while to have the yeas and nays’ 


An effort was next made to make the tax a dollaraton. That was 


| voted down; 85 cents was tried; 75 cents was tried; 60 cents was tried 





what I desire to prove as to the outrageous character ofthisreport. When | 


the Senate of the United States—I will begin with our own action— 


had this question under discussion, many of the most intelligent men | 
of the country, notably Hon. ABRAM S. Hewirr, laid facts before the | 


country and before Congress to show that it was indispensable to the 


qualities that iron ore found in this country does not possess, that it 
should be imported free of duty, as when so imported it is used for the 





At a dollar, if I mistake not, the vote was 11 in favor to 37 against it. 
Then the motion was made to make it 75 cents, and 15 voted in the af- 
firmative and 34 in the negative upon acall of the:yeas and nays. Sixty 
cents was tried, and the Senate persistently refused to increase it above 
56 cents, and the House upon a vote refused to increase it above 50 
cents a ton. The proposition to increase the tax was tried again on the 
16th day of February in the Senate, on the motion of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. CONGER]; he sought to make the duty 85 cents. The 
propriety of the increase was reargued and every effort was made upon 
a call of the yeas and nays to tax iron ore higher than 50 cents a ton. 
It was again voted down by an overwhelming majority. 

In view of all these undoubted facts ask the Senate, and I intend to 
appeal to the country even from the Senate, what right had that body 
of men who were sitting in secret council, authorized only to act upon 
disagreeing votes between the two Houses and to sustain the action of 
the. Senate by all honorable means, to consider the tax on iron ore, on 
which the House and Senate had agreed, and raise the duty on it 50 
per cent. and then come here without even deigning to state the facts 
and tell us that we must adopt the report they have made, right or 
wrong—fas et nefus—or we are obstructors of public business ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Kentucky t 
that the conference report proposes to impose a duty on iron or 
than either the House or Senate has voted to impose on it ? 

Mr. BECK. Ido, and I appeal to the members of the conference 


» state 
ureater 


| committee themselves now on this floor, or any one of them, to deny 
great iron industries of this country, as imported iron ore had many | 


it or to contradict what I say if they can. 
creased this tax 50 per cent. 
mittee if that is not true? 


They have wrongfully in- 
I ask the chairman of the linance Com- 
I wait forananswernow. Ihave the House 


et 
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bill, I have the report of the House committee, I have the action of the 
House, I have the double action of the Senate; and I aver that the con- 
ference committee has placed a tax on iron ore 50 per cent. higher than 
either the House or the Senate, and that the House and the Senate had 
agreed upon the same rate before the bill was sent to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. The House had not acted on this bill but rejected 
our amendments in gross. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did not the House have a bill upon which they acted 
on the iron schedule? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, and voted uponit. Here is their bill fixing the rate 
at 50 cents per ton. If they had no bill, if they had no schedule to 
present to our conferees, where was the disagreeing vote between the 
House and the Senate, if this bill is not to be referred to as the propo- 
sition on which the House acted? If there was no bill of the House 
then where was the disagreement? What could any conferee on the 
part of the House say to the Senate that the House required, or that 
our conferees ought to abandon the vote of the Senate on any schedule 
an‘ give it up unless there was something that the House had done? 

I aver, and the silence of the four or the five or whatever the num- 
ber who agreed to this report gives consent to the truth of my state- 
ment, that they have imposed an increased tax of 50 per cent. on all 
the iron ore that comes into the country beyond what either the House 
or the Senate had imposed, and when the House and Senate were 
agreed. 

If these admitted facts do not condemn this whole report and stamp 
it as a thing absolutely unfit for the Senate to indorse I do not think 
any argument of mine will. There is not a Senate conferee who will 
venture to rise in his place and either justify itorexcuseit. Itstands 
confessed as a plain violation of their known duty. 

Passing from that, though one illustrates all, look at the action of 
the conference committee relative to glass-ware, one of the first im- 
portant things touched in the report. Let me examine their action in 
that regard. 

This is the language of the present law : 

Farthen, stone,or crockery ware, white, glazed, edged, printed, painted, dipped, 
er cream-colored, not otherwise provided for, 40 per cent. 

That of course relates to earthen, stone, and crockery ware. Theplain- 
est character of designs on paper can be painted and pasted on plain crock- 
ery, 2nd when placed in the furnace the paper is burnt out and the paint 
or print remains. ‘That is the whole process; there is no skill or intel- 
lect involved; it is done by the plainest, simplest process; the designs 
are painted by the hundred or thousand on pieces of paper and burnt in; 
the paper, as I said, burnsoffand leavesthe paintorprint. Yet theconfer- 
ence committee without any reason in the world that I can see, have taken 
that class of cheap goods out of the schedule where the Senate placed 
them at 50 per cent., which is 25 per cent. increase on the duty under 
the present law, because it was said we had given importers the benefit 
of a reduction of taxes, by taking the duty off the packages, which on 
the cheapest classes of goods amount to, say, 10 percent. Our conferees 
have taken these goods from the schedule of 50 per cent. and placed them 
in the schedule of 60 per cent., an increase of 50 per cent. on the present 
rate, along with china, porvelain, parian, and bisque ware, and the other 
decorations that ornament the mantel-pieces of the rich. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire togive the Senator from Kentucky a further 
fact, so that he can make out the case as bad as he can. 

Mr. BECK, What is it. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is a little worse than he states it, because, as I 
have said, the conferees have accepted the House provision. 

Mr. BECK. I thought the Senator said a while ago that there was 
no House provision—when I was speaking in reference to the action of 
the House in regard to iron ore. 

Mr. MORRILL. I mean to say the provision presented by the House 
conferees. We have inserted that, and this is therefore not a correct 
print in the bill on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. BECK. The earthen, stone, and crockery ware, painted and 
gilded, is taken out of the 50 per cent. schedule of the Senate by its 
conferees and placed in the G60 per cent. schedule, or else they have 
printed it wrong. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator does not understand me now. 
to notify him that we have made it even worse than that; that we have 
placed this other earthen and stone ware at 55 per cent., instead of 50 
per cent. as it stands in the print on the table here. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know how bad they have made it. I have 
no doubt they have made it as bad as they could for the people andas 
good as they could for the men who are here demanding still more ex- 
cessive bounties. I have never heard the revenues of the Government 
spoken of as being worthy of consideration by any gentleman on the 
other side during this whole discussion. I have never heard the rights 
of the consumers of this country spoken of as being worthy of considera- 
tion while extravagant taxes were beingimposed. The whole question 
has been, how much can the iron-men afford to take off; how much will 
the cotton schedule, how much will the woolen schedule bear reduction, 
ershall they be increased above present rates? And when Senators ex- 


‘ 


amine into the pretended reductions they will prove to be increases in | Congress would not consent to have the tariff in 


nine cases out of ten, all assertions to the contrary notwithstanding. 


I wish | 


The swarms of lobbyists who are now here and have been for weeks 
are all begging for more bounty, more protection, or rather more tax 
ation on the people to enrich themselves. These are the plates [ex- 
hibiting] that the conference eommittee have put up to a 60 per cent 
tax after the Senate had peremptorily refused to consider all the prop- 
ositions urged when we had these matters under consideration. 

Yet the chairman tells us that they are making this increase of tay. 
tion in the interest of economy, carefully refraining from Stating the 
facts, and frowning upon any attempt to expose their acts as improper 
and factious opposition. Of that plain crockery-ware, as you will ol 
serve by looking over the schedule that we have before us furnished 
by the Treasury Department, there were goods imported last year to 
the value of $4,400,000, at 40 per cent. ‘The duty which the people 
paid on them was $1,775,291. By the provision now proposed on the 
same amount of importation at 60 per cent. they will have to pay 
$2,662,941, or an increase of $887,648 over the present high war tariff 
that everybody says ought to be reduced, and they will have to pay 
$443,824 by this change of rate on the same importations more than 
they would have to pay under the bill as it passed the Senate at 50 per 
cent. That is called a slight modification, a very slight increase, so in- 
significant that the chairman seemed to think that the report should 
be concurred in without a word. He did not even think that it was 
worth while to tell us what he and his co-conferees had done. 

Turn to another change in the glass schedule and see what the auto- 
crats of the conference have done. We struggled over the question of 
taxing bottles time and agath, first in Committee of the Whole and 
next in the Senate; that question was brought up in season anc out of 
season. We setiled it at 30 per cent., and provided that bottles in which 
apollinaris and other natural mineral waters came should be free. No 
man ventured to make an argument worth calling such against that 
provision. It was admitted that when a bottle once reaches this coun- 
try, whether it has apollinaris water in it or anything else, it cem- 
petes when it reaches here with the domestic manufacture of bottles 
precisely to the same extent whether it comes free or pays a tax. W< 
all agreed that ifthe people wanted these waters they had a right to 
have them. 4 

We thought there were some things the people ought to have with- 
out being taxed to death, and that the water of the springs of the world 
that they might prefer as conducive to their health or their pleasur 
ought not to be taxed; all agreed that was right. Yet this conference 
committee, this secret conclave—they were in no proper sense conferees, 
yet I shall speak of them as such—not only imposed a heavy tex upon 
all the bottles in which apollinaris and other waters come, as you wil! 
see by turning over to the free-list, but they increased the tax upon al! 
the other bottles used in this country from the present tax ef 30 per cent 
to about 100 per cent., although we had voted the proposition to do : 
down, as I have stated, every time it was offered, both in committee and 
in the Senate, until every advocate of the increased tax had given it up 
Yet these gentlemen secretly and wrongfully bring it back with the tax 
of 100 per cent. on these things. 

I regard their action as an outrage, in flagrant disregard of the known 
will of Congress, I read the other day (see page 91 of the REecorD for 
February 21), as Senators will recollect when I restate it, that we are 
only importing bottles valued at about $272,000 annually, even at 3 
per cent. I showed then that the Representative from Milwaukee and 
the Representative from Saint Louis argued this question with great 
ability on the floor of the House. I read from their speeches; | will 
read from them again to show whatan outrage has been perpetrated by 
the reimposition of thisenormous and unnecessary tax. Mr. DreusTrr, 
from Milwaukee, said that he had talked to Mr. Bodine, the president 
of the National Glass Manufacturers’ Association, and that Mr. Bodine 
told him that— 

There were manufactured in the Undéted States last year of quart bottles alon: 
used—horribile dictu—for bottling beer, 25,000 gross. I am informed that the 
quantity of pints is ten times as great, which would be 2,500,000 gross. Besides, 
| there were many other kinds and sizes of green and colored bottles, vials, demi- 

johns, carboys, pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed 
green and colored bottles. 

The importation of the very small amount, $220,000 worth, of glass-ware, em- 
bracing all these articles just enumerated, served to keep prices made by out 
manufacturers in somewhat reasonable bounds, 

Even at 30 per cent. they manufactured all but that small quantity. 
Impose a duty of 100 per cent., and their prices will no longer be kept 
within reasonable bounds; it is not intended by the conferees that they 
shall be. The Senator from Vermont and his friends on the conference 
committee, in spite of the Senate, propose to give them a monopoly ol 
this business. There will be no more importations of any sort, and the 
prices will be just whatever their protected pets see fit to ask; that is 
their favorite mode of reducing revenue, by trebling the burdens of tax- 
ation and putting the money of the people into the pockets of theit 
friends instead of into the Treasury of the United States. é 
| The Representative from whom I read put it well when he said: 
| That is exactly what these gentlemen of the National Glass Manufacturers’ 
| Association objectto. They want the field all for themselves, so that their com- 
| bination can dictate prices ad libitum. Of course they professto have solely the 


interests of the poor workingman at heart; he is always pushed to the front 
aaa it. ub dhapeqgeationsen knew that 








) 








when the interests of the capitalists require 


| ‘True Congress would not, but this Representative had no idea of the 
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wer, no idea of the audacity or mendacity of a conference committee. 
He said further: 


So some sleight-of-hand performance, some hocus-pocus must be resorted to. 
The world wants to be deceived ; ergo, decipitur. Achange from an ad valorem 
to a specific duty in this case might accomplish the to pose. “Eureka!” cries 
the poor, down-trodden glass-king. Now, what will be the result of this change? 

A specific duty of 1) cents amounts to over 100 per cent.ad valorem. I could 
show it to the sat ion of every gentleman on this floor had I thetime. AsI 
have not, you will have to take my word for it. Ican assure you that I have 
investigated this subject fully, accurately, and dispassionately. This proposed 
specific whould raise the price of preserve-jars per dozen, costing the consumer 
now $1.50, to at least $1.75. A dozen of “* Protector” yoeservorans weighs about 
nineteen pounds, The additional duty being 1 cent per pound, these jars would 
cost the dealer 19 cents more. He of course would charge the consumer at least 
25 cents over present prices. 


Again he adds: 


The bottles which our brewers use weigh 1{ pounds each, or 216 pounds per 


gross, That makes the duty on the gross $5.24, instead of $1.11, as now, or 2} 


cents per bottle instead of .77 cent. Add the $3.24 to the New York value of $3.17 
per and we obtain $6.41 per gross instead of the present price of $4.28, a dif- 
erence of $2.13 per gross. A brewer wants for every 6,000 barrels of beer battled 
exactly 1,000,000 bottles, or 6,952 gross. Add to the price of the gross by pmiting 
to it the new proposed rate of increase of duty of $2.13 per gross, and we increase 
the expense of bottling for every 6,000 barrels $14,807.86. There are brewers who 
bottle over 100,000 barrels annually. 


The Milwaukee brewer who bottles 100,000 barrels annually consumes 
almost as many bottles asare imported into the United States in a year. 
The Senate of the United States refused to imerease the tax above 30 per 
cent. But our would-be masters, disregarding our will, have increased 


it to a cent a pound, or 100 per cent. upon all that class of bottles in | 


the interest of the bottle-makers, adding to the tax paid by a single 
brewer who bottles 100,000 barrels of beer annually over $200,000, in 
order to put the money into the pockets of some of their friends. They 
have, I repeat, in plain violation of the orders of the Senate, placed the 
bottles in which apollinaris, vichy, and other natural waters are im- 
ported on the taxable list, and whether they will impose a charge on 
them of 1 cent a pound or whether they will be taxed at 30 per cent. 
ad valorem will depend upon a careful construction of the conflicting 
clauses contained in the conference report, which, if Senators will read 
they will see were inserted, if not for the purpese, certainly with the 
effect of deceiving and of requiringthe Treasury Department to give the 
manufacturer here the benefit of the doubt and thus force the officials 
to decide that they shall pay 100 per cent. ; because 
apparently successful struggle that we made not to allow the highest 
duty to be imposed in doubtful cases, the conferees provide—and I be- 
lieve that was the pointat which theSenator from Delaware and myself 
left the conference, it being the first important change in our tariff 
amendment, as there was no question in regard to the internal-revenue 


taxes which both Houses had acted on, and as towhichno difference of | 


opinion was developed, I suppose the relief given there is relied on to 
carry through on the single vote to which we are now confined all the 
atrocities of the tariff amendments: 


If two or more rates of duty should be applicable to any imported article, it 
shall be classified for duty under the highest of such rates. 


They have one rate of 30 percent. for bottles filled; thatis, they shall | 


pay 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to the duties on the contents. 
Yet the conference committee insert another amendment in these words: 

All glass bottles and decanters, and other like vessels of glass, shall, if filled, 
pay the same rates of duty, in addition to any duty chargeable on the contents, 
as if not filled, except as in this act otherwise specially provided for. 

That is 1 cent a pound, or 100 per cent. ad valorem on common bot- 
tles. One of these conflicting provisions in regard to bottles makes 
them pay 30 per cent. if filled, and another provision makes them pay 
the same duty whether filled or not. By the general clause as to the 
highest rate in doubtful cases they will be required to pay 100 per cent., 
in my opinion. If that is not a trick Ido not know what tocallit. 1 
do not intend to charge any Senator with trickery, but the provision 
they have made that whenever there is a doubt, or it can be construed 
that there are two or more rates applicable to the article it shall pay the 
highest, these two conflicting provisions will give the officials acl 


to tax it at the highest rate. ‘2 
Mr. MORRILL. I know the Senator from Kent ky does not wish 


to misinform the Senate. The glass bottles to which he referred last 
are of a very different kind from green-glass bottles. These are flint 
and lime glass bottles which are imported, a very different articl 

Mr. BECK. It may be that the last provision as to glass b 
does not cover apollinaris bottles. I do not know how these provisions 
will be construed. I do not want to make any mistake as to the facts, 
and I feel that my voice will fail me if Idwell at any length on details. 
I have looked at some other things in this report during the short tim: 
[have had it. I will call attention to them. 

I will speak next of pig-iron. ‘The Senate of the United States had 
a long and earnest discussion as to the propriety of a general reduction 
of tax in the iron schedule, as all agreed that reasonably cheap pig-iron 
was indispensable to enable the people to obtain cheap finished products. 
We agreed upon $6 per ton as being the proper rate to charge on pig- 
iron, witha like rate on scrap-iron, both steel andcast. It was debated 
long and ably in all its aspects. I have the debate before me. I had 


sap aeeape to read part of it, but I find that I cannot. We agreed upon 
aduty of $6aton. After a while, wher we had gone through the bil! 


ttle 





in Committee of the Whole, the Senator from Ohio thre atened to vote 
against the bill, and to defeat all our efforts at giving the people any 
relief in internal or tariff taxation unless we increased the tax on pig- 
iron and upon such articles in the iron schedule as he demanded. I 
will read from his speech before I close. He read telegrams from Hon. 
Heary B. Payne, otf Cleveland, and others, telling him to vote against 
the bill, and he said he would obey their orders unless we olx yed his 





after the long and | 


I repeat that the Senator from Ohio threatened the Senate with the 
defeat of the whole bill. After all sorts of efforts, and when he had 
drawn the party whip over the heads of his followers with an audacity 
I had never seen equaled in any public assembly, by threats and every 
other means that a great, bold parliamentary leader can assert over thi 

| men who look up to him, he finally succeeded in having $6.50 imposed 
| as the tax upon pig-iron. 

That was the last cent he could obtain by promises, 
threats, but his resources were not exhausted. The conference com 
mittee met, and under the lead of the Senator from Ohio, I may safely 


flatte ry, o1 


| assume, at his dictation, they have imposed a tax upon pig-iron of 
$6.72 per ton and insist that we must accept What is the effect of 
| that? Of scrap and pig iron 763,761 tons were imported last year 

Seventy-two cents increase over the $6 that thesenat had agreed upon 


until the Senator from Ohio drove his party up to an iner would 








| be $549,905. Twenty-two cents per ton—being the difference between 
| this report and $6.50, the highest point to which the Senator could in 
| duce the Senate to advance ‘aiter all the coercion he could ipon 
his followers—22 cents per t yn On 763,761 tons 1 169.0 aditional 
| tax that this conference committee has placed upon pi; ul we 
all know that we have to accept that report as a whole or r it 
What next? Take railway-bars. I want the con he part ot 
| the Senate to t ll the Senate why they have im} ithe ta ve i 
| the report they present for our acceptan Let mi WW hey ha 
| done. his is anothe r undoubted usurpa 1 Ol po by th en 
committee. Steel railway-bars were put by the Sen i ls ¢ 
| Le nt a pound when weighing more than twenty poun 
» | That is $15.68 per ton. The House voted on t juesti 
are to look to the House, it imposed a tax of $15 per ton o 
House voted for a tax of GS cents a ton ver than t 
| railway bars, the House bill providing for a dut f S15 
ate bill $15.68 a ton. Bear these facts in mind 
What did the conferees do? The 1 eck 
railway-bars of $17 per ton. Thi 
| the Hou S15. ahe COnicie? , puryx ) i { } © ¢ 
| reconciling the disagr ing vot between the t » Hlou ci; 
| tax on that cle of 517 p oO \ i mad i 
posed upon it and $1.52 more than th nate had imposed t 
|} lagainask any of them to rise now and 
| they seek to impose a higher tax on this imy 
| House imposed. I char re them ith : Vi i m ’ 
landa usurpation of authority not granted to them in doing so 
The amount of importation of that class « duri 
| year was about 200,000 ton rh rt ‘ 
| upon that article is an ine of $400,000 on eat 
what the House had agreed to impose upon it, and « LO 
| the Senate had imposed upon it; and yet under pretense of recon 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses they imposed an additional ta 
upon the people of $400,000 more than the ILouse liepresenta had 
| demanded and $264,000 more than the Senate had said ought to] 
| posed. If that is not an outrage upon hit peop { 
| not a violation of the known ¢ y of the com V pret f 
| to reconcile the disagreeing or coutlictin ) i Ii ( 
| by placing a tax higher than either HH | suggest 1d 
understand what it is, and can lat ( 1} 
| Jiamentary language. 
| Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask the Se Xe \ 
| spect to the matter that he is now referring to, this conference « 
tee has exceeded the vi each ot Hou iT l tot ‘ 
imposed ? 
Mr. BECK. It hi Lit $2 per ton over t Ilo 
imposed and $1.52 over what the Senate had imp | 
Mr. HARRIS. More than either House proposed 
Mr. BECK. Mo than either House, to the amount o 10 Ue 
more than the House of Representatives proposed and $264,000 more 
than the Senate proposed, based upon the importations of last year 
Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
question« nthe yx int he is discussing. Che Senate fixed the rateof iff 
oniron or steel rails at $15.68 a ton andthe House fixed it at $15. Now 
I ask the Senator from Kentucky, in his experience in the House and 


in the Senate and in conferences, whether there has ever fallen under his 


| knowledge or experience one case where a conference committee have 
inserted provisions in the bill against the vote of the Senate and the 
House. 


Mr. BECK. 1 never heard of such an and I do not believe 
any other Senator ever heard of it before; but there never 
ure like this before; it was conceived in sin and is now brought forth 
in iniquity; everything that has beendone in regard to it has been done 
without the slightest regard to the interest of the people or the reve 


instance 


Was & near 
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nues of the country. Of course there is no parallel. I want some Sen- 
ator toask some one of these conferees, as none of them venture to an- 
swer my questions, why it was and by whose authority he imposed a 
tax of $2 per ton on all the steel rails for the railroads of this country 
above what the House had taxed them, and $1.32a ton above what the 
Senate had imposed, unless it was to enrich some of the great monopo- 
lists of the country whose support and aid they look to as being worth 
more to them in their political ambitions than the welfare of the great 
mass of the tax-payers of America. 

Mr. MAXEY. The object I had in view in asking the question was 
this: As the representatives of the people had fixed the tax at $15 a 
ton and the Senate at $15.65, these conferees, whoever they represent, 
tixed it higher than the representatives of the people or of the States 
fixedit. 1 want that fact placed before the people of the country. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, to proceed. 1 assume that I will 
be charged with trying to talk this bill to death as I have been before. 
That is not true, | only want to have the facts understood. Again, the 
Senate agreed upon a duty on bar-iron not less than three-quarters of 
an inch in diameter, and square iron not more than three-quarters of 
an inch square of $20 per ton, and upon round iron less than three- 
quarters of an inch square of $22 per ton the conferees have increased 
that tax from $20 per ton in the one instance to $22.40 per ton, and in 
the other from $22 a ton to $24.64 per ton; the original rates were fixed 
by the Senate with the aid and by the vote of the Senator from Ohio, 
one of the conferees. We had a right to suppose that he would adhere 
to his own votes, yet after so voting and advocating the lower rates, say- 
ing that his friend from Georgia [Mr. Brown] was right in imposing 
these rates, he now turns round in secret conference and imposes upon 
all the iron rolled, hammered, or otherwise advanced an additional tax 
of $2.40 a ton upon one class and $2.64 upon the other. 

Again, Mr. President, passing on to another clause, light steel rails, 
of which there is a very large importation, to wit, a class of rails used 
for street-railways, tramways, narrow-gauge roads, and inclined planes, 
in short all that class of rails generally used by the smaller and poorer 
corporations, by the municipal authorities, or by individuals, of which 


the importation last year was $2,658,997 in value and the revenue | 


$1,414,910, the Senate of the United States imposed a duty of eight- 
tenths of a cent per pound upon all that class of goods, or $17.92 per 
ton. I have not had an opportunity of examining what the House did 
in that regard, if their bill is to be considered. It seems to he worthy 
of consideration according to the chairman’s view whenever the con- 
ferees think they find some excuse for their conduct by referring to what 
the House has done, and claim that the House had no bill when they 
increase taxes beyond what either House imposed. 

Mr. MAXEY. The committee reported that class of bars weighing 
less than twenty-five pounds to the yard at $21 per ton. On full delib- 
eration and discussion in the Senate it was reduced to $17.92 per ton 
or eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound. That was reduced by the Senate 
after a discussion. 

Mr, BECK. Under the present law iron bars for inclined planes, as 
the official statement in my hand shows, the rate is seven-tenths of acent 
a pound or 53 per cent. ad valorem. The Tariff Commission pro 
seven-tenths of a cent a pound and the Senate imposed a tax of eight- 
tenthsofacenta pound. This so-called conference committee taxed them 
above what the Tariff Commission reported, above the present law, above 
the actionof the Senate. They have divided the paragraph into two parts 
and placed nine-tenths of a cent a pound upon a portion of them, in- 
creasing them from $17.92 per ton to $20.16, and upon the balance of 
them, where they are punched, to 1 cent a pound or $22.40 per ton. 

Upon a portion of these goods they make an increase of $2.24 a ton 
and upon the balance there is an increase of $4.60; and this, though the 
Senate proposition for taxation upon all this class of articles was higher 
than the present law and higher than the Tariff Commission report. In 
this miserable sham conference, afterall we have done, onarticles that were 
imported last year to the value of $2,658,977, payinga revenue of $1,414,- 
910, they make an increase of $2.24 a ton on half and of $4.60 upon 
the other half, without any reason that I can see unless it is to pile up 
burdens still higher upon every man or corporation that sees fit to build 
a street railway, a tramway, or anything of the sort. Yet we are asked 
to set aside the Senate bill and agree to a report full of such monstros- 
ities, which they seek to pass, as though it was an improvement upon 
what we had done. We are told it makes slight modifications, that 
there is hardly anything increased, and the yeas and nays were about 
to be taken as a matter of course, as though it would be an obstruc- 
tion of public business and would prevent the people from getting the 
benefit of the invaluable services of this conference if anybody dared 
to object to it. I suppose I shall be lectured by the distinguished Sen- 
ators for having the audacity to expose the misdeeds of that august con- 
clave. 

That is not all. I have not had a chance to go through the report 
thoroughly, because we did not have it more than twenty minutes be- 
fore we were called on to pass upon it at once, time was said to be so 
precious. 

I will pass over a good many of the changes they have made without 
comment, They have increased the tax on boiler-iron, on line 569, 
$2.20 a ton. They have increased the tax upon polished, planished, 





or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel $11.20 a ton, although that matter 
was twice carefully considered; and the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] at last read documents to prove that that class of iron 
ought to be reduced to2 cents per pound. It was reduced on his recom. 
mendation, and yet the conferees have put it up again, taxing it $11.29 
a ton more, and inserting a proviso which I have not time to consider 
carefully, but it means mischief. Let me read it to the Senate. It js 
a new proviso inserted by them: 

Provided, That plate or sheet or taggers iron, by whatever name designated 
other than the polished, planished, or glanced herein provided for, which has 
been pickled or cleaned by acid, or by any other material or process, and whic), 
is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter cent per pound more duty than the cor 
responding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers iron. 

We struck that proviso out after deliberate consideration inthe Sey- 
ate, or in committee, because it was shown that all that iron had to be 
rolled, and the imposition of that additional tax was such a wrong that 


not one of these gentlemen dared to urge its adoption in the Senate; jt 


was stricken out, as the debate will show, on proof by gentlemen on 
this floor that the proviso ought not to be retained. Yet when they get 
themselves in secret conclave, and with nobody to contradict or eXpose 
them, and their report has to be voted on as a whole, because a portion, 
however vicious or corrupt, if you please, can not be stricken out with- 
out defeating the whole measure, they make a bill to suit themselves 
and their friends. Knowing that there are so many things in the bill 
that so many men are interested in, they trust that the Senate can not 
afford to defeat their report. 

Skipping a good many things, I come now to a matter that attracted 
my attention the moment my eye restea upon it, because it isa subject 
that the Senate thoroughly understands. The Senator from Ohio, as 
the Senate will remember, near the close of the discussion brought be- 
fore usa new amendment to the iron schedule. He presented it on a 
Saturday morning. I rose to oppose it and said that I did not quite 
comprehend the full extent and effect of it, but I thought I could tind 
out if I had time allowed me until Monday morning. There were 
funeral ceremonies to be held at 5 o'clock that day and it went over. 
Ihad examined it before it was called up on Monday, and when it was 
understood that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio was to increase 
the duties on all steel not otherwise enumerated from the present rate 
of 30 per cent. ad valorem to 45 per cent. ad valorem; that it sought to 
change the duties on all the classes of Bessemer steel however made, 
whether by the pneumatic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or 
any other process imposing a tax of 45 per cent. upon a certain grade, 
changing classifications and adding to the duties on them by indirect 
methods, the Senate refused to accept his amendments. Upon a full, 
fair, and free discussion in this body and an explanation of the eflect of 
his propositions we defeated him in his efforts to tax steel 45 per cent. 
and held it at 30, We defeated the proposed increase to 45 per cent. 
duty upon Bessemer steel and made it 40. We kept him from raising 
the duty on crucible steel and changing the classification in the way he 
proposed, greatly to the disgust of the Senator from Ohio. Yet after 
that defeat, perhaps smarting under it, wanting to take revenge on the 
country and on the Senate, he goes into this so-called conference com- 
mittee and has restored in this report every provision that the Senate had 
voted down after full debate when he sought to impose them upon us. 
In the amendments that I have exhibited from this conference report 
he has placed all the manufactures of steel at the points I have indica- 
ted. Isayhe; I speak of the Senator from Ohio, because he is the leader 
of this movement in courage and audacity and intellect. I know who 
drove the conference; I see the tracks though he does not sign the report; 
I know who had iron ore and pig-iron increased. It is a Sherman-Ma- 
hone tariff now, as to all the paragraphs in the iron schedule. 

Senators will observe that in the report all our action in the Senate 
as to steel is overthrown and the defeated proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio is substituted. I never*knew a more insolent, not to say in- 
sulting, proposition made by one member of a body to the body that 
has trusted him with power and ordered him to maintain its position. 
There was no House disagreeing vote to meet or combat the wishes of 
the Senate, and the rights of the people were simply disregarded and 
the private wishes and interests of the conferees consulted. Let me 
read from the report: 

All of the above classes of steel not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act, valued at 4 cents a pound or less, 45 per cent. ad valorem; above 4 cents a 
pound and not above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; valued above 7 cents 
and not above 10 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound; valued at above 10 cents 
per pound, 3} cents per pound. 

** Forty-five” is substituted for ‘‘ 40,’ ‘‘4 cents”? for 5,’ “7”? for 
‘*9*’—in short all our work is disregarded. I explained the effects of 
the proposed amendments on the 20th of February, and can not better 
show the effect of the report than by reading now what I said then: 

Now, the Senator from Ohio proposes upon all steel embraced in this class— 

** Above 4 cents a pound and not above 7 cents, 2 cents per a ; 

Therefore his proposition is to add $22.40 a ton on all that ¢ of steel valued 
at over 4 and not over 5 cents a pound, That, I expect, embraces a large class 
of steel used in this country, or why the proposed change in classification? Yet 
we were told on Friday night that there was to be no increase on the lower 
grades by the amendment. I have read the lines fixing 1 cent a pound on all 
these steels made by the mer process as agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole and in the Senate. The Senator from Ohio has c the classifica- 


tion. Why, I do not know, except to suit the iron-masters. e has changed it 
so as to put $22.40 a ton additional upon all that class of Bessemer steel t is 
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valued not above 5 cents and above 4. Why that was done perhaps he can ex- 
Pay hat next does he do? The Senate bill in the lines that he last proposes to 
strike out as to crucible cast-steel ingots and these other matters, makes this 
provision : : ‘ 

“Crucible cast-steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, &c., 
cents per pound or less, 1} cents per pound.” 

The Senator from Ohio promises whenever it is valued at over 4 cents to make 
that crucible steel pay 2 cents per pound, so that on that class of goods he adds 
$11.20 per ton; and on all that is valued between 4 and 5 cents a pound bya 
change of classification, $22.40 perton on the lower grades of Bessemer steel by 
striking out the lines he first proposed to strike out; and now by the lines he 
last proposes tostrike out and the valuation that he puts and the tax he imposes 


valued at 5 


vee. 


$11.20 a ton on all crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents per pound. That | 


is the next step. “ 

What next does he do? The Senate provided that upon all crucible cast-steel 
valued at 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, the tax should be 2 cents per 

und; valued at above 9cents per pound, 2} cents per pound. 
maximum with only two classifications above 5 cents. 
from Ohio propose? On steel valued at from 4 to 7 cents a pound, 2 cents a 
pound ; from 7 to 11, 2} cents a pound; and from 11 up, 3} cents a pound, 

I 


duty on that valued from 4 to7 cents to2centsa pound, the Senate having placed 
it from 5 to 9 at 2 cents a pound, he proposes from 7 to 11 to fix the rate at 2} cents 
apound, In other words, he increases three-fourths of a cent 2 pound or $16.80 
a ton upon all that grade of steel valued at from 7 and not more than 9 cents a 
pound, and there is where another large importation is made, as you will see if 
vou look at the tables. Sixteen dollars and eighty cents per ton over the Senate 
pill is proposed upon all steel with from 7 to 9 cents a pound, and then he makes 
a classification we have not made at all. because from 9 up we made all at 2] 
cents, and he makes it from 7 to 11, 2} cents; and from 11 up, 3} cents. So that 
upon all steel of all sorts valued at above 9 cents a pound he adds $16.80 per ton. 

How many millions that adds to the taxes of this people Ido not know. Itis 


all done for the benefit of a very few establishments in Pittsburgh and elsewhere, | 
whose owners confess that they drew this bill, and who are nowseeking to urge | 


Senators to defeat it unless they add to its already onerous taxation all they 
want. 


I'showed during that debate what would be the effect of an increase 
on steel from 30 to 45 per cent. 
that date: 


I have looked over it since Saturday, and I will state how I understand this 
amendment will leave the bill if adopted. The clause as to *‘ steel not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act”’’ is to be delayed for a few minutes, but 
it is part of the amendment. 
ing law now pays 30 per cent. ad valorem. Under that the importations for the 
year 1882 amounted in value to $5,742,512, and the duty paid was $1,723,352. The 
Senator from Ohio now proposes to increase this tax to 45 per cent. 


Though we defeated all his propositions then, he has them in such a 


= 


shape now that we can not even get a separate vote on them, though he | 


could not insert them after discussion in the Senate. He can do it in 
secret, though defeated when Senators representingStatesand tax-payers 
could meet him face to face in fair debate 

I stated further in February: 

If the same value of imports continue, the duty that he proposes to impose 
would be $2,584,930, or an increase of duties on the same value of goods of $761,578; 
and of course ali the products of this country, which is perhaps six times as much 
as the imports, or perhaps ten timesas mach, will be increased in the same ratio. 
In other words, 50 per cent. isto be added tothe duties now imposed by law, by 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, upon all steel not otherwise provided 
for in this act which is consumed inthis country, whether made at home or 


Substantially the same presentation was made by the Senator from 


Alabama and the Senator from Texas, and perhaps by other Senators, | 


the Senator from North Carolina, I have no doubt, though I do not 
recollect that he participated in regard to that item, but he was always 
ready and able, and I assume he took part in it. I know the Senator 


from Delaware did; in short, the Senate rejected all the amendments of | 
the Senator from Ohio which he has now put into this conference report. | 
I say it requires an audacity that few men possess to insert into a con- | 


ference report every defeated amendment after the exposure that was 
made as to the effect of the increased taxation upon the people, and ask 
us to accept it or tell the country that we shall be responsible for the 
defeat of this bill without even venturing a word of explanation or 
deigning to tell us that 2 majority of the House conferees even asked 
to have it done. I hardly think they did. 

I shall vote against this report for this among other causes. 


will of both Houses of Congress. 1 have shown that as to steel rails 
the taxation imposed is beyond what either House voted; I have shown 
that as to iron ore that the two Houses had agreed, and yet 50 per cent. 
more taxation is sought to be imposed and hundreds of thousands of 
dollars added by this conference committee to the burdens of the peo- 
ae I propose to vote against it, and my word for it, if this report could 

defeated we should tell the House of Representatives, as we truly 
can, that ‘‘ we have sent you a better bill in our amendment than this 
conference report proposes. You had far better vote for the Senate amend- 
ments that your leaders would not allow you even a chance to concur 
with us in, believing that they would frame in secret a worse bill than 
the Senate had sent; they knew that they would satisfy the pig-iron 
men and the great manufacturing monopolists of the country better 
than the action of the Senate would if we reject this conference report 
as we ought todo because of the outrageous provisions in it,’ my word 
for it, the House to-morrow morning will demand a right to vote upon 
the question of concurring in the amendments originally sent them by 
the Senate which are now upon their table, and will say to their con- 
ferees as I now say to ours, ‘ You have transcended your duty in seek- 





That is the | 
What does the Senator | 


have shown that he has put $22.40 aton by the change of classification on the | 
lower grades of Bessemer steel; that he has put $11.20 a ton on the grades of | 
crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents, and he now proposes to change the | 


[ will again read from my speech of | 


Steel not otherwise provided for under the exist- | 


It is | 
made up against the interest of the people of this country, against the | 


, - a a — 
} 


ing to impose taxes upon this people beyond what cither House had 
demanded.’’ That House will take up the Senate bill to-morrow morn- 
ing and in spite of its defects and of the high-protective rmonopolists, 
will pass it before high noon to-morrow as an improvement wpon this 
report and a bill infinitely better than this is. 

If we force upon the House ef Representatives be voting for this 
conference report a bill that is made worse wherever it has heen touched, 
that is not improved anywhere, and deprive them of the right which 
they have never yet had of voting upon the amended bill we originally 
sent them, we are simply joining hands with these monopolists in 
forcing a worse bill upon the House of Representatives than is now 
upon their table, that they can vote for in half an hour after we reject 
| this. I intend to be no party to any such coercion upon the House, and 

submit to no such dictation here as this report atteinpts. 

Why, Mr. President, look for a moment at the sugar schedule. What 
have they done with it? If I were to take up this report in detail I 
could scarcely expose one-half of its enormities before Congress expired. 
The chairman said just now in his blandest way that a slight inerease 
of tax had been imposed on sugar between No. 13 and No. 16; that the 
refiners wanted more than they had got, but he thought the committee 
of conference had done reasonably well for them. What do they do? 
Without touching any other item in the sugar schedule they provide 

All sugar above No. 13 No 
pound, 

Or $2 
| on that 


ind not above 16 Dutch standard, 2.75 e« 


its per 


»per one hundred pounds. The Senate had made the duty 
.o0 cents. The Senate indeed had voted for 2.40 by a vote 
taken by yeas and nays of nearly 40 to less than 20, according to my 
recollection. It was first reported before the change at 2.65. The sugar 
refiners never publicly asked for more than 2.65. They thought 2.50 
was too low; they feared the low tariff on foreign sugars would destroy 
their monopoly. There might be competition from abroad at 2.50 and 
| they begged for 2.65. The Senate voted for 2.40 on a call of the yeas 
and nays after full debate by an overwhelming majority. Recollect 
that the sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch standard are the table 
sugars of this country, the only sugars in which the mass of consumers 
have a direct interest. All the other grades go to the retiner. 
teen to 16 are the sugars peopl ean use in spite of the 
without his aid, and that the plain people do use. ‘Two sixty-five one 
hundredths was all the refiners asked that ever I heard of, and I be- 
lieve I have now in my pocket a dozen dispatches when they thought 
I was to be on the conference committee, begging for 2.65. 1 
care to read the names of the men, but here they are; Senators can look 
at them. The conference committee have made it 2.75 cents per pound 

That is simply giving the sugar-refiners the monopoly of the sugar 
business of the country. If not done on purpose, it was done at the 
distation of large sugar-refinerswhom I can name. It is the worst out- 
rage inthis bill. No man can justify it. You will observe that under 
the existing law there are hardly any importations of sugar above No 
13. Turn to the schedule again and look at it; but I have looked at 
that so often that I may as well assume that the Senate understands it 
| If necessary I will hand the figures to the Reporter. 

All the sugar that is imported substantially comes in under No. 13, 
and this increase from 2} to 2} cents a pound gives to the sugar-refiner 
an absolute monopoly of the sugar in this country and imposes burdens 
upon the many who consume sugar all over America of millions upon 
| millions of dollars. This is done exactly in the same spirit that the 
other high taxes were imposed, to build up great monopolies at the ex 
| pense both of the revenue and of the gonsumers of the country. 

The refiners desired an increase from 2.50 to 2.65. Of course they 
| would ask for 3; they would ask for anything; but 2.75, an increase of 
| 25 cents on the 100 pounds on that grade of sugar, is nothing more nor 


a de 
» 


Thi 
refiners and 


do not 


less than a proposition in the interest of the absolute monopoly of sugar- 
| refiners. There is not a man on the conference committee who will 
| venture to rise in his place and defend this action in the face of the de- 
bates we had, in the face of the votes we took, and he will not dare to 


say that he either did or would have ventured upon this floor to have 
proposed to impose a tax on sugar graded from No. 13 to No. 16 at 2.75 


cents. The Senatorfrom Vermont himself begged me to make &t 2.50, 
declaring publicly that 2.50 was satisfactory to him after we had voted the 
tax at 2.40. Many of my friends on this side of the Chamber who had 
voted for 2.40 with me were quite annoyed when I begged them to yield 
to the urgent request of the Senator from Vermgnt, as perhaps we had 
put it a little too Jow at 2.40. I remember well that the Senator from 
Texas was not very much pleased at the change being consented to. 
Now, sir, notwithstanding the Senator from Vermont did not venture 
to ask us to go above 2.50 and no sugar refiner ever pretended that he 
could decently ask us to go above 2.65, and atl the telegrams I received 
when they thought I was to be a member of the committee said that 
2.65 was all they would ask, the Senator from Vermont and his con- 
fréres on the committee give them 2.75, making their monopoly absolute, 
making them masters of the sugar business of America, and putting 
| every sugar consumer absolutely at their mercy; yet the chairman of 
the conterence calls with apparent confidence on the representatives of 
| the people and the States to adopt and sanction that among other out- 
| rages. I propose to be as respectful as I can be consistent with truth, 
but if any milder word than robbery of the people to enrich already 
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gorged monopolists will express my opinion I do not at this moment 
recall it. The conferees give the refiners one-fourth of a cent a pound 
on all the sugar consumed in this country by excluding competition. 
The combination of refiners, of course, charge the people one-quarter of 
a cent more than they could under our bill. The sugar consumed an- 
nually exceeds 2,000,000,000 pounds, worth over $85,000,000. This 
robbery or rather sneaking larceny of one-quarter of a cent a pound from 
the people is a gift, in defiance of our often expressed will, of over 
$5,000,000. That alone ought tocondemn this report and the men who 
seek to force it upon us if all else was right. 

I can not follow the details of this miserable fraud further; my voice 
is gone and I am suffering; but I made a speech on the 25th of January 
in this presence. I have never been deceived about this bill. I then 
said I desired to make a record and place it where the people of this 
country should see it; that in the next presidential campaign, if you 
please, when the Senator from Ohio perhaps may be the opposing can- 
didate to the Democratic nominees—I do not think the Senator from 
Vermont has any aspirations—I wanted to havea record made of what 
was done, as I knew we should at last have a worse bill imposed upon 
us than either House desired. I knew they would find some way, by 
hook or crook, in a secret conference where they would give way to 
each other in the interest of monopoly, and against the tax-payers of 
the country, to fix up secretly such areport as they have, and that we 
should be driven to just where we are now. Itis said thatthe Senator 
from Ohio has not signed the report. That need not deceive anybody ; he 
would not have it beaten for his right arm, even if he did not get all 
he wanted. On the 23d day of January I said—I desire to put it again 
upon record, if the Senator from North Carolina will be kind enough 
to read it for me. 

Mr. VANCE read: 


This bill, or rather some bill I fear a good deal worse than the bill which passes 
the Senate, will in all probability pass both Ilouses before the 4th of March; if 
80, the facts now placed upon the permanent records of the country will con- 
stitute this justification of those of us who vote against it, not only for our votes, 
but for any future effort we may make to obtain the relief which the country 
demands, but which I feel assured this Congress does not propose to give. 

+ * my > 

I have a very faint hope of success in making valuable or important redue- 
tions, and if we do I have still less of having them retained in the bill which 
will become a law. The protectionists are all looking to the all-powerful con- 
ference committee for the results they desire. Four men at last will frame the 
bill, and they will be sure to give the men who rely on legislation to enrich 
themselves all they can, On all provisions of importance to the monopolists 
which the Senate has increased or kept in better shape for the protected inter- 
ests than the House has, the House conferees will concur in the provisions of 
the Senate amendments, and having done that much to oblige the Senate the 
Senate conferees will of course reciprocate their kindness by concurring in such 
inereases and adjustments as the House conferees can show that their action 
has made in the same direction. 

Thus the bill will be made more oppressive than either House would make it. 
I expect, in short, to be called upon to vote, as a whole, without the right to 
amend, alter, or even protest, for a worse bill than either House passes, and 
therefore propose to give my reasons for demanding reductions now while we 
can senenier the items indetail. I propose to appeal from Congress tothe coun- 
try, and to make up the record now. Of course one of the three conferees of 
each House will be a Democrat and in favor of reduction ef taxes, but he will 
not be heeded in the conference and need not even sign the report, 

If we fail te vote for any bill, however oppressive and unjust, that the confer- 
ence committee agree on, we will be denounced as opposing all reduction of 
taxes; and if it passes in spite of us, no matter how oppressive its provisions 
may be, and we venture hereafter to seek relief by legislation, we will be loudly 
denounced by the able and well-paid press of the monopolists as agitators and 
disturbers of the business of the country. We mayas well make up ourdefense 
as we goon. We will be told that Congress was pledged by the appointment of 
the Tariff Commission to accept as a finality the bill passed on its reeommenda- 
tion, and every man and woman in the employ of the protected interests will be 
threatened with reduction of wages or dismissal from service if they do not join 
in the hue and ery that will be raised by those whoseck to perpetuate their mo- 
nopolies. 

Mr. Maxry. Suppose we have a conference committee, its majority being 
rentlemen whose theory is that the tariff should be laid for protection with reve- 
nue as an incident, what chance would the tax-payers have ? 

Mr. Beck. I want the Senator from Texas now to discuss this bill item by 
item, so that he can show to his people in the permanent records of the country 
what the facts are. 

We may as well look the facts in the face and speak plainly. The ultimate 
decision is in the hands of the chairman of the Committee on Finance in the 
Senate and of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, each with their 
most reliable supporter he can select from his committee to sustain him, in a 
secret committee of conference, where those four are omnipotent in regard to 
all questions of difference between the two Houses, Each of the chairmen re- 
srards himself as the father of the protective system, and cach can establish 
about equal claims to its paternity. 

The Senator from Delaware may be at the tail end of the Senate committee 
for form’s sake, and Mr. CaRLIsLe, of Kentucky, may be on the House com- 
mittee; they will both b@ powerless. The commission they obtained was se- 
lected because each member of it was interested in maintaining the highest pro- 
tection and the greatest privileges for the monopolists he was chosen toadvocate ; 
each had to sustain all the others so as to secure his own, and the friends of each 
made up the schedules they were interested in, so as to obtain all possible ; and 
when they were flung together into a bill, the combined forces of protected 
wealth and monopoly vaaked to Washington and have night and day besieged 
Senators and Representatives, urging them under all sorts of pretenses, I was 
about to say by promises, flattery, and threats, to sustain what the commission 
had done for them. 


Mr. BECK. That prediction did not quite come up to what we have 
before us now. I knew that they would make the worst bill they 
could whenever the two Houses had disagreed and gave them a decent 
chance to intervene; but it never entered into my mind that any set of 
men would have the audacity, when the House had to tax iron 
ore at 50 cents a ton, and when the Senate had agreed to tax it at 50 
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cents a ton, and all the effort that could be made could not move either 
House, or any committee of either, to advance to a higher figure—] 
did not think that any body of men would have so little regard for 
themselves, for the opinions of both Houses, and for the rights of the 
peopie as to add 50 per cent. additional tax where the two Houses had 
absolutely agreed and there was nothing to confer about. That was an 
amount of subserviency to the great interest they seem to love so well, or 
fear so much, that I was not prepared for, nor was I prepared to believe 
that any set of men could be found who, when the House had voted the 
tax on steel rails at $15 a ton and the Senate at $15.68, would dare to 
come before either body with a proposition to tax steel rails $17 a ton. 
nor did I think that even the sugar-refiners had power enough over any 
body of men when the Senate had deliberately, by a majority of two 
to one upon a call of the yeas and nays, voted that on sugar from No. 
13 to No. 16 the rate of tax should be 2.40, and after we had changed it 
to 2.50 at the request of the chairman of the committee and of the contfer- 
ence, and no refiner had publicly dared to say that he even wanted 
more than 2.65, these men would secretly fix it at 2.75 and then have 
the audacity to tell us that the refiners wanted more. Weall know how 
this report was worked up. The Senator from Ohio developed the 
whole story. On the 18th day of February, on page 31 of the Recorp. 
will be found the following. The Senator from Ohio said: 

A few words now in regard to what I intend todo. I— 

We know what **I’’ meant; that meant the great advocate of the 
protectionists— 


I am entirely dissatisfied with the metal schedule of this bill. 1 think it js 
wrong in principle and detail, not harmonious with itself or with anything else 


| in heaven above or in the earth beneath; it is a compound of incongruities: 


and therefore I desire by meet and proper amendments to try to correct it if | 
can, and if not to reserve my right to oppose the whole of it, and if necessary th. 
whole tariff clauses of the bill. : 
« n + x ¥ : 
I have received to-day in regard to this schedule earnest appeals by men of 
all parties, by mer who are known in the Senate and all over the country, to 
vote against this bill from top to bottom, because they say that as it now stands 


| in the Senate it will utterly destroy great industries of this country unless it js 


amended in important particulars. To show Senators that Iam not speaking 
for myself alone, but for those whom gentlemen on the other side as well as 
this ought to respect, I will read one telegram signed by J. H. Wade, Henry Bb 
Payne, and Joseph Perkins, two of whom are prominent Democrats. They say 

‘We deem it very important to our iron and steel interest that the Senate bill 
in its present form do not pass.”’ 

liere is another from a gentleman well known, though not so well knowin 
probably as those I have named: 

* Tne prospect of the passage of the Senate tariff bill strikes our manufactur 
ing community with consternation.” 

That is signed by Mr. C. B. Beach. One from Mr. Mathers says: 

*T hope you will vote against passage of Senate tariff bill. It is betier to let 
both Senate and House bills fail than to have such a tariff.”’ 

I might read from many other telegrams received from persons who are wel! 
known, especially in the manufacturing districts of Ohio. 


To carry out that threat it was so arranged by disreputable combina 
tions that the House could not even have a chance to vote to conc 
with the Senate bill, but a bogus conference had to be gotten up, a con- 


| ference tied down by threats from the other House that in the Senat 





we were acting unconstitutionally and illegally in all we had done, 1 
serving the right so to decide if the House conferees did not get all 
they demanded, which a majority of our conferees were only too glad t 
have a chance to yield. Now the Senator from Ohio has got the iron 
schedule to suit him; the sugar schedule is arranged to suit others 
to secure their support. Glass-ware ties on another set; cotton and 
woolen goods, books and grindstones are nicely adjusted to suit others. 
The whole is made as bad for the people and as good for the monopolists 
as even Mr. Mathers or Mr. Wade can ask. If the Senator from Ohio 
can get his conference report through the Senate and force the other 
House to vote for it, if they will adopt it, that will suit the protection- 
ists and their friends. The whole struggle now is this: the monopolists 
are determined that the House skall not be allowed to vote on the 
Senate bill for fear they may pass it. I seek to vote down the conter- 
ence report, so that the House can have a chance to vote on the Senate 
bill. If they adopt our bill, that ends it; if they do not, they can send 
us to-morrow morning untrammeled conferees, and we can ip an hour 
have another report much better than this—certainly one stripped ot 
the flagrant wrongs perpetrated in this. I agree that the reductions in 
internal revenue are mainly right, and will secure many votes for 
this vile report which it would not otherwise get. The conferees know 
that, and hence gamble on the chances of the internal-revenue relief 
carrying their other propositions. 

Mr. MAXEY. If theSenator will permit me, I will state that the 
instruction to the conferees of the House was, ‘‘ If pig-iron goes up, the 
amendment of the Senate will be constitutional; if pig-iron goes down, 
. will be unconstitutional.’’ That is the true construction of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. BECK. I have not a doubt of it; make this bill so bad for the 
people and so mney sd in the interest of the monopolists that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and his followers here and Judge KELLEY and his allies 
at the other end of the Capitol can vote for it, and there will be no con- 
stitutional objection as to our right to amend internal revenue with tariff 
taxation; but make it a decent bill in the interest of the people, one 
that substantially reduces present burdens, and every monopolist in the 
House will spring to his feet and denounce the Senate amendment and 
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the action of the Senate as unconstitutional. 
being played here now. 
Let me read again from what the Senator from Ohio said: 


Sir, I wish if possible to call the attention of the Senate to the importance of 
making a review of this question. I shall not seta bad example. 1 simply say 
that the proposition I offer now is the proposition which has been adopted by 
the House after two or three weeks’ deliberate consideration, after a very wise 
and careful consideration, and I intend to follow this pepe with other 
propositions, So as, In substance, to adopt the schedule of the House rather than 
the schedule of the Senate. Although some of the clauses of the House bill may 
be not free from objection— 


I suppose iron ore was one of them and steel rails another— 


and ought probably to be modified and changed, and may be modified and 
changed, either by the Senate or by a committee of conference— 

He knew where the place was to accomplish his purposes— 
yet I venture to say that the propositions made by the House in regard to metals 
are far wiser in every respect than the propositions made by the Senate. By the 
amendments I intend to offer—and I intend to be in order, too—I wish to present 
again to the Senate the opportunity of giving to this industry fairand reasonable 
protection. 

I followed in my feeble way 
read: 

Whatever else may be said about the Senator from Ohio and the measures he 
presents, the boldness of his statements and the courage with which he advo- 
cates them are certainly admirable; and the audacity with which he denounces 
the action of the Senate and the action of the committee of which he is a dis- 
tinguished member, and in violation of all the rwes of the Senate, as he well 
understands, lauds the action of the House of Representatives as wiser and 
better than the action of the Senate, and tells us defiantly that he will vote 
against this bill unless its provisions are at his dictation made to conform tothe 
action of the House, certainly is worthy of admiration, at least forthe boldness 
of the position he assumes. He tells us in substance that, unless this bill is 
amended to suit him now, or put in the shape he desires in conference (and he 
is of course to be a conferee and expects to manage it there), he will vote 
against it. Te expects to dragoon his party by boldly asserting that he will not 
vote for the bill unless they obey him and undo all that has been twice done by 
this body. 

I suppose he will succeed in securing all he demands. 


That is the game that is 


in a short speech i 


n reply, which I will 


Llike a bold man; I 


| 


I hope to make that fact plain to the country. | 


like a man who displays the audacity displayed by the Senator from Ohio, but | 


1 have never heard the lash of the party whip crack quite as loud as has been 
done by the Senator from Ohio to-night. It is the first time that I have heard in 
either House a bold avowal that the action of the House of Representatives, 
which the Senator has no right even to mention, is wiser and better than the 
action of this body. He demands that the Senate shall surrender its own judg- 
ment, reverse its own twice-recorded, deliberate action, and agree to the action 
of the House so that he can go into conference and settle igontheir basis. That 
isthe meaning of what he has told the Senate to-night in language not to be mis- 
taken and in a way that is meant to drive his party into obedience to his de- 
mands, averring he would rebel against the action of the Senate and would have 
his way or else nothing should be done; if he is not obeyed the bill should be 
defeated. He read telegrams from interested men, assuring him that it ought 
to be defeated. Let him defeat it. 

There will be a body of men here or at the other end of the Capitol after the 
4:h of March who will have a decent regard to interests outside of the great pro- 
tected monopolies of this country. If he is determined to defeat this bill unless 
he is allowed to unite with Mr. KELLEY, whom he lauds on this floor as a wiser 
man than any in the United States Senate, in foisting uponthe country just such 
abill as they two, in secret conclave as conferees between the two Houses, may 
teck to fasten upon us, let him do so and take the responsibility, 

Let him go before the country with that avowal and we will meet him there. 
Tam glad he has taken that position. I knew he had been working up to it for 
a week; the air has been full of rumors that the House schedule had to be adopted 
by us and that the Senator from Ohio would force the Senate to reverse all its 
action or no bill should pass. I am glad he has taken it up now; I am glad he 
has avowed his purpose and I am glad he has done it with the courage he has 
and with the audacity that he has, for I believe in audacity. He is astalwarton 
this question ; there is no doubt about that. 


Mr. President, I have gone over only a few of the most prominent | 


wrongs in this report. I have no doubt there are others quite as bad 
as any I have been able to point out. As is well known, the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and myseli withdrew from the confer- 


ence under the order of the Senate that we should do so, when we be- | 


iev Py 7@ ‘ » 3e 0 e 2 Ww . ‘ ihertw 
lieved from facts developed that the House conferees were not at libe rty | and undervaluation and to assess the duty fairly and honestly upon the actual 


to act freely and without embarrassment. I think the Senate agreed 


with us after the House resolution was read denouncing the action of | 


the Senate as unconstitutional and an invasion of their prerogative. 
Therefore I was not in this conference and had no means of knowing 
what they had done until the report was presented, less than halfan hour 


True I had inquired about several items from a gentleman who was 
in the conference committee this afternoon, but knew nothing in detail 
until about twenty minutes before this debate began. I secured it while 


I was yet busy on the deficiency bill in the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions. I was of course somewhat familiar with the subject, and knew 
what they would do if they dared. I made the calculations I have laid 


| injustice, inequality, 


before the Senate as rapidly as I could under adverse circumstances, suf- | 


fering, as I am, with a horrid cold, and therefore being, for the first time 
in twenty years, perhaps longer, in no condition to speak or work. So 
I was not in condition to learn all about this matter as well as I could 
‘if Iwere better; but I have presented enough, I think, in this disjointed 
way to show Senators that the whole scope of the action of the confer- 
“ence committee has been in the direction of unlimited protection, clearly 
in defiance of the will of the Senate; that it is an effort to prevent the 
House from having an opportunity of voting upon the amended bill that 
was sent to them by the Senate. They have never yet had an oppor- 
tunity to say whether they would agree to it or not. They were de- 
prived of that right by the power of the protectionists over their leaders 
for fear they would agree with us. And now hundreds of thousands of 
‘dollars, millions upon millions have been added to the taxation of the 








country; all has been given that the monopolists whom the Senator 
from Ohic represents desired; and when he has got now at his back all 


the sugar refiners, with the monopoly they have absolutely in th 


irown 

hands beyond what they dared to ask, there will be such a lobby brought 

to bear upon the otber end of the Capitol if we agree to this report that 
they will have to adupt it. 

I will not detain the Senate longer except to say that there is very 

little in this tariff bill that approaches any true idea of revenue retorm 

or any real relief to the people. Every maxim that was ever laid 


down by any of the great men who have studied economic question 
looking to the weltare of the country and not to the enrichment by leg 
islation of privileged classes, every principle laid down by impartial 
thinkers and philosophers has been ignored. I hold in my h 
of the principles laid down by Adam Smith, whose work is still looked t 


nd some 


o 
as high authority by men who love liberty and fair dealing. They are 
these: 

I. The subjects of ev ry state ought t contribut to the pport of th OV 
ernment as nearly as possible in proportion tot respective abiliti that is, 
in proportion to the revenue they enjoy under the protection of the stats In 
the observation or neglect of this maxim consists what is called the « ility or 
inequality of taxation 

II. The tax which each individual is bound to pay ought to! tain and not 
arbitrary. The time of payment, the manner of payment, the quantity to be 
paid, ought to be clear and plain to the contributor ar r 1 

2very tax should be levied at the time or in th wh ix most 
likely to be convenient to the contributor to pay it 

IV. Every tax ought to be so contr <i as to take out and kee tof the 
pockets of the people as little as possible over and above ha to the 
treasury of the state 

V. The heaviest taxes should be imposed on t1 ee " 
tion of which is especially prejudicial to the interests of the j 

The principles laid down there are true, yet they are all absolutely 
subverted by the provisions of this repor The whole struggle seems 
to have been how to take the most money out of the consun the 
things he needs the most, and put it into the pockets of 1 \ 
no right to take his earnings from him Whvshould a man who work 
for his daily bread pay 50 per cent. more for the blanket that covet 
him or the coarse cloth that he wears than is paid under the specitic 
rates of taxation by Mr. Vanderbilt and Mr. Astor, and the class ot 
men who ought to contribute in proportion to their wealth It isa 
cunningly-devised scheme how to reduce revenue by increasing bur 
dens, how to give private men $10 for every dollar put into the Tre: 


ury, how to foster monopolies, how to disregard the rights of the 
of the people. The measure these 


niass 


gentlemen advocate so earnestly 


cares nothing for the people, and gives protection to everything but 
American labor. Proof was made here, and I have the papers before 
me to show it, that these monopolists send to Europe, they send to 
Canada, they send anywhere to import the cheapest labor they can, and 
drive out the American laborer and his family if they can get for 


eign labor for 5 cents a day cheaper than the American laborer can afford 
to work for. He competes with all the paupers of Eurepe. The cap 
italist with his machinery alone makes the consumers of this country 
pay 50 to 75 per cent. more than the goods they get are worth in the 
markets of the world, in order to enrich himself. Robert J. Walker 
made a great tariff once that worked well; he laid down these rules 
and adhered to them: 

I. That no more money be collected than is necessary for the wants of 
ernment when economically administered 

II. That no duty be imposed on any article 
yield the largest amount of revenue. 

lif, That below such a rate either a descending scale of discrimination may 
be made, or for imperative reasons the article may be placed in the free-list 

IV. That the maximum revenue duty be imposed on luxuries. 

V. That specific duties be abolished and ad valorem duties substituted in their 
places where practicable, care being taken to guard against fraudulent invoices 


lal 


the Goy 


above the lowest rate which will 


foreign market value 

VI. That the duty be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible through 
out every partof the Union and not discriminate either for or against any class 
or section, 

When the Democratic party met in convention in 1876 the plank in 
its platform that rang the loudest and struck the chords of this coun 
try in a way that vibrated from one end of the land to the other was 
in these words 


Reform is necessary in the sum and mode of Federal taxation to the 
capital may be set free from distrust and labor lightly burdened 

We denounce the present tariff, levied upon 4,000 articles, as a masterpiece of 
and false pretense. It has impoverished many industries 
to subsidize a few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the products of 
American labor. It has degraded American commerce from the first to an in 
ferior rank on the high seas. It has cut down the sales of American manufact 
ures at home and abroad and depleted the returns of American agriculture—an 
industry followed by half our people. It costs the people five times more than 
it produces to the Treasury, obstructs the processes of production and wastes the 
fruits of labor. It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials 
and bankrupts honest merchants. We demand that all custom-house taxation 
shall be only for revenue. 


end that 


Every principle in these rules and declarations has been abandoned 


under a pretense of making this reform tariff. It is worse in many re 
gards than even the bad system we are now living unde) It is an in 
crease, if this conference report is adopted, upon many of the manu 


factures of steel from 30 to 45 per cent., an increase upon the very raw 
material of which iron is made, the iron ore, of 50 per cent. above the 
present rate. Upon many of the schedules, woon many of the cot 
ton goods of the country, it is a large increase, as I proved the other 
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day. On some things it is a reduction, some of the methods are im- 
proved. They were so bad they could not all be made worse. The 


Tariff Commission improved some of them; but they are infinitely worse 
by the conference report than they were when the bill left the Senate. 
For these reasons it is, Mr. President, that I, if I vote alone, will 
vote against this conference report, and I will demand, if I can by so 
doing, that the bill as it passed the Senate after a full discussion shall 
be submitted to the House of Representatives, and that the iron-mas- 
ters and that the cotton and woolen kings of the country shall not by 
their combinations deprive the people’s representatives of the right to 
say whether they will concur with what the Senate did by trying to 
force upon them in the shape of a conference reporta bill that is worse 
in every regard and more oppressive by millions of dollars than the 
propositions that went from this body to the House for concurrence. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. lam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, andefor prior years, and for those certified as due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of 
June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for 
other purposes, to report it back with sundry amendments. I give no- 
tice that I shall try to call it up in the morning directly after we meet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed with the 
committee amendments. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations forthe naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have but little to say at this late 
hour upon the adoption of this report of the committee of conference. 
As the Senate knows, it must be adopted as a whole; its features, good 
or bad, must be taken together. It is indeed a ‘‘ most lame and impo- 
tent conciusion’’ of a winter spent in framing a tariff law, a petty 
outcome of the Tariff Commission, and an entire session of contem- 
porary debate in both Houses of Congress. 

When the bill was voted upon finally in the Senate an arrangement 
liad been made, to which I wasa willing party, to have no further debate 
in order to reach a vote, so that it was impossible to give the reasons 
for any vote cast on that ocassion; and now I would merely say that I 
voted for the bill as it passed the Senate because I believed it justified 
in every respect, not only because the bill was in fact an improvement 
upon the present law, but it was asimplification and it did work a sub- 
stantial reduction in duties, it did simplify the law; and further than 
that, I was satisfied the comparison was not to be made simply between 
the proposed law and the present tariff act, but a fortiori between the 
proposed law and such a scheme as I feared would result from a com- 
mittee of conference. The Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. Beck] proph- 


esied most truly and accurately what would be the final action upon | 


the subject, or rather the attempted action upon the subject of this 
measure, that after it was removed from open discussionin both Houses 
it would go to a conference committee from which it would emerge in a 
shape hardly recognizable by any who had taken part in its considera- 
tion; and that has been all borne out in the sequel. 

Mr. President, there was an improvement under this bill in the free- 
list; and although the improvement was slight and in some respects 
doubtful, still it was an improvement, and as compared with the report 
now before the Senate it was Hyperion to asatyr. The rules of this 
body and general parliamentary law forbid me to refer to the action of 
the other House, but I have a right to refer to the action of the com- 
mittee of conference from which this report came. I consider that there 
is no precedent for the action of that committee, and I trust it will 
not now receive the approval of the Senate. 

When before, in the history of American legislation, was it known 
that a resolution to non-concur in Senate amendments to a House bill 
was made and a committee of conference asked for without having the 
bill itself before the House? And when ever before was a conference 
ordered which came into the committee-room with a halter around its 
neck and the end of the rope in the hands of the chairman of the House 
conferees? The conference on the part of the House was fettered from 
the beginning. It never was ‘‘full and free’’ in either the common or 
the common parliamentary sense. 

The only option to the Senate in that conference committee was either 
to yield everything to the demands of certain potential protected classes 
of citizens, or failing the granting of these demands to allow the measure 
under consideration strangled by force of a House resolution adopted 
in advance for the purpose of fettering and controlling the action of the 
conference. The resolution of the 27th of February, 1883, compelled 








the House conferees to enter that chamber of conference with the edict 
of the House on their necks, declaring the action of the Senate in jp. 
grafting a tariffamendment upon a bill to reduce internal-revenue tax. 
ation in conflict with the Constitution and void. The conferees on the 
part of the House claimed the right to pocket and suppress that reso) y- 
tion, or to waive it temporarily and to hold it in terrorem over the Senate 
conferees in case they should refuse to enact such a tariff measure ax 
suited the House conferees and the parties at whose dictation they were 

ing. They wereaware of the strong desire on the part of a large ma- 
jority of this body to ef’oct some tariff reform at this session. They 
were aware that this body desires to be responsive to the demand of the 
country for a cessation of agitation, for an end to uncertainty, for some 
repose, for some stability upon which businesscan be organized, energy 
can be expended, and enterprise be made safe for the owners of capital 
and the labordependent thereon. They knew that, and they tradeq 
upon it by hampering their conferees with aresolution that should turn 
the action of the Senate into dust and ashes, provided it was not made 
to conform to the demands of those who had caused that resolution to 
be passed and who brought it, as I say, like a halter round the neck of 
the conference. . 

A conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses! What 
disagreement has taken place? Wherein had the House disagreed with 
the Senate? Where was the vote upon which they disagreed? Where 
is the item upon which they disagreed? Has the House refused to con- 
cur in the Senate amendments? Certainly not. No vote has been taken, 
for none has been permitted. The fact stands before the country that 
a minority of the House by a subterfuge has prevented the majority of 
that body from having an opportunity to express their will upon this 
subject. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives has never voted upon 
any of the Senate amendments to this bill. The amended bill has 
never been before the House for agreement or disagreement. The meas- 
ure that was used by the House conferees in the conference committee 
as a test of the judgment of the House of Representatives was a House 
bill that I hold in my hand, that never was acted upon in the House, 
but was simply the result of their action in Committee of the Whole. 
It was no conclusive expression of the will of that body, and yet that 
was adopted as the test of what the House would demand; that is to 
say in certain ca#es only, and under such irregularity did that confer- 
ence proceed and upon it their report has been made. How can you 
describe such a conference as one upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hoases, when one of the Houses had never voted upon any of these 
measures, and never upon the same bill or rather upon the amendments 
now objected to by the House conferees. 

But, Mr. President, when before in the parliamentary history of the 
Senate and the House was it ever attempted, or rather where before 
was the attempt ever permitted to be successful of a committee of con- 
ference to amend a proposition upon which the two Houses were not in 

i ment? Yet that was done in the present case almost upon the 
very forehead of this bill. The item of iron ore had been fixed by re- 
peated votes of the Senate at the rate of 50 cents per ton. The House 
of Representatives, in the bill which I hold in my hand, acting in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, had fixed the same rate of 50 cents, and yet when 
the House conferees, professing to represent the will of the House, and 
the Senate bill equally representing the will of the Senate, came into 
conference it was discarded; and what had the exact concurrence of the 
two Houses was amended by the committee of conference by advanc- 
ing the duty from 50 to 75 cents per ton. At whose instance was this 
change made? What disagreeing vote was made the basis of such de- 
parture from the recorded sentimert of both Houses? 

Now, wholly irrespective of the merits of that amendment, it is ut- 
terly unwarranted by parliamentary law and usage and never should 
be accepted by the Senate. Ex uno disce omnes. There would be no 
strengthening of this argument by repeating and multiplying similar 
illustrations, of which this bill is full. 

But, sir, look at what is termed the similitude clause of this bill, which 
provides that— 

If two or more rates of duty should be applicable to any imported article, it 
shall be classified for duty under the highest of such rates. 

Is there any precedent for this inany tariff law of the United Siates ° 
It is anew departure. Itnot only is unprecedented, but dangerous, ac- 
companying this tariff law like an evil principle throughout with all its 
multifarious schedules and items from first to last, but it is fraught 
with danger and renders it impossible for any man to say, with all the 
variety and all the novelty of invention of which this age is full, you 
can not tell, no man can tell what rate of duty shall be assigned to an 
article, except that, if there are two rates of duties, under either ot 
which it may possibly be assigned, shall always be placed under the 
highest, no matter what would be the rational construction of thestatute. 

Mr. President, what becomes of the whole current and the meaning 
and principle of the decisions of the judicial branch of thissubject? In 
1881, at the October term, in the case of Vietor vs. Arthur, now the 
President, and then collector of the port of New York, the Supreme 
Court declared: 


It is also well settled that when Congress has designated an article by its spe- 
cific name and imposed a duty on it by such name, general terms in a jater act, 
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or other parts of the same act, although sufficiently broad to comprehend such 
article, are not appiicable to it. 

But under this new law wherever you can discover a higher duty that 
by any construction can be declared upon an article, that higher duty 
shall always be applied according to this new conference law. There 
are abundant illustrations of this. Turn to page 24 and observe the 
enormous advance upon earthen-ware, stone and crockery ware; an arti- 
cle not of luxury, an article of necessity in use by the mass of the peo- 
ple, and the poorest of the people, and essential for their comfort and 
decent living, has been advanced under this report from 50 to 60 per 
cent. ad valorem, and here you find on the same page two sections of 
the law imposing two distinct rates of duty upon the same article, and 
under the rule laid down by the Supreme Court a construction could 
have been applied that would have given the lower duty to this because 
it had been specifically described, and not put under the general enu- 
meration; but under this proposed conference law the highest tax must 
be fixed in every case, and this, I say, is wholly without precedent in 
any tariff law ever passed by an American Congress. 

I call the attention of Senators to this provision, on page 43 of the bill: 

Manufactures, articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, compeces wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pewter, 
tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or wholly 
manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The Senate fixed the rate at 35 per cent. ad valorem, and it has been 
advanced to 45 per cent. ad valorem, a difference of nearly 33 per cent., 
by the committee of conference in disregard of a vote repeated by the 
Senate after full debate. 

Now, cast your eye over the two or three preceding pages and you 
will see articles composed in part of one metal and in part of another, 
articles composed partly of wood and partly of metal, all of which, if 
non-enumerated, would come under that clause; and now what will be 
the result? An article which might have been taxed 10 or 20 or 25 
per cent. must, under this new-fangled and mandatory phrase, have 
the very highest tax anywhere discoverable in the law imposed upon it. 

Mr. President, there was nothing else in this report than this gen- 
eral rule of taxation, which is to run throughout the entire law, which 
was the invention of the Tariff Commission, which will be found rec- 
ommended in their report, which was considered by the Committee on 
Finance and disagreed to by that committee. 
that in the bill reported to the Senate. 

The House conferees chose to adoptit, and they have, as usual through- 
out this bill, forced their demand down the throat of the Senate con- 
ferees under compulsion of their House resolution threatening to declare 
all Senate amendments void and unconstitutional if they were not 
molded to suit the taste of the House conferees or the interests repre- 
sented by them. 

Now, sir, if there was no other feature in this report than that, I 
would not vote for it. I say it is sweeping, far-reaching, the effect not 
calculable, but the result of which, as a general fact, will be enormously 
to increase duties, because wherever there is a doubt, or wherever there 
is a construction that would have assigned a lower duty to an article, 
itis provided by this clause that the very highest duty must be im- 
posed. Isay it has wiped out and destroyed the whole force and cur- 
rent of judicial decision upon which the business of the country has 
rested and which the Supreme Court of the United States has declared 
to be the settled law of the land. 

But beyond that what has been done? Salt, a necessary of life, has 
been increased 30 per cent.; iron ore has been increased 50 per cent. ; 
steel rails have been increased 15 per cent.; steel in other forms, 10 to 
12 per cent. ; earthen-ware 20 per cent.; jute butts somewhere from 50 
to 75 per cent.—I believe I am right in that statement; certainly jute 
butts were on the free-list, and $5 per ton has been affixed. It sub- 
jects them to a very high ad valorem duty, although I do not know 
that I can state it accurately. Books in a foreign language, none of 


which worthy of mention are published in this country, which are | 


needed by the scholars and instructors of the country; which are not 
an article of manufacture in this country, which were placed by the 
Senate on the free-list, have been stricken out by this conference and 
subjected to a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. Books in the English 
language have been advanced from 15 to 25 per cent. 

But, sir, I did not intend at this time to run through these schedules 
and show how in almost every case advance has been made and how 
serious the advance is, but the clause to which I have referred, which 
adopts a rule of construction that shall place the very highest possible 
tax upon every important article, is one utterly unprecedented in tariff 
legislation, and is fraught with results to which I will never give my 
consent. It isabsurd to speak of reduction in the face ofsuch a sweep- 
ing provision of advance. 

What was the use of providing that the natural mineral waters of 
Europe, so conducive to the health of our people, waters which can not 
be found in the United States, should be admitted free, when you tax 
at an enormous ad valorem duty the bottles or the jugs which contain 
them? It was the distinct vote of the Senate that the incident of the 
grant should follow the principal, and that when you granted the right 
to import and use these waters free of duty you included necessarily 


all the incidents which accompany the grant, and that the means of 


their transportation, the bottles and jugs that contain them, should 
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| also come in free of duty; but that has been prevented, so that in affix- 
| ing a heavy duty to the bottle or the jug you have virtually denied the 
| freedom of the importation of these healthful waters. 
Mr. President, 1 can not comment on all the features of this bill. I 
| have referred to many. At page 3&8there is an increase of 30 per cent. 
upon steel. At line 784, on ‘steel not specially enumerated or pro- 
| vided for in this act’’ the Senate fixed the duty of 30 per cent. and itis 
increased to 45 per cent., an increase of 50 per cent. in the taxation, which 
is accepted by the Senate conferees, and not mentioned when their action 
was recited here to the Senate by the chairman. 

Mr. President, I will not profess that I am greatly surprised or dis- 
appointed in the result of the attempt this winter and at this session 
to procure a reform and a reduction of tariff taxation. I have not un 
derrated nor do I now underrate the power of the organized manufact 
urers of this country, entrenched behind the forms of law, to defy the 
attempts to reform that law. I have regarded the formation of the 
Tariff Commission, for which I voted, I have regarded the attempt to 
frame this law for which I voted, as mere preliminary skirmishes in the 
struggle that is to come hereafter and of the ultimate result of which I 
have not a shadow of doubt. These favored interests are strong. They 
have grown strong and rich by the inequity and inequality of legisla- 
tion. They have by means of privileges withheld from other classes of 
citizens become intrenched in wealth and power and in strength; but 
there is one thing stronger even than they, and that is the force of an 
intelligent and aroused public opinion. That in the 
end will prevail. The day is sure to dawn, although this Congress has 
| postponed it; theirtriumph is to-day, but the triumph of popular right 
| and interest is as sure to come as the sun itself is to rise. 

I regret the agitation that accompanies this change. I would wish 
it to end as speedily as possible. I hold that stability is essential for 
honest dealing and prosperity; and for that reason I regret all this 
delay and agitation and uncertainty upon this vast and important sub 
ject. Ihave done the best I could to lessen it; I have done the best I 
could to promote in this Chamber and out of this Chamber, privately 
and publicly, the passage of a law of moderate, conservative, just tarift 
reform, a reduction of the rates and the simplification of the methods 
both in collection and calculation; and, sir, I have been defeated and 
disappointed. The people of this country can not be always misled by 
a press that studiously suppresses or misrepresents; they can not be pre- 
| vented from ultimately coming at the truth. It will break through 
| the meshes of any net that may be spread to restrain it and that final 
| perception of the truth is what we must await 
| believe that a reform to be safe must be gradual. I ean not say that I 
| regret the delay that has taken place. It has turned the mind of th 
| American people to the consideration of the subject. They are compre 
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hending gradually but justly and fairly the rights and principles in 

volved in this question, and I believe them capable of a proper adjust 
| ment of the laws of this country, which shall produce equality of rights 
| under the form of taxation. 
| Itis, I say, mush to be regretted that this attempt to pass a moderate 
measure of relief to the country, a reformation of taxation, such as | 
held the Senate bill to be, has been defeated. I do not stand here tak 
| ing petty party advantage from it. I am perfectly aware that in the 
| ranks of both parties there are decided differences of opinion upon the 
| subject. I know men of the Republican party who share the views | 
| hold, and I know gentlemen in the Democratic party who differ from 
me toto celo upon the subject of tariff taxation. 

There must come an adjustment of this subject, and I am willing to 
approach it by well-advised, steady, and conservative action. That has 
been thwarted by the character of the Tariff Commission and the action 
| of the present Congress. The people of this country must know that 
| the powers of legislation have been seized and controlled in favor of pri- 
| vate and against public interests, and this report and the result reached 
so far is the proof of what I now say. The amazing spectacle is now 
| before the American people of the bold, strong hand of private and priv 
ileged interests seizing in its grasp the legislative powers of the nation 
and bending them to their will—the sovereign power of taxation made 
a mere tributary to private and class interests. I believe this bill and 
the very questionable methods taken to secure its passage will prove a 
valuable lesson to the American people, and prove a costly and short- 
lived triumph to its promoters. Sir, I shall vote against this report, 
and hope the Senate will not adopt it. I have a well-founded belief 
that when it is unfettered from the present abnormal rule the House of 
Representatives will be glad to accept the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill originally sent to us. 

One good result of the defeat of this report of the committee of con 
ference and the refusal to adopt it will be that, for the first time, a 
majority of the House of Representatives will have an opportunity to 
record its vote, yea or nay, upon this subject. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located 
at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7077) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (IH. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; and it wasthere- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. LOGAN. Leask leave to make a report at this time from the 
conference committee on the bill prescribing regulations for the Sol- 
diers’ Home located near Washington city. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GoRMAN inthe chair). TheSen- 
ate is already considering one conference report; and it requires unani- 
mons consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope there will be no objection. 
moment. It has been agreed to in the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
report will be read, 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 


It will take buta 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1521) entitled “‘An act prescribing regu- 
lations for the Soldiers’ Home, located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Thatthe House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 9, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 8, with 
an amendment as follows: 

“Sno, 7. Thatthe governor and all other officers of the home shall be selected by 
the President of the United States, and the treasurer of the home shall be re- 
quired to give a bond in the penal sum of $20,000 for the faithful performance of 
his duty.”’ 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to House amendment numbered 
11, with an amendment as follows: 

“Sec. 10, Thatthe board of commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home shall hereafter 
consist of the General-in-Chief commanding the Army, the Surgeon-General, 
the Commissary-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, the 
Judge-Advocate-General, and the governor of the home; and the General-in- 
Chief shall be president of the board, and any four of them shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of business.” 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 12, with an amendment 
as follows: 

“Sec. 12. Thatthe sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the employment of additional clerical force to be used in adjusting 
the accounts in the Treasury Department of those funds which under the law 
belong to the Soldiers’ Home.” 

That the House agree to section 2 with an amendment: 

“Spee. 2. That the Inspector-General of the Army shall in person once in each 
year further inspect the home, its records, accounts, management, discipline, and 
sanitary condition, and shall report thereon in writing, together with such sug- 
gestions as he desires to make.”’ 

And agree to the same. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
WADE HAMPTON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 

* ANSON G. McCOOK, 
EDWARD 8S. BRAGG, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the report. 


The report was agreed to. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it is not with the hope of influencing 
the vote of any Senator on the passage of this conference report that I 
rise to say a word. I simply desire to assist my brother Senators on 
this floor in emphasizing the real measure which is now before the coun- 
try. I desire to express my sympathy with the brethren on the other 
side of the Chamber in the trying circumstances in which they find 
themselves and in the difficult réle which they have undertaken to per- 
form. They have reallya trying time of it. They have two masters to 
serve; and we are told in the sacred writings how difficult that is to do 
successfully. On one side they have the great capitalists of this country 
to placate, the chartered monopolies that furnish the sinews of war for 
campaigns, and to maintain the supremacy of their party. They have 
them to please. On the other hand they have undertaken to meet a 
great popular demand of the millions of people who inhabit this country 
and who are taxed for the benefit of these monopolists. How they are 
going to act so as to please both passes my comprehension. -1 do not 
believe that they can doit. But they set out in the only practicable 
way, and that is, to avoid the publicity which attends legislation in its 
ordinary course in this country and to resort to a secret conclave, a 
Venetian Council of Ten, a kind of political star-chamber, called a con- 











ference comm#ttee, whose proceedings are hidden, and where the light 
of publicity could not be poured in upon them. ” 

It was evident to all of those who were versed in our proceedings and 
have served long in this Chamber that the attainment of a conference 
committee was the object from the very beginning. Themannerin which 
these bills were started simultaneously in the two Houses, the manner 
in which the one House stopped its bill and the other House kept on 
the manner in which the rules of one House were changed so as to en- 
able this conference to be attained and the conference secured iy the 
manner in which it was—all these things indicated very plainly that 
there was to be an attempt to meet these trying circumstances : 
manner that the public would not have its usual insight into. 

I want the country, so far as I can make it known, to understand hoy 
this thing has been done. I wantthe hundreds of thousands and mil}. 
ions of taxed people in this country, who have been trying to bring 
about a reduction of taxes, to know how this legislation has been con. 
ducted. I want them to know that which I know, and which you. My 
President, know, and which all the Senators in this Chamber know 
that at no time in this discussion has there been anything said or any. 
thing done looking to the interests of the revenues of this Government 
Nor has there been at any time anything done or said, by the dominant 
party, I mean, of course, looking to the interests of the consumers, }oo'x 
ing to the interesis of the people who have the taxes to pay, looking to 
the interestsof the poor and of the laboring men. I want that under 
stood. There has been no attempt to reduce taxation, though there 
has been some attempt to reduce revenue by putting the duties so high 
thatit will yield none. I want the country to know that in the cours: 
of our proceedings here for now nearly two months there has been no 
body consulted but the capitalists of this country. There has been 
nothing consulted but the greed and the rapacity of these cormorants 
who have fastened themselves upon the American people. 

When this bill did getinto the committee ofconference, I did not have 
the honor of being a member of that committee and therefore I can not 
speak of it from personal knowledge, but I understand that the pro- 
tected capital of this country thronged this city, and the hotels and the 
corridors and lobbies of the Capitol and besieged the doors of that com 
mittee-room, more resembling the scene of an assemblage of tramps 
and dead-beats around a free-lunch room than anything else that it 
could be compared to, while dispatches by the hundred came from ove: 
the country advising Senators and Representatives—not what would 
be for the public good, but what they would be satisfied with. I, my- 
self, can bear witness that one clause inserted by the conference com- 
mittee in the bill is in the precise language of a circular addressed to me— 
I reckon it came by mistake—by one of the manufacturers in this coun- 
try. They took precisely his words and gave him just what he asked 
They have vastly increased the items in the bill as adjudicated by the 
solemn sense of the UnitedStates Senate. They have, as shown by the 
Senator from Kentucky, increased those things wherein both Housesot 
Congress had agreed. They have increased things that nobody en the 
floor of the Senate had asked to be increased. 

What they have done in the way of reducing the duties the Senator 
from Kentucky showed you, and it would only weary the Senate and 
weary me to go over the list. Hedid not nearly exhaust it. I might 
add a great many items of increase that he omitted, but he showed you 
wherein the conference committee had increased the burdens of the 
people and increased the taxation instead of diminishing it. What did 
they give us for all this increase? They increased the duty, for in- 
stance, on salt about 20 per cent. over what the Senate decided it should 
stand at. They increased it about 20 per cent. over what the Tariff 
Commission said they would be satisfied with. They restored the pres- 
ent duty in this bill, to wit, 8 cents for salt in bulk and 12 cents for 
salt in sacks, making the duty on salt as it now stands, ranging from 
68 to 80 per cent. On cotton ing they have increased the duty 
over and above what the Senate*decided it should be about 150 per 
cent. They have taken jute butts, which was placed on the free-list in 
order to give the manufacturers of cotton bagging cheap raw material, 
and they have restored the duty of $5 a ton upon that. The Senate has 
made the duty on cotton bagging manufactured from the jute butts 20 
per cent., and they have raised it now to about 50 per cent., which is 
150 per cent. over what the Senate decided on, and is about three 
times what it should be if the due proportion between the raw material 
and the manufactured article was maintained. They have raised it on 
earthen-ware, the common earthen-ware of the poor people of the 
country, so that the very commonest article will be taxed, if it hasa 
little paint on it, or any kind of ornamentation or Sunday doings, from 
20 to 30 per cent. higher than the fine white unpainted china that sits 
upon the rich man’s table. That is what this tariff conference com- 
mittee has done. 

They have raised the duties on women’s and children’s woolen goods, 
and they have inserted a new paragraph in the tariff schedule for the 
express purpose of taking a certain class of goods out of the residuary 
clause where it came in much cheaper, and they have imposed that duty 
for the benefit of woolen manufacturers upon all the women and chil- 
dren in this country. They have absolutely gone to the free-list and 
robbed it of an article used only by the cooks and old women of the 
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for raising bread when the flour will not raise of itself, and they 
soa hoa the yeast-cakes off the free-list and put them on the dutia- 
ble list for the benefit of some struggling industry, not for some starv- 
ing infant that would like to eat the cakes, but they have raised the 
duty on yeast for some starving, struggling infant industry. They have 
raised the duty on iron and steel, and they have raised it upon all goods 
manufactured of them. They have raised it upon knowledge; they 
have raised it upon the books and the literature of this country from 15 
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xe cent. to 25 per cent.; 40 per cent. have they added to the price of | 


owledge in this country for our children. 

What have they placed upon the free-list to compensate for all this? 
Mr. President, listen while I recount, while I tell the wondrous story 
of how the tariff conference committee in secret conclave have relieved 
the burdens of taxation upon the American people. They have abso- 
Jutely put “‘hop-poles’’ upon the free-list; 150 per cent. increase on the 

ing with which the farmer ties his cotton for market, and 40 per 
cent. increase upon the earthen-ware dish out of which he eats his din- 
ner, 25 per cent. increase on the salt with which he seasons his food, 
or keeps his stock alive or salts his meat; and an increase in proportion 
upon woolen goods that clothes his wife and his child; upon the iron 
with which he pulls the plowand on the plow itself which makes 
is crop; in return for all that he shall absolutely have the privilege of 
buying his hop-poles free for the vines to climb on. That is everthing 
they have done upon the free-list. 

Mr. President, what kind of a way is this to meet a grave issue? 
When the people of a great nation, 50,000,000 in number, say that the 
Treasury is overflowing with money that there is no need for, and that 
only breeds jobbery and corruption, and they want to preserve the pu- 
rity of the country and to lower their taxes at the same time; and when 
the thunders of 1882 reverberated from Maine to the golden sands of the 
Pacific in tones that no wise politician would mistake, indicating that 
the people had determined to have this, and the Congress of the United 
States meets here and in pretended obedience to that demand under- 
takes to reform this great schedule of taxes, I say what sort of a poor, 
pitiable, and contemptible showing isthis? And does any man suppose 
that the people of these United States are going to be deceived by it? 
Is there anybody in this country who can be deluded into the belief that 
the Republicans who have control of this Congress would have given us 
a better bill but for the obstruction thrown in thei: path by the mi- 
nority? No, Mr. President, you may have all the conference commit- 
tees in the world, and you may double-lock the doors, and you may 
prevent even a bird of the air from carrying the matter; you may cloud 
the question by all the protection newspapers that you can buy, and all 
the orators that you can hire, and you may obfusticate by all the means 
known to the demagogues, you can not fool the people of the United 
States. They will say to the party in power, ‘‘ You had the power here; 
you had an opportunity and a fair chance; you knew our will; you knew 
our demands; you saw the lightning; you heard the thunders; you knew 
our will, and you obeyed it not;’’ and the balance of the instruction 
will follow. 

I suppose perhaps there will be a pretense that there was some Demo- 
cratic obstruction in that conference committee, when there were just 
barely enough Democrats there to see proceedings, as they say in court. 
You have had itall your own way, and as I say, the people will say to 
you, ‘‘You knew my will and you did it not, and he who knoweth my 
will and doeth it not shall be beaten with many stripes,’’ and if I 
dared to pharaphrase it I would say ‘‘Shall be beaten by many votes 
and by a large majority.”’ 

You had a chance to reduce this great schedule of tax; you had the 
chance to do it without disturbing business; you had the chance to do 
it without destroying manufactures. The manufacturers had theirown 
way in the Tariff Commission. The whole thing was gotten up for 
them, and they controlled it; their own men were upon it, and they 
tramped up and down the United States for many, many months and 
drunk many, many bottles of excellent champagne to inspire them for 
their work. They reported, and it may be considered the report of the 
mauufacturers themselves, and yet they were not satisfied with their 
own 

You can not fool the people and satisfy the manufacturers. 
not reduce tariff duties and keep them up at the same time. It is an 
impossibility. You will have to make your choice. You will have 
to say “‘we are in favor of the capitalist and opposed to the people,”’ 

“or you will have to abandon the capitalist and do something to reduce 
taxes upon the people. Whenever you do that, whenever you make 


You can 


that choice and make it openly, then the great work of this generation | 


will be more than half completed. 
Mr. President, this is all I have to say. 


-7r I wished in this way merely 
to assist in emphasizing, as I said at the beginning of my remarks, the 


opposition that I have to this whole matter, and to aid in showing the | 


people the true state of things in regard to this tariff legislation. 
voted against the bill as it went from the Senate. Of course I can not 
vote for the report of the conference committee, which is so much worse 
than the bill as we sent it to them. 


Mr. MORRILL. I merely want to say that the understanding of the | 


from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] in relation to two or more rates | JOHNSTON] 
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of duty applicable to any imported article that the duty shall be classi 
fied under the highest of such rates is merely to preve nt a mistake 
that may be made where an article may appear as equally included 
under one schedule as another. Had we not ascertained at the last 
moment that there was a mistake in the bill, it would have occurred im 
the report; an article like borax was included in the free-list and alse 
in the taxable list. Under the rule adopted it will be taxable and not 
free. 

I will add, as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] stated 
that we had raised the duty on cotton-bagging from what it was in the 
bill as it left the Senate, that we did not even touchit. 
changed it in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on concur 
ring in the report of the conference committee. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have been paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON], but having transferred 
that pair to my colleague [Mr. HAmMpToN], I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SLATER (when Mr. FERRyY’s name was called). The Senator 
from Michigan [ Mr. FERRY] is paired with my colleague [Mr. GRovER]. 
The pair between the Senator from Michigan | Mr. Ferry ] and the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [| Mr. F Arr] has been transferred. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I voted ‘nay.’ 
I am paired upon this question and all others with the Senator frona 
Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent. I withdraw my vote. 
He would have voted ‘‘ yea,’’ I understand from his colleague. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am generally paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAuNDERs], but his colleague 
{[Mr. VAN Wyck] tells me, and I know the fact, that he thinks if the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] were here, he would vote 
‘*nay.’’ As I should vote nay—— 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] noti 
fied me of his position on the tariff question, and he would vote ‘‘yea,"’ 
if present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand onething. I do not go to the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire for instruction as to how I shall be governed 
in my pairs, but I go to the colleague of the Senator with whom I am 
paired. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have the authority from the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Show it to me and I will not vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order during the 
roll-call. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ithink I have atelegram here from the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You are too oflicious in regard to pairs here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has aright to voteif he 
wishes, but debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I have been paired with the Sen 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMpron], but as I am told by his 
colleague [Mr. BUTLER] that if present he would vote probably the 
same way with myself, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. 
way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
wish to have his vote recorded ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ihavealready voted ‘‘nay,’’ and I do not go to the 
Senator from New Hampshire in reference to my pair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Senw 
tor from New Hampshire has been out of order and so has the Senator 
from Kentucky. The Senator has the right to vote as he pleases. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have voted. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire, ia order to relieve the Senator from 
New Hampshire 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. SAUN 
DERS] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] 
That enables the Senator from Kentucky to vote. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] an 
nounces that he is paired with the Senator from South Carolina 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania voted. 

Mr. FRYE. He said he did that on the ground that the Senator 
| from South Carolina, if present, would vote the same way. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is 

paired with the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. TABor]. 
| Mr.CONGER. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. Ferny] 


We have not 


I am satisfied that my colleague would vote that 


Does the Senator from Kentucky 











I | is paired, as I understand, with the Senator from Nevada [| Mr. Farr} 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor from Oregon [Mr. Grover]. 

Mr. CONGER. I was not. aware of that change. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [| Ms 


That pair was changed to the Sena 
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The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—22, 

Kellogg, 

Lapham, 

Logan, 

MeDill, 

McMillan, 

McPherson, 

Mahone 

Miller of N. Y., 


NAYS—31. 


Jones of Florida, 
Lamar, 

Maxey, 

Morgan, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Biai 


Edmunds, 

Frye, 

Harrison, 
Hawley, 

Hill, 

Hoar, 

Ingalls, 

Jones of Nevada, 


Morrill, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Rollins, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Windom. 


Tr, 
Cameron of Wis., 


Conger, 
Davie at M., 
Dawes, 


Barrow, 
Bayard, 
Brown, 

Butler, 

Call, 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cockrell, 

Coke, 


Fair, 
Garland, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harris, 
Jackson, 
Jonas, 
ABSENT—13. 
Johnston, 
Miller of Cal., 
Mitchell, 
Saunders, 


Beck 

Camden, 

Davis of W. Va., 
Farley, 


Ferry, 
Grover, 
Hale, 
Hampton, 

So the report was concurred in. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to put myselfright upon therecord. During 
the roll-call my authority to pair the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
SAUNDERS] was called in question by the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. 
WILLIAMS]. I had informed him and the Senate that I had authority 
in a telegram to act as umpire in such a case. This was denied and I 
was taken severely to task for presuming to say what I had said on the 
floor of the Senate. I do not purpose under any circumstances to usurp 
any authority in this matter, but in order that there might be no mis- 
take about it I some time since telegraphed to the Senator from Nebraska 
and I have his reply which I will read. I asked him the simple and 
square question as to whether I had authority to act in such a case. 
This is his reply: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, D. C., February 14, 1888, 

Thad instructed Senator Van Wyck 


A. SAUNDERS. 

He instructed his colleague to attend to his pairs as far as free lumber 
was concerned, but in all other matters he authorized me to act for him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In explanation of my own conduct in the matter 
I have to say-—— 

Mr. ROLLINS. Allow metogetthrough. I trust the Senator from 
Kentucky will see from this that I have not been officious about the 
matter. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rise to a personal question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Allow me a moment in response to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I have the floor. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for a momen 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In response to the Senator from New Hampshire 
I have to say that that telegram he reads now to make an impression 
upon the Senate is dated over two weeks ago. The Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. SAUNDERS] and I have a géneral pair, and he and I have 
voted together in the reduction of the tariff from the beginning, and an 
examination of the records will show that I have never when I was in 
the Senate failed to vote. The Senator from Nebraska was here this 
morning himself, and told me it was perfectly indifferent to him, and 
I went to his own colleague and transferred my pair on this matter; 
and I call it officious in the Senator from New Hampshire upon an old 
telegram dated the 14th of last month to undertake to control my pair 
on this vote. The telegram is dated before the bill was passed by the 
Senate; it is dated nearly three weeks ago. 

Mr. ROLLINS. That was the—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator now excuses himself for an interfer- 
ence with me in the arrangement I had made with the colleague of the 
Senator from Nebraska himself. I thought it was officious upon his 
part, and therefore I resented it, and I do so now. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Allow meone word. This simply had reference to 


the tariff bill which is now under consideration, and it never has been 
revoked at all. 


To Hon. B. H. Rouitys: 
Yes; except in the case of free lumber. 
to attend to that, 


HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the unfinished business, the bill of 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN], being before the Senate, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the motion it is de- 
sired to have some bills from the House of Representatives printed. 

_ EDMUNDS. They may be read the first time, but the first time 
only. 

The bill (H. R. 5543) to confirm certain entries of the public lands 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the second reading of the bill. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by 
Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of pro- 
jectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to 





have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement between him 
and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 
made, was read the Ty time by its title. 

The bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters w 
the first time by its title. (acta 
_ Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew the motion that the Senate do now ad. 
journ. 

The motion was to; and (at 12 o’clock and 34 minutes a. m. 
Saturday, March 3) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, March 2, 1883. 


The House metat11o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Rev. H. D. Clark 
of Baltimore. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
7595) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur- 
poses; in which amendments the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLITS. I move to suspend the rules and take from the 
Committee of the Whole—— 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be in order prior to the 
execution of the Pound rule. The Chair recognized the gentleman, 
understanding that he desired to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLITS. I will make the motion then at a later hour in tho 
ad 


ay. 
Mr. CALKINS. I demand the regular order. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. NEAL. I wish to state that I was paired with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on the river and harbor bill on yesterday 
as shown by the Recorp. Had it not been so I should have voted, as 
I have always done, against the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to say the same thing. 
have voted against the bill had I been present. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the proceeding under the 
Pound rule. 

At the time that the hour expired when this rule was last under 
consideration by the House there was a bill which had been called up 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PounD] on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that immediately after the 
expiration of this hour under the Pound rule I shall call up the con- 
tested-election cases. I give this notice so that members may be aware 
of the fact. 


I should 


CONFIRMATION OF PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which had been called up by the Commit- 
tee on the Pablic Lands under the Pound rule was the bill (H. R. 5543) 
to confirm certain entrieson the public lands. This bill had been read 
and was printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Can it be read again ? 

The SPEAKER. Only by uifanimous consent. This hour can not 
be taken up in that manner. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to know what tho bill is. 

Mr. POUND. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill has been announced. It has 
been read and is printed in the Recorp of the proceedings of the 26th 
of February. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to know in what manner this proceeding will 
affect the standing of the postmaster’s salary bill, which comes over as 
the unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER. It has nothing to do with it. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the bill to which the gentleman from Wis- 
consin refers ? 

The SPEAKER. The 
floor and will explain the ; 

Mr. POUND. It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that the bill 
under consideration (H. R. 5543), a bill to confirm certain entries on the 
public lands, was called up by the Committee on the Public Lands on 
the 26th instant, was read, and, with the report, was also printed in the 
ReoorD. At that time, and before the tion of the bul had 
begun or before objection had been asked to its consideration, the hour 


— from Wisconsin is entitled to the 
ill. 





1883. 





— 





had expired and it comes up now in this hour as the unfinished busi- | 
ness. 1 desire to say that it is unanimously reported by the Committee | 
on the Public Lands of this House, and that a similar bill has been 
rted by the committee of the Senate with this exception, that the 
proviso is omitted in the Senate bill, and I wish to amend this bill as I | 
have already given notice, by striking out the latter proviso. This bill | 
simply confirms the title to certain lands wholly within my Congres- 
sional district. The money has been paid and the entries made in strict 
accordance with the law. I repeat that these lands were duly entered 
and paid for under instructions of the General Land Office. They are 
embraced in lands which were reduced from $2.50 to $1.25 an acre un- | 


der the law of 1880, and they proceeded under instruction of the Gen- | 
eral Land Office to make these entries for nearly a year, when it was | 
discovered that under some ruling of the Supreme Court they should 
have been reoffered. The entries are in due form; there are no con- 
testants; there are no adverse claims, and certainly there can be no 

objection to the confirmation of these titles. 
The SPEAKBR. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to strike 
out the last proviso of the bill. The Clerk will read the proviso pro- 
to be stricken out. 


Mr. HOLMAN. LIrise toaquestionof order. We do not even know 


the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill was read in full, and was printed in the 
RECORD. 


The Clerk read the proviso proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 


And provided further, That where lands have been entered since the approval 
of said act, and a greater price paid therefor than said reduced price, such ex- 
cess shall be refunded to the purchaser or his legal representatives in the same 
manner as repayments of excess purchase-money are made in other cases under 
existing law. 


Mr. POUND. I would like to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] the Committee on Public Lands thought it well to 
make this reimbursement. But this amendment was made so as to 
make the bill conform to the bill of the Senate which does not provide 
for the reimbursement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donotthink bills of this charactershould be passed 
in this way. The exact effect of this measure is not understood. I 
suppose the original act reducing the price of land from $2.50 to $1.25 
per acre passed on the theory that those railroads would not be built; 
that the grants had virtually lapsed, and that those lands were a por- 
tion of the public domain. I suppose that was the theory on which 
the original act passed. Now, instead of that being the case these very 
grants are now held to be operative. 

Mr. POUND. Will the gentleman permit me to say these are not 
included in the railroad lands, but are alternate sections which had 
been offered for sale, were in the market, and which had been subject 
to private entry for twenty years. They were reduced in price because 
the sales after years of selections had been stopped entirely. The re- 
duction of price stimulated purchasers of lands and home-seekers, and 
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these lands were actually bought and paid for by innocent purchasers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This only operates on lands which had been in the 
market prior to 1861. Now, grants were made to certain railroad cor- 
porations away back in 1856, five years before the period named in this 
bill. If understand the matter correctly the theory of it is this: By 
the operation of the land-grant system alternate sections were put on 
the market at $2.50 per acre, and afterward when this law passed, 
which is referred to here, it was passed on the theory that those lands 
were forfeited. 


Mr. POUND. I beg leave to correct the gentleman. It was not 
passed on any such theory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why should the price of such lands have been fixed 
at $2.50 an acre? 


Mr. POUND. Because they were alternate sections within a rail- 





road land grant and had been culled until no further sales at 


$2.50 per | 
acre could be made. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I say. | 


Mr. POUND. But they did not belong and never have belonged to | 
a railroad company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notatall. But that law which reduced the price 
to $1.25 an acre on the theory that the grant was a forfeited 
grant; that the railroad was not to be built. 

Mr. POUND. I again correct the gentleman. The road had been 
built within this grant. The lands had been opened to private entry | 
until the remainder of the lands could not be sold at $2.50 per acre. 
Under this reduction, these lands which had been neglected were sold | 
and these entries were made under the instructions of the General 
land Office. The Commissioner of the General Land Office recom- 
mends the passage of the bill; the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mends it; the Senate recommends it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know everybody recommends any measure which 
will give the public lands to speculators. That is the universal policy. 

Mr. POUND. Let me say this is not in the interest of speculators, 
but innocent purchasers and bona fide settlers. It is but just, and should 








Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin say this meas- 
ure did not apply to all the lands prior to 1861—all of them? Take 


, 
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for instance, such a grant as that to the Saint Croix and Bayfield Rail- 
road; that magnificent grant which is to inure now to the benefit of a 
corporation recently organized; a grant made away back in 1856. 
When Congress refused to revive that grant in 1872, the lands were 
shown to be worth $20 an acre. They had been withheld trom set- 
tlement under the policy of the Government with regard to these land 
grants. 

Mr. BUCK. As I understand the matter it is this: The lands were 
granted in alternate sections, and because they were granted in alter 


nate sections to the railroads the Government raised the price to $2.50 
| per acre on all the lands 


The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 
explain this. 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. CONVERSE. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the 
Ohio to make a statement? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I object, unless it 
out of the hour 

The SPEAKER. it must come out of the hour 

The amendment of Mr. POUND was agreed to 

The question was taken upon ordering the bill 
read a third time; and upon a division there wer 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. POUND a 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 120, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN ._ I will not insist upon a further count. 

So (no further count being called for) the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. POUND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The time under the rule for debate on the bi 


ll has 
It 


I can be allowed two or three minutes I can 
But the debate is closed 
I will ask unanimous consent. 


ntleman from 


is not to come 


to be engrossed and 
ayes 70, noes 7. 


nd Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 


the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House of the following title 

A bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

POWERS & NEWMAN 

The Committee on Indian Affairs was called. 

Mr. SPAULDING. IL am instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to call up from the Speaker’s table for consideration at this time 
the bill (S. 826) tor the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. Powers 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Sec retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di 
rected to pay, out of any money that may hereafter be appropriated for the use 
and benefit of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, to Powers & Newman the 
sum of $900, and to D. & B. Powers the sum of $11,300, which sums shall be in full 
satisfaction of claims against said Indians for property destroyed 


There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. SPAULDING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 


The Committees on the Territories, Railways and Canals, Manufact- 
ures, and Mines and Mining were called without any response. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was then called 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam directed by the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds to ask that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4465) providing for a public building in San Antonio, Texas 
that it be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-oflice, and other Government offices, at the city of San 
Antonio, Texas. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building 
shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed 
for the site and building complete the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from tire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of not less than forty feet, including streefs and alleys; and no 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Texas shall have ceded tothe United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, 
during the time the United States shal! be or remain the owners thereof, for all 


, and 





CONGRESSIONAL 


3088 


RECORD—HOUSE. MARCH 2, 





purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the 1 sport. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can explain the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make an explana- 
tion for five minutes in place of the reading of the report. 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill makes no appropriation atthistime. It 
provides for a public building at San Antonio, Texas, the cost of which 
is limited to $100,000. 

San Antonio is the largest judicial district in the United States. It 
contains nearly 100,000 square miles, larger in extent than the State 
of New York and as large as the whole of New England. 

A court was established there in the fallof 1879. Withintwoyearsand 
a half there were eighty-three civil cases and four hundred and fourteen 
criminal cases brought there; and since the court was established there 
has been brought in all about six hundred cases. From three hundred 
to five hundred people are necessarily compelled to attend the terms of 
that court. There are no sufficient accommodations for the court there. 
The city of San Antonio is next to the largest, if it is not the largest, 
city in the State of Texas. 

Mr. UPSON. It is the largest. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam informed by one of the Representatives from 
that State that it is the largest city in the State. It is growing with 
wonderful rapidity. If anywhere in the United States there is a neces- 
sity for a public building, certainly San Antonio is the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the population? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is now about 30,000, and I am informed it is 
increasing at the rate of at least 5,000 a year. 

I hope that under the circumstances there will be no objection to the 
passage of this bill. The court is now held in the upper story ofa build- 
ing totally unfitted by size of rooms for its accommodation, and there 
is now no suitable building to be obtained in the city for the purpose. 
This public building is needed to accommodate not only the court but 
the post-office and other public offices at San Antonio. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? Those who object will rise. [Counting.] There are nine 
gentlemen rising, and the bill is not before the House. 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads and the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River were called without respond- 
ing. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

The Committee on Education and Labor was called. 

Mr. CARPENTER. LIaminstructed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor to call up from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 1829, to 
amend an act donating public lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the fourth section of the act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanie arts, approved July 2, 1862, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spec. 4. That all moneys derived from the sale of lands aforesaid by the 
States to which the lands are apportioned, and from the sales of land-scrip here- 
inbefore provided for, shall be invested in stocks of the United States or of the 
States, or some other safe stocks. Or the same may be invested by the States 
having no State stocks in any other manner, after the Legislatures of such 
States shall have assented thereto and engaged that such funds shall yield not 
less than 5 per cent. upon the amount so invested, and the principal thereof 
shall forever remain unimpaired: Provided, That the moneys so inv or 
loaned shall constitute a perpetual fund, the capital of which shall remain for- 
ever undiminished (except so far as may be provided in section 5 of this act), 
and the interest of which shall be inviolably appropriated, by each State which 
may take and claim the benefit of this act, to the endowment, support, and 
maintenance of at least one college where the leading object shall be, without 
excluding other scientific and classical studies, and including military tactics, 
to teach such branches of learning as are related to agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts, in such manner as the Legislatures of the States may, respectively, 
prescribe, in order to promote the liberal and practical education of the indus- 
trial classes in the several pursuits and professions in life.’ 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's ta- 
ble, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. CARPENTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PATENTS. 

The Committee on the Militia was called without responding. 

The Committee on Patents was called. 

Mr. VANCE. I am instructed by the Committee on Patents to call 
up for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 7630) toamend section 
4587 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 4887 of the Revised Statutes shall be, and hereby 
is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4887. No person shall be debarred from receiving a patent for his inven- 
tion or discovery, nor shall any patent hereafter granted be declared invalid by 
reason of its having been first patented or caused to be ted in a foreign coun- 


try, unless the same has been introduced into public use inthe United States for 
more than two years prior to the application ; but every patent hereafter granted 


for an invention which has, prior to the filing of the application for sair) paten 
been patented in a foreign country, shall expire seventeen years from the date 
of the foreign patent, or, if there be more than one, seventeen years from the date 
of the earliest foreign patent, and in no case shall it remain 4 force more thas 
seventeen years; but all applications hereafter made for patents for inventions 
previously patented in a foreign country, upon the invention of the same per- 
son, 11 be made within two years from and after the date of such foreign pat. 
ent, or, if there be more than one, from the date of the earliest foreign patent 
No patent granted for an invention which had, prior to the grant of such patent, 
been first patented in a foreign country, and which has not expired at the date 
of the of this act, shall be declared to be invalid by reason of its not be- 
ing so limited on its face or in its grant as to expire at the same time with the 
foreign patent, or, if there be more than one, at the same time with the one hay- 
ing the shortest term; but this act shall in no wise renew, revive, prolong, or 
extend any patent heretofore granted.” - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, provided it does not take 
more than five minutes. 

Mr. VANCE. It will not take that long. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred sundry bills to amend seo- 
hn 4887, Revised Statutes, relating to patents, report a substitute for all the 

8. 

The section provides that all patents first obtained in a foreign country shal 
be so limited in the United States as to expire at the same time with the foreign 
patent, or if there be more than one, with the earliest foreign patent. In con- 
sequence of this section a patent applied for in the United States, but not granted 
until it is patented in a foreign country, in some cases only lasts, as in Canada, 
five years or less. Many patents obtained abroad first, not having yet expired, 
are declared invalid by reason of not being limited on the face. The bill now 
reported proposes to allow the patent first obtained abroad to run seventeen years 
from the date of the foreign patent, or if there be more than one, from the date 
of the earliest 9 patent. It also seeks to make those patents valid which 
were first obtained in other countries; but does not extend the life of a patent 
now in existence nor revive one that has expired, but only affects patents to be 
issued hereafter. We recommend the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that question is put, I hope the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will make an explanation of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has two min- 
utes remaining of the five, if he desires to make an explanation. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, section 4887 of the Revised Statutes 
provides that patents first obtained in a foreign country for an inven- 
tion subsequently patented in this country shall expire as to this coun- 
try at the expiration of the foreign patent. This is the first point 
sought to be remedied in the bill. In many cases, an inventor, after 
having made application for a patentin this country, after having filed 
his papers in due form, applies for a patent in Canada; and the Cana- 
dian patent is issued before the United States patent. In some in- 
stances four years have elapsed before the American patent has been 
granted, and thus the American inventor has had in this country but 
one year’s use of his patent. The present billseeks to remedy this de- 
fect in the law by giving the inventor seventeen years from the date of 
his foreign patent. 

The bill also seeks to remedy the defect in regard to patents not lim- 
ited on their face, which Judge Nixon has recently decided are invalid, 
because not so limited. The bill does not extend the life of any patent 
that has already expired. It takes effect in the future. It has no re- 
lation to patents heretofore issued. It does not revive or have any ef- 
fect whatever upon existing patents except in the particular I have de- 
scribed that it corrects the error in regard to patents not limited on their 
face. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the bill have the effect of making the life of 
any American patent longer than it has been heretofore? 

Mr. VANCE. Not at all. 

The question being put on taking up the bill, seven members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

OWNERS OF THE STEAMER JACKSON. 

The Committee on Claims being called, 

Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. On behalf of the Committee on Claims—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I addressed the Chair when tho 
Committee on Claims was called. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must settle these matters in their com- 
mittees. The Chair can not determine them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The bill which I desire to call up is one which 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] was instructed by the com- 
mittee to call up prior to the authority given to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I am recognized, I believe? 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recognized to exercise a right 
not given to him by his committee. If the gentleman has the prior 
right, the Chair will ize him; otherwise not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The bill which I wish to call up is one which 
has already passed this House, and been amended by the Senate. | 
simply desire the concurrence of the House in the amendment. : 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter which gentlemen of the commit- 


tee must settle themselves. 
Mr. HERBERT. My colleague (Mr. OATES] is sick to-day, and un- 





able to be here. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Is this the case which the gentleman from | 
Alabama (Mr. OATES) was instructed to bring up? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Very well; I concede the right of the gen- | 


tleman. ; 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Lask consent to take from the Speaker’s table | 
for concurrence in the amendment of the Senate the bill (H. R. 2156) | 
for the relief of certain owners of the steamer Jackson. 
The amendment of the Senate, which was read, was to strike out all | 


of said bill and insert the following: 


Whereas the United States, on the 18th day of June, 1865, chartered the steam- | 


boat Jackson to run on the Chattahoochee River in the service of the United 
States, and while so employed it was wholly destroyed by fire caused by un- 
avoidable accident; and ree 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury, on the application of Aaron Barnett 
and Daniel Fry for payment to them, as alleged owners of said steamboat of 
the value of the same, adjudged and decided “that the steamer Jackson was 
lost by unavoidable accident while in the military service of the United States 
by contract, and that the owners thereof were entitled tothe payment of the 
value thereof under acts of March 3, 1849, and March 3, 1863;’’ and 

Whereas the value of said steamer was duly ascertained by the Treasury De- 
partment to be $36,125, which was paid to the said Barnett and Fry, on the exe- | 
cution of the bond of said Barnett as principal and Louis G. Schifferand Gabriel 
H. Schiffer as sureties, in the sum of $26,000, payable to the United States, and 
“ conditioned that if the above-bounden obligors, their heirs, executors, adminis- 
trators, or any of them, shall and do well and truly pay or cause to be paid unto | 
any person or persons who shall establish a valid claim to any of the five-four- | 
teenths of the steamer Jackson the full amounts as paid by the United States to 
the said Barnett and Fry, or shall pay or cause to be paid unto the United Siates, 
or their assigns, the full amounts paid by the United States on account of said 
five-fourteenths of the said steamer Jackson, with the legal costs and interest on 
such sum, without any defalcation or delay, then the said bond to be void,”’ &e.; 
a e 





nd | 
Whereas John R. Ely, John B. Lockey, A. R. Godwin, 8, and J. Irwin, Thomas 
M. White, surviving partner of T. and J. M. White, and Ellison and Hughs, 
rtners or joint owners, claim that they are the owners of said five-fourteenths 
of said steamer Jackson, in different number of shares, and entitled to their 
pro rata share of said $36,125, amounting to $12,901.78. and have demanded pay- | 
ment of the same from the United States; and | 

Whereas Barnett and Fry deny the ownership of said claimants of said five- 
fourteenths, and also claim that they (Barnett and Fry) have made payments 
and advances of large sums of money forand on account of repairsand materials 
for repairs of said steamer Jackson, which they are entitled to have deducted 
from any sum for which they may be liable on said bond, or on account of said 
payment to them of the said $12,901.78: Therefore, for the purpose of having 
the real owners of said five-fourteenths of said steamer Jackson legally ascer- 
tained, and to enable the said Barnett and Fry, in the event that said claim- 
ants, or any of them, shall establish their right to said five-fourteenths or any 
part thereof, to show by legal proof what, if any, advances or payments they, 
or either of them, have made for and on account of any repairs of the said 
steamer, and legally chargeable against all the owners thereof, 

Beit enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That John R. Ely, John B. Lockey, A. R. Godwin,S. and J. 
Irwin, partners or joint owners, and Thomas M, White, surviving partner of T. 
and J. Mt. White, and Ellison and Hughs, partners or joint owners, be, and they 
are hereby, authorized within six months, and not thereafter, after the passage 
of this act, to bring suit in their joint names in the Court of Claims against the 
United States, and that said Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction of said suit 
to hear and determine the same for the purposes aforesaid, and to try all issues 
joined between the parties thereto in relation to the ownership of the five-four- 
teenths of the said steamer Jackson, and determine the right of the said plaint- 
iffs, or any of them, thereto, and to the said $12,901.78, the value thereof, and 
also to try and determine all issues in relation to any payments or advances 
made by Barnett and Fry, or either of them, for and on account of any debt 
legally created against said steamer Jackson for repairs, material, clerk-hire, or 
work and labor, for which the said steamer was liable in law or equity; and 
should the said plaintiffs, or any of them, establish their right to said five-four- 
teenths, or the said value thereof, or any portion of the same, and should it be 
shown by legal proof that said Barnett and Fry, or either of them, have made 
payments or advances for repairs, materials, clerk-hire, or work and labor for 
which said steamer was chargeable in law or equity, the said court shall render 

ent against the United States and in favor of each of said claimants for so 
much of said $12,901.78 as the proof may show each to be entitled, less the amount 
proof may show the said Barnett and Fry, or either of them, have paid or 
advanced for and on account of said steamer as aforesaid ; and the said court 
shall cause notice in writing to be served in person upon said Aaron Barnett 
and Daniel Fry, in which shall be stated the commencement of said suit by said 
plaintiffs, and the cause thereof, and requiring them to appear at said court and 
establish, ifthey can, by legal proof, their ownership of said five-fourteenths of | 
said steamer Jackson, and also what payments or advances they, or either of 
them, have made, for and on account of repairs, material, or work and labor, | 
for which said steamer was liable. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill was passed by the House and sent to 
the Senate and was returned with an amendment which has been read 
by the Clerk. I now move that that amendment of the Senate be con- | 
eurred in. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to 
amendment was concurred in; 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STERLING T. AUSTIN, DECEASED. i 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. [amdirected by the Committee on War Claims 
to call up for consideration at this time the bill (S. 719) for the relief of 
the representatives of Sterling T. Austin, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the claims of the successors in interest and legal repre- | 
sentatives of Sterling T. Austin, deceased, late of the parish of Carroll, in the | 
State of Louisiana, for cotton taken by the military and civil authorities of the 
States, or by either of them, during the years 1863, 1864, and 1865, in the 


of Louisiana and Texas, be, and the same are hereby, referred tothe Court | 





| 
| 
| 





reconsider the vote byewhich the Senate 
and also moved that the motion to re- 
| 











i 





i 


of Claims, with full jurisdiction and power in the said court to adjust and settle | 
such claims, and to render a judgment in said cause forthe net amount realized | 
by the United States from the sale of such eotton as shall appear from the evi- | 


F 


to have been so taken by said authorities; and in such action the said rep- 


3089 


resentatives shall be entitled to recover as aforesaid, any statute of limitation to 


the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, however, That it be shown to the satis- 


faction of the court that neither Sterling T. Austin, sr., nor any of his surv iving 














representatives gave any aid or comfort to the late rebellic but were through 
out the war loyal to the Government of the United States 2 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the r tin t) ve min- 
utes allowed under the rule. 
The report was read, as follows 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (EL R 
the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. Austin, report as follow 
Atthe breaking out of the war of the rebellion Sterling T. Austin, sr., wa 
the owner of a plantation in Carroll Parish, Louisiana, known as th Phire 
Bayou Place,’ situated three or four miles from Bunche's Bend, or Old Rive 
containing 2,380 acres, of which 900 were cultivated. In the spring of 1863 th 
were on the place the cotton crops of the years LS6L and L862, respectively, amount 
ing to upward of 1,200 bales, averaging 410 pounds each, 82 mules, 100 head of 
cattle, 500 hogs, 10,000 bushels of corn, 8 yoke of work cattle, 6 wagons, carpen 
ter and blacksmith tools, plantation tools, library of 300 volumes, family por 
traits, household and kitchen furniture—claimed to be worth $300,000. In the 
summer of 1862, Mr. Austin, for sanitary reasons, removed his family, consisting 
of his wife and three minor children—two daughters and a son—to Georgia, him 
| self remaining in Louisiana In the sy xy of 1863, procur i pass through the 
Federal lines at Natchez, Mississippi, he went to Georgia for h ! \ During 
his absence all the movable property on his plant mm, described above in gen 
eral terms, was, by order of General B. McPherson, 1 tary commander of 
that district, seized and carried away by ' forage 
and supplies were applied to t e of Lnorth 
to Memphis, or invoiced over to the a Y ent by 
J. E, Jones, formerly lieutenant and qui t nth Wiseonsin 
Volunteers, now of Carroll County, lowa \ it by the 
Army, and his whole plantation subme: the water had 
receded, to a scene of desolation and enfo it ce " 
well-known Union sentiments, and the ral protecti 
a residence among his old neighbors wa { safe 
In the autumn of 1863, with his fumilya " rro e hada t 
number, he removed into Texas, remaining in San An iio t the close of 
the war, when he removed to Galveston While at Galvest 1865, he went 
up the railroad during the summer and bought up seattered lots of cotton, allot 
which were seized by the agents of the United States Treasury. Ile then fornred 
a partnership at Galveston, purchased the schooner Mary Le: nd entered t 
Mexican trade, removing to New Orleans in 1865. The annual overtlow of his 


old plantation meanwhile rendered it untenantable. In 1867 the schooner was 
wrecked and became a total loss. In this yearit appearsthat Mr. Austin placed 
his claim against the Government in the hands of Judge Lewis Dent for colle« 

tion, and he seems to have relied implicitly upon this attorney After the loss 
ofthe schooner Mr. Austin again turned his attention to planting and purchased 
another plantation in his old parish of Carroll. He became postmaster at Lake 





Providence, and in 1870 removed his family from New Orleans. Meanwhile the 
son, Sterling T. Austin, jr., had grown into manhood, been mitted to the bar, 
became prosecuting attorney and then parish judge. In 1871, according to Gen 





eral Negley’s recollection, in 1872 or 1 , according to oth Mr. At n was in 
Washington pushing his claim, surprised and indignant at Judge Dent's failure 


to prosecute it. It is quite certain he was atthe capital in each of the years 
1873, L874, and 1875. In May, 1873, he made, with Charles E. Hooey, esq., an at 
torney of Washington, a contract to prosecute the claim, the original copy of 


which is among the papers before the committee, There is also another original 












contract for the same purpose among the papers, dated in February, 1875, signed 
by Mr. Austin and John A. Grow & Co., thena firm of attorneys or claim agents 
in Washington. In January, 1574, a petition for relief on account of these seiz 
ures was presented tothe Congress, but no evidence of any action thereon has 
been found. 

On the 9th day of July, 1879, Sterling T. Austin, sr., while still postmaster at 
Lake Providence, Louisiana, was shot dead in broad daylight in the open street 
of that village. The son, Sterling T. Austin, jr., still parish judge, hearing the 
shot and being informed that his father was the victim, went at once to the res 
cue and was met and shot down in the same place by the same person, ‘The 
son lingered a few days and died of his wounds. After the burial of father and 
son the widow and daughters sought to collect and preserve the business papers 
of the deceased, but found their oflices had been despoiled and all their ] te 
business papers had been carried away or destroyed, and have never since been 
recovered. 

The widow and remaining children now ask that they be permitted to prose 
cute in the Court of Claims of the United States their demands against the Uni 
ted States, and that they be permitted to recover the reasonable value of such 
property as they can show to the satisfaction of the court was owned by and 
taken from Sterling T. Austin, sr., by the military or civil authorities of the 
United States, in the years 1863, 1864, and 1865, and applied to the use of any of 
the forces of the United States or consigned to anv of its authorities for ir 

| otherwise and not restored to the owner, any statute of limitation tot n 
trary notwithstanding. 

It is believed there never has been an officer or tribunal having jur lictionto 
adjudicate the whole of this claim. No part of it seems to come within eit rof 
the four classes of claims to which the jurisdiction of the Court of ¢ mes has 
been limited. As adjudications under the act of 1864 were in express tert nm 
fined to claims for quartermaster’s storesand for subsistence furnished the 
Army, it is very questionable, to say the least, whether or 1 y could have 
been extended to even the very small portion of this claim which was for res 
and supplies “‘taken”’ and not “ furnished It seems that the act of March 3, 
1871, establishing the Southern Claims Commission, did confer jurisdiction of 
that part of this claim which is for “stores or supplies taken hed "' for 
the use of the Army; this part, however, is smal). Under this er, the 
period for filing claims never extended beyond the two years | M h 3, 
1871, and March 3, 1873. 

A portion of this claim, it seems, might have been prosecuted under the ipt- 
ured and abandoned property act”’ of March 12, 1863. Under this act all « ms 
not presented within two years afterthe suppression of the rebellion are barred, 
This bar must have taken effect at or near the time the claim was placed the 
hands of Judge Dent. Under the “‘cotton-claims” act of May 8, 1872, itiscertain 
but a smal! portion of the demand could have been adjudicated; and under this 
actsix months only are allowed for filingclaims. It therefore appears th » of- 
ficer or tribunal ever had jurisdiction of the entire claim; and the peric ring 
which any part of it might have been presented did not exceed two years, and 

| these two years are those immediately following the close of the war. Tothose 
who remember the confusion, doubt, distrust, and uncertainty of that period, 
and consider the distance and unfamiliarity at which Mr. Austin lived fh the 
National Government, the delay will not seem strange. Doubtlessif Mr. Austin 
or his son had survived, or even if their private papers could be examined, bet 
ter reasons for delay could be furnished. Under all the circumstances, the com- 


mittee think it would be a great hardshipto require further explanation of laches, 
and believe the claim ought to be carefully and judicially examined 


From the evidence before the committee, the loyalty of the family seem to be 
well setablished; yet, in order that this question may not be foreclosed o1 tes 
rr VU Tr Cae “ea be ae [6s 
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timony merely ex parte, your committee recommend that the bill be amended by 
adding after the last words the following: 

** Provided, however, That it be shown to the satisfaction of the court that neither 
Sterling T. Austin, sr., nor any of his surviving representatives, gave any aid 
or comfort to the late rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States."’ 


With this amendment the committee report the bill back to the House, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill. 

Two members rose. 

The SPEAKER. Not a sufficient number; and the bill is before the 
House for present consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
passage. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of business under 
the Pound rule has expired. The Chair desires to state that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDSON ] wasabsent from hisseat 
when the Committee on the Territories was called, and did, not call up 
the bill which he intended. The Chair asks unanimous consent when 
the House again proceeds to the consideration of business under the 
Pound rule the gentleman from South Carolina may be allowed to call 
up that bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
title of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. It is my intention to call 
up the bill to establish a civil government for Alaska, which has had 
eliminated from it everything that was objectionable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to call up the contested-election case of 
Buchanan vs. Manning. I understand the gentleman from New York 
has a conference report which he desires to call up, and for that I will 
rield. 

‘ Mr. HISCOCK. I have not a conference report, but I desire—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yield for anything else, but insist upon 
proceeding with the contested-clection case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I desire to do is to call up from the Speaker’s 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


There are ten minutes of debate allowed on this 


Nobody has claimed it, and the bill is now on its 


What is the title of the bill? 
The Chair is not informed of the title of the bill. 
It is impossible to give consent without knowing the 


table the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7595) making |- 


appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, for the purpose of moving non-concurrence 
therein and asking a committee of conference. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of business. 

Mr. WILLIS. It requires unanimous consent to do that, and I ob- 


ject. 
The SPEAKER. If objection be made, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from New York, to suspend the rules. 
“ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Imove, then, Mr. Speaker, tosuspend the rules and 
take from the Speaker’s table the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7595) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and that they be 
non-concurred in, and a committee of conference be asked on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendments of the Senate will be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or the gentleman from New York can make a state- 
ment as to what they are. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can tell the gentleman from Indiana they are so 
numerous I can scarcely undertake to go over them all. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the rules are to be suspended that dispenses with 
the reading of the amendments. If the rules are to be suspended I 
insist they shall be suspended entirely. 

Mr. Hiscock’s motion was agreed to; and the rules were suspended, 
the Senate amendments non-concurred in, and a conference requested on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BUCHANAN VS. MANNING. 


Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the contested-election case of Bu- 
chanan vs. Manning. In that case I do not think there will be any 
debate, or at least I believe there will be very little. The majority of 
the committee have signed a report in favor of the sitting member. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a questionof order. I de- 
sire to know, and would like to have a decision from the Chairupon the 
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point as to what will be the standing of the bill which was determined 
upon last night as the unfinished business, the bill with reference to the 
salaries of postmasters ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to know if I can raise the question of con- 
sideration? : 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam making an argument now, and the gentleman 
has no right to attempt to take me off the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to object, if in order—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana raises a question of 
high constitutional privilege. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam aware of that, but I desire to know what 
will be the status of the bill to which I refer. Will it still come over ag 
the unfinished business after the conclusion of the election case which 
the gentleman from Indiana calls up? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; it will be the unfinished business, 
and come up in its proper order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Indiana will yield to me 
again, I wish to say that the gentleman from New York has a confer- 
enee report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill which he 
wishes to submit at this time. 

Mr. CALKINS. Not in the middle of my remarks. 
now for that purpose. 

As I have already stated, Mr. Speaker, a majority of the Committee 
on Elections have reported in favor of the sitting member. The mi- 
nority of the committee have found in favor of declaring the seat va 
cant. My friend Colonel Tompson, of Iowa, was called home by 
reason of sickness, and is not present to be heard. I do not know 
whether he desired to press his views upon the House or not. Of this 
I am not informed, although he drew the minority report. But I may 
be allowed to make a brief.statement with reference to the case, and | 
think that will practically close the debate, unless my colleague on the 
committee, Judge RANNEY, desires to be heard. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the contestant in the case, Mr. Bu- 
chanan, filed his notice of contest, specifying the several grounds on 
which he relie.. The majority of the committee, following the prece- 
dents of election cases in this House, have found, and hold, that all of 
the specifications in the notice were too vague, general, and uncertain 
upon which to found a contest. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate to the Chair wht case 
is proposed to be called up? 

Mr. CALKINS. There was so much confusion that the clerks are 
evidently excusabie. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has not been asked to read the resolu- 
tion accompanying the report. 

Mr. CALKINS. That will not be necessary, of course, until the close 
of the debate, when the House will be called to vote upon the resolu- 
tion. But I referred, as I stated in the beginning of my remarks, te 
the case of Buchanan against Manning. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana that he is proceeding to debate the conclusion te 
which the committee have arrived before the resolution submitted by 
the committee is read, a proceeding offering no member of the House 
an opportunity of raising the question of consideration, which some one 
may desire to do. d 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized that fact, and has therefore 
called the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the omission. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think before the gentleman 
from Indiana assumes to take the floor for an argument upon the case 
we should have an opportunity of raising the question of consideration 
if it is desirable. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutidn will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


fades, That the contestant have leave to withdraw his papers without prej- 
udice, 

Mr. CALKINS. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that the reading of that 
resolution may by unanimous consent be taken as having been called 
for before my remarks began. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. eomseay | be recognized for the purpose of submitting 
a conference report upon the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yield the floor for that purpose. If the 
gentleman had not interrupted me I would probably have concluded 
what I had to say by this time. I will be through in a moment. 

As I have said, the Committee on Elections have found that all of the 
allegations of the contestant are too vague, uncertain, and general upon 
which to found or base a contest, except one which refers to the exclusion 
of the United States supervisors from the polling-places and different 
ballot-boxes throughout the district. Indrawing the report special re!- 
erence was had to and the committee especially examined the testimony 
of the different United States supervisors, and to see how far the allega- 
tion was sustained by the proof. On page 10 of the report signed by 
the majority of the committee all the polling-places at which the United 
States supervisors were in any way interfered with—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is an argument upon the case in order? 


I can not yield 
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The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it before the House has agreed to consider the 
contested-election case ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana presents a question 
of high constitutional privilege. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I raise the question of consideration with a confer- 
ence report. Sof ; i ome 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of high constitutional privilege. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Can not the question of consideration be raised 
against it? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not yield the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the right to 
raise the question of consideration. The only question for the Chair 
to consider is, did he raise it in time? 

Mr. CALKINS. I had begun my argument. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not understand that the resolution reported 
by the Committee on Elections was before the House for consideration 
until it was read. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair caused the resolution to be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And at the same time I asked that the gentleman 
from New York be recognized for the conference report. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky also objected. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield in a monient for that, and if the gen- 
tleman had not interrupted me I would have been through before this 
time and his report would have been in. 

On page 10 of the report signed by the majority of the committee it 
will be found that the committee have excluded from the count all of 
the polling-places at which the supervisors of elections were interfered 
with, and one or two other places at which certain acts took place which 
the committee thought they could not and ought not to countenance. 
This, however, leaves the sitting member in his seat by a large majority, 
eix or seven thousand, and without including these polling-places. 

Now, I need not go further except to say that certainly the testimony 
of the supervisors appointed by the contestant himself shows clearly 
and conclusively that his allegations are unsustained and unsupported. 
That ought to end the case. I now yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY], and I ask 
him to give way for the conference report. 


It can; but it has not been done. 
I do it now. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I submit a report of the conrmittee of conference 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the District of Columbia | 


appropriation bill. 
The conference report was as follows: 








The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 


amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, having met, after fulland free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 25, 27, 32, 
SA, 35, 37, 47, 55, 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 81, 82, 98, 101, 113, and 114. 

‘That the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29, 30, 31, 
36, 39, 40, 41, 42. 43, 44, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 57, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 66, 67, 68, 73, 74, 75, 
77, 79, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 96, 97, 100, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 
109, 111, and 112, and agree to the same. 

That the House Seaedie bam its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15, and to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
sum p ip. said amendment insert $1,900; on page 4 in line 9 of the bill 
strike out “two” and insert“ three ;”’ and in line 10 strike out “two clerks" and 
insert “one clerk ;” and in line 11 strike out the word “each ;”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, andagree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$61,450; ’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out all after the word “ full,” in line 3, down to and in- 
cluding line 6 of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 
' Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: {n line 1 of said amendment, after the word “ building,” in- 
sert “ by the commissioners of the District ;'’ and in line 2 after the word * be,” 
insert “ prepared by the inspector of buildings and;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 

nt as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 

“$10,000, $5,000 of which shall be used for building a house on the premises, 

under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Colunbia;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Am ent numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 


Amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree tothe same withanamendment | 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment | 


as follows: 
insert the followin : 

‘ And hereafter the commissioners of the District of Columbia are required to 
visit and investigate the management of all the institutions of charity within 
the District which may be appropriated for, and shal! require an itemized report 
of receiptaand expenditures to be made to them to be transmitted with their an- 
nual report to Congress.”” : 

And Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Atthe end of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment 
insert the following : 

And in case a contract can not be made at that rate the commissioners of 
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the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to substitute other illuminating 
material for the same or less price and to use so much of the 
priated as may be necessary for that purpose.”’ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed in said amendment insert $1,000." 
and the Senate agree to the same. itl 
Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagr 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same wi 


sum hereby appro- 


eement to 


inamend 

ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
“eighty;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with ar 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 


**$301,560;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disa rreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In. lieuof the sum proposed by said amendment, insert ‘'$ 
675 ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80; That the House recede from its disagreement te 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with amend. 
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert 
**$1,000;"” and on page 17, in line 15 of the bill, before the word “ dollars,” insert 
“and fifty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement te 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word “* 
insert the word “three ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its disagreement te 
the amendment of the Senate numbered %, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “ four" and 
the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagre« 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the 
ments as follows: 


>)43,- 


and 


two’ 


and insert the word “five ;" 
ment te 


same with amend 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $56,000 nad add the fok 


and 
lowing as a new paragraph 

‘For new heating apparatus for the John F. Cook school building, $2.00; for 
the Randall school building, $2,400; for the Miner school building, $3,900; for 


the Abbott school building, $3,200; 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disag 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same w 


in all, $12,000. 


reement to 
thanamend 





ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out, insert the 
following: 

“ And the time allowed for filing claims in the Court of Claims under an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against 
the District of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims te 
hear the same, and for other purposes,’ approved June 16, 1880, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended thirty days from and after theapproval of this act; and a 
claims not so presented shall be forever barred.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

J. HW. KETCHAM 
FRANK HISCOCK, 


WM. H. FORNEY, 

son the pa fe qi 

P.B. PLUMB 

F. M. COCKRELI 

IL. 8S. DAWES, 
Managers on th part of the Senate 

The accompanying statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disa 





ree 
votes of the two Houses on the District of Columbia appropriation bill subw:it 
the following written statement in explanation of the accompanying report 

As agreed upon in conference the bill is not materially changed in its general 
provisions from what it was as it passed the House; it appropriat n thea 
gregate $1,699,867.23, being an increase of $32,465 over the amount as it passed the 
House, and $4,769.19 in excess of the law for the current year, and $22,056.31 lees 


than the estimates for 1884, 
J. H. KETCHAM, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
WM. H. FORNEY 
Managers on the part of th 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to 
Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also move 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


llouse. 


report 
d that the 


SWNDRY CIVIL BILI 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as the conferees on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill Mr. Hiscock of New York, Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
of Ohio, and Mr. BLACKBURN of Kentucky. 


APPROPRIATION 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. CASWELL. I submit a report of the committee of 
on the Post-Office appropriation bill. lask that the report 
companying statement be read. 
The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows 


conference 
ind the ac 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ik 4on the 
amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriat'ons tor the 
service of the Post-Office Department forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, and 
for other purposes, having met, after a full and free conference, have agreed te 
recommend and do recommend totheir respective Houses as foilow 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendmentof the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the,same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment « ec Senate 
numbered 5, and agree tothe same with an amend: as foll Strike out 
the word “ July" in said amendment and in lieu thereof ins word “Oe 
tober;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree tothe same with an amendment os in lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert f lowing 


“ And report to Congress in December next, with the data upon which it te 
based, a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carryiifg the matls 
on railroad routes, if practicable, in order to secure the better protection of the 
interests of the Government and the adjustment of rates of compensation for 
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the service required, and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000 out of 
the appropriation for the transportation of mails for actual and necessary ex- 
penses involved, including such extra compensation as he may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of the Department for specific service rendered, which 
eum shall be immediately available." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Upon amendments numbered 2 and Sthe conference committee are unable to 
agree. 

L. B. CASWELL, 

GEO, M, ROBESON, 

bk. JOHN ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

The accompanying statement was read, as follows: 

The managers of the conference on the part of the House on the disagreeing 
wotes of the two Houses on the Post-Office appropriation bill submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the report. which is here- 
with submitted, if adopted: 

On amerfiments numbered 2 and 3 there is no agreement. 

On amendments numbered 5 and 6; Provides that the reduction of rate of post- 
age shall go into effect on and after October 1, 1883, 

On amendment numbered 11: Makes section 3 of the act read as follows: 

“Sec 3. That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to makea thorough 
investigation into the railway mail service of the United States and report to 
Oongress in December next, with the data upon which it is based, a more complete 
system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the mails on railroad routes, if 
practicable, in order to secure the better protection of the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, and the adjustment of rates of compensation for the service required ; 
and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000, out of the appropriation 
for the transportation of mails, for actual and necessary expenses involved, in- 
eluding such extra compensation as he may deem just and reasonable to officers 
of the Department for specific services rendered; which sum shall be immedi- 
ately available.” 

L. B. CASWELL, 

GEO, M. ROBESON, 

BE. JOHN ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DUNN. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin what has 
been the action of the conference as to the two items in relation to the 
fand for the special mail facilities and the regulation of the compensa- 
tion of the bond-subsidy railroads for carrying the mails ? 

Mr. CASWELL. I propose to give an explanation of the report. 

An agreement is reported on all the points on which there were dis- 
agreeing votes between the two Houses except that relating to the spe- 
eial mail facilities, $185,000, and the amendment relating to fixing the 
rate of transportation on railways. 

As to these two the committee, or a majority of the committee on the 
part of the House, I think, could easily have agreed with the committee 
on the part of the Senate and have yielded to the amendments of the 
Senate, but they were bound by the action of the House in its recent 
vote, when they submitted a report that they were unable to agree. 
They have felt it their duty to refer these questions back to the House. 
I move that the Honse agree to the conference report. I yield fora 
moment to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Robeson]. 

Mr. ROBESON. The condition of this report is just this: the con- 
ferees on the part of the House and on the part of the Senaté’agree as 
to all the questions of difference between the two Houses, except the 
two questions of the fixing of the rate of compensation for carrying the 
mails by the land-grant and bonded railways, and the $180,000 item 
ef special facilities. Upon this the Senate insist and donot yield. The 
House conferees, acting under the instruction of the House by its last 
vote upon that subject, disagree and report their disagreement to the 
House. That is about all there is of it. 

It is not worth while to discuss the question; it has been thoroughly 
discussed here over and over again. Every gentleman knows all about 
it. My own views are thoroughly known, and I do not care to re- 
express them. 

Mr. DUNN. That gives the information I desire. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [rise to make a parliamentary inquiry 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Is a motion to disagree to the conference report in 
erder? 


The SPEAKER. That is a motion that would be in order; but the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is to agree. The first ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 71, noes 48. 

So (no further count being called for) the report was agreed to. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASWELL. I now desire to inquire what is the status of the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the conference report, 
there are two of the Senate amendments upon which there is still a 
disagreement, and they are subject to a further conference. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I move that a new conference be asked. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Would it be in order to move 
that the House recede from its disagreement to one of the amendments 
and 2c to the same? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I submit that the motion better be made to include 
both amendments. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Very well; then I move that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the two amendments of the 
Senate still disagreed to and agree to the same. ; 

Mr. ROBESON. Which motion takes precedence; the motion to in- 
sist or the motion to recede? 





The SPEAKER. The motion to recede. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ROBINSON, of Massa 
| chusetts; and upon a division there were—ayes 78, noes 69. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. That is not a quorum, I believe. 
| TheSPEAKER. It is just a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 37 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. ad 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the motion be now stated distinctly, so 
that it can be understood by members of the House. i 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Massachusetis 
[Mr. Ropinson] is, that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
two amendments of the Senate which were reported as disagreed to by 
the committee of conference. : 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. Recede from its disagreement to those two amend- 
ments and agree to the same. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division of the question, and ask that, 
a vote be taken upon each amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Would it not be in order to ask for a division of 
the vote on the two amendments, so that the one in regard to special 
facilities can be voted on separately from the one on the railroad ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s inquiry is simply an abstract 
question. The House has ordered the yeas and nays on receding from 
both amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
other. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well, I withdraw my point. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the question upon 
which we are to vote be again stated. 

Mr. CASWELL. I can state in a few words what it is. One of the 
propositions upon which there is still a disagreement between the two 
Houses is that relating to the appropriation of $185,000 for the fast-mail 
service; for what is called special mail facilities. The other is the 
amendment of the Senate in relation to the proposition to limit the rate 
of compensation for transportation of mails over subsidized railroads to 
the same rate which isallowed to land-grant railroad companies. Those 
are the two amendments still pending between the two Houses, and the 
question is now upon receding from a disagreement of the House to both 
those amendments. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 117, not- 
voting 49; as follows: 


Let the vote be taken on both; let each support the 











YEAS—135. 

Aiken, Ellis, McCoid, Shultz, 
Aldrich, Errett, McCook, Smalls, 

Sarr, Evins, : McLean, Jas. 11, Smith, A. Herr 
ee, Farwell,Chas. B. Miles, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Belford, Farwell, Sewell 8. Miller, Spaulding, 
Bingham, Fisher, Money, Speer, 

Bisbee, Gibson; Moore, Spooner, 

Bliss, Grout, Morey, Stone, 
Bowman, Guenther, Morse, Strait, 

B ‘ Norcross, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Browne, Hammond, John O'Neill, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Brumm, Harmer, I 3 Townsend, Amos 
Buck, Harris, Benj. W. Parker, Tyler, 

Buckner, Hazelton, Pettibone Valentine, 
Burrows, Julius C. Heilman, Phelps, Van Aernam, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Pound, Van Horn, 
Camp, Hill, tt, Van Voorhis, 
Candler, Hiscock, Ranney, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Horr, y, Wait, 
Carpenter Houk, q Walker, 
Cassidy, Hubbell, Rice, John B. Ward 
Caswell, Humphrey, ich, Washburn, 
Chace, J Richardson, D. ?. Watson, 

Jadwin, Richardson, J.S. Webber, 
Crowley Jones, Phineas, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 
Cutts, n, Robinson, Jas. S. Williams, Chas, G. 
Dawes, Ketcham, Rosecrans, Willits, r 
Deering, Lacey, Russell, * Wise, Mo’ R. 
Dezendort, Lindsey, Scranton, Wood, Walter A. _ 
Dingley, Mackey, Shallenberger, 
Dunnell, Marsh, Shelley, 
Dwight, Mason, Sherwin, 

NAYS—I117. 

Anderson, Blount, Clardy, Cravens, 
Armfield, r, Clark, . Culberson, 
Atherton, Buchanan, Clements, Curtin, 
Atkins, Burrows, Jos. H. Co Davidson, 
Barbour, Cabell, Colerick, Davis, George R. 
Beach, Caldwell, Converse, otte, 
Belmont, Calkins, Cook, € . 
Beltazhoover Seeepen. Covington, Dibrell, 
Berry, Carl Cox, Samuel 8. Doxey, 
Bland Chapman, Cox, William R. Dunn, 
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Ermentrou Jones, James K Mutchler, Springer, 
Ford, * Kenna, Neal, Steele, 
Forney, King, Paul, Stockslager, 

peer wenn, a ee 

erson, ott, -eelle, ‘ownshend, R. W. 
Pals n, Ladd, Peirce, Tucker, 
Godshalk, Latham, Randall, Tumer, Henry G 
Gunter, Le Fevre Reese, Turner, Oscar 
Hammond, N.J. Lewis, Rice, Theron M. Urner, 
Hardy, Lynch, Ritchie, Vance, 
Harris@Henry 8. ning, Robertson, Warner, 
Haseltine, Martin, Robeson, Wellborn, 
Hatch, Matson, Ryan, Wheeler, 
Hepburn, McLane, Robt. M. Scales, Williams, Thomas 
Herbert, MeMillin, Scoville, Willis, 
Hewitt, G. W. Mills, Simonton, _ Wilson, 
Hitt, Morrison, Singleton, Jas. W. Wise, George D. 
Holman, Moulton, Singleton, Otho R. 
House, Muldrow, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Jones, Geo. W. Murch, Sparks, 
NOT VOTING—419. 
Black, Hardenbergh, Lord, Skinher, 
Blackburn, Haskell, McClure, Thomas, 
Blanchard, Herndon, McKenzie, Thompson, P. B. 
Brage Hewitt, Abram 8. McKinley, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Cornell, Hoblitzell, Mosgrove, Updegraff, 
Cullen Hoge, Nolan, Upson, 
Darrall, Hooker, Oates, West, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hubbs, Pacheco, Whitthorne, 
Dowd, Hutchins, Phister, Wood, Benjamin 
Dugro, Jorgensen, Reagan, ~ Young. 
Flower, Joyce, tice, Wm. W. 
Geddes, Kelley, Robinson, Wm. EP. 
George, Leedom, Ross, 
So the motion of Mr. RoBiINson, of Massachusetts, to recede was 


to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. Hewitt of New York. 

Mr. CoRNELL with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. THoMPsON, of Iowa, with Mr. DuGRo. 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. CULLEN with Mr. Upson. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a parliamentary question. 
action just taken pass the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had adopted a resolution for printing 10,000 
additional copies of the proceedings of the Yorktown centennial cel- 
ebration; anda resolution for printing the report of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences on sorghum sugar; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had concurred in the 
resolution of the House for printing the report of the Director of the 
Mint on the annual production of gold and silver in the United States, 
- bo resolution for printing the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
‘or 1882. 

The messagealso announced that the Senate had passed and requested 
the concurrence of the House in a joint resolution: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
to instruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &e., for the census 
reports. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, House bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of 
the board on behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the 
international exhibition of 1876; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River, near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 
State of Colorado, during the year 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held in 
the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; and 


Does not the 


A bill (H. R. 7682) to axthorize the construction of a bridge across | 


the Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri. 
The m also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 


ef the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 
Houses on the post-office appropriation bill; further insisted on its | 


amendments numbered 2 and 3, disagreed to by the House; asked a 
farther conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
PLump, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BEckK. 
MISSISSIPPI ELECTION CONTEST—BUCHANAN VS. MANNING. 
The House resumed the consideration of the report of the Committee 


en Elections on the contested-election case of Buchanan re. Manning, | 


from the second Congressional district of Mississippi. 
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| the contestant Buchanan could be declared entitled to the seat i} 
| only question raised was whether the fraud and irregularity attendin 





| 
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Mr. CALKINS. 


I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 

tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY]. © 
Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, in the case now under consideration 
there are two reports—one signed by a bare majority of the committee 
and the other submitted in behalf of a minority by one member ot the 
minority. Asa member of the committee I believe members « f the 
committee were agreed that there was no evidence in this case on which 


the election were such as to vitiate the whole election; and on this: 
tion the committee divided in opinion 
I have not examined with very great care or minuteness cither the 


majority or the minority report. I do not agree with either; I do not 
disagree with either. The gentleman who was to present this case to 
the House on behalf of the minority, the gentleman from Iowa [M1 
THOMPSON } has gone home on aecount of sickness. He hassubmitted 
a report which in justice to him I desire to publish with my remarks 
This report presents fully the case of the contestant 

I feel bound to say, from such examination of the evidence 


as | have 


made, that this case discloses a very large amount of fraud and irreeu 
larity. I think any one reading the report of the facts could very well 
come to the conclusion—that is the inclination of my own mind, al 
though I have not studied the case sufficiently to come to a decided 
conclusion—that the evidence discloses so much fraud and irrecularity 
as to prove a general scheme entered into by one party to defeat the one 
having a fair majority. Upon this point I do not wish to be understood 
as stating a definite conclusion; but such seems to be the temdency of 
the evidence; and such is the finding of the minority report, which I 
take the liberty of appending to my remarks 

Mr. W.G. Tuomrson, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the folk 
ing report 

The second Congressior il district is composed of the counties of De > Ma 
shall, Tate, Panola, La Fayette, Tallahatchie, Yalobusha, Benton, Tippah, and 
Union. 

The election for member of Congress was held on the 2d day of November, 188 
and the candidates for Congress were Thomas W. Harris (Greenbacker), George 
M. Buchanan (Republican), and Van H. Manning (Democrat 

The motion of contestant, in which he set out his grounds of contest, and the 
reply of contestee thereto, are as follows, to wit 

‘ Notice of contest 
HOLLY SPRINGS, Miss., November 23, 188 
**Colonel Van TH. MANNING 

**You will take notice that it is my intention to contest your election as a mem 
ber of Congress from the second district of Mississippi, as a result of the election 
held for the election of a member of Congress on Tuesday, November 2, 1880, in 
said district, and on the following grounds: 

“Ist. That in a portion of the counties comprising said district h persons 
were not appointed, neither was such representation given to the different po 
litical parties in said counties in the appointments of county commissioners of 


election as was designed and required by law 

“2d. That in a portion of the counties comprising | district election districts 
are abolished and other election districts established without complying with and 
in violation of law. 


ga 


“3d. sie a portion of the counties comprising said district the registration 
of voters w% not conducted as required by law, thereby depriving a large num 
ber of persons (of lawful right) of the privilege of registering and vot 


ne 

“4th. That ata lorge number of voting-places in said district, in the appoint 
ment of inspectors of election, such persons were not appointed, nor was sucl 
representation given (in making said appointments) to the different political 
parties, as was designed and required by law. 

“5th. That in several of the counties comprising said district a large number 
of persons lawfully entitled to register were refused registration, and that the 
registration and transferring of votes was discontinued many days prior to the 
time contemplated by law, thereby depriving a large number of pe s lawfully 

ort 


201 








entitled to register (or transfer) from the right of registerir insterring and 
voting ; and that ina portion of said counties the ristration ere for a 
time removed from the place designated by 1 their keepi thereby de 
priving a large number of persons (of lawful right) of the privilege of registering 
(or transferring) and voting 

“6th. That ata large number of roting-pla n said distr ny vful voters 
were not permitted to vote, their votes having been tendered and rejected by the 
inspectors of election; that such unlawful interference ard hinderance was per 
mitted and practiced (such as is specially forvidden by law) as to obsffuct and 
confuse the voters in the act of voting, or to deceive and prevent a large number 
of voters from delivering their ballots at the proper voting-places; that a large 
number of persons were permitted to vote for you who had no legal right to vot 

“7th. That at many of the voting-places United States supervisors of electior 
were not permitted to exercise the duties of their office, being prevented therefron 
by the calvin’ interference of other oflicers of election, or from other sources, ir 
violation of law, and to such an extent as to prevent their ascertaining the result 
of the election and from performing other duties required of them by law; that 
no separate lists of the names of voters were kept by the clerks of election, as was 
required by law; that the polls were not opened at the time required by law 

| were not kept open continuously from 9 a. m. till 6 p. m., as required by law, ar 

that upon the closing of the polls the counting of the vote and making up of re 
turns was not done at the voting-places, nor at the time required by law 

“8th. That at many of the voting-places | allota were received and « nted that 
were not lawful ballots in form and print; that inspectors of election rejected and 
refused to count ballots that were lawful after the same had been fully depos 
ited in the ballot-boxes; that inspec tors of election (with knowledge of the fact 

| at the time) permitted ballots to be voted that were not lawful ballots; that dur- 


ing the hours prescribed by law for voting voters were harassed apd disturbed in 


such a manner a3 to prevent their voting in a free, fair, untrammeled, and peace 
able manner. 
“Oth. That the names of a large number of legally registered voters were not 


placed upon the poll-books (by the officers whose duty it was to place said names 
on said books) used at many of the voting-places, and that in consequence thereof 
said legally registered voters were not permitted to vote, their votes being re 
fused by the inspectors of elections; said inspectors giving as a reason for such 
refusal to receive such votes that the names or the parties applying to vote were 
not on the poll-books. 

“10th. That the entire vote polled and counted and returned at a part of sai 
voting-places was unlawfully rejected and thrown out (and not counted) by the 


’ 


Ga 
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county commissioners of election on making up their returns of the total vote of 
the county. 

‘11th. That at a portion of the voting-places the ballot-boxes were not opened in 
public when the polls closed, nor was the vote counted in public, nor at the time 
required by law to be counted ; that in making up the retarns a large number of 
ballots were counted as having been cast for you, when in truth and in fact such 
ballots were cast for other persons, or were ballots placed in the boxes in a manner 
not authorized by law. 

“12th. That at many of the voting-places a much larger number of votes were 
returned as having been polled than were actually polled at said voting-places; 
that et many of the voting-places the poll-books for said places unlawfully con- 
tained the names of a large number of voters, which voters had no right to a vote 
atsuch voting-places, but resided in other election districts, and that the names of 
said voters also appeared on the poll-books of the voting-places of election districts 
to which said voters of right belonged. 

“13th. That at many voting-places the election was conducted in many respects 
in utter disregard of law and the rights of voters; that the registration- ks and 
the poll-books of a portion of the counties and election districts in said district were 
at divers and sundry times not in the custody and keeping of the proper lawfully 
constituted officers, but were on divers and sundry occasions in the care and pos- 
session of persons not lawfully entitled to such care and possession; that at a por- 
tion of the voting-places lawful ballots that were cast for me were not counted for 
me, but were (unlawfully) counted as having been cast for you, and were so re- 
turned by the officers of election; that there were a greater number of legal vot- 
ers of aaid district who voted (or who offered to register and vote) and who were 
unlawfully prevented therefrom, who desired me as their representative in Con- 
gress, than there were who desired you as their representative in Congress from 
said district. 

“Very respectfully, 
“GEO, M. BUCHANAN.” 
** Contestee's answer. 
. Captain Gro. M. BUCHANAN: 

“Sir: Lam in receipt of a notice from you dated November 23, 1880, of your in- 
tention to contest my election as a member of Congress of the 2d district of Mis- 
sissippi as a result of the election held on the 2d of November last. 

* To said notice I make the following answers, to wit: 

“First answer. Protesting against the truth of the allegations in said notice, I 
object and say that said notice is so insufficient and defective that I need not deny 
or admit the allegations thereof, for the reasons, to wit, said notice does not spec- 
ify particularly the grounds upon which you rely, and gives no reason for failing 
80 to do 

‘2d. The allegations are only conclusions of law and general averments of wrong- 
doing in some undefined portions of the district by unnamed election officials of 
precincts not specified, in unnamed counties, or by persons not named or described, 
and in places and by means not specified, and in violation of laws and the rights 
of others not designated. 

“3d. Your allegations are so vague and uncertain that I am not informed as to 
the persons or officials whom you accuse of crime, nor where committed, nor do 
you aver that such wrong-doings were not instigated by you or that they were 

nown to or acquiesced in by me, or that the result of the election was changed 
by reason of the matters set forth. 

“Second answer. Without waiving any objection to the manifold vital defocts 
of said notice, but reserving all benefit and advantage thereof, 1 deny each aud 
every ground of contest set forth in said notice, and deny each and every allega- 
tion therein contained, and aver that throughout said Congressional district a free 
and fair election was held in all respects, except that in the county of Marshall and 
other counties at every precinct divers colored voters who wished to vote for me 
for member of Congress were deterred and prevented from doing so by reason of 
the threats of personal violence and other means of intimidation used and em- 
ployed by other colored people, the neighbors of such voters, (the names of all of 
whom are unknown to me,) being instigated thereto by those that advocated your 
election, whereby I received less votes by one thousand or more than I otherwise 
would, and all such voters by means of such intimidations were induced contrary 
to their wishes not to vote at all, or to vote for you, and thereby the great majority 
of votes that I should have received more than you at said electiongyas reduced 
to the number of about five thousand two hundred and fifty. 

“Third answer. I charge and ayer that you have made the wholesale charges 
of all kinds of crimes and irregularities contained in your said notice without 
specifications of persons or places, not because you had reason to believe that any 
one of them hac. been committed to your injury, but with the deliberate purpose 
to evade the limitation of the statute, and to speculate upon any future discov- 
eries of evidence, and so you have made unlawtul, vexatious, and fraudulent use 
of the notice and process authorized by statute, and the same should be quashed 
and dismissed. 

“ Respectfully, yours, 
“VAN H. MANNING. 
‘WASHINGTON, December 20, 1880." 


It will be observed that in the beginning the contestee claimed that the notice 
of contest was insuflicient, and has insisted, for that cause, that the case should 
be dismissed. 

In whatever manner any failure of proper notice might affect the right of con- 
testant in this case (for insufliciency ot pleading), if upon examination of the facts 
in the ease it appear that the sitting member is not entitled to a seat, it is the duty 
of the committee to so report. 

It appears that the race in this district was strongly contested by three candi- 
dates, representatives of the three political parties of the country. 

ORGANIZATION OF PARTIES. 

We will first notice the evidence bearing on the organization of each of the par- 
ties in the district at the time of this eleotion. 

We would prefer to eliminate from our report all reference to the organization 
of voters by colors, but, as this question is fully developed by evidence, we can- 
not well avoid it. 

The contestee in his answer evidently relies upon the support of a large number 
of colored voters to bear out his right to a seat, and it is in his answer to notice of 
contest that the division of electors by colors is first referred to in the case. 


a have in evidence conflicting statements as to the namber of voters in the 
atrict. 


On page 393 of record the contestee 
ahetaatppl, and on page 199 is found tt 
evidence by the contestant. 

Taking the latter, and applying the general rule of one voter to every five in- 
habitants, there are 19,743 colored voters and 17,155 white voters in the district, 
showing a majority of colored voters of some 2,600; while the former shows that 
there are 19,780 white voters and 18,998 colored voters in the district. We have 
exatyived the facts and comparisons made in contestant’s brief (page 50) in rela- 
tion to the State censua, and are disposed to be governed by the United States 
census. As to manner and spirit of the canvass, it is the universal testimony 
that each party was active and zealous in its efforts to obtain a full vote, and that 
the canvass was conducted with an industry on the part of all three ies seldom 
developed in election cases. That each party made most extraordinary efforts to 


laces in evidence a recent State census of 
1© United States census for 1880, placed in 





bring every possible voter to the polls is shown all through the evidenca 
for that reason we do not deem it necessary to refer to it in detail. Nor is th 

manner in which the voters were organized and came to the polls less fully show, 
Especially is it developed in the evidence of witnesses introduced by cont..e 4 


And 


ontestant 


— this point. ;, . oa . 

ye are ¢ to give more than ordinary weight to the evidence of wi 

who vwalitionlion one not suppose] to have any special interest in the oe wa. 

controversy. We therefore submit the evidence as follows, which is fully corr ib. 

orated throughout the testimony. Seerecord, p. 19, q.9; p. 22, q. Gand q-7; p on 
.8; p.23,q.3; p.35,q.3; p.40,q.3; p. 464, q. 16; p. 445, q. 405; p. 474, witgoss Sot 

tle; p. 476, witness Matthews; p. 51, q. 3; p.2i0, witness Nunnally; p. 18 ? 

185, q. 5; p. 193, q.8; p. 56, q. 10. 

Page 205: 

*Joun 8S. Burton, being sworn according to law, testifies as follows 

‘Question 1. You have been heretofore examined in this case 

** Answer. I have. 

“Q. 2. State what your personal relations are to Mr. George M. Buchanan. ¢| ry 
contestant in this case, and what they were during the canvass of 1880: also st a 
your connection with the canvass of that period, and the position that . 
pied then to Mr. Buchanan in the canvass. 

“A. Tam a close friend to Mr. Buchanan. At the commencement of the cam 
paign I agreed to take charge of his Congressional candidacy, in which I< mployed 
speakers in the district, and employed speakers out of the district to come in j} is 
district, to make speeches for him. Aud I attended to the organization of cluly 
and to all campaign matters in which he was interested. 

“Q. 3. State, as well as you can, the manner in which the campaign was con 
dacted throughout the district on the _ of the Republicans, giving the names 
or numbers of speakers and number of speeches made, as near as you can. State 
time of commencement of canvass; also state character of Democratic and Green. 
back canvass. 

A. Our campaign was conducted very actively. The canvass commenced about 
the 15th of July, 1880. Capt. William Spears, one of the electors of the State at 
large, accompanied by Captain Buchanan, spoke at the principal county seats in 
the western part of the district. Our meetings were extensively advertised and 
largely attended. They spoke in Tallahatchie, Panola, Tate, De Soto, and Benton 
Counties. About the same time Col. R. W. Flourney, one of the State electors at 
large, commenced the canvass in the eastern part of the district, speaking at Now 
Albany. The Republican convention was held at Oxford Angust 15, when Cay 
tain Buchanan was pominated. It was avery largely attended convention; every 
county was represented with but one exception. On or about the first of Septem 
ber the canvass was renewed. Colonel Mister, elector for fifth district, J.T. Se: 
tle, elector for second district, and W. F. Frazee, alternate elector for first district, 
all came into this district and kept up the canvass incessantly until tho election 
In addition to the prominent speakers mentioned, Hon. James Hill, chairman Stito 
executive committee, Col. Thomas Hunt, United States marshal, and Maj. W. 
Gibbs, all of the very best order of Republican speakers, spent some two 
in canvassing the district; and, in addition, Captain Buchanan mate speeches 
night and day for the entire time, commencing about the 15th of September, and 
including a day or so before the election. In addition to these speakers there 
were local speakers constantly engaged in the canvass a tho time in prominent 
precincts in the district, and the canvass was conducte:t with the same activity 
and industry on which campaigns were conducted while the Republican party 
were in power in the State. Noeffort was spared by myself or Captain Buchanan, 
or his friends, to see that every vote in the Kistrict was brought out. The Dewo- 
crats did not open their campaign for some weeks after the Republicans com 
menced, and so far as my observation went their campaign was not conducted with 
as much as usual activity until toward the close of the canvass. The Greenback 
ers also made a thorough and active canvass of every part of the district. As 
near as I can approximate, there were from two hundred and fifty to three hun 
dred Republican speeches made in the district. I estimate this by the number of 
speeches and the time they occupied.” 

Page 331: 

“'W. S. FEATHERSTON, having been duly sworn, testified as follows, to wit: 

‘‘Interrogatory J]. How long have you lived in the State of Mississippi and the 
county of Marshall? What official positions have you held, if any? 

“Answer. Forty years in the State of Mississi ri and twenty-three in the county 
of Marshall. I have been a member of the Logie ture and a member of Congress 
in the House of Representatives. 

“Int. 2. Whatis your acquaintance with the people of Marshall County ; exten 
sive or otherwise? 

“A. My acquaintance with the people of Marshall County has been pretty ex 
tensive, and is now. 

‘Int. 3. What is = profession; to which political party do you belong, and 
what is your offi position in your party, and what was it during the political 
campaign of 18804 , 

“A. Tama lawyer by profession. I am a member of the Democratic party. 1 
am now, and was during the campaign of 1880, chairman of the Democratic exco- 
utive committee of Marshall County. . ‘ 

“Int. 4. What was the character of the political contest of 1880 in this Con 
= district; was it one in which little interest was manifested by both 

tepublican and Democratic parties, or otherwise? 

“A. It was an interesting campaign, and one in which both the Republican and 
Democratic and also the Greenback party took considerable interest, especially 
in Democratic and Republican parties. , 

Int. 5. What was the character of the Democratic campaign of 1880 in Marshall 
County, active or otherwise; was, or not, the Democratic party of the county 
Ceesengey organized? Which party made the most active campaign ! 

A. The Democratic campaign in Marshall County in 1880 was active and en 
thusiastic. I thought the party was well organized. ‘The Democratic party made 
the most active campaign. I am certain that it did; and in every neighborhood 
in the county we had every local committee aqneteiee that we thought was neces- 
sary to organize the party thoroughly and to bring out its full vote—such a cam 
paign as we have been in the habit of inaugurating in this county for several 
years past.” 


7, q. Ll; p 
» have you not! 


you ocen 


weeks 


200: 

“ Dr. R. J. Lyris, being duly sworn according to law, testified as follows 

“Question 1. Where do you reside? How long have you resided in Marshall 
County? State your occupation. Of what party are youa member, and to what 
extent were you engaged in the interest of your party in campaign of 1580? State 
to what extent the Greenback party of this county is composed of white or cel 
ored people, from which party it drow the most votes at last election (Democratie 
or Republican party), and to what extent from either. s-. : . 

“(Objected to by the contestee upon the ground that it is not rebutting tests: 
mony, but original.) : J 

“Answer. Ireside at Wataon P. 0., Marshall County, Miss.; lived in this count 


about eleven years; am a physician by occupation. I belong to tho Natio 
Greenback y. I took part in the canvass, actively canvassing, making 
speeches iu this county. The Greenback party in this county, to my best infor 


mation, is composed prinei, of the white people—at | four-fifths of the 
Greenback party. - wy 


“Q.2. Were you not a close personal friend of Col. T. W. Harris, the Greenback 
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candidate for Congress; and did > aa or not manage the canvass in this county for 
him, or did you not do it chiefly a 

“(Objected to on same ground as to No. 1.) 

“A. Tam aclose personal friend of said Col. T. W. Harris. I took an active part 
in his behalf, and managed his interest in the western part of the county, partica- 
larly that section where I reside. : . 

“Q 3. At or about the close of the canvass did anything occur to induce you to 
advise Colonel Harris, the Greenback candidate, to withdraw from the canvass; 
and did you or not soadvise him? And, if so, state freely and particularly the rea- 
sons for so advising him, and trom what source you received your information in- 
ducing you to give such advice. ; 

“A. Something did occur. A short while before the election, perhaps a week, I | 
had a conversation with Col. Van H. Manning, the candidate of the Democratic | 
party for Congress, in which he assured me the colored voters of the district were 
solid for Buchanan, the Republican candidate for Congress. He requested me to 
write to Col. T. W. Harris, the Greenback candidate tor Congress, that he (Colo- 
nel Harris) was ‘gone up,’ and to come home. I assured Colonel Manning that 
if his statement was correct, I would prefer that Harris would withdraw from the 
canvass. Colonel Manning said that, according to his best knowledge and judg- 
meant, his statement was correct. On that assurance, together with my personal 
knowledge of the fact that the colored voters in my neighborhood were solid for 
Buchanan, I telegraphed Col. T. W. Harris at Batesville, Miss., that his chances 
here were compromised; that the colored voters were solid for Buchanan. Colonel 
Manving brought said telegram to Holly Springs for me. He afterwards assured 
me that he sent the telegram to Colonel Harris. 

“Q. 4. Was it or was it not a fact, at the time that Colonel Manning made the 
foregoing statement to you, that he had canvassed the entire ten counties com- 
prising this Congressional district, and that the canvass absolutely closed within 


before it was received. The foregoing is substantially what occurred as I re 
member it. 

“Q. 7. What proportion of the white vote of this Congressional district are op- 
posed to the Democratic party, and what proportion of said vote would vote against 
the candidates of said party at an open, tair election, and upon ful! assurance that 
their votes would be counted as cast? 

** (Objected to as irrelevant, incompetent, and illegal.) 

a can only answer asa matter of epinion. It would depend vi mack 
upon the questions involved and what parties were engaged it 
think, however, that one-fourth or one-fifth of the white voters o 
opposed to the present policy and management of the Democratic 
cast their votes against it 


+ 
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Re-examined 

*Q. 1. State what proportion of the colered vote in this district veted the D 
ocratic ticket, and what proportion of the white vote voted the Republican ticket 
as near as you can, in numbers as to each party, as estimated from yo 
tion gained during the canvass. State fully 

“ (Objected to on ground that itis original, and not in rebuttal of anything drawn 
out on cross-examination, and as incompetent.) 

“A. I can only give an opinion in answer to this question. From all 
mation in my possession, my opinion is that ther , 
more, white votes cast for the Republican candidat . 
colored votes for the Democratic candidate. When theextraordinary efforts made 
by the Republican party had succeeded in reorganizing the colored vote, my epinion 




















a few days after said conversation referred to? 

“(same objections as before.) 

“A. He stated to me that he had made an entife canvass of the district, and 
that the statement made to me was founded on his information that he had gained 
during the canvass. This was but a few days before the election. 

“Q. 5. In your reply to question three, do you mean to refer exclusively to the 
colored race or otherwise ? 

“A. Imean the colored vote exclusively. 

“Q. 6. State to what extent, if you know, the colored vote that voted was cast 
for Buchanan, or other candidates (as applied to precincts in the western part of 
the county), at the last election. 

“A. From all information I have, it was a solid Republican vote for George M. 
Buchanan for Congress in the precincts referred to. So far as my personal knowl 
edge goes, it only refers to my own box. 

*Q. 7. To what extent is the negro vote in the district referred to Republican? 

“A. Pretty unanimous.” 

Page 214: 

“Col. THos. W. Harris, being sworn according to law, testifies as follows: 

“ Question 1. State where you reside; how long you have there resided; youroceu 
pation; how long you have pursued said occupation, and to what extent in the 
second Congressional district of Mississippi. 

“ Answer. 1 reside in Holly Springs, Miss., and have resided there since about 
the year 1850; I am a lawyer; have been upwards of thirty years, and engaged 
in the duties of my profession in several of the counties of the second Congres 
sional district since I have lived in Holly Springs; my practice has been general 
and quite extensive. 

“Q, 2. With what political party have yon been identified prior to the year 
1879! State also what oflicial position you held in said party during the year 1876, 
ard since that time. 

‘A. Iwas a member of the State executive committee of the Democratic party 
in 1877 and 1878; and also chairman of the executive committee of that party for 
the county of Marshall; and was a member of and acted with the Democratic 

arty until 1879; since which time I have been acting with the National Green- 
Pack Labor party. 

“Q. 3. Were you a candidate for office at the election November 2, 1880? If so, 
state for what oflice; if you made a canvass of the second Congressional district, 
to what extent; also state the extent of your acquaintance with the politics of 
the voters of said second Congressional district. 

“A. I was the candidate of the National Greenback Labor party for Congress 
for the second Congressional district at the election in November, 1880, and as 
such canvassed the district generally; my knowledge of the politics of the voters 
of said district is such as such a canvass would give, in connection with my long 
residence in the same, engaged in my profession, and having taken a general inter- 
est in politics since I attained my majority. 

“Q. 4. What class of persons constitute the three political parties in this district? 
State the different divisions as near as you can as to color. 

“A. A very great majority of the colored voters of the district belong to the Re- 
publican party; the white voters are divided generally between the Democratic 
and Greenback parties; colored voters who act and vote with the Democratic 
party are in my opinion very few in number; in the election of last year my ob- 
servation and information led me to believe that out of the thirty-five hundred and 
eighty-five votes reported to have been cast for the Greenback candidate for Con- 
gress in the said district there could not have been more than about one thousand 
of them colored, most of whom live in Yalabusha County; the white voters who 
act with the Republican party in said district I don’t think are at all numerous. 

“Q. 5. Have or have you not, since the election, fully and particularly informed 











is that the work done by that party was pretty thoroughly su 5 L know ¢ 
no county in the district in which the Greenback party succeeded in maintoining 
its control over the colored vote, except Ya isha n, I 1 satistied 
that some white Greenbackers had become so much it 1 in ¢ nee of 
the warfare waged :¢ nst them and their party byt ocratic party that, 
despairing of the success of their own candidate, they voted t publican 
} candidate; and further than this deponent saith n 
| “Q.2. What is the standing of the contestant, ¢ rge M. Buel i 1 his 
| party and as acitizen? 
| “A. I think his position in his party is a prominent and contro cor 
| tainly in his section of the State. Asa citizen, ho is kind, charitable, generous, 
| and public-spirited, and I know nothing to his detriment except that nee 
to what is known here as the Radical party, and that he became a ca ite for 
Congress in the last election to my detriment Asa candidate for office, | am aat 
isfied that he is considerably stronger than his party, in this co particularly 
} As a ncighbor he is equal to any man. 
| . XQ 4. You have been asked as to the stand y 1 charact of co M 
Buchanan asa politician and as a gentleman. Please state as to the character 
| and standing of Van H. Manning in both respects 
| “A. Having been three times nominated by his party as a candidate for Con 
gress, and returned as elected, is a sutlicient anawer as to the chara d stand 
| ing of Van H. Manning with his party. In all the elements of kindness, gene 
rosity, and charity he is the equal of any—infinitely too muc yfor his own il 


Witness Mahon (p. 106, record) : 
Q. 7. Do you know of a newspaper published in Holly Springs known as the 








} 

| Holly Springs ‘South’? If so, state the political party that that paper a ites 

| ‘(Question objected to and ruled out.) 

‘Q. 8 Did you or not read in the Holly n South,’ a De { 1OwWs 
paper published in Holly Springs, and published on De« b ’ 

| ing langnage: 

The South, Holly Spri Mi D 188 

BUCHANAN TO CONTEST 

} It seems to be generally believed by our exchanges that Buchanan will contest 

| for Manning's seat. If he ever gets it it will be by an utterly unserupuloua parti 
san decision by the House of Representatiy Never was there a fairer election 
in any district of the State than that of this, when Manning was elected. The 
negroes generally voted for Buchanan. The whites divided between Ma ng and 





Harris. Every man of the three parties voted as he pleased, except those whe 
voted for Buchanan, and they went asa flock, under instructions, by which they 
were easily fooled into voting for him. ‘The ballots were printed in accordance 
with the law of the State and counted Buchanan was beaten by not zetting 
votes enough—that is all. He will have to be elected at Washington, if he ever 
is. It will not be by votes of the people of Mississippi. And when Congress 
seats Buchanan the second Congressional district of Mississippi will have no rep 
resentative 

“(Question objected to and ruled out as before, and question not per nitted te 
be answered.) 

**Q. State whether or not you know the editor of the Holly Springs Sonth,' 
and his character for political intelligence; if so, state his character for political 
intelligence ? 

“A. [know Mr. Tyler when I meet him, and his character for intelligence is 
good. 

“*Q. 9. State, if you know, in what party interest that newspaper, tho Holly 
Springs ‘South,’ acted during the campaign of 1880, and what candidate for Con 
gress it advocated. 

“(Objected to by counsel for contestee as being irrelevant, and objection sus 
tained and question not permitted to be answered.) 

For reasons which will hereafter appear apparent, we have briefly referred te 
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yourself as to the number of votes you received at said election at each of the vari- = . ; = — Soni opti opens gel a a. tl “¢ = - 4 : . ° ‘ ‘ch aan oe 
ous counties and precincts in said district? Lp sonal ng ida anaah Ler Mise otra snore ape pnt gig ae galley 

“A, I have seen statements purporting to be authentic as to the number of votes | ™@?UCT 1B WAich each party 8 vote Turned oul and came to uire pols 
reported to have been cast for me, and have heard statements from friends upon the | INTIMIDATION OF COLORED VOTERS BY CONTESTANT'S FRIENDS 
ao ‘ : é , We have very carefully examined tho evidence relating to the intimidation of 

. 6. Did you witness just preceding the election a conversation between Col- | colored voters by contestant’s friends (as is allezed by contestee, in his reply te 

onel Manning, candidate for Congress, and Dr. A. M. Lyle oa the subject as to how matinn of enatest), aud do not find that the evidence discloses a sincle instance 
and for whom the colored voters of this district were going to vote! If so, state | where a colored voter was di prived of eeuttnw fom eontastes b¢ reason of threate an 
what was said between them on the subject. intimidation from anysource. Theevidence discloses the fact to be that conteatee 

( Objected to on the ground that the question is original and should have been received bat few of the votes of colored voters, and that there waa by far a larget 
asked, if at all, during the time allowed to take testimony-in-chief.) | number of white voters who voted for contestant than thet a a 5 cwstanem 

“A. Ina discussion between Colonel Manning and myself at Watson, in this | who voted for contestes. The vote as returned is stated as ipon p 3 
county, I think the night preceding the day of the election, the question arose as | of the waecnrd ; ‘ 
to a report that Dr. Lyle had abandoned me and intended to support Colonel Man-.| ag oe 
ning, and that Lyle had sent-me a dispatch suggesting my withdrawal from the | Harris, Greenbacker -.....----- . .e pers 
canvass because the colored vote of tho district had concentrated upon Captain | Bachanan, Republican Bp: 
Buchanan, the Republican candidate for Congress. Dr. Lyle was present and | Manning, Democrat stat : . ; er 
stated to the audience, in my presence and Colonel Manning's, that he (Lyle) had The evidence shows there to be about 19,700 colored voters and about 17,100 
met with Colonel Manning and was told by him to write or telegraph me that I | white voters in the district, with some 2,600 more colored % + than whites; 
had better withdraw, as the colored vote was all going for Buchanan; that he | that the colored voters are Republicans, with few exception 1 so voted (or 
(Lyle) replied such was the condition of things in his neighborhood, and that upon | made the effort to vote), as is shown to be the case also with quite a number of 
the statement made to him by Colonel Manning he had accordingly telegraphed | white voters; and that the white voters generally were divided (in am re) be 
mie at Batesville, in Panola County, that the negroes were all going tor Buchanan, | tween the Democratic anid Greenback candidates. Granting that the canvass was 


or words to that effect; that be sent me the dispatch based alone upon what Man 
ning had told him, except as to the condition of things in bis own neighborhood 
that he did not profess to know what was the condition of affairs beyond his owr 
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- | equally thorough and artive on the part of all parties, and that the voters generally 
; | came to the polls, we cannot resist the conclusion that on the day of the clection 
1 | the voting strength of contestee’s party was in a minority to the extent of 5,000 te 


neighborhood. I never received the foregoing dispatch at Batesville, having left | 6,000 voters, 
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Yet notwithstanding this evident condition of the two parties on the day of the 
election, we are confronted with a return, heretofore referred to, giving the con- 
testee a majority of some 5,300 voters. Were we to take the State census as evi- 
dence in reaching a conclusion on this point, contestee’s party would still be ina 
large minority. 

There are only 17,155 white voters in the district. The proof is clear that Har- 
ris, the Greenback candidate, received 3,585 votes, of which (not exceeding) 1,000 
were colored, leaving him 2,585 white votes. 

It is further clearly proven that quite a number of white voters did not go to 
the polls. (See evidence, Howze, p. 19; Newsom, p. 22.) 

It is further proven that contestant received a number of white votes, and yet, 
according to the returns, the contestee is credited with 15,215 votes, which is 
manifestly impossible under the circumstances. 

On the other hand, the contestant is credited with only 9,996 votes, while there 
are 19,800 colored voters in the district, who, according to the proof of contestee's 
ewn friends, were all solid for contestant, and came to the polls and voted or 
offered to vote. 

This again is a manifest impossibility. This at once throws suspicion on the 
fairness of the count, and when the whole of the election machinery was in the 
hands of contestee's friends the burden of showing the fairness of the count should 
be upon him when a reasonable doubt of fairness has been established by the 
proof. This brings us to a consideration of the evidence tending to show how this 
result was brought about (after first examining the election laws of Mississippi 
bearing on the points in controversy). 


‘ELECTION LAWS, CODE OF 1880. 


“Src, 105. The books of registration of the electors of the several election dis- 
triots in each county and the poll-books as heretofore made out shall be delivered 
by the county board of registration in each county, if not already done, to the 
clerk of the cireuit court of the county, who shall carefully preserve them as 
records of his office, and the poll-books shall be delivered in time for every elec- 
tion to the commissioners of election, and after the election shall be returned to 
said clerk. 

“The clerk of the cireuit court of each county shall register on the registration 
book of the election district of the residence of such person any one entitled to be 
registered as an elector, on his appearing before him, and taking and subscribing 
the oath required by article seven and section three of the constitution of this 
State, and printed at the top of the pages of the registration books, which sub- 
scription of the oath aforesaid shall be by the person writing his name or mark in 
the proper column of said book.” 

Section 121 of the Mississippi Code of 1880 is as follows: 

"Two months before any general election and any election of Representatives in 
Congress, and any election of elector of President and Vice-President of the United 
States, the governor and lieutenant-governor, or president of the senate if the lieu- 
tenant-governor is performing the duties of governor, or if there is no lieutenant- 
governor, and the secretary of state, or a majority of such officers, shall appoint in 
each county in this State ‘commissioners of election,’ to consist of three competent 
and suitable men, who shall not all be of the same political party, if such men of dif- 
ferent political parties can conveniently be had in the county, and who, for good 
cause, may be removed in the same manner as they are appointed. Before acting 
the said commissioners shall severally take the oath of office prescribed by the 
eonstitution and file it in the office of chancery clerk of the county, who shall »re- 
serve such oaths. While engaged in their duties the said commissioners shall be 
conservators of the peace, with all the powers and duties of such, in the county in 
which they are acting. They shall continue in office for one year unless removed 
and until successors are appointed.” 

Section 124 of the Mississippi Code of 1880 is as follows: 

*On the last Monday of October preceding a general election, and five days be- 
fore any other, the commissioners of election shall meet at the office of the clerk 
ef the circuit court of the county, and carefully revise the registration-books of 
the county and the poll-books of registration of the several precincts, and shall 
erase therefrom the names of all persons improperly thereon, or who have died, 
removed, or become disqualified as electors from any cause, and shall register the 
names of all persons illegally denied. All complaints of a denial of registration 
may be made to and be heard and decided by the commissioners of elections, who 
shall cause the books of registration to be corrected, if necessary, 80 as to show the 
names of all qualified electors in the county, and such books shall be prima facie 
evidence of the names and number of the qualified electors of the county. 

“Sere. 125. The clerk of the circuit court shall attend such commissioners, if so 
requested, and shall furnish them the books of registration and the poll-books, 
and shall render them all needed assistance of which he is capable in the perform- 
ance of the duties in revising their lists of qualified electors.’ 

Section 133 is as follows: 

* Prior to any election the said commissioners of clections shall appoint three 
persons for each election precinct to be inspectors of the election, who shall not all be 
—e& same political party, if suitable persons of different parties are to be had in the 

ction district, and if any person appointed shall fail to attend and serve, the in- 
spectors present, if any, may designate one to fill his place, and if such commis- 
sioners of election shall fail to make such appointment, and in case of failure of 
all those appointed to attend, any three qualified electors present when the polls 
shall be opened may act as inspectors.” . 

Section 136 is in the following words: 

* All elections ~ the people of this State shall be by ballot. The poll shall be 
epened at nine o'clock in the morning and be kept open until six o'clock in the even- 
ing, and no longer; and every person entitled to vote shall deliver to one of the 
inepectors, in the presence of the others, a ticket cr scroll of paper on which shall 
be written or printed the names of the persons for whom he intends to vote, 
which ticket sball be put in the ballot-box, and at the same time the clerks shall 
take down on separate lists the name of every person voting; and when the election 
shall be closed the inspectors shall publicly open the box and number the ballots, at 
the same time reading aloud the names of the persons voted for, which shall be taken 
down by said clerks in the presence of the inspectors; and if there should be two or 
more tickets rolled up together, or if any ticket shall contain the names of more 
persons for any office than such elector had a right to vote for, such ballot shall 
not be counted.” 

In brief, the circuit clerk of each county is the sole registrar of all the votera. 
The registration-books Gre records, and are required to be kept in his office. The 
registrar is required to register voters any day in the yoar that the voter may 
choose to apply for registration, and every person desiring to register is required 
to come to the county seat for that purpose, and must make oath and sign the 
registration-books. 

‘The State boanl, consisting of the governor, lieutenant-governor, gnd secretary 
of state, appoint three election commissioners for each county, who are to be se- 
lected for their competency and suitableness to discharge the duties required of 
them. They must not all be chosen from the same political party. 

These county commissioners are required to meet at the office of the registrar 
immediately preceding every election and correct the registration and poll books, 
“so ax to show the names of qualified electors in the -” The rar is 
required to assist them in the discharge of the latter duty. These comm 
appoint three inspectors to each voting-place in the county, who muat be selected 

electors suitable and petent to ‘orm duties of inspectors (count the 
voto, make out, certify the returns, &c.), and these inspectors are to be selected 
from different political parties. 





The election commissioners hold in their hands the entire election max 
their counties; they establish and abolish election precincts at will: 
the registration and poll books, erasing names therefrom as occasio 
they sit as a court to decide appeals from the circuit clerk when complaint 
made that registration is improperly refused; they appoint all election otiicor in 
their counties, including peace oflicers to preserve order at the voting-pla ee 
they receive, compute, and return the whole vote of their counties; and to exee 
cise these great powers and delicate trusts the concurrence of only two of the 
three @mumissioners is required. Will it be pretended that mea whio are utter]. 
illiterate are ‘‘ competent and switable” for so important an office, or that their a: 
| pointment is a compliance with the law in any respect? = 

Before proceeding to review the acts of the election officers, it is well enon, I 
to call attention to a circular issued by General Featherstone at an early day, 
the canvass. The importance of this circular is in the fact that General Feather. 
ston is contestee’s own witness, and is a man of national character, havine heen 
a Representative in Congress before the war, and now circuit judge in th: st ate 
of Mississippi. (See his evidence, record, p. 331.) ogi 7 

Page 334: 

“X Int. 13. Did you as chairman of the Democratic committee, and by author 
ity of the committee, issue and cause to be published the following call) which I 
here append as part of this question, marked G. M. B.? 


shinery of 
they reVise 
n demands 


iy of 


“MASS CONVENTION. 

**'There will be a mass convention of the Democrats of Marshall County at t}, 
court-house in Holly Springs, at 11 o'clock a. m., on Saturday, the 24th day of 
July, 1880, for the purpose of electing delegates to attend a district convention iy 
Water Valley, Miss., on the 11th day of August, 1880, to nominate a candidate for 
Congress. 

“* Let everybody come. 

*** Let the enemy know in the beginning that ia this campaign the Democracy wil} 
win atall hazards. . 

‘By order of the executive committee. 
| “*W.S. FEATHERSTON, Chairma) 
“* ARTHUR FANT, Secretary. 





** (Indorsed :) G. M. B.’ 


“A. The executive committee instructed the secretary to prepare and publish a 
call for the meeting indicated in the card, and the call was prepared and published 
by the secretary.” 

The foregoing may very properly be considered the initial gtep on the part of 
contestee's friends towards carrying the clection in the manné@r indicated by the 
circular. ’ 

As we have said in another Mississippi case—Lynch rs. Chalmers—decided in 
this Congress— 

‘The general doctrine in construing election statutes is, that they are to be con. 
strued liberally as to the elector, and strictly as to the officers who have duties to 
perform under them. A statute directing certain things to be done by election 
oflicers ought to be followed by them with a high degree of strictness, but dutics 
to be performed by the electors, as declared by statute, are directions merely.” 

We do not propose to discuss the great and vital importance of an impartial rey 
istration of voters where it is made a condition precedent to the exercise of the 
elective franchise, as is the case under the constitution and laws of Mississippi 


APPOINTMENT OF ELECTION OFFICERS. 

The evidence is very full that both the Republicans and Greenbackers of th 
counties challenged made every effort by petition and otherwise to secure the 
appointment of such (reasonable) number of both county commissioners ani also 
precinct inspectors as they were fairly entitled to under the law, and it is no less 
clear that their wishes were almost entirely disregarded, especially in counties 
having large Republican majorities prima facie. We submit the following brict 
of evidence on this point: 

“DE SOTO COUNTY. 

“J. F. Pratt, on page 24, testifies that ‘the county board of election commis. 
sioners was composed of two well-known Democrats and one colored man, neither 
of whom were identified with the Republican party—the colored man can neither 
write nor read writing—and that the Republican county committee endeavored to 
secure the appointment of Newson, a well-known and competent Republican, as 
commissioner, and failed.’ 

“See also testimony of Nelson, on page 37, showing ‘that an ignorant colored 
man was appointed commissioner over protest of Republicans of the county,’ 
and testimony of Anthony Mathews, the commissioner appointed, on page 28 
showing that he could not write or read writing, and knew nothing of the correct 
ness of the returns, except what was told him by the other commissioners. 


‘*LA FAYETTE COUNTY. 


“ B. P. Seruggs, an intelligent white Republican, was recommended for com 
missioner by his party friends, and a negro, ‘Thomas Jefferson, who has very 
limited education, if any, was appointed’ (see page 51). Testimony of Jefferson, 
the colored man appointed commissioner, page 71, shows that ao Republican 
recommended his appointment, and that he was appointed on recommendation of 
the chancery clerk, county treasurer, and other prominent Democrats; and that 
he was not consulted by his co-commisgioners in the appointment of election 
officers; and his evidence will show his utter unfitness for the position. The tes- 
timony of Beauland, page 211, shows that he and one R. S. McGowan were the 
two Democratic commissioners; and the testimony of E. Nunnally, page 211, shows 
the unscrupulous character of McGowan, that he said to witness that he would 
‘stuff ballot-boxes to beat the — _romed and this witness testifies that he 
would not believe McGowan on oath. 


““TALLAHATCHIE COUNTY. 


“The testimony of T. W. Turner, pages 186-7, shows that no regard was paid to 
the wishes of Republicans in appointing con:missioners; that two Democrats and 
one incompetent colored man were appointed. The Republicans desired the ap- 
pointment of Littlewort, whose character for intelligence will be shown by his 
evidence on pages 194-5. The want of educational qualifications for the position 
of commissioner is shown by the evidence of the colored commissioner himself, on 
pages 195-6, which discloses the fact that he could not read the manuscript of his 
evidence then being given. 

‘TATE COUNTY. 


“In this county, as will be seen in the evidence of Wren, on pages 172 to 174, 
two of the commissioners ——— were Democrats, and the other a Greenbacker, 
and that when Jones, the Greenback commissioner, failed to secure the appoint- 
ment of the election officers he po, left the board, saying he would have 
nothing more to do with it, and that only four of the election officers for the count 
recommended by the Republicans were appointed, and only two of them served. 
(See testimony of Shands, page 402.) 


“MARSHALL COUNTY. 


“In this county, as will be shown by the evidence of McCorkle, on pages 125 to 
125, two Democrats and one competent Republican were appointed com- 
missioners, and that the Republican commissioner on account of the dis- 
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ing his name to notices of the same, thus leaving the election to be managed by 
the two Democratic commissioners ; and on pages 336 to 339, in the testimony of 
Mr. Wallace, one of the i)emocratic commissioners, and a brother-in-law of the 
Democratic candidate for Congress, it is shown that some time in October, after 
serving a8 commissioner nearly the entire canvass, and after the work of abolishing 
and transferriny election precincts had been accomplished, Mr. Wallace also re- 
signed his office out of vonsiderations of delicacy, and his successor was after- 
wards appointed, but it does not appear that any successor was appointed to 
the Republican commissionership.” : , 

The manner in which these county commissioners performed their duty in ap- 
pointing the inspectors of election, especially in counties that were manifestly 
largely Republican, is very fairly by contestant’s counsel as follows: 

“As will be seen from the evidence of Johnson, page 231, the Greenbackers were 
not recognized as a party, and there was no pretense of appointing their men as 
election ofticers; and the one inspector pretendedly accorded to the Republicans 
was not always appointed, and when appointed was almost universally so utterly 
incompetent as to render the appointment worse than a mockery. Take for illus- 
tration the county of De Soto, where there are several thousand voters, sixteen 
yoting-places, and as a consequence ninety-nine election officers ; and of these one 
inspector appears to have been a Greenbacker (see page 244), and of the others not 
more than sixteen belonging to the parties opposing the party of contestee, and 
fourteen of them testify that they cannot read or write. Incredible as this state- 
ment may appear, it will be fully verified by the evidence on pages 10, 12, 13, 15, 28, 
32, 43, 45, 46, and 47, this being the testimony of the officers themselves. That suit- 
able Republicans and Greenbackers could be had in the election districts, and that 
efforts were made in se in person by representatives of both the opposing 
parties to have these suitable and competext men emetes, will be fully shown on 
pages 25, 27, and 231. That the appointment of intelligent Democrats, even when 
recommended by Republicans, was refused, will be seen in the evidence of Scruggs 
at ths top of page 52. y 

“Not to dwell tediously upon it, the two counties of La Fayette and Marshall 
have about the same"nuamber of election officers, belonging to the different parties 
in about the same proportion, and eleven of these in each county testify that they 
cannot either read or write. (See pages 57, 60, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 74, 92, 95, 
108, 109, 114, 116, 117, 119, 121, 125.) That suitable persons of the opposition par- 
ties could be found in theelection districts of these counties, and that earnest 
efforts were made to secure their appointment, see pages 51, 105, and 203. For 
other appointments of election officers of the same character in other counties, 
read pages 170, 185, 190, 193, 178, 187, and 174. Inthe five counties of Marshall, 
La Fayette, Tate, De Soto, and Tallahatchie, out of the small number of election 
oflicers appointed from the opposition parties, over forty of them could not read 
or write, and the three or four of them who claimed to be able to read print, upon 
being tested, were found to be deficient in that. As specimens of these officers 
thus arbritrarily appointed, read the testimony of Cezar Pegues, on page 69, where 
he testifies that he is ‘about me Sere ey of age. One of my eyes is entirely 
out; the other I cannot see good out of, and I cannot read or write’; and of Sea- 
born Clark, on page 114, where he says, ‘I can neither read or write; I cannot 
hear good out of one ear at all; I got a pin stuck in the drum of my ear.'"’ 

REGISTRATION OF VOTERS. 

The evidence shows that in the four counties of Marshall, De Soto, Panola, and 
Tallahatchie (all confessedly largely Republican counties), the county commis- 
sioners did assemble at the registrar’s office some ten days prior to the election, 
but manifestly not for the purpose of correcting the books ‘‘so as to show the 
names of atl the qualified electors of the county,” as is the plain Janguage of 
the statute, but they met there and deliberately stopped the registration of voters 
in the counties mentioned, and, not satisfied with this, went deliberately to work 
(vor what cause it is not stated) and erased from the poll and registration books 
the names of nearly 1,000 Republican voters, who had previously registered, many 
of whom swear that they had been voting for years at the precincts where they 
offered to vote at this election, and the fact that their names had been erased from 
the books was not developed until they came to the polls to vote. This is shown 
to be the case at some forty precincts in the district. (See pages record 19, 23, 24, 
27, 30, 52, 76, 80, 123, 167, 196, as to closing of registration.) 

For evidence of Republicans’ names being erased from registration and poll- 
books, and not being permitted to vote in consequence thereof, see record, page 
83, Q. 21; pp. 112, 91, 97, 94, 108, 119, 109, 111, 117, 60, 100, 28, 19, 31, 34, 12, 13, 35, 44, 25, 40, 
41, 168, 157, 178, 438, 439, 440, 447, 448, 450, 452, 453, 454, 455, 456, 462, 463, 464. 

Record, p. 24, Q.5: Witness ‘‘Pratt’’ says, State board appointed an ignorant 
colored man to represent the Republicans “who is totally ignorant,"’ and not 
identified with the party, as one of the county election commissioners. 

Record, p. 28, Y. Zand 3: This commissioner says he cannot write or read writing, 
and knew nothing of the compiling of the returns save what the Democratic mem- 
bers of the board told him. 

Record, p. 20, Q. 15: ‘“* Howze,"’ Greenbacker, proves that ‘‘ Johnson,” one of the 
Democratic commissioners, forged a poll-book and caused it to be substituted for hold- 
ing the election at Depot Boz, instead of the poll-book belonginy to that precinct (at 
Hernando). 


Record, p. 29, Q. 2: “‘Dr. W. M. Johnson” says that this election commissioner | 


admitted to him that he did make the book. 

Record, p. 233, Q. 25: This commissioner says he has no information (except hear- 
say) as to whether or not he and others are under indictment in the Federal court 
for the infraction of election laws. 

ord, p. 458, Q. 6 and 7: ‘‘ Howze”’ says he was present in court, and that this 
commissioner was present, when iris case was continued till July term, 1859. 
Record, p. 457, Q. 3: Election commissioners abolish Plumb Point precinct. 


rd, p.21,Q.19; p. 23,Q.8; p.24,Q.7; p. 27,Q. 6: Ten days prior to the elec- 


tion, the registrar refuses to register any more voters, and the books are closed 
against them for the season. ‘' Nelson” says voters were coming in every day and 
refused registration. 

Record, p 21, Q. 19: ‘‘ Howze” says (estimates) that he saw as many as 150 Re- 
publicans during that time who told him that they had applied for registration 
and were refused. 

Record, p. 23, Q. 8: ‘‘ Newsom” says, the closing of the registration at that time 
Was a source of general complaint among Republicans from all over the country, 
who camefor that purpose. That there are olege number of voters who generally 
neglect to register till just priorto election. Witness heard no Democrat complain. 


MARSHALL COUNTY. 

Record, Q. 3 and 4, p. 336: State board appoints ‘‘ Wallace,’ Manning's brother 
in-law, as one of the cownty commissioners. 

Record, Q. 4 and 5, p. 338: ‘* Wallace” is shown to have been in the habit of of. 
ficiating at elections. Claims to have acted but for a short time, but on being 
pressed (p. 338, last question) admits that he was such all the campaign. 

Record, Q. 7 to 10, p. 123: ‘‘ McCorkle,” Republican commissioner, shows that 
Wallace and Hardin, the two Democratic commissioners, held a meeting without 
advising him of it and forged his name to a circular, under which they abolished two 
pate oe and changed the location of two others, which was done without his 

»wledge or consent. 

Record, Q. 1 and 2, p. 125: McCorkle shows that he was never out of Holly 
Spring more than one day at atime at that period. (See circular referred to, 


Record, p. 76, Q. 7; p. 80, Q. 5: The county registrar closes the registration- 





| down the names of about one hundred who were refused re 


books ten days before the election and no voters are permitted to re 
that time. 

Record, p. 123, Q. 4 and 5: “McCorkle,” county commissioner, savas that they 
wore always crowded with applications for registration papers during the last few 
days prior to elections that 500 or 600 voters generally applied for registration 
within that period. : ; ; 

Record, p. 80, Q. 7: 


gister after 





Cunningham," on Wednesday before elect 


tion, says he took 
gistration, many of 
whom he accompanied to the registrar for that purpose (that ho staidat the court 
house all day for that purpose), at request of Buchanan 
LA FAYETTE COUNTY 
tecord, p. 51, Q. 4: “Scruggs” says State board appointed ignorant man as Re 
publican representative on board county commissioners over protest of Repub 
icans. 

Record, p. 71; Re-examination Q. 1, 2, and 3: Republican commissioner shows 
that he was appointed at solicitation of Democrats on.y and that no Republican 
recommended him. 

Record, p. 211, Q. 9: Shows McGowan to be a man utterly devoid of character 
McGowan was one of the Democratic commissioners of that county. 

Record, p. 60, Q. 1, 2, 3, and 4: McGowan presided as associate notary (deputy 
chancery clerk) in taking this testimony, where his own acts was directly the subject 
of investigation. ; 

Record, p. 210: ‘ Nunnally"’ says he would not believe ‘‘ McGowan” on oath 

Record, p. 70, Q. 2, 3, 4and 5: *‘Jefferson,"’ Republican commissioner, says the 
Democratic commission appointed the inspectors without consulting him, and re 
fused to appoint any one recommended by Republicans. Registration of Republi- 
cans avoided by taking registration-books to Democratic meetings and other places. 
Code Miss., Secs. 11 and 12, requires registration-books to be kept at ofice of circuits 
clerk and requires all electors desiring to register to come to the cowrt-house (clerk's 
office). The books are part of the records of his office, and are made in a statutory 
JSorm, one for each district in the county, and all persons registering are required te 
sign this book. 

Record, p. 52, Q 6: ‘‘Seruggs” 





says registration. books were taken to Demo 


cratic speaking at Stoner’s Mill the day that the Republicans had speaking at Ox 
ford. 

Record, p. 307, Q.10: Contestee’s witness Andrews" says books were taken te 
Abbeville, College Hill, Alexander's Store, and Free Springs, on more than one 


occasion. 





TALLAHATCHIE COUNTY 

Record, p. 187, . 5, 6, and 7: ‘*Tuarner”’ 
man as the Repub 
publicans. 

Record, pp. 196 and 197 ; re-examination, Q. 1, cross-examination, Q. 1 Downy," 
the Republican commissioner, shows his utter ignorance, and that he cannot read 
writing. 

Record, pp. 421 and 422, cross-examination: ‘ Sanders"’ shows that ‘‘ McAfee, 
one of the Democratic commissioners, while acting as such in L879 sent the wrong 
poll-books to several precincts by the Democratic candidates, and in consequence 
thereof they held no election at these precincts. 

NoTe.—No Republican vote was cast in this county for President or Congress 
man in 1876, by reason of wholesale destruction of Republican tickets: 

Record, p. 414: ‘* London,” cross-examination, Q. 1 and 2, on this subject 

Record, p. 421, Q. 2: ‘‘Sanders,"’ county registrar, closes the registration of 
voters five days before the election 


says State board appoints an ignorant 
ican representative as county commissioner over protest of Re 


PANOLA COUNTY. 

Record, p. 167, Q. 4: ‘ Brown,”’ commissioner, says registrar turned over tho reg 
istration books to commissioners, for revision, ten days before the election, and 
(Q. 6) says the registrar did no more registering after that time. See Q. 1, cross 
examination: Says the commissioners did some registering during that time, but 
they were only revising registration. X Q.6: Election laws, section 124, only 
authorize commissioners to register persons on appeal (where the registrar has re 
fused them registration). 

Record, p. 142, Q. 11: “ Pipkin” says books were turned over to commissioners 
ten days before the election, and (p. 143, Q. 12) the beard were trang 
during that time; that registrar helped them register one day 

Record, p. 157, Q. 3, 4, and 5: “Small” says Brown and Ruflin, the election com 
missioners, acted as inspectors, and held the election at Sardis precinct ; that neither 
of them were sworn as inspectors ; that Rugin was a voter at another precinct 
is not denied by any witness.) 





rring names 


(This 


TATE COUNTY 


Record, p. 173, Q.3: Republicans have no representative on board of election 
commissipners, but ‘‘Jones,’’ Greenbacker, is appointed 


Registration closed as against Republicans 


| Reeord, p. 398, Q. 1 and 2, cross-examination: Contestee’s witness Clifton says 
| he sent registration-books to country precincts by one ‘ Medders,"’ who is editor 
of the Democratic paper. This was just prior to the election. 

Record, p. 401, Q. 2 and 3: ‘‘Medders” accompanies ‘‘Shauds Democratic 
“elector,” to his appointments all over the county the week preceding the elec 
| tion, thus closing out all persons applying at the registrar's ofice for registration, 

where the law required the books to be kept and registration to be done, and 
| where the law required all persons to come who desired to register, from all parts 

of the county. 

It is in evidence That ‘ Johnson,” one of the Democratic election commissioners 
for ‘De Soto’’ County was convicted at the last term of the Federal court held 
at Oxford, Miss., and fined $500 for fraudulently erasing the names of voters from 
the registration and poll books of that county (at this election) (see transcript 
court record filed in case); that all three of the election commissioners for (Panola) 
county were indicted and plead guilty at the December term, 1880, of the same 
Federal court, to the charge of refusing to register voters at this election (seo 
transcript court record filed in case); that the two Democratic election commis 
sioners tor ‘‘ Marshall County” were indicted and plead guilty at the December 
term of the same court (1880) to the charge of fraudulently erasing names of voters 
from the poll-books of that county. (See printed record, page 6.) 

That C. S. Bowen, an election inspector, was tried rnd convicted at the same 
term of this court for ejecting a United States supervisor from the polls in Mar 
shall County; and 

That Seaborn Clark and N. Mims, inspectors of election, plead guilty to charge 
| of ejecting United States supervisor from the poll in Marshall County at the samo 
| term of court. (See printed record, page 6.) 
| That ‘ Maxwell,” the registrar for ‘‘ De Soto County,” is now under indictment 
| in the same court for registering voters by prory and for denying registration to 
one class of voters. (See record transcript filed.) 

We here give the evidence of G. C. Chandler, the district attorney for the north 
ern district of Mississippi, showing what seems to your committee a prevailing 
sentiment (in the second Mississippi district and adjoining districts) as to the right 
| of parties to interfere with poll books election officers, and ballot-boxes. The 
| record filed with the committee shows that a part of these election officers were per- 
| mitted to plead guilty ‘‘nolo contenders We can well imagine why a humane 
| judge should be so considerate as to permit such a plea to be entered in view of @ 

Mississippi statute affixing the penalty of disfranchisement for offenses of this kind. 
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The record, pages 382 and 387, shows that the parties from ‘‘ Marshall” County 
were defended by volunteer and able counsel, who testify that they defended these 
men without fee or reward, because they saw they thought they were being - 
euted. It is shown that three law firms of the city of Holly Springs tendered their 
services in the defense of these cases. 

Page 5: 

"G. C. CHANDLER, being sworn according to law, testifies as follows: 

Question 1, Where do you reside, and how long have you resided in the State 
of Mississippi? 

“Answer. I reside at Corinth, Miss., and I have resided constantly in the State 
the last forty-five years. 

*Q. 2. What official position do you now hold under the laws of the United 
States | ° 

*‘A. Tam United States attorney for the northern district of Mississippi. 

"Q. 3. In your official capacity as district attorney of the United States for the 
aa of the northern district of Mississippi, if to your knowledge there were any 
indictments found by the grand jury at the December term, 1880, of said court for 
violations of the election laws of the United States, state how many, for what par- 
ticular offense, in what counties, and disposition (if any) was made of such cases, 
together with the names of parties indicted. State fully and particularly. 

“A. For want of money, and on account of the failure to co-operate with the 
court on the part of some persons who should have felt an interest in enforcing 
the law, there was only a very partial investigation of the last Congressional elec- 
tion; but so far as the investigation was carried it showed almost every conceiv- 
able crime against the purity of the election. A number of indictments were 
retarned by the grand jury, and I hand you the following account of those where 
arresta have been made; the others are for the present private. 

“Q. 4. State, if youknow, from your information as district attorney, whether or 
not there were other violations of the election laws of the United States, and laws 
of the State of Mississippi, in said district, committed at the election in November, 
1880 ; and if yea, state why the grand jury failed to institute further proceedings. 
State fully and particularly your knowledge on the subject. 

“A. The grand jury did not return all the indictments the evidence before them 
warranted. They examined witnesses only from eight or nine counties, and they 
were adjourned when the funds to pay witnesses and jurors were exhausted. In 
many counties the election was conducted fairly, and in others all election laws 
State and Federal, were violated. Men of one class were registered illegally and 
ef another class refused registration. Under the State statute that authorized the 
revision of the poll-books the names of many legal voters were crossed from the 
poll-books, and intimidation and obstructing of voters, expelling United States 
supervisors, false counting, and ballot-box stuffing were all shown by the evidence 
before the grand jury to have been committed. 


"List of election cases originated at December term, 1880, of the United States dia- 
trict court of the northern district of Mississippi, where arrests have been made, 
with disposition of the same. 

“No. 1795. United States vs. M. B. Collins, Warner Matthews, Joseph E. Monroe, 

commissioners of election for Coahoma County. 
“Oharge.—Failing to return vote of the county; returning the vote of one pre- 
cinct as the entire vote of the county. 
“Plea of guilty by each defendant. 
"1802. Alonzo Gorman, A. G. Hockroeder, William Pounds, Lee County. 
“Oharge.— Obstructing voters at the polls. 
“Dismissed as to Hockroeder, and jury and verdict of guilty as to Gorman, and 
not guilty as to Pounds. 
“1788. E. L. Sykes, sheriff of Monroe County. 
*' Charge.—Threatening witness in election cases. . 
“Jury, and not guilty on plea of guilty in case No. 1790, and as the Government 
had a single witness to the threats. 
“1789. Jas. Evans, Jack Gathings, Paul Strong, Monroe County. 
“ Obstructing voters at the polls. 
* Plea of guilty as to Evans and Gathings, and dismissed 98 to Strong. 

“1790. E. L. Sykes, sheriff, Monroe County, Ben. Halliday, Jas. E. Sanders, J. 
Sandy Watkins, Woodson Watson, Jas. Evans, Ben. Bradford, Jack Gathings, 
Dr. Strewell, inspectors and clerks. 

* For ejecting United States supervisor from gaming sins. 
"Plea of guilty as to Sykes, Jas. Evans, and Jack Gathings, and dismissed as 
to the others. 

“1704. G.C, Myers, registrar, Marshall County, M.G. Hordin, J. C. Boxley, com- 

missioners, Marshall County. 
** Oharge.—Refusing to register voters. 
“Jury, and verdict of not guilty on entering plea of guilty in case 1795, by Hor- 
din and Boxley, and not guilty as to Myers. 

"1905. M. G. Hordin, J. C. Boxley, commissioners of election, Marshall County. 

** Oharge.—Fraudulently erasing names of voters from poll-books,, 

“Plea of guilty by each defendant. 

‘1771. C. S. Bowen, jr., Seaborn Clark, Nat. Muris, Dr. Dean, Marshall County 

election inspectors and clerk. 

“ Charge.—Ejecting — United States supervisor. 

“Jury, and verdict as to Bowen; plea of guilty as to Clark and Mauris, and not 

guilty as to Dean. 


1786. George Askew, Dorsey Outlaw, Green Davis, commissioners, Oktibbeha 


County. . 
“ Charge.—Refusing to keep polls open as required by law. 
“Pending. 


1772. C. S. Bowen, jr., Seaborn Clark, Marshall County inspectors of election. 
“For failure to keep mony open as required by law. 
“Jury, and verdict of not guilty on their entering a plea of guilty in No. 1771. 
“1773. T. R. Maxwell, registrar of De Soto County. 
ulently refusing to register voters. 
Pending. 


“1775. W. H. Johnston, T. A. Dodson, Anthony Matthews, De Soto County, 
commissioners of election for De Soto County. 


“For frandulently making false poll-book. 
“Jury, and verdict not guilty. . 


“1774. W. H. Johnson, T. A. Dodson, Anthony Matthews, De Soto County, 
oners of election for De Soto County. 


“For fraudulently erasing the names of voters from the poll-books. 
* Pending. 


“1776. Jas. Brooks, N. Dodds, teaqectens of elections at Hora Lake, De Soto 
County, 

* Stuffing ballot-box. v 

“ Pending. 


-to 





“1777. Jas. Brooks, N. Dodds, —S of election at Horn Lake, De Soto 


‘* Refusal to keep polls open. 
** Pending. 
“1785. Geo. Askew, Dorsey Outlaw, Green Davis, Jno. Gillmore 
sions, Oktibbeha County inspectors and clerks. : 
“ Staffing ballot-box. 
* Pending.” 
Having stated the general principles that govern our opinion, we now proceed 
to give the number of votes cast at the various precincts where frauds are show: 
have been committed, and where the election officers were either so corruptly 
or illegally appointed, or where their acts while holding the election causes such 
suspicion in our miuds as to destroy confidence in the returns. The number ~ 
votes there found to be tainted with fraud is so great as to justify the conclusion 
that the election in this case must be set aside. (For returns seo record, pages 
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MARSHALL COUNTY. 
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In making the foregoing statement we have not included the vote of many pre 
cincts where good grounds exist for their rejection, and where the election might 
be declared void upon the evidence, as at Law's Hill, Oak Grove, Bainsville, Ev 
ans's School-Honse,in Marshall County; Sprin , Sanders’s Store, Free Springs 
and Dallas precincts, in La Fayette County; Stewart's, Reynolds's, and Ingram’: 
Mill, in De Soto County ; Ross Mill and Brooklyn, in Tallahatchie County. ‘Iho 
evid of wit n relation to these p ets shows such irregularities as 
when considered in connection with the evidence generally, leads to the belie! (hat 
there was unfairness intended, if not nly practiced. 

—o to adopt the rule laid down in Donnelly vs. Washburn we would reject 
em all. 
We have selected the precincts (where the figures are given) because at every 

one of them some transparent fraud is directly proven, or the conduct of the ele: 

tion officers has been such as to so becloud them with suspicion that they are. in 
our judgment (when considered in connection with the conduct of this whole elec 
tion), unworthy to be considered as election returns. 


YALOBUSHA COUNTY. 


As to the condition of affairs that prevailed in this county, we here sulmit th: 
evidenceof A. T. Wimberly, chairman of the Greenback State executive committee. 
The returns from this county ( 392) gives contestant only 81 votes, while con 
testee has 1,120 votes, while the census (p. 293) shows there to be some 1,540 
colored voters in the county. It does not seem, from this evidence, that those 
who deemed it necessary to carry the election “at all rds” were either re 
specters of persons or political parties, or were at all choice in their methods of 
bringing about the result, and we can easily conceive how timid colored voters 
would shrink from contact with such a state of war, and either stay away from 
the polls or seek refuge in the protection afforded by the Greenbackers and vote 
their ticket, if to that end. 

“A. T. WIMBERLY, being legally sworn, testified : 

“Question 1. Where do you now reside; where on the 24 November, 1880 ; how 
ve you resided where you now reside, and what are your politics ! 
“Answer. On 2d November, 1880, I resided in Coffeeville, busha County, 

iss., and have resided there since 1868. I am a Greenbacker in politics, and 
have lived in this district all my life. 
“Q. 2. Whatofficial position do 





ou hold in your in Mississippi, and what 
in the political canvass of 1880, and what is the extent = acquaintance with 
the Greenback o in this second rict! 


Congressional i 
“A. Iam chairman of the Greenback State executive committee, and was in 
1880. From my ee pee as such chairman, and my association with the 
party in convention otherwise, I am very well acquainted with my party or- 
ganization in the district. 
“Q. 3. bo part did ng in the interests of T. W. Harris, your Greenback 


“A. I not only canvassed Yalobusha County in his behalf, but also La Fayette, 
* The vote of this county is not returned by precincts. 
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personall t my time in the canvass of those counties and by correspond. 
end Porta Greenbackers all over the district dusing the canvass; worked S his 
behalf. I spent. my time, my money, and run the risk of losing my life in that 
eanvass 


‘or him. 
Q. 4. What sort of canvass did the Greenbackers make as to vigor and ag- 
veness in this the second Congressional district in the Congressional election 
’ 
ashy From my personal observation and correspondence in the district, I think 
they could not Rove made a more thorough canvass than they did. They directed 
their time and energy and what little money they had for the success of their can- 
didates. T. —- our candidate for Congress, made a thorough canvass of 
tire district. 

bay 5. What was the character of your canvass in person for peaceableness and 
nietness? If any violence was done toward you or the members of your party, 

state fally and particularly all you may know on this point. — 

“A. The canvass was anything else but a peaceable one, from the beginning to 
theend. At every political meeting held in Yalobusha County, where there was 
a joint discussion between the Greenbackers and Democrats, the Democrats 
never failed to go armed not only on their own persons, but there was a commit- 
tee of boys appointed to carry arms in saddle-bags, to be used should it be neces- 

. That forced uso carry ours to defend ourselves with, and we were not 
inclined to be bulldozed and run off the track by the Democratic mob. In Coffee- 
ville, some time in the month of July or August, the Democrats advertised to 
have a ratification meeting. We were invited by one of their committee to have 
a joint discussion. We accepted the invitation, and after we had sent out run- 
pers for our crowd to come to the speaking on the following Saturday, the chairman 
of the Democratic committee, late Friday evening, about sunset, notified me, as a 
member of our committee, that they would not permit any discussion on the follow- 
ing Saturday, when it was too late for our committee to give notice to our people. 
On Saturday morning, after the crowd had gathered in on both sides, I went to 
the chairman of the mocratic committee and said to him that as there was a 
misunderstanving, or rather a refusal on their part to grant a division of time, we 
would have a speaking of our own, but that as it was their appointment we would 
let them take choice between the grove and the court-house as to where they 
should hold their meeting. He notitied me that they would hold their meeting in 
the grove. 1 at once started a little negro boy up the street ringing a bell to notify 
the Greenbackers that we would hold our meeting in the court-house. Two or 
three Democrats stopped him and forbid him ringing the bell. Justafter our meet- 
ing adjourned I discovered the Democratic crowd from the grove making way up 
the street — 7. to the court-house using very insulting language against the 
Greenbackers. We passed them, and when we dispersed at the depot five or six 
ef the Democrats commenced firing on Mr. Pierson, a Greenbacker, and other 
Greenbackers, swearing that if they couldn't beat us voting they would kill us. 
This shooting resulted in the wounding of Mr. Piersonand some half dozen others, 
both Greenbackers and Democrats. On the following Monday a mob of some 300 
Democrats came to Coffeeville and sent a committee to me a second time to say 
that unless I renounced my — — I would be a dead man before mid 
night. I did not comply with their demand, nor did they put their threat into exe- 


cution. 

“*Q. 6. State the character for intelligence of the Greenback white voters of the 
district. 

“A. They are of the very best material of the merchants and farmers of the 
district; also lawyers and doctors. ° 

*Q. 7. What is the Greenback white vote of Yalobusha County? State as near 
as you can estimate. 

“A. The Greenback white vote of Yalobusha County is between 500 and 700 


Ts. 

“Q. 8 From what counties did Colonel Harris, candidate for Congress, chiefly 
receive his vote from among the colored voters given at that election? 

‘A. Colonel Harris received what colored votes he did receive at last election 
from among the colored voters in Yalobusha and Panola Counties. 

“Cross-examined: 

“X Q. 1. Did not nearly all of the colored people of Yalobusha County vote for 
T. W. Harris, November 2, 1880, for Congressman ? 

“A. Botween five and seven hundred voted for him. 


“X Q. 2. Did he not reweive a considerable colored vote in Panola County ? 
“A. From the returns and all the information I have, he did. 
“X Q. 3. Did you not have a fair election and a fair count in Yalobusha County ? 


A. So far as I know we did; we made them give it to us 
“X Q. 4. Do you know T. J. Settle, of Panola County; and is he not a prominent 
— os Republican politician, and is he not of the colored race? 
“A. Yea, sir. 
“XQ. 5. Are you not chancery clerk of Yalobusha County ? 
“A. lam. 
“A. T.. WIMBERLY.” 
Your committee would hesitate to reject the vote of any one county upon the 
evidence of a single witness, but the exceptionally high character of the witness, 
and the most extraordinary state of affairs, shown to have existed by his proof, 
as is shown by his returns on page 329, strongly incline us to the opinion that 
it should be rejected. 
FAILURE OF CLERKS OF ELECTION TO KEEP LISTS CF VOTERS. 


The willfal refusal of the clerks of election to make two lists of the voters by 
namé, as they voted (and as is required by section 136, Miss. Laws), after having 
been shown the law by supervisors (Evidence, pp. 38, 40, 42, 63, 110, 135, 159, 163, 
165, 166, 170, and 374), is a very suspicious circumstance in connection with this 
e . Itis through these lists that stuffing ballot-boxes can be easily detected; 
or if am are permitted to vote who are not entitled to vote, it will appear by 
these lists; and your committee does not forget that in the case of Lynch vs. Chal- 
mers the evidence shows that at some of the precincts in the 6th Mississippi dis- 

the county canvassing board rejected the returns and refused to count the 
vote because the clerks had failed to return the lists of voters with the ballot-boxes. 


CHANGE OF POLLING-PLACES. 


There is ep mong tending to establish the fact that some of the voting-places 
were changed just prior to the election, and that much confusion was thereby 


among the voters. Many of them were not aware of the change, and in 
some instances they did not know where the new polling-places were established. 
Just how fur this affected the resu!t of the election we are unable to tell from the 
evidence. We can, however, readily imagine how a resort to changing the polling- 
places just before an election in a county would cause such confusion and unfair- 


ness as wonld defeat the popular expression of the will of the people through the 
ballot-box. (P. 123, Q.7 to 10; par 3 to 5; p. 231, X-Q 12.) ~ 
The report made by the chairman of this committee in the case under consider- 
ation uses the f language: 
“ILLITERATE ELECTION OFFICERS. 
“ There is no donbt in our minds, from the evidence in this case, that many of 


the Republican precinct i tors were appoi ; 
pointed as such because they could 
neither read nor write. is, in our ju ent, a clear abuse of the law, and 


wi the law, which enables the opposing party to have men of 
their own selection to nu: thopelinaseuperviesrs, re weald be cteen y incline 
7 gly inclined 
rts manifest abuse of power. 








“With tickets exactly similar in all respects, or as nearly so as they can be 

printed, and on the same kind of paper, it weuld not bea hard task for election 
officers, if they were so disposed, to cheat an illiterate man, who could neither read 
nor write, both in the vote and in the count. All good people ought t 
nance and cry down evil practices of this kind. We indulge the 
not be repeated in the future.” 

We concur with the chairnian in his opinion of the abuse, but we differ from him 
in believing that the presence of the United States supervisors in any way palliated 
the offense, or took away the necessity for the application of the proper correction, 
and while we join in his hope “ that it will not be repeated in future,” we think the 
best method of securing the fulfillment of that hepe fs to take from the conspira 
tors the fruits of their ungodly work, and we cannot agree with him in the state 
ment of the reporc as follows 


o discounte- 
hope that it will 


“ DONNELLY-WASHBURN CASE 

‘*We are not willing to go as far in this case as the majority of the committe 
did in the Forty-sixth Congress in the case of Donnelly vz. Washburn. It 
there held— : 

**The very fact that in these seven precincts Mr. Donnelly had been deprived by 
the city council of Minneapolis of all representation among the oficers conducting th 
election is, in itself,a very strong proof of conspiracy and fraud.’ " ; 

We coneur in opinion with the majority in this case upon this point, because in 
the case before us there is so much additional evidence of like character, shown 
at some forty precincts, to justify the opinion that a conspiracy existed 


was 


In Donnelly vs. Washburn, Forty-sixth Congress, report No. 1791, page 25, the 
committee reject the vote of a whole county because the vote of the county waa 
canvassed by the county auditor, one justice of the peace, and judge of probate, while 
the law required the vote to be canvassed by the county auditor and two justices of 
the peace. ; 

Held, that the probate judge being ineligible under the law, the vote must be re 
jected. 

Authorities cited: Howard vs. Cooper, Thirty-sixth Congress; Jackson ve 
Wayne (Clark & Hall's Reports, p. 41); Easton vs. Scott, p 272; Sloan vs. Rawl 
cases 1871 to 1876, p. 144; Delanors. Morgan, 2 Bartlett, p. 171; Howard Cooper, 
cases 1864 to 1865, p. 252; Morgan ve. Delano. In Donnelly vs. Washburn the com 


mittee say : 

“It must be remembered that in the s cited, as decided by former Con 
gresses, the votes of townships were cast out, because the boards of election, judges, 
or the clerks thereof, were not constituted according to law. ‘This being the law as to 
mere present officers, how much more strongly does the principle apply to the case 
of acanvassing board of a county where the votes (not of one precinct alone) but 
of all the precincts of the county are involved. * * * How important, then, 
does it become that the county board of canvassers shall be conatituted in strict 
conformity with law, and that no usurpers shall be permitted to intrude into and 
control its deliberations." 

We only refer to the foregoing cases to show the action of former C 
and not for the purpose of deciding this case on rule laid down 

We think the evidence in this case so clearly establishes a conspiracy to defraud 
the electors of that district of their votes, and through which, as the proof shows, 
very many thousands were so defrauded, that we are entirely safe in basing our 
cenclusions upon this ground alone. In addition to the figures we have already 
presented by precincts, there can be no doubt from the evidence that the regis 
tration was designedly stopped by contestee’s friends, and for the part 
venting the friends of contestant from registering just prior to the election, and 
that thousands of contestant's friends were thereby deprived from registering, 
and the proof also shows that hundreds of (Republican) voters who had previously 
registered were not permitted to vote because their names had been arbitrarily or 
fraudulently erased from the poll-books of their respective precincts by the com 
missioners of elections, which fact was not discovered until these voters came to 
the polls to vote. 

In brief submitted by counsel for contestee it is argued in justitication of the 
numerous adjournments and carrying away of the ballot-boxes, that such conduct 
was authorized by the following clause in the law of Mississippi, revised code 
1880, section 126: 

“If an adjournment shall take place after the opening of the polls, and before 
all the votes shall be counted, the box shall be securely closed and locked, so aa 
to prevent the admission of anything into it during the term of adjournment, and 
the box shall be kept by one of the inspectors, and the key by another; and the 
inspector having the box shall carefully keep it, and neither unlock it nor open it 
himself, nor permit it to be done, nor permit any person to have access to it dar- 
ing the time of such adjournment 
| Itis very evident to the minds of your committee that the lawmakers of Mis 
sissippi intended that when the election opened at nine o'clock it should be kept open 
until siz o'clock in the eveniy 9g, and that the vote should be immediately counted and 
returns made, as is plainly set out in the lang 
braced in this report. We can easily imagir 
an election in case of riot, storm, or otber 
justified by section 126, but not otherwise. 


cas 


3 


meTrosses 


086 Of pre 


uage of the statute, 
a necessity for 
abnormal c« 


section 136. em 
the adjournment of 
nditions, which would be 





VOTE OF THE DISTRICT AT FORMER ELECTIONS 
| There is but little evidence on this point All the records filed with the com 
mittee tend to show that the second district is a Republican district 
that General Grant carried the counties comprising this district by 
2,625 votes in the Presidential election of 1872 

That in 1873 the regular Republican candidate for governor ¢ 
comprising this district by a majority of 1,570. 

That in 1873 the COXTESTANT in this case carried the county of Marshall by a 
majority of 1,304, while returns filed in this contest from this county give a majority 
Jor contestee 

It is developed by the proof in this case that a great majority of the votes « 
for Harris, the Greenback candidate for Congress at this election, were cast by 
| white voters who, in the years 1872, 1473, and 4474, belonged to the Democratic party 

and we are unable to conceive how (under ordinary circumstances) it was possible 
| for the district to be Democratic in the last (Presidential) election, and we can enly 
account for it by the methods so clearly proven and heretofore set out 

We hold it to be true that when public officers are shown to be corrupt men 
their acts as officers are not entitled to the same presumption of fairness extended 
to oflicers of unimpeached character, and to show the character of many ot the 
Democratic county commissioners of election and the ignorance of the Republican 
commissioners we have given extensive quotations from the ev 

Having pointed to the proof of, and which we consider the strongest possible 
circumstantial evidence of a conspiracy to staff the ballot-boxes in this district 
we now call attention to the conduct of the officers holding the election itself 
we submit herewith a brief summary of the testimony, with references to the 
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pages of the recerd where it is to be found, showing frauds as barefaced as ever 
disgraced the election of any State. 
From the open and defiant firing of cannon into Republican voters at Oxford to 


drive timid voters from the polls, the bullying of gray-haired men who were United 
States supervisors, as at Horn Lake, by youthful desperadoes with five shooters 
down to the substitution of ballots aa they were put into the box, as at Bybalia, 
and the fraudulent tally-list, asat Holly Springs, every pessible acheme anc. device 
by which ballots can be stolen or falsely counted is found to have been practiced 
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Section 136, Code of Mastestoels, 1880, is in the following words: 

“All elections a7 & people of this State shall be by ballot. The poll shall be 
opened at nine o'clock in the morning, and be kept open until siz o'clock in the even- 
ing, and no longer; and every person entitled to vote shall deliver to one of the 
inspectors, in the presence of the others, a ticket or scroll of paper, on which shall 
be written or printed the names of the persons for whom be intends to vote, which 
ticket shall be put in the ballot-box, and at the same time the clerks shall take down 
on separate lists the name of every person voting; and when the election shall be 
closed, the inspector shall publicly open the box and number the ballots, at the same 
time reading aloud the names of the persons voted for, which shall be taken down by 
said clerks in the presence of the inspectors, aud if there should be two or more tickets 
rolled up together, or if any ticket shall contain the names of more persons for an 
office than such elector had a right to vote for, such ballot shall not be counted.’ 

The law clearly required that when the election begins in the morning the work 
shall go continuously on until the votes are all counted, and the returns made out 


and signed. 
BRIEF OF EVIDENCE BY PRECINCTS. 
MARSHALL COUNTY. 
Chulahoma precinct. 

Cunningham," page 79: Was appointed United States supervisor, and was not 
permitted to act, and compelled to leave the room ; remained outside and kept tally 
of Republican votes, they voting open tickets. Three hundred and thirty-six Re- 
publicans offered to vote, of whom 35 were rejected because their names were not 
on the poll-book. Witness knew most all of them personally, and they lived in 
that voting precinct. Witness kept number of white voters, there being one hun- 
dred and sixty. 

Polls adjourned one hour for dinner, leaving the box in the room—no one in 
charge. Also adjourned when polls closed for supper, leaving no one with the 
box. Vote counted in secret. Witness was raised in that neighborhood. (S 
diagram, page 82.) Returns on page 391 show Democratic vote 241; Republican 
vote 271. 

** Wilkins,” p.118: Corroborates above, as far as he goes. 

“Clark,” p. 114: Corroborates above, as far as he goes. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘' Hancock,” p. 369: Waa invited in to witness the count 
after fifty tallies had been counted. id not see anything wrong after that time. 

**Mimes," p. 339, and ‘‘ McKee," p. 343, saw nothing wrong at the polling and 
count of votes, and say election was fair. 

Byhalia precinct. 

** Hardy,” supervisor, p. 97: Was supervisor; when vote was being polled de- 
tected Inspector Fiow exchanging ticket. 

When vote was being counted detected same officer several times taking tickets 
out of the box, and putting in other tickets. Twenty-nine persons were refused 
& vote, nearly all Kepublicans, most of whom witness ppaey knew as living 
in that precinct. Witness files list of these, page 98. Republicans spoken of 
voted open tickets. Polls adjourned for supper. 

Contestee's witness.—‘' Watson,” p. 370: Supervisor; did not discover anything 
wrong. 

West Holly Springs. 

“Benton,” p. 75: Was United States supervisor. Polls were opened and vot- 
ing continued till 6 p.m. Witness then desired the vote counted, but inspectors 
relused, and adjourned for supper. Democratic inspector, McKinney, went out 
and cane back, stating that he had consulted Colonel Manning (contestee) and 
General Featherston (chairman Democratic executive committee), and upon their 
advice they adjourned for supper. After supper the count was proceeded with, the 
door being locked, and no one admitted save the election officers. Ballots were 
all passed to witness, which he counted carefully, and also kept tally of same. 
Witness's tally-list showed that there were 50 more votes cast for Buchanan than 
the clerks had put on their tally-list, and called attention to the fact, but they 
failed to take any measures to correct it. Republican inspector refased to sign 
the returns. ‘There were 40 or 50 colored Republicans refused a vote, chiefly be- 
causp their names were not on poll-book. No white man was so refused on any 
account. These men claim to have been duly registered. Witness knew most of 
them as citizens of that election district. 

‘*Guyton," Republican inspector, p. 121: Corroborates foregoing witness as far 
as he goes, and was importuned and threatened to sign the returns, but never did 
signthem. Republican inspector at this precinct could neither read nor write. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—** Walters," p. 357: Says witness Benton did call the 
attention of election officers to the discrepancy mentioned in his testimony. 

** McKinney": Democratic inspector referred to in witness Burton's testimony 
is examined, and does not deny that Manning and Featherston advised them that 
they could adjourn for eupper, but saw nothing wrong. 

*‘McGowan,” p. 352: Thinks the election was entirely fair. 

* Williamson,” p. 356: Concurs in the opinion of witness McGowan. 

East Holly Springs. 

“ Wilkinson,” p. 91; Wassupervisor. Kept tally-list of all persons voting that 
day; tally-list was tampered with just as polls closed. Two of election officers 
were brothers-in-law to contestee, one of whom had been one of the county election 
commissioners Lill a short time before ; door was locked and public excluded when 
vote was counted; no one permitted present except election officers. Abovt 30 
persons, mostly colored (most of whom were known to witness as bel ng to 
that election district), were refused a vote; all claimed to have been reg 
but names were not on poll-book. There were sixty more ballots counted out of 
the box than there were persons voting ; witness watched polling and counting of 
votes ‘‘as close as hawk ever watched a chicken.” See diagram, p. 94; Republi- 
can inspector at this precinct could neither read nor write. 

* Harris,” p. 222: As to high character of witness Wilkinson. 

Contestee's witnesses.—J. R. Wallace, p. 355; M. F. Wallace, P. 336; McGowan, 
P: 850; McCarroll, p. 344: Two of the foregoing officers at this precinct were 

rothers-in-law to the contestee. None of these witnesses discovered anything 
wrong, and say the election was fair. 

Wall Hill precinct. 


“Jameson,” supervisor, p. 94: “No list of voters was kept ;” adjourned three- 
quarters of an hour for dinner; 27 colored Republicans applied to and could not 
Vote, names not being on poll-book ; witness — some +t of them; Republican 
inspector could not read and write. 


Contestee introduces no witnesses as to this precinct. 
Lane's Hill precinct. 
* Austin,’’ p. 126; Twelve persons were refused vote because names were not 


on poll-book. All colored but two. Witness knew that some of them resided in 
that election district. 


“ McGhee,” p. 108: About the same as the above. Republican inspector could 
not read and write. 


No witnesses for contestee at this box. 
Oak Grove precinct. 
“Wells,” p. 109: Five Republicans (voters of this district) refused vote because 
their names were not on poll-book. Republican inspector could not read or write. 
i Mount Pleasant precinct. 
“Mull,” p. 109: Was supervisor. Was tax-collector that district for ten years. 
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Clerks refused to keep list of voters, after witness showed them th 
it to be kept. Some Rfteen whites were permitted to vote whom ~ nak, Md 
know. Fourteen blacks and three whites were not permitted to vote : they we 
registered voters, but names did not appear on the ‘book. * ‘ aa 
“ Albright,” p. 119: Witness was inspector, and came to Holl 
and poll-book; box was delivered to him, but no a ag was th 
coe ht to — et —- election by a oh alker, a prominent Democratie 
politician of t recinct ; rsons were re a vote; Republi i 
eases 5 Msi “ies g es “Booar oe 
"3 .—"Baasett,” p. 375; “Howse,” p. 373; “ House.” 
Thought the election was fair. ° ” “— 


Springs afte 
it; poll-book _ 


p. 372; 
Early Grove. 
OR all p. 111; Supervisor; seven Republicans refused vote; names not on 

Contestee no witness at this box, 

Waterford precinct. 

** Lacey,” p. 112: Was supervisor; twenty-nine persons refused a vote ; 
not on li-book ; witness knew them all as residents of that election district. 
some nine of them went to Holly Springs and procured certifieates of their hay. 
ing been registered from the county registrar, and came back and presented thei 
to the officers of election, but were not then permitted to vote. 

**McKenney,” p. 125: Adjourned for dinner and box left in room; no one with 
it; Republican inspector could not read and write. 

Contestee has no witness at this precinct. 

Tudsonville precinct. 

**Boxley,” p. 115: Inspector. When polls closed all persons were ordered 
of room save election officers; Gray and Selby, intelligent Republicans, te 
permission to remain, but were ordered out, and the vote counted in secret. It 
will be observed that this inspector was the only person opposed to Democrats 
who was permi' be there, and he could neither read nor write. 

Contestee's witn :—“Gibbons,” p. 348 ; ‘‘ Mahon,” p. 388: Discovered nothing 
wrong at this precinct, and say election was fair. 

Evans's School-House precinct. 

‘*Pegnes,” p. 116: Some five Republicans were refused a vote who claimed to 
be registered. their names not on poll-book ; was a general turn-out; Republioan 
inspector could neither read nor write. 

Contestee no witnesses at this box. 


, Bainesville precinct. 
Carrington,” p. 117: Fourteen Republicans and two Democrats were refused 
a vote; names not on poll-book; all claim to be registered, many of whom witnesses 


knew as citizens of that election district; Republican inspector could neither read 
nor write. 


No witnesses for contestee. 





DE SOTO COUNTY. 
Horn Lake precinct. 


Davis," p. 31; Supervisor. Polls opened one-quarter before 10 o'clock. Ad 
journed from one-quarter before 1 till 2 o'clock. After closing of polls box was 
taken by “ Brooks,” Democratic inspector. Witness ‘don't know where to.” 
Brooks remarking, ‘By God, this belongs to me to-night.” ‘It was dark and 
rainy.” Witness went to the residence of one Holliday, and in about three quarters 
of an hour saw Brooks and Dodge, D atic i tors, come in with the box. 
When box was opened al. the tickets on top appeared to be Democratic tickets except 
five. There was much confusion, officers and bystanders preventing witness from 
seeing the box. Two Greenback tickets thrown out and not counted. About 35 
Republicans were refused a vote because their names were not on the poll-book. 
From time-wasting questions, closing polls at noon, and other delays, between 75 
and 100 Republicans went home without voting. There were also 32 Republicans 
waiting to vote when polls closed, and did not get to vote. Witness was cursed 
and abused, threatened with pistol by one Douglass during count of vote. 
There was a turn-out of voters. 

“Turner,” p. 33: Inspector. Corroborates much of ‘‘ Davis’s"' testimony ; says 
box was not sealed when Brooks took charge of it. Witness could not read or 
write. 

“McCain,” p. 464: Says adjourned about one hour. Corroborates last witness. 

Contestee’s witnesses for this precinct are ‘‘ Bowie,” p. 248; ‘‘Clinton,” p. 249; 
‘*Foster,” p. 256; “Shaw,” p. 259; ‘‘ Halbert,”’ p. 276; ** Wooldridge,” p. 280. 
These witnesses contradict contestant’s witness (Davis), and testify that they saw 
nothing wrong at the election or count. 

Hernando Court-House. 

“Dockery,” p. 28: Republican inspector. Could neither read nor write. Knows 
nothing of result of election save what others told him. Polls adjourned for dia- 
ner, one hour for supper. During adjournment box was placed in room, and 
no ope with it. Witness wanted to stay with box, but officers ted that no one 
should remain. Box was not sealed. A number of voters of long standing at the 
pee Fn not get to vote, names not being on the poll-book. e turnout of Re- 

ublicans. 
< “Pratt,” p. 25,Q.9: A large number of Republicans could not vote at the box 
because their names were not on book. ‘Bhey were voters of long standing at the 
box. A large turn-out. 

“Bell,” p. 29, Qs.5 and 6: Distributed Republican tickets at the box ; thinks 
thirty-five or forty Republicans were refused a vote ; names not on the poll-book. 
Q. 4: Was ageneralturn-outof voters. Republican inspector could neither read nor 
write. ‘ 

Contestee’s only witness at the box, “Dockery,” p. 287, corroborates much of 


above statement. 
Olive Branch precinct. 

“Hayne,” p.35: Was inspector. Between sixty and seventy Kepublicans were 
refused a vote because their names were not on the poll-book; also, quite a num- 
bor of others left, saying, “It was no use trying to vote,as so many had been re- 
fused.” Wasa genera) and full turn-out. 4 

“Haynie” (Greenbacker), p. 34; Was supervisor; says there were 56 Republi 
cans who applied and were .-T- a vote, their names not being on the book. 

“Wood,” p. 445, Qs. 4-5-6: Was president of the Republican club. Republicans 
more interested than they had been for five or six years. Saw Republicans re- 
fused a vote allday. Witness was refused there, and voted there ever since he was 
free, but could not vote; name not on book this election. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘* Pleasants,” p. 267; ‘‘ Blecker," p. 264: Does not contra 
dict evidence of contestant's witnesses. 

Oak Grove. 


“Clay,” p. 25: Supervisor; polls adjourned one hour for dinner. When polls 
closed, Yall, Democratic inspector, took the box to his house, 14 miles off, being 
accom by one Kirkland. When witness found box it was in possession of 
one Weiswaer, none of whom were inspectors, in a room with the door 
locked. They refused on first application to let witness in room, but finally let 
him in. The vote was not commaek till about ten o'clock. Seventeen Republicans 








did not get to vote; names not on book. General -out of voters. 
“Haris,” p. 45: Inspector} same testimony, and adds, the vote was counted in 
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rivate. A number of Republicans did not get to vote. General turn-out. Re- 
Le blican inspector could not read or write. 
Prontestee’s witnesses.—" Jones,” p. 274; “Kirkland,” p. 246: Admit the box was 
not sealed, at a piece of paper tacked over the hole. That Clay, supervisor, ob- 
jected to takin x to Nall’s house; but neither of them thinks that there was 
any unfairness the election. 
Hernando Depot precinct. 

“Flowze,” p. 20, Qs. 13 to 16: Supervisor ; polls opened 20 minutes before 10 o'clock. 
Poll-book used was @ forgery, made by Johnson, Democratic commissioner; 28 col- 
ored Republicans were refused a vote, names not on books. Vote not counted in 
public. Officers only permitted to be present. 

« Newson,” p. 230, Q. 9: *‘ Boone,” p. 36, Q. 3: Same. 

“ Watson,” p. 440: Could not vote ; marked dead on poll-book. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—** Johnson,” p. 253 ; “ Payne,” p. 283: Think election fair. 

Reynolds's Store. 

“Jones” (Greenbacker), p. 35: Knows every voter in the district; turn-out of 
voters larger than usual; kept list of 9 Republicans not permitted to vote; ad- 
journed one hour for dinner; has fall and particular list of every man who voted 
Democratic ticket, and only 38 so voted; but returns show 57 Democratic voters. 

“Durham,” inspector, p. 43: Eleven persons refused a vote; witness did not get 
to vote, names not being on poll-book; witness never saw or signed any returns ; 
Republican inspector could not read nor write. 

Contestec's witnesses.—** Boyce,”’ p. 238; ‘‘ Myers,” p. 288: Says, X Q. 11, that 
Durham, Republican, signed returns by making his mark, and X Q. 12, “I saw all 
the officers sign the returns,"’ while Durham testifies he never did sign them. 


Lauderdale precinct. 

“Boggan,” Greenbacker, p. 36: Supervisor. Polls were closed one hour for 
dioner. Box not sealed, and left in room with no one present, and same was done 
at adjournment for supper. General vote turned ont. 

“Williams,” p.46: Same testimony, and that some voters’ names could not be 
found on book; was a fall turn-out of Republican voters. Republican inspector 
could not read or write. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘' Laughter,” p. 234: Corroborates above (substantially). 
Knows of no colored men voting Democratic ticket at his box, and that none but 
officers of election were present at count of vote. 

_ 


Pleasant Hill precinct. 

“Todd,” Greenbacker, p. 37: Supervisor. Was appointed supervisor, but did 
not serve on account of threats and exhibition of brass knucks. Democratic friends 
advised him to leave; was busy all day distributing tickets. 

“Dockery,” p. 44: Says there were at least 75 colored voters who tendered Re- 
— tickets, and were not allowed to vote, their names not being on the poll- 

wok 


“Laughlin,” p. 455: Was president of Republican club. Knew the Republican 
voters who were refused a vote; could not see the box, nor votes put in box; might 
have seen them “if Ihad hada ladder about siz feethigh."" Witness wasthereall day ; 
shows that Dr. Gray permitted only one man to vote by making aflidavit, and re 
fused balance. Republican inspector could not read or write. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘‘ Dr. Gray,”’ p. 268: Admits that many Republicans did 
not get to vote; knows of two colored men voting Democratic tickets, but thinks 
the election was fair. 

Stewart's precinct. 


“ Albritton,” p. 39: Supervisor. No list of voters was kept; about ten persons 
did not get to vote—names not on books—and ten other Republicans whe did not 
sey (whether or not) they had duly registered and were not permitted to vote. 
No white man was refused a vote. 

“Scott,” p. 12: Republican inspector; could not read or write, and does not 
know pon ae about the result. 

No witnesses examined by contestee for this box. 


Love's Station precinct. 


“East,” p. 40: Greenback supervisor. Adjourned one hourfordinner. Box car- 
ried to Love's residence, some distance from polling place; he did not go with it; 
no list of voters was kept. Fifteen persons (mostly colored) refused to vote; 
names not en book. 

“Thomas,” p. 13: Does not know whether returns were correct or not. 

“Kast,” p. 452, X Q. 13: Thinks keyhole to box was not sealed at adjournment 
for dinner. 

Contes 


extent, and does not think the box was tampered with. 


Nesbitt’s Station. 

“Bullard,” p. 40: Thirty-four persons, including one white man, did not get to 
vote, names not b3ing on poll-book. There was a general turn-out. 

“Robinson,” p. 43: Adjourned one hour for dinner amd two hours for supper. 
Box at dinner was placed in care of one Bullard, not an oflicer of election. Box 
at supper was given in charge to Bullard and taken to dwelling for supper. 
Twenty-five or thirty Republicans who did not get to vote, names not being on 
poll-book. Republican inspector could not read or write. 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘* Bullard,” p. 295: Was not an officer of election. Box 
left in his charge at dinner for about an hour. Only knew of three colored men 
who did not go out to vote. Adjourned two hours for supper, when he took box, 
unsealed, to Marron’s residence; left box in room, no one with it (in room ad- 
pining dining-room), while eating supper. Witness helped the officers to count the 
vote. 

Louisberg precinct. 

“Bailey,” Greenbacker, p. 41: Supervisor. Polls opened about 20 minutes after 
9 o'clock; adjourned one hour for dinner and one hour for supper. Witness ob 
jected to these adjournments, but was overruled. About 12 persons could not vote 
because their names were not on poll-book. 


tee's witnesses.—‘‘ Henderson,” p. 263: Corroborates Witness East to some | 





journment 
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of one of the clerks and one supervisor. None of the election officers were Re 
publican. 

Contestee's witness.—'* Morton,"’ p. 283; ‘ Kerby,” p. 243 

Lake Cormorant precinct. 

“*MeDowell,” p. 10: Adjourned for supper, and box was taken to Wither's resi 
dence, about a mile off, and vote there counted. 

“ Butler,” p. 11: Got to Wither’s house before six o'clock: got our suppers and 
then counted the vote. There were some names, Republicans, on the poll book 
marked moved from the district, but they were allowed to vote ; 


Republican in 
apector could not read or write. 


Cockrum precinct 
‘**Gray,” p. 15: Adjourned for dinner one hour; adjourned for supper an hour 
box du ing these adjournments was taken to residence of one Baker, and there 
left in bed-room with no one in charge of it. No person was allowed to witness 
the count except election officers. Republican inspector could not read or write 
Contestee introduced no witnesses from this box. 


LA FAYETTE COUNTY. 
College Hill Precinet 
“Stockard: supervisor. No list of voters kept. Adjourned for one hour when 
rolls closed, which was opposed by witness. The ballot-box during the time was 
eft in the room where the election was held and no one waa left with it rhe 
door was locked by one Quarles (not an election officer), who took the key. There 
were two doors to the election-room (of store-house) rhe candle was left burn 
ing wien they left the room. Quarles came back and re quested witness to go back 
into the election-room with him, which he did, and Quarles blew the light out as 
they came out. In about ten minutes witness observed another light burning in the 
clection-room, which burned but a short time. There was a large turnont of Repub 
lican voters—is a large Republican box. The witness could-not see in room where 
box was during adjournment. The key-hole to box was not sealed during this ad 
Nine or ten persons were refused a vote; names not on the poll-book 
(one white man among them). 
* Buford,” p. 65: Corroborates the above as far as he gods 
specter could not read or write. 
Contestee's witness.—'* Matthews," p. 316; ‘‘ Luckie,” p. 318: All say the election 
was fairly conducted 


The Republican in 


North Oxford precinct 
The Republican inspector could not read or writs 
**Lolt,” p. 57: There was a large turn-out of Republicans. The cannon shooting 
bursted the plastering over our heads, and it fellon w.tness, cutting his face he 
election was in consequence temporarily s 
was greatly alarmed. 
Witnesses Scraggs, p. 51, and Fitzhugh, p 


uspended, and the Republican supervisor 


55, as to the terrible effeet of cannon 
shooting into voters; also Nunnally p. 210, who met crowds of voter 
Co” Lestee’s witeess Butler,”’ p. 303. 





going home 


South Oxford precinct. 
‘Kenneday p. 59: There was an adjournment for about a half lonr at the 
close of polls, and the box was placed in chaucery clerk's oflice 
‘*Hamblet,”’ supervisor, p. 60: Adjourned at 6 o'clock for an hour, and the bex 
was put in the vault in chancery clerk's office, and Brown, chancery clerk, had 
kev to oflice About 30 persons were refused a vote, their names not being on 
books. They were mostly Republicans. Witness protested against adjournment 
Republican inspector could not read or write 
Taylor's Depot precinct 
Tyson,” p. 66, Republican inspector: Adjourned fur one hour at dinner, and 
along in the evening adjourned again for an hour, then opened the polls again for 
30 or 40 minutes, when polls were closed, it being then 6 o'clock. The box rv 
mained in possession of witness during the adjournment; vote was counted with 
closed doors, and no one was allowed to be present except the election ofticers 
The Republican inspector could not read or write. 
Springdale preeinet. 

Weathersby,” p.67: Adjourned one hour for dinner, when Shipp, Democrati: 
inspector, took box to his house. The Republican inspector could not read o1 
write. Contestee introduced no witness. 

ABBEVILLE 

‘** Porter,’ supervisor, p. 100: Kept tally of Republican vote; witness also kept 
list of 36 Republicans who were not permitted to vote, names not being on poll 
book; also, 3 whites. The night was dark and rainy Adjourned for supper at 
6 o'clock ; the box, being locked and sealed, was leit in the room where election 
was held, in charge of no one. There were two rooms aml one window to the 
house. Witness says Republicans polled 207 votes; could distinguish Repnbliean 
tickets from Democratic tickets: bex waa locked but not sealed when they re 
turned to count the votes; Crosby, Democratic inspector, admitted he had been in 
there; there was a general turn-out of the Republican vote 


**McDnuff,” inspector, p. 69: Says they were counting vote when he returned 
and that box was left as stated by witness 

Porter, Republican iuspector, could not read or write 

Contestee’s witnesses ‘Porter p. 320 ‘*MeGowan p ma | Honston,”” p. 





322; *‘Graham,” p. 32 Corroborate above, and add there were ‘ 
and only 145 Democratic 
only 135 Republican, votes returned 

* Stoners p. 324; “Burkley,” p. 325: None of contestee’s witnesses discov 


ered anything wrong. MeGowan thinks everything was ‘ 


17 Republican 


Returns, p. 391, show 216 Democratic, and 


votes casi 


fair and aquare,"’ and 


| he is the witness who told witness personally that he ‘‘ would stuff a ballot box if 
| necessary to seat Republicans.” 


“Clifton,” Greenbacker, p. 42: No list of voters was kept. Was a pretty full 


turn-out of voters. Adjourned for about an hour at noon and also an hour at sup- 
or. 

“Clayton,” p.47: Corroborates above witness, and adds: At noon adjourned. 
Box was taken to the residence of one Lauderdale, and at supper by Democratic 
earrings Bailey to Louis's residence. Was good turnout of Republicans. Only 

cers of elections were admitted at the count of the vote. 

Jontestee’s witness.—''S. S. Dickey,” p. 236: Republican inspector could not 
write or read. 

Eudora precinct. 

“Buchanan,” p. 46: Polls were adjourned one hour for dinner, and box was 
a nm room near polling place, none of the oflicers remaining with it; ad- 
journed for supper, officers taking box with them, and counted vote near where 
the election was held. Republican inspector could not read or write. 


—‘*Harral,” p. 248: Corroborates above witness generally, | 


& witness. 
but thinks election was fair. 
Ingram’s Mills. 
“orton,” Democratic inspector, p. 41: No list of voters k« pt; adjourned one 
at noon, and also at close of poll; box being left at adjournment in keeping 


XIV——226 


Sander’'s Store precinct, 

‘Cezar Pegnes,” p. 69: Republican inspector. Witness is nearly blind. Polls 
adjourned one hour for dinner. Mentions other competent and suitable Republi 
cans being there who were intelligent. Republican inspector could not read o1 
write 

Free Springs preemet. 

‘\Caldwell,” p. 72: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner. Democratic inspector 
taking box to residence of one “ Houston,” and witness took poll-books. Neither 
party turned out full vote Republican inspector could not read or write 

Dallas precinet. 

“Watt,” p. 74: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner. Democratic inspector 
taking box to residence of one Langford. Box was not sealed. Vote was counted 
with closed doors. Republican inspector could not read or write. 

PANOLA COUNTY. 
Sardis precinct 
“Small,” p. 157: Was supervisor. The two county election commissioners held 


the election and are not «worn (this is nowhere contradicted). Adjourned one 


hour or more for supper, over protest of supervisor. Box is placed in vault of 


clerk's office, and who has the key is not stated. There were nineteen more tick 


| ets in the box than there were persons who voted, as shown by list kept by clerks 


ert se! 
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“ Hibernia" precinct. 

‘Greene," p. 191, supervisor: Witness remained until 
been counted up to that time; all Republicans. Mr. Ray, 
held the election. 

* Downey,” p 195: Shows that box was thrown out and not counted by county 
commissioners, and that Ray took out all books and box to hold election. 

Contestee’s witness.—'' McAfee,” p.418: Testifies that blank forms for making 
returns were sent out in all the boxes. 


Ross's Mill Precinct. 


* King.” p. 191, inspector: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner, and box was 
taken by Democratic officers to Ross's residence. Witness did not go with it. 
Contestee introduced not any witnesses at this box. 

A part of the committee find that the evidence does not satisfy their minds that 
a conspiracy existed for the purpose of defeating Contestant ; but to the minds of 
the majority this proposition is quite certainly established, and as proof of this we 
briefly call attention to a few facts shown by the evidence. By the census of 1880 
(see record, p. 199) it is shown that the six counties of Marshall, De Soto, Panola, 
La Fayette, Tallahatchie, and Tate contained a population in the aggregate as fol- 
lows 


o'clock ; 69 votes had 
ocratic inspector, 


OS ae 


79, 204 

TE ccuruinnniss vensenseters sage wane usted veteneniemead ster kiaaden oe 2, 744 
Taking the rule that one in five are voters, we have— 

Colored voters. . packs sooeee cndbvn esende Seuben WEeUes Gaveuousaeeebeees 15, #40 

White voters shiny upatte ved son aens kwOenenEnseds thokebe duh ciaeaet 10, 544 

ETE CRIED cececknnes suse ceusseisicdsuessseseedpesbucwactust 5, 206 


And it is shown bevond a doubt that five of these counties had and have large 
Republican majorities, and only one (La Fayette) which has a small Democratic 
majority; yet in these counties we find that the Kepublican majority is, prima 
Sacie, 5,296. 

The evidence shows very conclusively that there are at least as many white 
Republicans in these counties as there are black Democrats. The returns from 
these counties and others composing the district (record, page 392) show that 
Harris, the Greenback candidate, received 3,585 votes, and that most of these were 
cast by white voters, and no part of these votes were cast in either of these six 
counties except in the county of Panola, where he received about 400 votes. The 
white votes received by him in these six counties are as follows (record, page 
302): 

St RT er bdcsdes cup vectsess cosseveqsneetpesunnerss 
La Fayette County 


Soe hi0cnn sehen ndacen nes sruenenntndtiseneeeeeees 301 
EE SEE cane ncvcrecsscevevessyocushdessengnteeess suseseenssephoners 313 
i CT no céccccurwccnucgsns censghevetebobnbtebcutedensegnsban’ 17 
C66 pevebuescvpuscess atessnsedssdudbonisnbedessauedeies tabeb os 299 
ee isis vniknanes veondccquensnedaenashnsedndse s54Kusenseerdenpeers 487 
PE bidbUbh tadily paenenressecencthdekht hnsede desethssewiesibeeanenaell 1, 500 
Colored majority as stated in these six counties being ..................... 5, 296 
Deduct colored vote in Panola County ...............++++ cesses eeeee- 400 
4, 896 

Add white vote for Harris in these six counties.........................-.. 1,500 
6, 396 


By this it appears that contestee was in the minority in these six counties, 
6,396; yet in the face of this the returns (see record, page 393) give the contestee 
a majority of 2,153 votes. This state of affairs cannot but create suspicion, and 
engender a belief that the Mississippi plan succeeded. 

And your committee would state that the above is based on the evidence of con- 
testee (record, page 215) and the witness Wimberly (page 470 of record, question 
1 on cross-examination). 

It would extend this report to an unprecedented length to give in detail all the 
evidence tending strongly to prove a conspiracy to do just what was done, to wit, 
te count in the contestee at all hazards. But we briefly state that the evidence 
shows that in over fifty places the ballot-boxes were taken away, and out of the 
view of the supervisor, either at noon or after the polls were closed, and carried 
to private residences and locked in rooms and left unguarded, and the supervi- 
sors not even allowed to remain with them. All this against the carnest protest 
of the supervisors. All of these things were in direct and flagrant violation of 
law; and the evidence shows that in several instances the vote was counted in 
secret, and pot in public as the law requires. And we quote the language of our 
honorable chairman in his report: ‘The election was conducted without regard 
to fairness or common decency.” In this the majority sincerely concur. That all 
kinds of illegal and fraudulent practices were resorted to by the friends of the 
contestee in these six counties, knowing that a fall vote and fair count would, as 
he himself stated to the witness Harris, be almost solid against; and in fact the 
votes were so cast, but not so counted or returned. 

It is evident contestee and his friends had the power if they had the votes to 
earry the election honestly, and if honestly convinced that they had a majority of 
the votes, they certainly would never have resorted to the shameful frauds they 
did to count contestant out in these counties known to have large Republican ma- 
jorities. Why did they, as the evidence shows they did, close the registration of 
voters ten days before the election in these counties of De Soto, Panola, and Mar- 
shall, each with very large Republican majorities. and five days before the election 
in the Repeblican county of Tallahatchie; and why, in violation of law, close the 
registration of voters in the counties of La Fayette and Tate from a week to ten 
days before the eloction by sending the books away from the clerk's office to be 
carried around through the counties to Democratic meetings, so that Republicans 
could not register when they came to the office for that purpose, and then were 
eee 1h afterwards because, as they were informed, the time for so doing had 

sec 

Why did the governor and State board select men in these counties as commis- 
sioners to act in behalf of the Republicans who could neither read nor write (and 
the evidence shows that this class of men were selected in forty-two precincts in 
these counties), and refused to select any man designated by the Republicans, and 
also refused to appoint a Greenbacker for the false and groundless reason that there 
was no such political organization, when the evidence shows that there was a well 
organized Greenback party in each of these counties, and numbered amongst its 

lherents as intelligent men as could be found in the State? But why at the same 

me did this same board select as commissioners for the counties named, to act for 
La Fayette, and Tallahatchie, men who have been indicted and convicted of the 
crimes committed at this election, and as stated in the evidence taken in this con- 
test? And we can but conclude that these things were done in pursuance of a 
conspiracy to unite in a common purpose to cheat and defrand the contestant out 
of hia election. 

To all that the evidence discloses there is but one answer, and that is, uhat there 
was # conspiracy to do these things, and that the pu was accomplished by a 
universal disregard of all laws, and a high-handed reckless debauching of the 


4 
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and supervisors. Thirteen Republi registered ten whe could not vot 
names not on poll-book. Neal and two Democrats living m 
cinct, are allowed to vote. at another pre. 
Contestee’s witness.—** Balch,” p. 147. 
Como 


“ Jackson,” inspector, p. 168: Polls adjourned for supper. Box taken to B 
enridge's (whisky shop), and no one left with it (see mally Pp. 168) during eup 
per. itness was first officer to return from supper, and is let into the room 
(where box was left) by one “‘ Spears,” who was not an election officer. Witness 
cannot read writing. Some thirty-six persons, chiefly Republicans, could pot 
vote ; name not on poll-book. 

“Jones,” p. 159: Contirms foregoing witness as to adjournment and box; clerks 
kept no list of voters; witness saw twenty-three persons refused a vote, most}, 
Republicans ; names not on books; a number of Democrats, planters and moe; 
chants, are permitted to remain in the room all day; Republican inspectors could 
not read or write. 

“Crary,” p. 134, contestee’s witness: Was officer of election, but was not pres 
ent when count was commenced. 


Longtown precinct. 

“As. Kerv,” p. 163, supervisor: Polls adjourned for supper. Box taken of }) 
Fowler, Deupecratto inspector. Witness does not know = ae box —oy mm 
Witness and sore inspector protest ty box being removed, but ars 
overruled. No list of voters was kept. Pa could not vote on account of ad. 

urnment. Election was held at saloon of one Baily. Rough words were used 

se witness and Republican inspector insisted that box should not be re. 
moved. Vote was counted in a different house from where the election was held 

* Littlejohn,” p. 164: Witness corroborates foregoing witness as to all material 

ints. 

PY Contestee's witness.—"* Mitchell,” p. 150. 
Pleasant Grove precinct. 

“Jones,” p. 162, supervisor: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner, and box 
locked up in room and no one left with it. Witness protests against this adjourn. 
ment. 

Polls adjourned for supper one hour, and box taken by Taylor, Democratic in 
spector, to supper. “ 

Contestee’s witnesses.—‘‘ Floyd,” p. 145, “Carter,” p. 144: Say election was fair 

Springport precinct. 

‘* Loiret,” supervisor, p. 166: When polls closed adjourned for supper. Box not 
sealed, but deposited in room adjoining where election was held, and no one left 
with it. No list of voters was kept. 

Contestee’s witness.— Keaton,” p. 135. 

TATE COUNTY. 


Arkabutla precinct. 
‘*Dangerfield,” p. 180: Polls were closed one hour at noon, and box taken to 
Eason’s dwelling and locked up in a room, no one remaining with it. Also ad 
journed one hour for supper. Box taken to same place and left unguarded. Con 


testee has no witnesses. 
Independence precinct. 
“Walker,” p. 180: PoJls closed one hour for dinner. Box taken to dinner by 
Morrison, Democratic inspector. Also adjourned one and a half hours for supper, 


and box taken to supper by Powers, Democratic inspector. The inspectors at this 
precinct were all De ts. 


snocra 
Contestee has no witnesses at this precinct. 
Senatobia precinet. 

Carrington,” p. 176: Polls adjourned for one hour for dinner, and box taken 
by Waits, Democratic inspector, who carries it to his residence over protest 01 
witness. 

Contestee introduced no witness at this precinct. 


Sherrod precinet. 

* Wright,” p. 182: Was clerk of election, and testifies he was not sworn. 
adjourned one hour for dinner; box remaining in the hands of supervisor and one 
inspector. ‘T'wenty Republicans refused to vote; names not on poll-book. 

Contestee has no witness at this precinct. 

Sooxahoma precinet. 

* Briggs,” p. 179: Says polls adjourned th uarters of an hour for dinner, and 
box remained in room where elsction was held; witness and others remaining 
with it, thinking election was fair. Witness thinks election was fair. 

Taylor's precinct. 

**Haynes,” p. 175: Sapervisor. Testifies to the plan laid by the Democratic in 
spector to break up the election by refusing to hold an election or permitting any 
one else holding it, and that it was frustrated by the persistent efforts of this intel 
aa ‘weaieees This is the largest Republican box in the county. (See returns 


Polls 


‘We have not thought it necessary to make reference to evidence by precincts 
where the election seems to have been fairly conducted, and where the election 
is not challenged by contestant, and where he introduces no witnesses. 

TALLAHATCHIB COUNTY. 
Charleston precinct. 
Pollard,” p. 193: Polls opened at usual hour; adjourned for dinner for one 
hour. Box was taken by Democratic inspector to residence of one Polk ; during 


this time vote was counted privately and admission refused to every one; 29 
“ Buchanans” tickets thrown out as being too 


narrow. 
Contestee’s witnesses.—* Betts,” p. 419; “ Leigh,” p. 415; “Wynn,” p. 409; 
“ Borvoy,” p. 407: Say election count was fair. 


Brooklyn precinct. 
“Crawford,” p. 192: Was inspector; adjourned one hour for dinner and box 
taken by Democratic ins r to his boarding-house; witness did not go with it 
Contestee's witness.—" Lafrine,” p. 415: Says that the count was made with close: 


oors. 
Jenning's Store precinct. 

Contestee's witness.—* Honston,” p. 406: Polls opened between seven and eight 
o'clock, and adjourned three-quarters of an hour for dinner, Phelps, Democratic 
inspector, taking charge of box. Vote was counted with closed doors. 

Leverett's Store. 

Contestee’s witness.—" Bloodworth,” p. 410: Polls opened as ‘near six o'clock as 
we could.” Count was made with closed doors. tness says that Republicans 
usually carry this box by some 65 or 70 majority ; that there was a good turn-out, 
and that there were only 15 or 20 white voters at box. 


Dog Moor Flat precinct. 
Contestee's witness.—* Dewnan,” p. 412: Polls opened about seven o'clock and 
closed about sundown. It was a Republican box. 
. p- he county canvassers fail to makeany return of the vote of this 
county by precincts. 
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pallot-boxes, and a treacherous and inhuman trampling down of the rights of the | resentation given (in making said appointments) to the different political parties 
citizen Who dared to vote his honest convictions, if those convictitns led him to | as was designed and aired by law. 

vote any other ticket except the Democratic ticket. And the evidence shows that “Sth. That in several of the counties comprising said district a large number 
these outrages are not the result of prejudice to color, but only because of the dis- | of persons lawfully entitled to register were refused registration, aud that the 
position on the part of the Democrats of that district to carry their election against | registration and transferring of voters was discontinued many days pri 
all opposition, and by any means that will accomplish that object. : 








. r to the 
time contemplated by law, thereby depriving a large number of persons, lawfully 


entitled to register (or to transfer), from the right of registering, and transferring 
and voting; = thatina — of said counties the registration books were for a 
5 ntment of illiterate officers of election is such a manifest dis- | UM Temoved from the place designated by law for their keeping, thereby depris 

eae sd aah Oo violation of statute law as to render void the whole appoint- penal omege ae of persons (of lawful right) of the privilege of registering 

nt of election officers. One of the essential duties of county commissioners and transferring) and voting. ee =e ‘ 

ment t inspectors is to sign and certify the returns, and their duty cannot be | 6th. That at a large number of voting places in said district many lawful voters 
precine a tr 8 rson who cannot read and write. Where three | omeaee are | Were not permitted to vote, their votes having been tendered and rejected by the 

males e » HP ap necessary to perform an official duty all must wy appointed | 2SPectors of election; that such unlawful interference and hinderance was’ per 

oe <t st act, though a majority may control (see Ballard vs. Davis sone | mitted and practiced (such as is specially forbidden by law) as to obstruct and con 

Mise. Reports ; also authorities heretofore cited). Hence, the appointment of il- | Me the voters in the act of voting, or to deceive and prevent a large number 
literate ins tors and commissioners of election would vitiate the whole appoint- | of — pe delivering — ae at the proper voting places ; that a large 
ment and destroy the election. — rot persons were permitted to vote for you who had no legal right to 

Second. But we do not wish to rest our report on so technical a ground, and hence aay That : P the r places U . ! 

we hold that the appointment of illiterate inspectors and commissioners takes away aa cate oe coat nde ae ene Se oe “te anjemnscnie Dey rua 
from the return of the election officers that presumption of truth which otherwise | ) ens not permitted to exercise the duties of their office, being prevented there 

t would have, and a party claiming a seat on the return of such officers must | {'?™ by the unlawful interference of other officers of election, or trom other 
ak - the utmost pel faith in the election. sources, in violation of law, and to such an extent as to prevent their ascertain 

. Third In the case before us: Ist, the action of the governor and State board, | 224 the result of the election and from performing other duties required of them 
their refusal to allow the opposition party to name any of the election commis- . be : been ~y mee Se = bag a xt en See ee as eee 
sioners ; 2d, the same action on the part of the county commissioners, in appoiat- | ‘ - on Seay Neagle. pete * lh pov 1a A. ie Pe oan opened at the time re 

ing the precinct inspectors ; 3d, the appointment of corrupt and illiterate otticers ; te vd can a + : “ th P ey nev Sa ee ¥ from 9 a. m. to 6 p m. as rt quired 
ith, the systematic adjournments of the election without sufficient cause; Sth, the |?’ kit ating ames eas tg . as ee een ae Coe ee ae 
prematare closing of the registration books, and refusal to register Kepublican | bel ing up of retarns was not done at the voting places, nor at the time required 
voters, the erasing of names of Republican votersalready registered, and the for. | gly That at he voting places ball } } 

oar al poll-books; 6th, the failure to openly count the vote at the closing of the | "5 ss ; 1a Ae he of ™ a places - ots Were rece ived and count 1 that 
polis; 7th, the changing of polling-places ; Sth, the abandonment of ballot-boxes ee Se eee ean Oe Eas Cae Saepesteds os election rejected and 


SUMMING UP. 


or 


during adjournment, and their carrying off to private houses during adjournment ; —— to —. hepato =e were law ful after the same bad been lawfully de 
the interference with and exclusion of United States supervisors: 9th, the fact | = in the ballot I balla t ee tors of election (with knowledge of the fact 
that these practices were in counties having large Kepublican majorities are con- | 4 the time) permitted ballots to be voted that were not lawful ballots, that during 
jusive evidence of a conspiracy to defraud | the hours prescribed by law for voting voters were batassed and disturbed in 
‘ n - * . 4 | . y 2 . * aj ‘4 ,or «< " ] ly 

This being a conspiracy to defraud, there being proof of fraud at a number of | out h manner as to prevent their voting in a free, fair, untrammeled, and peaceable 
precincts, and the i literate inspectors leaving the door open to unlimited fraud, 4 lhat the names of a large number of ] Iv { Deead 
: . sing no proof by contestee of good faith in the eleeti i st be se ss ee ee are. nee Cen On Meesy FORLOTON VOLES WETS NOt 
po ag re being no proof by contestee of gooc n the election, it must be set placed upon the poll-books (by the otticers whose duty it was to place said names 
ds ss 


Among all the cases passed upon or now under consideration by your commit- | °Y ~ Lr ad ' many of the voting-places, and that in consequence the rot 
tee, we donot find such a condition of affairs as is presented in this ease “ny “ey ly registe ree : oter s were not pe rmitted to vote, their votes bein x refused 

One of the principal arguments urged in behalf of contestees in other cases from | ry t - Inspec i of ¢ “arg said inspectors giving as a reason for such 1elusal 
the South is, that the Republican party in that section is largely composed of illit- | to re« mis such votes that the names of the parties applying to vote were wot on 
erate colored voters, and that the ascendency to powerof sucha class would be not the poll-books. 


only offensive but oppressive; and that therefore the frauds committed were either | . ‘ 10th te nat — = salle — - — aprons gate padi ) —_ 
justifiable or excusable for the protection of the intelligent and property-holding | YOUNS Pitces, Was ublawiully rejected and thrown out (and not counted) by the 


classes of society ; and such argument has been used with great fore county commissioners of election on making up their returns of the tetal vote of 
: V3 are as . @ e. aie . 

In this district, however, while it appears that the colored voters are almost uni- the eee ee t ee ballot. 

versally Republicans, there is noinsigniticant portion of the party made up of white | i. he th 5 il ‘i so: ue voting piaces the ballot-boxes were not opened 
voters, men of wealth and intelligence. And those who constitute the Greenback = puoi Ms +" ‘ ‘ ~ pops “os ,o hp sombre l apg ve rel a = = _ : a 
party of thedistrict (they polling about3,600 votesat this election) ate chietly white | Tequired’ by law to De counted ; that Ig making up the retarns @ large number of 


voters, lawyers, physicians, and owners of large landed estates, many of whom, | — print — — ber ne macm cnet for ile . = m in trath aad in fact euch 
as the proof shows, were formerly leaders and held controlling positions in the ee pion Sprtoe no il 4 1er persona, or were ballots placed in the boxes in a man 
Democratic party of the district. Yet it is shown that the hostility towards the | 2*T wees — 6 Aboaggee = ee . \ Neer 
Greenbakers on the part of the Democratic party is just as bitter as against the | ie ; * at ye base oiled thas _sarateiyglipPmaee h darger number of votes were 
Yepublicans of the district, and that they are pursued with the same vindictive. | nagar ee eae tthe ~ ty so , _— Lhe “ tually polled at sald voting places 
ess ; -~ pent eee Sp —_ they are practically disfranchised are just as loud | 2 heap men pen. ap pene oe _ aes ane peo : ua ee , Ly outal ed 
as are the complaints of Republieans. Peer tanger ehebyt car! adler aie Re ae ae te 
Pamptee oe . iaaishen tn thie case we hive not been compelled to rely on the | Voting Places, but poe in — = tion distric ts, and that the names of said 
evidence of the partisan friends of contestee or contestant alone, but largely upon | voters also nang + poll oo 8 of the voting-places of election districts to 
the testimony p deog gga who are men of intelligence and high standing, | 7 th Th pe yen cote aan es the election was conducted in many t t 
as appears by their evidence. : th. Lhat: any | x place election was co eted in mi espects 
is pore Be While we are morally certain, from the general tenor of the evi i vane ery of law one rights ot pore that — registration-books a1 a 
dence before us, that the contestant was grossly defrauded in the election, and ert. eae pg ams my nl ee oes mwa — “ e' th — wae he 
at é : a 5 “ Sees et te a ¥ . a ars @ ’ “8 Th ato ane seping oO he prope hia 
= be mai = Goals ut that he could have proved ~ leat ith to & seat In fully constituted officer a, but were on divers aud sundry on 4#s810n8 ln the oe thael 
ongress, we are compelled to say that he has not made out that proof by proper | tea” : lawfull itl > 
legal evidence We know the labor, expense, and experience required to disclose posse ssion ot porseae —m — 5 —— ed to such care and possession; that at 
frauds carefally concealed, but we do not feel justified in departing from the rules — - the Lagan au a aw ful ba tots that were cast for me were not counted 
of evidence so far as to seat the contestant. We are, however, fully satistied that | 10° Me, bul were (un ye y) counted as having been cast for you, and were sore 
there was no legal election in the second district of Mississippi, and that the con- — Sharpe = =s pene ‘othe —_ wipers reg 7 r num be _ legil v sagen 
testce should not longer be permitted to retain a seat which ia covered over with ke ‘full hepsi a y ‘ie 0 2 4 ; « 10 ol ( roe Oo register an Vote), an who were up 
fraud. Therefore, we recommend the adoption of the following resolutions: SuGnny Peeventad Gheretvem, whecesised me as their Representative in Congreen, 
Resolved, That George M. Buchanan is not entitled to a seat in the Forty-seventh | than there were who wanted you as their Representative in Congress from said 








Con | district." 
_- * i 7 j j 4) Ss °} i Fig les ¢ ce ike _ ind nawe im te 
Resolved, That Van H. Manning is not entitled to a seat in the Forty-seventh | , To this notice of contest the sitting member fil ceptions and answer as ful 
Congvess from the second Congressional district of Mississippi. Owe, LOW: 
WM. G. THOMPSON | Jo said notice I make the following answer, to wit: 
nei —s ’ First answer. Ist. Protesting against the truth of the allegations in said ne 


‘ rIwc " : : . . r | tice, I object and say that said notice is so insutlicient and defective that L peed 
Mr. CALKINS. I also ask to print the report of the majority as a | jo¢ deny or admit the allegation therefor, for the reasons, to wit, said notice does 


art of my remarks, and then I propose to demand the previous ques- | not specify particularly the grounds upon which you rely and gives no reasons for 
A prom 1 E } I 
tion. failing to do so. 
V “pPAaWwPp “ee, eo i —_— ; eee fl ‘2d. The allegations are only conclusions of law and general averment eof wrong 
rhe SI FE AKER. The Chair hears no obje ction, and the mayority | doing in some undefined portions of the district, by unnamed election oflicials of 
report will be printed in the REcoRD. | precinets not specified in nunamed counties, or by persons not named or deseribed: 
y ; = {i ree and in places and by means not specified, and in violation of laws and the rights 
€ report is as follows: poh I 
| of others not designated. 
Mr. CaLkrys, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the following report: | “3d. Your allegations are so vague and nocertain that I am not informed as to 


the persons or officials whom you accuse of crimes, nor where committed, nor do 
A majority of your committee, to whom was referred the above entitled contested | you aver that such wrong doings were not instigated by you, or that they were 
election case of the second Congressional district of Mississippi, having had the | known to or acquiesced in by me, or that the result of the election was changed 
same under consideration, beg leave to report : by reason of the matter set forth. 

There Were three candidates voted for at the November election, 1880, in this | ‘‘Second anawer. Ist. Without waiving any objection to the manifold and v 
district. The returned vote from the various counties composing the district was | tal defects of said notice, but reserving all benefit and advantage thereof, L deny 
as follows; Manning, 15,255; Buchanan,9.996; Harris, 3,585. | each and every ground of contest set forth in said notice, and deny each and every 

The district is composed of Union, Tippah, Benton, Marshall, La Fayette, Yal- | allegation therein contained, and aver that throughout said Congressional district 
obusha, Panola, De Soto, Tate, and Tallahatchie Counties. a free and fair election was held in al! respects, except that in the county of Mar 

_ This contest was begun by the contestant, George M. Buchanan, against the | shall, and in other counties, at every precinct divers colored voters who wished 
sitting member, Van HH. Manning, and in his notice of contest he alleges the fol- | to vote for me for member of Congress were deterred and prevented from doing 
lowing grounds; so by reason of the threats of personal violence and other means of intimidation 

“Ist. That in a portion of the counties comprising said district such persons | used and employed by other colored people, the neighbors of such voters, th 
were not appointed, neither was such representation given to the different politi- | names of all of whom are unknown to me, being instigated thereto by those who 
cal parties in said counties, in the appointment of county commissioners 7 elec- | advocated your election, whereby I received less votes by one thousand or more 
son, 18 was designed and required by law. ’ than I otherwise would, and all such voters by means of such intimidation were 

“2d. That in a portion of the counties cow prising said district, election districts | induced contrary to their wishes not to vote at all or vote for you, and thereby the 
were abolished and other election districts established, without complying with | great majority of votes that I should have received more than you, at said ele« 
and in violation of law. i “ tion, was reduced to the number of about five thousand two hundred and fifty. 

“dd. That in a portion of the counties comprising said district the registration 


“Third answer. | charge and aver that you have made the wholesale charges of 
of voters was not conducted as required by law, thereby depriving a large number | all kinds of crime and irregularities, contained in your said notice, without speei 
ot persons (of lawful right) of the privilege of registering and voting. tications of persons or places, not because you had reason to believe that any one 

“4th. That at a large number of voting places in said district, in the appoint- | of them had been committed to your injury, but with the deliberate purpose to 


nent of inspectors of election, such persons were not appointed, nor was such rep- | evade the limitation of the statute and to speculate upon apy future discoverice 
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evidence, and so you have made unlawful, vexatious, and frandulent use of the 
notice and process authorized by statute, and the same should be quashed and 
dismissed.” 

It will be noticed that the sufficiency of the contestant’s allegations in his notice 
of contest were challenged by the contestee in the beginning, and have not been 
waived; on the contrary, the contestee has insisted that the allegations in the no- 
tice of contest were entirely insuflicient, and that the same ought to be dismissed 
for that reason. 

It becomes necessary, in the first place, to pass upon the sufliciency of the con- 
testant’s notice. The first specification relative to the representation of the dif- 
ferent political parties on the board of county commissioners of election calls in 
question the acts of the governor of the State in his appointment of the commis- 
sioners of election. 

The machinery of elections by the Mississippi code is placed in the hands of the 
governor. He appoints the county commissioners of election, who in turn ap- 
point the precinct election officers. The precinct officers make return of the vote 
cast in the different precincts to the county beard, who in turn make their report 
to the secretary of state, 

By section —— of the Mississippi election law the different political parties are 
to have representation on said board. It ought to be carried out in good faith, and 
the different political parties ought to be represented on the election board. It is 
a duty incumbent upon the executive to see that this provision of law is carried 
out. It has been found in many of the States of the Union that a provision in the 
election laws similar to this is a safeguard against frauds and ballot-box stuffing. 

The second ground alleged by the contestant is that certain election districts 
were abolished and others established without complying with and in violation of 
the law. 

This allegation is clearly insufficient, as being too vague and general. It would 
have been an easy matter to have named the precincts, and pointed out how the 
acts complained of tended to prevent a fair election. 

The third allegation is that in a portion of the counties comprising the Congres- 
sional district the registration of voters was not conducted as required by law; that 
large numbers of them were deprived of the privilege of registration. 

This allegation is likewise uncertain and vague, and wholly insuflicient. 

The fourth allegation is a repetition of the first, except that it applies to the 
precincts or voting places, and not to the counties, and need not be further noticed. 

The allegation in the fifth ground of contest is that in several of the counties 
comprising the district persons entitled to register were refused registration; that 
the registration was discontinued prior to the time contemplated by law; and that 
iu some of the counties the books were removed from the place designated by law 
during the registration ; that in consequence thereof persons were deprived of the 
right to register. 

This allegation is too general. The perticular places and the acts complained of 
should have been specifically set out. The same may be said with reference to the 
sixth allogation in the notice of contest. 

The eighth ground of contest challonges the form and print of the tickets, but it 
is not pointed out specifically in what the illegality consisted. And the ninth. tenth, 
eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth grounds of contest are open to the same objec- 
tions. 

The seventh ground of contest alleges that at many of the voting places United 
States supervisors of election were not permitted to exercise the daties of their 
office, and were prevented therefrom by unlawful interference by the other officers 
of election (we presume, State officers). This charge is general, and it does not 
specify any particular voting place in the district where these acts occurred; but, 
perhaps, if any such unlawtul interference is shown to have existed at any of the 
voting places, the committee would be justified in considering the allegation 
amended so as to make it conform to the proof, unless it were shown that thereby 
an injustice, because of the insufficiency, had accrued to the contestee. 

This disposes of each of the allegations of contest, and with the single exception 
atated, under the uniform rulings of this committee and the House, the notice of 
contest would be held clearly insuflicient. See Duffy ra. Mason, Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, and cases there cited. 

We prefer, however, not to rest our decision of this case upon the sufficiency of 
the pleadings, for if the testimony taken in the case develops the tact that the 
sitting member was not clected, it would be our duty to so report, although the 
contestant might not be entitled to his seat, having failed to comply with the law 
with respect to the suffidiency of his notice. 

If it be shown that there was an unlawful interference with the United States 
supervisors of election whereby they were prevented from discharging duties 
which are committed to their hands by the law of Congress, it would undoubtedly 
be our duty to set aside the election at such precincts. The law of Congress in 
respect to Congressional elections must be obeyed by the people, and nothing will 
tend so much to bring this government into disgrace as to allow its will to be nulli- 
fied and its officers overawed and prevented from performing their duty. One of 
the most sacred duties which this House owes to the people is to see to it that its 
laws are enforced and obeyed. The supervi«ors of election are the eyes of this 
House. Throngh them it can scrutinize every general election. Fraud of all 
kinds can be detected, and ballot-box stutling can be stamped out. 

This government is founded upon thf will of the majority. A majority is one 
more thun half. When thisis ascertained it is just as binding as if maintained 
by a larger preponderating popular expression, and for the purpose of maintain- 
ing the right of the majority toe rule, the supervisors’ law ought to be obeyed and 
enforced with scrupulous care. We now proceed to examine the supervisors of 
election appointed in this Congressional district. 


DE 8OTO COUNTY. 


W. J. Butler was examined as a witness and testifies that he was a United 
States supervisor of elections for Lake Cormorant voting-place in said county. 
His testimony is found at pages 11 and 12 of the record. e have examined his 
testimony and find no charge of fraud, intimidation, or ballot-box stufling. 

Charles Scott, one of the inspectors at that precinct, testifies that everything 
was peaceful and quiet on the day of election. (Page 13 of the record.) 

L. ©. Clay, United States supervisor of Oak Grove precinct, De Soto County, 
testifies to but one fact which is material, and that is, that there were seventeen 
colored men and one white man refused the right of voting becansethey were not 
registered. (See page 26 of the record.) 

‘elix Davis, another supervisor of election for Horne Lake precinct, De Soto 
County, testifies to but one material fact, which is that one James Brooks, a Demo- 
cratic inspector, took the ballot-box, after the ballots were closed, away with him 
and had it three-quarters of an hour out of the sight of the. eevee. when it 
turned up at Mr. Holliday's residence, some distance from the balloting place, and 
after supper preceeded to count the ballots; that the tickets on top of the box 
when opened all seemed to be Democratic tickets. During the counting, consid- 
erable confusion ensued in consequence of suspicious acts on the part of the Demo- 
cratic inspectors, and while the box was opened a good many bystanders gathered 
around it and prevented its being scrutinized by this officer. They then pro- 
ceeded to count the tickets, five at a time ; at the close of the counting it appeared 
that there were 205 Democratic tickets, 130 Republican, and no Greenback. Wit- 
ness testifies that during the counting he saw two Greenback tickets, which were 
taken from the box by a Democratic inspector and again put back in the box, but 
were not counted. He also testifies that there were 35 or rsons who offered to 
vote and were refused because they were not registered, that there were about 
75 or 100 Republicans left the polling-place without voting because of the tardiness 





with which the officers discharged their duty, and the vexatious manner 

the time was wasted in asking questions and the like. He also testifies wet 
was abused by one H. M. Douglass, one of the officers of election, for being a rad. 
ical, and threats were made against him. That there were four or five mon con. 
tinually around the box during the count ; that they were sw and exhibited 
their pistols in a threatening manner. (See pages 31 and 32 of the record.) 

Silas Turner, one of the inspectors, in a measure corroborates the testimony of 
Mr. Davis. (See page 33 of the record.) . 

C. M. Haynie, supervisor for Olive Branch precinct, De Soto County, testifies 
that 62 Republican voters were refused the right to vote they were not 
registered, and that three Democrats and three Greenbackers were likewise de. 
nied the right to vote for the same reason at that precinct. (See record, page 34.) 

J.S. B. Boone, United States supervisor at Depot box, testifies that there wer, 
30 voters at that precinct deprived of the right of voting because they were not 
registered. ( Sig = 36.) 

i. A. Albritton, Unit tates supervisor at Stewart's voting place, De Soto 
County, testifies that there were ten who were ref the right to vote because 
they were not registered, two of whom were Democrats, the others Republicans. 
(See record, re 39.) 

T. J. East, United States supervisor at Love's Station precinct, De Soto County 
testifies that there were 15 persons refused the right to vote at that precinct be. 
cause of non-registration ; about three-fourths were colored, one fourth white ; that 
the ballot-box was taken at dinner time out of his sight to Mr. Love's house, 25 
yards away from the voting place. (See record, page 40.) 

B. F. Bailey, United States supervisor for Louisburg precinct, De Soto County 
testified that the board adjourned at noon for an hour, and about an hour after th. 
polls closed. He objected to the adjournment, but they overruled him; that there 
were 12 persons refused the right to vote because they were not registered; that 
he is a Greenbacker in politics. (See record, page 42.) 

LA FAYETTE COUNTY. 


C. E. Porter, United States supervisor at Abbeville precinct, testifies that 36 por 
sons were refused the right to vote; they were all Republicans. (See record, page 
100.) . 

B. P. Scruggs testifies that he was United States deputy marshal on the 2d of 
November, 1880; that he lives in Oxford, State of Mississippi; that he was present 
at the election held there on that day ; that within twenty steps from the entrance 
of the court-house, where the voting was being carried on, Mr. Keyes, a prominent 
Democrat of that place, and a member of the board of aldermen, was in charge of 
a cannon which was being fired, and that the witness protested against the firing 
of it; that he was told by Mr. Keyes that he had orders to fire it; that it was none 
of his business who gave him such orders; that they continued to fire the cannon 
until late in the afternoon; that the cannon was a regular six-pound ficld-piece. 
Witness also testifies that the Republicans were prevented from celebrating the 
victory gained by them because they were told by two prominent Democrats, 
Mr. Crawford and Mr. Skipwith, in the presence of Mr. Baker, chairman of the 
Democratic county central committee, that ‘‘they might have the right to do so, 
but they did not have the might,” and to prevent a bloody collision they aban. 
doned it. (See record, pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55.) 


MARSHALL COUNTY. 


Robert Cunningham, supervisor of election for Chulahoma 
that the inspectors of election refused to let him act as United 
at that poll, and excluded him from the box. 
sive.) 

John S. Benton testifies that he was octing United States supervisor of election 
at Holly Springs box; that he canvassed and kept a complete list of the voters as 
they voted, and that it did not agree within 50 with the list kept by the clerks of 
election, his count giving to Buchanan 119 majority, while the count of the clerk 
of election gave to Buchanan but 69 majority. (See record, pages 75-79.) 

Mr. E. J. Wilkerson testifies that he was United States supervisor of election 
at East Holly Springs box; that about 6 o'clock he stepped out of the hall fora 
moment where the voting was being done, and when he returned he found that 10 
or 15 ballots had been added to his list that he was keeping by some one; that 
there were 60 more ballots counted out of the box than there were persons on his 
tally-list ; that the door was locked and no one was permitted to be present during 
the count, and he was not permitted to be in the room; that there were about 30 
persons refused the right to vote because they were not registered ; that he «id 
not see et wrong during the voting, and is not able to account for the dis- 
crepancy ; that he watched the election as close as a hawk ever watched a chicken 
(See record, es 91 to 93.) 

Benjamin J. Jameson was United States supervisor of election at Wall Hill pre- 
cinct. He testifies that there were 27 voters refused the right to vote because they 
were not registered. (See record, pages 94-95.) 

Charles B. Hardy, United States supervisor of election at Byhalia precinct, tes 
tifies that there were 29 persons refused the right to vote, 27 of whom were co! 
ored persons; were refused for the reason that their names were not on the poll- 
book. He knew _personally 23 of them; they were Republicans. Ho testities 
farther that one Mr. Flow, who was a Democratic inspector, was guilty of stuffing 
the ballot-box by refusing to put a ballot into the bex offered by one man, taking 
one out of his pocket and substituting it for it, and in various other ways tamper 
ing with the ballots. (See his WY oy on pages 94 to 99, inclusive.) 

Thomas Mull, who was United States supervisor of election at Mount Pleasant 
precinet, Marshall County, testifies that there were 17 persons who offered to 
vote whose votes were refused—l4 blacks and 3 whites. (See record, page 109.) 

Thomas F. Briggs, United States supervisor of election at Early Grove precinct, 

testifies that there were seven who offered to vote and were refused because their 
names could not be found on the poll-book; they were colored men and Republi- 
one who apes to have registered. He is a Greenbacker in politica. (See rec- 
ord, page 111.) 
J. A. Austin, United States supervisor of election at Lane’s Hill precinct, Mar- 
shall county, tastifies that there were 12 persons refused the right to vote ; that 
they were all black but two. Mr. Austin was a Greenbacker. (See record, page 
126.) 


recinct, testifies 
tates supervisor 
(See record, pages 80 to 91, inclu- 


PANOLA COUNTY. 


John Fowler, United States supervisor of election at Benson's Hill, testifies that 
the election was fairly heid. (See record, page 139.) : 

W. W. Perkins, United States supervisor of election at Batesville precinct, tes- 
tifies that the voting was free, fair, and undisturbed ; that the counting was fair 
and correct. (See record, page 140.) ’ 

D. F. Floyd, United States supervisor of election at Pleasant Grove precinct, tes 
tifies that the election was fairly held. (See record, Page 145.) ‘ 

P. Lanier, United States supervisor of election at nt Mount precinct, Pa- 
nola County, testifies that the election was conducted fairly. (See record, page 
15L.) 

J. A. Small, United States supervisor of election at Sardis precinct, Panola 
County, testifies that there were 13 persons who were refused the right to vote on 
caaeees oe not having registered. These were all Republicans. (See rec 
ord, page 157.) 

W. A. Jones, United States pay phe ad of elections at Como precinct, Panola 
County, testifies that there were 23 refused the right to vote because their names 
were ~e Most of these said they were Republicans. (See record, 
page 198. 
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p. H. Lanier, United States supervisor of elections at Pleasant Mount precinct, 


> : : ° | eos . " A > 

nola County testifies that there were 51 Republican tickets, 17 Democratic | and unfairness as would defeat the popular expression of the will of the people 
oo a and two Greenback tickets thrown out on the ground that they were de- | through the ballot-box. 1 at er se 
faced so that 


they could be distinguished from the others. Some of them were 
torn on the end, some on the side; some were blotted ; some had little white specks 
on them, some little black specks. They were put into a small box and nailed up, 
and put into a nom the : "i was sealed, and both boxes sent to the 

se. record, 6 170.) 
ap. Carrington, United States supervisor of elections at Senetobia precinct, 
testifies that the election was fairly conducted. (See record, page 176.) 
TATE COUNTY. 


R. P. Powell, United States supervisor of elections at Cold Water precinct, tes- 
tifies that there were about 21 persons who were refused the right to vote because 
their names did not appear on the poll-book. About 16 of them were Republicans, 
and he thinks two were Greenbackers. (See record, page 177.) 

w. Cc. Briggs, United States sapervisor of elections at Looxahoma precinct, Tate 
County, testifies that the election was fairly conducted. (See record, page 179.) 

TALLAHATCHIE COUNTY. 


R. J. Littlewort, United States supervisor of elections at New Hope precinct, 
testifies that the e ection was fairly conducted. (See record, pages 194-195 ) 

We have given an epitome of the testimony of the United States supervisors of 
elections. These men were appointed at the request of the prominent Republicans 
and Greenbackers of the district. It is fair to presume that cll of the active frauds 
committed in the district would come under their notice, and that they would be 


able in their testimony to expose all crimes committed. The labor imposed upon | 


the committee may have caused it to overlook a few of the other active frauds com- 
plained of; but it is believed that the foregoing summary embraces all that is im- 
rtant to be noticed. It is evident from the testimony that some of the precincts 
Pefore alluded to must be thrown out. Those that we decide to throw out will be 
found at another place in this report. 
CONSPIRACY. 

It has been strenuously contended that there is some evidence uncontradicted 
and which tends to establish a conspiracy among the Democrats of the district, 
which resulted in the returning of the vote as heretofore given for Manning, and 
the suppression of the true vote given for the contestant and Mr. Harris, the 


Greenback candidate. This is founded upon the fact that the colored vote in the | the election is, in itself, a very strong proof of conspiracy and fraud 


district exceeded the white vote, and that it was solidly Republican, and that it 
was cast, or ought to have been cast, for Mr. Buchanan; that the white vote was 
divided between the sitting member and the Greenback candidate, Mr. Harris. 
To establish this, the census tables have been resorted to, and other evidence has 
been introduced tending to show that there was a general turn-out of Republi 
cans at the election, while there was much indifference on the part of Democratic 
voters. 

The case of Spencer vs. Morey, decided in Forty-fourth Congress, Miscellaneous 
Cases, vol. V, p. 438, adverted to by contestant in his brief, cannot be regarded by 
us as an authority in this or any other case. So far as we have been able to study 
it, it stands alone in the line of contested-election cases. We do not believe that 

roof of one corrupted vote going into a ballot-box is like ‘a drop of poison in a 

wl of water, which contaminates the whole of it, and cannot be separated from 
that which remains pure.” 

The duty of the House isto separate the honest from the dishonest vote; to 
purge all ballot-boxes of illegal votes ; to administer a rebuke to the voters of any 
precinct who permit the voice of the people to be stitied or suppressed ; and to 
enable the House to do this a contestant should produce testimony of specific acts 
in order to show the wrong which he complainsof. It cannot be done ~ general, 
vague, and uncertain allegations and charges. ‘There is some proof introduced 
to establish these various points, but it is very general, and consists largely of 
the opinion of witnesses, and is notof such a character that the committee feel 
ustified in finding that a general conspiracy against the ballot-box was practiced. 

t seems to your committee, that, if any such practice prevailed, the United States 
supervisors appointed for the cap ney of preventing such frauds could and would 
have given information whereby they could have been specifically proven. 

Your committee have not hesitated to recommend to the House the throwing 
out of all the boxes where frauds, intimidation, or ballot-box stufling have been 
proven, but it would be unsafe to assume from the testimony in this case that 
other frauds had been committed by the election officers not specifically shown 
or proven in any tangible or definite manner. 


ILLITERATE ELECTION OFFICERS. 


There is no doubt in our minds, from the evidence in this case, that many of the 
Republican precinct inspectors were appointed as such because they could neither 
read nor write. This is, in our judgment, a clear abuse of the law, and without 


the supervisors’ law, which enables the opposing party to have men of their own | 


tion to guard the polls as supervisors, we would be strongly inclined to apply 

a corrective for this manifest abuse of power. ‘ 
With tickets exactly similar in all respects, or as nearly soas they can be printed, 
and on the same kind of paper, it would not be a hard task for election officers, if 











they were so disposed, to cheatan illiterate man who could neither read nor write | 


both in the vote and in the count. All good people ought to discountenance and 

ery down evil practices of this kind. We imdalgo the hope that it will not be re- 

peated in the future. 
REGISTRATION LAW. 

Itappears in the evidence that very many electors inthe various counties of this 
district were deprived of the right of voting because they were not registered. 
The registry law of Mississippi provides the manner in which registration shall be 
made. An unlawfal refusal on the part of the registration officers to register a 

ualified elector is a good ground for contest; but, in order to make it available, 

¢ proof should clearly show the name of the elector who offered to register ; that 
he was a duly qualified voter, and the reason why the otlicer refused to register 
, and, under the statutes of the United State, if he offered to perform all that 
was necessa 


would be the duty of this House to see to it that he is not deprived of his right 
in the choice of his officers. 

nfortunately in this case the proof falls far short of that which is required to 

enable the House to apply the proper remedy. That there were many instances 

in which the officers of registration arbitrarily refused to do their duty is appar- 


pond everything required of him under the law, and his vote was still refused, 
to 


ent. That many electors were deprived of their right to vote in consequence of | 


this action is also apparent ; but in gving through the testimony in this case, the 
r thus refu registration, and refused the right to vote, if added to con- 
testant’s vote. would not elect him. Neither is it shown sufficiently for whom the 


non-registered voters would have voted had they been allowed that right. 


CHANGE OF POLLING-PLACES. 


There is some evidence tending to establish the fact that many of the voting 
places were changed just prior to the election, and that much confusion was 
thereby caused among the voters. Many of them were not aware of the change, 
and in some instances they did not know where the new polling-places were estab- 
lished. Just how far this affected the result of the election we are unable to tell 
from the evidence. We can, however, readily imagine how a resort to changing 





to be done by him to register, and was refused, and afterwards pre- | 
sented himself at the proper voting-place and offered to vote and again offered to | 
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the polling-places just before an election in a county would cause such confusion 


; x. The evidenee in this case fails to establish the existence 
of such a state of affairs that we feel justified in interfering with the election for 
this cause. 


REJECTED POLLS. 
De Soio County. 


Manning. Buchanan 
Pe RN MNOOINOE 6 icicis cicceeduscades cidieetetenetatues 205 130 
Pleasant Hill PIII S.caine< cdctcatananncadeatadveecsceanss 169 75 
Nass Cd cceusnncqnnewanseuecceceusussss - ‘Isl 98 


Chulahoma PFOCINCE .....--..cee ceceresceenenecerecccececs 241 27 








East Holly Springs precinct ..................-.-0+- a 220 

Ee ren tbnscpicinGscckienkekasdnesee ae ae 289 
La Fayette County. 

s eee Se eee ‘ : 403 223 

North Oxford precinct ee 335 149 

1, 904 1,455 


_ The above precincts are rejected because of specific acts of fraud, violence, and 
intimidation having beep proven. 

At North Oxford precinct the contestee's party friends, on the day of election, 
fired a cannon in close proximity to the polls, and kept it up at intervals for quite 
awhile. At Byhalia precinct the ballot-box was stuffed. At the other precincts 
there were irregularities of various kinds, chief among which was the exclusion 
of the United States supervisor from the polls and the counting of the votes. 

DONNELLY-WASHBURN CASE. 

We are not willing to go as far in this case as the majority of the committee did 
in the Forty-sixth Congress in the case of Donnelly vs. Washburn. It was there 
held— 

“The very fact that in these seven precincts Mr. Donnelly had been deprived by 
the city council of Minneapolis of ali representation agnong the oficers conducting 


We may remark that there is abundance of testimony in this case showing that 
nearly one-half of the polls in some of the counties were under the exclusive con 
trol of the party friends of the contestee ; and it is stoutly maintained by the con 
testant that the refusal to register qualified Republican voters, and that the ap 
pointment of incompetent Republican election precinct officers at other polling 
places, and various other acts and omissions on the part of the partisan friends of 
the contestee, taken in connection with the fact that at many of the precincts only 
Democrats were appointed election ofticers, afford a strong reason why the rule 
laid down in the Washburn-Donnelly case should apply in this. “: 

The appointment of managers of election, in fairness and common decency 
should be made from opposite political parties. A refusal to do so in the face of 
a statute directing it to be done may in some instances be evidence of fraud, and 
it might form an important link in the chain of circumstances tending to establish 
a conspiracy. 

We are not satisfied that the evidence in this case establishes such a conspiracy. 

A word of explanation. When the Committee on Elections decided this case in 
committee there were several members absent, as the record of the committee will 
show. When the report was signed a majority of the committee agreed to the 
minority report. 

We therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the contestant have leave to withdraw his papers without preju 
dice. 

We concur in the conclusion reached by this report. 

W. H. CALKINS. 
GEO. C. HAZELTON 
JNO. T. WAIT. 
S. H. MILLER. 
‘., E. BELTZHOOVER. 
G. ATHERTON. 
S. W. MOULTON. 
L. H. DAVIS. 


I desire to make a request. 
I will withdraw the previous question jor the pres- 


= 


Mr. MOULTON. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
ent. 

Mr. MOULTON. I will not occupy the attention of the House, but 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] I ask 
leave to print some views which I have here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the minority 
views of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. MouLTON] will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The minority views are as follows: 

The notice of contest comprises thirteen charges of illegality or irregularity, 
each and all of so general and vague a character as not tocomply with the stat- 
ute nor enable the respondent to know what particular grounds are relied upon 
for the contest. No voter or official is named in the notice. No precinct, town, 
or county is specified, and no numbers are given, but merely general charges 
are made, suchas ‘in a portion of the county there was not a proper represen- 
tation given to the different political parties; that “ina portion of the counties 


| election districts were established or abolished without complying with the 


law ;’’ that ‘‘in a portion of the counties the registration of voters was not con- 
ducted as required by law,” or “ina large number of voting places in the dis 
trict many lawful voters were not permitted to vote.’ These and similar vague 
and uncertain charges constitute the notice of contest. 

An election contest without notice should be treated as an absolute nullify 
(MecCrary’s Law of Elections, sec. 341.) The form of the notice and its essentials 
are the proper subjects of legislation under the Constitution, and are as binding 
upon the House in judging of an election contest as laws in regard to practice 
are upon the courts, This does not, of course, interfere with the right of the 
House to institute independent inquiry upon its own resolution, but relates 
solely to a statutory contest, such as this case is. 

The statute provides that the notice must particularly set forth the grounds of 
complaint. Under this statute notices so vague or general have been uniformly 
held insufficient to maintain a contest upon. See Duffy and Mason, Forty-sixth 
Congress; Wright and Fuller, 1 Bartlett, 152. 

The reason and necessity for a notice that will give the respondent full and 
precise information and enable him to meet the charge are the same that re- 
quire particularity in pleading, whether civil or criminal, concerning which the 
rules are well known. A decision that the notice in question is sufficient would 
be to hold that we are at liberty to disregard the statute and allow the contest 
ant to withhold the information that would enable the respondent to know 
upon what ground the contest is based. It would be a rule to promote contests 
unfairly by allowing vague and broad assertions to supersede particular grounds. 
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Uniess the House is willing to overrule the statute and its prior decisions, it ness for contestant, testifies to several indictments procured 


must hold that there is no suflicient notice of contest in this case. 

We have, however, looked carefully into the evidence, whether taken accord- 
ing to the statute or not, and conclude there is nothing to impeach the validity 
of the election of the sitting member by a majority of 5,000 or upward. 

The district comprises ten counties in Northern Mississippi, containing a pop- 
ulation, according to the census of 1880, of about 184,000. In six of the counties 
it seems that a majority of the voters are white. In four counties a majority are 
colored. In three of the counties (Benton, Marshall, and Panola) the votes re- 
ceived by Manning and Buchanan were nearly the same. In the county (Yala- 
busha) Harris, the Greenback candidate, received more votes than Manning— 
nearly all the votes being divided between them. In the othersix counties Man- 
ning received majorities ranging from 300 to 900 in each. Altogether Manning 
received 15,255; Buchanan received 9,996; Harris received 3,585, 

The statutes of Mississippi provide that the governor and State officials shall 
appoint for each county three commissioners of election, not all of whom shat" 
be of the same party; and they shall appoint judges of election, not all of the 
same party. 

The evidence shows this was done, but the objection is made that in some in- 
stances these appointments of Republican judges of election were not according 
to the dictates of the local partisan committees, ‘ 

As the law requires the appointments to be made in the discretion of the offi- 
cials, we see no irregularity in their declining to be governed by partisan sug- 
gestions. 

Perhaps the most urgent of these objections were made as to appointments of 
judges in Marshall, Tate, Tallahatchie, and La Fayette Counties. In these 
counties it is urged that some of the judges could not read and write. This would 
seem to be a necessity if colored voters are to be represented by the elder and 
most substantial of that class. This is testified to not only by white men, but 
by colored witnesses as well, called by Buchanan. (See pp. 13, 14, 16, and 311.) 

In La Fayette County those appointments were really made upon the sugges- 
tion of the colored Republican commissioner (pages 70, 71,311). In Tallahatchie 
County the objection was that some Greenbackers were appointed instead of 
Republicans (pages 173,174). 

In Marshall County the Republican commissioner seems to have resigned his 
office to escape censure from the local committee of his party ( 123). 
complaints, according to the evidence, are therefore not of violated law, but ob- 
jections that the county officials, irrespective of party, disregarded the dictates 
of local committees, 

Objection is also made that many persons offering to vote were not allowed to 
do so because their names did not appear on the registry list. To have allowed 
such people to vote would have been contrary to law. 

The law provides that all persons claiming the right to vote must register. 

These registry books must be ready some time before election, and on the 
Monday in October, before any general election, there isa meeting of the county 
commissioners and circuit clerk to rectify the registry—to hear any complaints 
and add or take from the poll-lists, according as the law and factsrequire. (See 
Code of Mississippi, sections 124, 125.) 

There is no evidence to show this was not fairly done, but much that it was. 
See, for example, the testimony of Johnson, corimissioner for De Soto County 
(page 229); Beanland, for La Fayette County ( 311); McAfee and Lawedey, 
for Tallahatchie County (pages 416, 421); and Clifton, clerk of Tate County (page 
398). 

As there is no evidence of a refusal to register any legal voter, and as no one 
duly registered was refused a vote, the complaint that un voters were 
not allowed to vote is a complaint that the law was obeyed. Judges of election 
could do no different even had they reason to suppose that thereby they refused 
the vote of those entitled to vote had their names been registered. (See Ed- 
monds vs. Banbury, 28 lowa Rep., 267.) 

If, as assumed in one part of contestant’s argument, many colored voters are 
too ignorant to be a judge of election, it is quite possible they are too ignorant 
or indifferent to attend to registration. 

It is remarkable in a case where so muéh assertion is made of votes refused 
that no voter is called as a witness and no name ever is given of a voter who 
was unlawfully denied registry or who, having registered, was refused a vote. 
Yet at every precinct in the district was a Republican supervisor appointed by 
a Republican United States judge, as suggested by Buchanan and friends, and 
in all the precincts was a Republican judge, with a few exceptional cases where 
Guecuhaninn were appointed, Nearly all these persons testify and nearly all 
concur that so far as they saw the election was fair and the count honest. In the 
very few cases where doubt is raised by the testimony of some witness it is put 
to rest by other evidence that carries conviction. For example, one witness, 
Felix Davis, thought there was some irregularity at the precinct of Horn Lake 
(pp. 31, 32). 

But not only is he not supported by the Republican supervisor (p. 33), but a 
relative pronounces Davis an unreliable monomaniac in political matters (p. 248), 
and several witnesses contradict his testimony. See testimony of Clinton (pp. 
249, 253), Foster (p. 256), Shaw (p. 259), Halbert (p. 276), Wooldridge (p. 281). 

At several precincts, as Oak Grove and Pleasant Hill, it seems a number of 
persons were not allowed to vote because they were not registered, but none of 
them came forward to say they were entitled to be registered, or were 
registry, or for whom they wished to vote; nor are their names given. 

At North Oxford four men, two white and two colored, who had charge of a 
fleld-piece belonging to the Democratic club, fired it on the green near the voting 
place. Thisseems to have been done on other election days, and a number of 
witnesses testify that all regarded it as noisy play. One witness thinks it 
frightened away some voters, but Lott, the Republican supervisor, says he only 
heard such a rumor, but that so far as he knows there was a full, , fair vote 
and an honest count (p.57). This is corroborated by so many witnesses (see pp. 
313 to 319) we can not doubt its truth. 

At East Holly aemee it seems that Sigman was appointed j upon recom- 
mendation of the Republican committee (p. 106), but he declined to serve, and a 
colored Republican succeeded him. Wilkerson, the Greenback su rat 
that precinct, thought a mistake was made in the tally-list in counting, but four 
witnesses show that he frequently absented himself during the count, and five 
testify that the count was correct. (See pages 337, 338, 344, 350, 351, 355, 363, 364.) 

At Chulahoma the Republican supervisor, not beinga voter, was disqualified 
to act as such, but was allowed to watch all the proceedings. By him a fair poll 
is shown, but he thought there was a mistake in the tally of about thirty votes. 
But Clark, the Republican inspector, testifies that he called ina blican jus- 
tice of the peace to witness the count, and that it was honest, and there was no 
dispute about it (page 114). Hancock, the justice, corroborates it (page 369), as 
well as Nims, the Democratic judge. To discredit this evidence would seem im- 
possible, even for partisan a 

At Byhalia, Hardy (brother-in-law to Buchanan) thought he saw one or two 
tickets changed by a judge. His brother, a Republican, and judge at that pre- 
cinct, was not called to corroborate the story, and Watson, one of the j 

itively denies it. and says he was present and watched ali the time ( ‘ 

71), Hardy admits that the man he accuses bears an excellent reputation. We 
think there was no unfairness at that poll. We see no reason to exclude the pre- 
cincts we have named, = they are the ones where irregularities or fraud are 
sup to be proven a. We think it is shown nowhere. Counsel 
for Buchanan, who is Uni States attorney for Northern Mississippi, and wit- 
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inst officials for 
violations of election laws. Bowen was found guilty for ejecting a supervisor 
and fined a nominal sum. Johnson was acquitted of charge against him, anc 
then some others were induced bmit to a plea of nolo contendere and a fin. 
of $1 to $10 each, as less expensive even than an acquittal. The United States dix. 
trict attorneyand judge agreed to allow this, as defendants refused to plead 
guilty (see Strickland’s evidence, 347, 348), which is substantially admitted 
yc dier (attorney and witness for contestant, es 8, 9), and corroborated 
by the record evidence. The most that can be ui in such case is that ther: 
were possible technical mistakes, or i larities, but no criminal intent. |; 
this be not so, the attorney for the United States, as well as judge, committed 
rave crimes, It is more probable the attorney strained the law tomake a seem 
ng point for his client. 
uch in the 4 for contestant has assumed that all colored voters ar. 
of one pate. It is mere assumption and con to strong proof. A score or 
more of white witnesses testify to the cont 5 eral colored voters testify 
to the same. Near Holly Springs, where all candidates reside and are wei) 
known to the colored people, the latter seem to be well divided in politics. Ne} 
son Hunt, a colored farmer residing upon his own farm, aged years, and « 
resident of that county for forty-six years, says his acquaintance with colore( 
oo in the county is general, and that colored Democrats are numerous; that 
knew thirty-two colored men in West Holly Springs, outside of the limits of 
the town, who voted for Manning, and upon being asked gave the names of 
many of them (pages 361-363). A half dozen other colored farmers give similar 
testimouy (see pages 368-369, 377-378, 380). 

Ya County, where Harris and Manning each had over 1,200 votes 
Buchanan was diated almost unani ly by both black and white, receiy 
ing only 71 votes in the county. 

t is therefore demonstrated by the witnesses, and of all shades of politics and 
color on both sides, that a very large Ps of the white voters and very 
many colored ones preferred Colonel Manning to Buchanan as their Represent 
ative in Congress, and there is no reason to doubt that he was fairly elected by 
a large majority, as certified by the State officials; and to deny his right toa seut 
in Congress would be not to protect the right of suffrage, but to grossly abuse it 
under the nse of judging. We therefore recommend the following resol. 








tion, namely : 

Resolved, Phat Van H. Manning was duly elected to the Forty-seventh Con 
gress from the second Mississippi district. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now demand the previous question on the reso- 
lution of the Committee on Elections, which [ ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Peas That the contestant have leave to withdraw his papers without preji- 
ce, 

The previous question was ordered, and the resolution was adopted 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SESSINGHAUS Ys. FROST. 


Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the contested-election case of Sessing- 
haus vs. Frost. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman has not the floor 
for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take care of that. 
read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1, Resolved, That R. Graham Frost was not elected as a Representative to the 
Forty-+seventh Congress of the United States from the third Congressional di~ 
trict of Missouri, and is not entitled to occupy a seat in this House as such. — 

2. Resolved, That Gustavus Sessinghaus was duly elected as a Representatiy: 
from the third Congressional district of Missouri to the Forty-seventh Congress 
of the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, chairman of the 
Committee on Elections, calls up the contested-election case of Sessing 
haus rv. Frost. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM) 
raises the question of consideration. The question is, Will the House 
proceed with the consideration of this election case? 

Mr. CALKINS. [call fora division. Iask unanimous consent, Mr 
Speaker, to make a statement. * 

Mr. MOULTON. I object, unless I have an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. CALKINS. I was going to suggest that by unanimous consent 
I may be heard for a few moments, and then the gentleman may be 
heard in reply. 

_ CLARDY. I object, unless some time is accorded to the other 
side. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course time will be allowed to 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand the objection 
drawn. 

Mr. CALKINS. 


The Clerk will 


other side. 
been with 


I am exceedingly anxious to have these two cases 
of Sessinghaus vs. Frost and Cook vs. Cutts taken up and disposed o! 
right away. There is a bill from the Post-Office Committee in refer- 
ence to the —— of the salaries of postmasters which comes over 
as the business, and which I am told will take but twent) 
minutes to pass it. I do not know how long it will take. It is now 
said it will not take over an hour to it. Thereis also another bil! 
about some pension matters which gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. CURTIN] wants to get in that — would take about the 
same of time. If the House will consent to take up those two 
cases decide them, then it is the highest duty-——— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman has mentioned two cases, but there 
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is another case still standing in the same line, that of Lee against 
Richardson, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not mean to except that case. 

Mr. RANNEY. I wish to know if he proposes to call up two of the | 
cases and not the third? 

Mr. CALKINS. I do mean to call up that case. 

Mr. MOULTON. I desire to say but a word. Ido not wish when 
these cases are taken up that they shall be disposed of without fair op- 

rtunity for discussion. If this side as well as the other side shall be 
allowed that opportunity, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course we all concede that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will proceed 
with the election case of Sessinghaus against Frost. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 83. 

Mr. CALKINS demanded tellers. 


Tellers were refused. | 
So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the con- | 
tested-election case. : 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERs. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Inow call up the unfinished business coming over 
from last night. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is to suspend the rules and 
the bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters, as re- 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, noes RX. 

So there was a second. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM} 
will be recognized to control the time in favor of and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] the time in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been ordered to be printed, and ap- | 
pears in the Recorp of the proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a very important bill, and the House was very 
thin last night. There was no quorum present, only a handful of mem- 


bers. I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to reading the bill. | 
Mr. VALENTINE. It is not necessary to consume time: it hasbeen | 


printed in the RecorD, where members have had an opportunity of | 
examining it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr, PEELLE. 
way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am surprised to find the gentleman willing to in- 
crease salaries without reading the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the importance of expe- 
dition in the discussion of this question; and as the bill has been printed 
for the information of this House inthe Recorp of this morning, I will 
assume that gentlemen either have examined it or will hereafter exam- 
ine it before the vote is taken, and therefore I need not now go intoan elab- 
orate explanation of the details of the proposed legislation. It is known 
to this House by its action during the past fifteen minutes that the con- 
ference committee on the part of the House and the Senate have agreed 
to the date of the 2-cent rate of postage for domestic letters, going into 
effect under the law on the Ist day of the coming October. The House 
in the passage of the bill fixed this date originally on the Ist day of 
January next. The Senate fixed the date on the Ist day of July. The 
conference committee made an agreement dividing the time fixed by 
each House, and establishing the date on which it should go into effect 
as the Ist day of October of the present year. Had it gone into effect, 
in accordance with the date fixed by this House, I assume now, as I 
assumed and asserted during the discussion of the question reducing 
postage, that for the next fiscal year under the 2-cent rate there would | 
be no deficiency on the part of the Post-Office Department, and there- | 
fore no demand upon the Treasury to make up the deficiency for the 
administration of that Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884. It isto carry out that law taking effect on the Ist day of October 
next that this bill is submitted for the consideration of this House, 
adjusting the salaries of 47,000 postmasters, all of whom are largely | 
pe carey either upon the amount of stamps canceled in their respective 
offices or upon the amount of stamps sold and canceled. 

I would submit for the information of the House that many plans, 
suggestions, and bills drafted were presented to the Post-Office De- 
partment, not only by those outside, but by officials of the Department | 
thoroughly familiar with the subject, covering the question of readjust- | 
ment of compensation, and this bill now submitted to the House has | 
been deemed not only by the Department but by the Committee on the | 
Post-Office and Post-Roads as being the fairest and most equitable not | 
only to this large body of subordinate officials but also to the Govern- 
ment. It is proper right here for me to state that the report of the 
Postmaster. ral, as submitted to this Congress, called attention, in- 
ppm pid 


of the reduction of the rate of postage, to the necessity of | 
which I shall read for the information of the House. 


Iask unanimous consent for the reading of the bill. 
I object to taking up the time of the House in that 


of the salaries of the postmasters, and he used these words, 


| to the great difficu 


| postal-cards, they receive nothing. 
| get noshare of the proceeds. 


| papers, printed matter, and twine, the postmaster receives, not 60 per cent 
| }) per cent., bat 40 per cent., and the same percentage on the value of stamps 


| rents do not exceed $1,350 perannum. 
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These recommendationsand the suggestions commended to Congress, 


| clearly and with great force, exhibit the cumbrous and complex system 


of compensating postmasters now in practice under existing law and 
explain the necessity for change and simplification of method and sys- 
tem: F 


The veryable report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General calls attention 

ity experienced in adjusting salaries to postimasters of the first 
three classes, and in making allowances for expenses to those of the first two 
classes. 

He does not exaggerate those difficulties. It may well be doubted if he could 
exaggerate them. It would be easy to frame a law more unjust than that under 
which the salaries of postmasters are now settled, but it is quite unnecessary to 
do so—the existing law is sufficiently unjust. But necessity herself, though ad 
mitted to be the mother of invention, could not invent a more cumbrous or com 
plex method of adjusting salaries. Postmasters at the smallest offices are paid 
alike. Their pay is apportioned in part upon the revenues of their offices and 
in part according to the labor performed in them. So far as revenue is derived 
from the rent of boxes, postmasters take the whole. So far as it is derived from 
the sale of “ waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, and twine,”’ they re 
ceive 60 per cent. So faras it is derived from the sale of money-orders, they re 
ceive one-third. So far as it is derived from the sale of stamps, envelopes, and 
They may sell thousands in value, but they 
If, however, they cancel astamp on matter mailed 
at their offices, no matter where the stamp is sold, they get 60 per cent. of its 
value. If they pay a money-order they receive a quarter of 1 per 
amount. 

This rule is sufficiently cumbrous, but sufficiently. equal. Postmasters continue 
to be so paid until theirsales and cancellations, exclusive of money orders, reach 
$400 per year. At that point a new rule is introduced. They still get the whole 
of the box rents; they still get the same commission onthe sale and payment of 
money-orders; but, upon the proceeds from the sale of waste paper, dead news 
papers, printed matter, and twine, and upon the cancellation gf stamps they get 
) per cent, instead of 60 on the excess over $400 

This new rule controls until such sales and cancellations, exclusive of moneys 
orders, reach $1,200 a year. Then a new rule obtains. It isdifMiculttosee why 
but thereafter, on the surplus received from the sales of waste paper, dead news 


ent. of its 


»hor 


canceled. 

When, however, the box rents and these various commissions, exclusive of 
the money-order business, shall aggregate $1,000, the office is advaneed from the 
fourth to the third class. Then there isa new and most curious rule for cor 
pensation, Then the postmaster receives a salary in lieu of the box rents and 
commissions before assigned to him. 

Po determine the amount of the salary in a given case a fund isset apart. That 
fund is composed of all the box-rents, if the postmaster owns the boxes and th 
It is composed of two-thirds of the box 
rents if the Government owns the boxes and the rents do not exceed $1,000, ‘To 
those sums, respectively, is added commissions on all other postal revenues of 
the office in different proportions, to wit, 60 per cent. on the first $400, 50 per 


|} cent. on the next $800, 40 per cent. on the next $1,600, and 30 per cent. on the ex 
| cess until the commissions amount to $1,350, 


That sum, so curiously compounded, does not constitute the salary of the post- 
master, but out of it is dipped, so to speak, as many even hundreds of dollars as 
can be found. That is the salary for all postmasters, unless the gross revenues 
exceed $4,000 perannum., When the revenues exceed $1,000 the postmaster re- 
ceives a percentage on the excess. That percentage constantly varies. It is 
lL per cent. on all sums between $4,000 and $10,000. So often as the revenues 
double the percentage is reduced one-tenth of | per cent. until the revenues 
reach the aggregate of $1,200,000. On all revenues above that maximum the 
postmaster receives one-tenth of 1 per cent.; and still, when a salary reaches 
4,000, all these streams are turned off, except in the single case of the office at 
New York. There they continue to flow until the salary is swollen to $8,000 

The partnership now existing between the Government and the postinaster in 
the use of letter-boxes should be dissolved. Whenever the Government owns 
the boxes or hires them with the building, the whole of the rental paid by pa 
trons, and not two-thirds of it, belongs to the revenues of the Departinent as much 
as the postage does. Where, on the contrary, the postmaster supplies the boxes 
and the Government does not, the latter should no more share in the proceeds 
from their rent than in the rent of any other property belonging to the officer 
In all cases, therefore, in adjusting the pay of postmasters I think box rents 
should be wholly eliminated from the calculation; and I am strongly inelined 
to the opinion that the whole system of regulating the compensation of post 
masters should be radically changed. I know of but two reasons for paying 
pomeeer atall. One is, he incurs responsibility ; and the other, he performs 
abor. Both the responsibility and the labor are accurately measured by the 
business transacted at the several offices. The business transacted at each office 
is measured with sufficient accuracy by its revenues, The two marked excep 
tions to this rule are the offices at New York and at Washington. The former 


| office should be excepted because of the large amount of foreign mail handled at 


that office. 
* * 7” * * * « 

The office at Washington should be excepted because of the large percentage 
of matter handled there emanating from Congress or from the Departments, 
and which yields no revenue to the office. It is estimated that not less than 70 
per cent. of all the matter at that office emanates from those two sources 


In concluding his long recommendation vpon this subject he em 
phasized this language: 
I know of but two reasons for paying postmasters at all 


One is, he ineurs 
responsibility, and the other he performs labor 


Soth the responsibility and 


| the labor are accurately measured by the business transacted at the several 


offices. The business transacted at each office is measured with sufficient accu 
racy by its revenue. 

_ I would state that upon this proposition, and upon this basis of labor 
performed and responsibility :ncurred the present bill is submitted for 
the consideration of the House. In this bill all that is deserving of re- 
tention in existing statutes is retained; all that is complex and cum- 
brous is wiped out and ignored. 

The classification of postmasters under existing statutes is retained 
in this bill—other concurrent laws having effect upon allowances for 
clerk-hire, rent, fuel, light, and incidental expenses. 

Permit me to refer you to report of Ex-Postmaster-General James, 
with reference to the claims of the postmasters of the several large post- 
offices, where labor, responsibility and bonded obligation entitle them 
to special consideration. I read from his report of June 30, 1881 
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Table showing the bees revenue, bond, and compensation of postmasters and aan diaiesettsen business of seven of the principal cities of the United States. 
Money-order business. 
_ | Compensa- SS 
Office. Cotincte guess Bond of pent tion of post- 
master. master. Valueoforders | Value of orders 
issued. paid, 
Chi . Tlinois Pe NEE eet nae a: SE EE oe $1,440,072 94| $300,000 00 $4,000 00| $1,764,259 15 $7,020, 622 
— hia, ~~ 1,204,713 58 150, 000 00 4,000 00 1,000, 041 42 2,637,577 30 
assachusetts. 1, 221,374 73 150, 000 00 4,000 00 1,088, 441 21 2, 643. SO) 48 
Seine he Missouri. 675, 680 13 150, 000 00 4,000 00 904, 384 46 4.529) 022 5; 
Cincinnati, Ohio.......... 540, 186 78 300, 000 00 4,000 00 507,116 59 2) 337) 039 & 
San Francisco, California. 5 468,741 27 350, 000 00 4,000 00 988, 492 75 2, 146, 2x9 
ATLL LOL ALLELE LER DE PLR. BBS Se Nite | 444, 302 61 200, 000 00 4,000 00 433,216 31 1,515, 272 
ai siniinctainenitonsessmittiunisencsinsiniaatlotptinemaditnachapeddddtiniaumesianaae | 6,085,072 04 | 1,600,000 00 


| 28,000 00 | 6,685,951 89 | 2 2 » $19,445 15 
| 





36,785,397 97 [sssseseeerceeeeeene 8, 298, 742 79 109, 750, 695 73 iz 106, 17 178. 8,092 8) 





In view of the facts thus s presented, I siesta that the compensation of the 

sostmasters at Chicago, P’ iladelphia, Boston, and Saint Louis be increased to 
os 000, and that of the postmasters at Cincinnati, San Francisco, New Orleans, 
and Baltimore to $6,000 per annum. 

It is as essential to the putesnate of the Government as to those of private en- 
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the $12,000 increase of compensation which this bill carries for the 
eight largest offices in the country. I read the exhibit or statement of 
business in accordance with the latest official returns: 


N Yr G cVENUES. 

terprise that its busi cted by men eq equipped for their work by nat- Chi ee oe ee er 
ural qualification and special t training. Surely, th vernment can not expect ow ade pi ne anne SO a Se $1,681 692 
to secure the services of the men best * qualified to _ its work when it offers a INT ncinsictetnsnectumentiieattnnuidhetiinasiinetecuemachembenehantiedanedertapieetabaniiadene 1, 432, 14 
salary affording little more than a bare support to officials who are clothed with Sai 1 even copsevecenseseenosmesecocnsoosenenenss eccevedecenesnenes cecoseesanscnceconensesesetccoees ces 1,37 1,419 
the largest responsibilities. int Pic sieyndvnse sucstacthinecianceebituntvestetheyelends veviice seulawviedeevsreeibevepioiessdewuis 70,013 
- é IIIT Gscichdcuhsclenniaiserniet aclundininndelblineketsisisstiisbaihinettsstiiniigsalibngh lavage tana Goupinnnitespaps 581, 761 
The marked increase of business in these several large offices may | San SENDER cosvenevcsnssnnnsanemnnesnevutuncososbitososiaumemeusnipadbetseuiteennateransesets 498. 704 
well receive the attention of the House, and when the vast amount of | Baltimore....................ccccceseseecessseeenneneneneesesneneenssenensenenensereeaneneneee sees 493, 100 


money handled and responsibility incurred is clearly understood and 
appreciated I do not think any gentleman upon this floor can object to 


Statement showing | the value of the money-orders issued and paid 








I also read to the House the statement of the business transacted iy 
these several large offices in the money-order division: 


during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1882, at the cities name ed. 























| Domestic. } International. | 

. | Total value | Total value | Grand to- 
Office. of orders | of orders | tal issued 
Value oforders | Value of orders | Value oforders Valueoforders | issued. | paid. | and paid. 

issued. paid. issued. paid. | | 

| ] 

nn we — as - * - pc. 74 | se 
Geteage shipangunpeinannereneeensnnpananeceutiancedniunmmnebeosnedentnaneenueeed $1, 638,248 14 $7, 266,787 O04 $568, 877 99 | $143,871 88 | $2,207,126 $7,410,658 | $9,617,785 
sie nasnEeanenne TaN ENtansnenetahh neteunnedenemnnnnEniaienD 913,044 53 2,731, 333 O1 245,913 19 | 121, 230 20 | 1, 158, 957 | 2, 852, 563 4,011, 521 
Saint = pisep penigmnenmepanetinngentinntennsesenngiasenndepnenatiimimamennital 873,356 24 4, 443, 895 76 116,796 24 48,526 82 | 990,152 | 4,492,422 | 5, 482.575 
SELLE LAER OE LEILA ELEC 458, 332 54 2,358, 816 45 58,586 13 | 27,279 O4 | 516, 968 | 2,386,095 2, 903,064 
Francisco 983, 187 42 2° 437, 515 20 144,565 07 65,085 10} 1,127,752 | 2,502,550 | 3,630, 31 
Baltimore....... 951, 336 74 1, 828, 716 10 70,411 40 | 27, 309 56 | 1,021,750 1,856,025 | 9 2, 877, 77! 
Philadelphia.. 927,698 79 2,747, 483 80 217,545 58 88,275 18 | 1, 145, 244 2,825,758 | 3,971,008 
Washington...... 504,212 83 765,045 05 30, 202 60 13,799 68 534, 414 779,744 | 1,314,159 











OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR THE a DEPARTMENT, 
. C., February 28, 


Washington, D. 


The $12,000 additional compensation which the bill carries for the 
said large offices will be : 


Boston, $2,000, making total annual compensation......................ccccceeeeeeeees 9s, 000 
Philade Iphi "$2, 000, making total annual compensation... 6,000 
Saint Louis, $2,000, making total annual compensation...................0.6.06 6, 000 

Chicago, &, ‘000, making total annual COMPCENSALION.........000.ccceeeeeeeereeeeeseeees 6,000 
Cincinnati, ‘gl 000, making total annual compensation...............000..c0ccc0ee 5,000 
San Francisco $1, 000, soaking total annual ee subestenutesientnaeuntee 5,000 
Washington, $1, 000, making total annual compensation... Ca “ 
Baltimore, $i, 000, making total annual compensation. ..................c0ecee scenes 5,000 


In view of the millions of dollars annually handled, no one certainly 
can object to the reasonably fair salaries when added to all the obliga- 
tions and responsibilities there is required from the postmaster a bond 
of from $150,000 to $300,000. 

I read to the House the details of the bill covering the first, second, 
and third class offices, and make the declaration that they will not 
increase or allow, other than in the eight offices before mentioned, addi- 
tional compensation, save that which is.due to natural growth and in- 
crease in work. The officers will receive the following specified com- 
pensation where their offices exhibit the specified gross receipts: 

FIRST CLASS, 


$40,000 and not exceeding $45, O00...................c0sssssssssssesessssenssenenssenenesseess 
$45,000 and not exceeding $00, 000. 
$60, 000 and not exceeding $80, EP dsusnscersevageentnequnwehevinessicnentioaitinadl we; 
$80,000 and not exceeding ST ir tase cxssnnbindatteshepiediaiaanditinadiaiandaieal 3, 300 
$110, 000 and not exceeding II Sitssisc chackaretvanceiescaceenecachtohadaienitameaaal 
$150, 000 and not exceeding $200, = 
$200, 000 and not exceeding $260, 000. . 
$260) 000 and not ccocees tenes * 
$330; 000 and not exceeding = 
$400, 000 and not exceeding $450, ‘ 
$450, 000 and not exceeding $500 000. ’ 
$500,000 and not — seaman — 
$600, 000 and upward............ aie 





Prrrrrerrrittrrtttrrrtrtririi tt tir i) 





$8,000 and not exceeding $9,000 


























Br and not exceeding $10, 000. 
$10,000 and not exceeding 4 oy 
} pond and not exceeding 000. 
13,000 and not exceeding feo. 
$16,000 and not exceeding 000. 
$20,000 and not exceeding $24, 000... 
S44, po ee Oe Se Ic cnnseccesevrsvesinscesaconpeespeeusnessnceesebyaeneceinaes "ERED 
$30, 000 and not exceeding $85, 000......... 2, 800 
$35, 000 and not exceeding $40, 000...............0s0.sessssvessesssessessensessesseseesnsenenes 2,900 


Sa Fa > aaa & . i. . 2 eee 





J. H. ELA, Auditor. 
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THIRD CLASS. Salary. 

$1, 900 and not exceeding $2,100 .. shieeemadintpeseterimeasienbeceses. G1, 000 
$2! 100 and not exceeding $2, 400..................ccsssesessneseesecceeeceeeeesenseeeeeseeececeeens 1,100 
$2' 400 a i ca ceceeleetnanciedeisnelskbeeibebenelassconsocecce 1,200 
$2,700 and not exceeding $3, O00...................ssscsseccesssseceseceecersesnessureeseesees seeees 1,300 
$3,000 and not excoeding $B, B00.............cccccsccccsccscscscscsssseveseneessesccessccessconesce 1, 400 
$3,500 and not exceeding $4, 200.00... .ccccececeee cocteeeeccecessceeeeececcseesensess 1,500 
$4, 200 and not exceeding $5, 000...... 1, 600 
$5,000 and not exceeding $6, 000, .............ccccccccceceesereeessseseseesesseesrseeeeeseesesenss 1,700 
000 and not exceeding $7, O00. ..............cc0.ccsceeeresesecsessecnsssrsceeeesecrecceeeeesees 1,800 
aa NN OT WI 05s seco cccesscccensncbessunoebe sunsonensoveceesecsaccsensonce 1,900 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


offices. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It increases the salaries in the eight largest offices 
in the country—the offices that handle from six to almost twelve mill- 
ion dollars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And these officers now receive the largest salary ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They receive now the largest salaries; but only to 
the extent of one, two, three, and four hundred dollars greater than 
first-class offices, where the postmaster handles limited amounts of 
money and where the responsibility is not great. 

The rates fixed for the several classes to which I have referred have 
pal determined after careful examination of the present salaries and 

ney as shown by the last biennial adjustment, which went 
into fnto effect uly 1, 1882, and I have no hesitation in saying that an ad- 
justment made on this basis will be fair and impartial, and will cause 
less friction than any other plan which has been proposed. By less 
friction I mean ,that practically the present salaries will not be mate- 
rially changed, and any increase of salaries will be due to a healthy in- 
crease of revenue. The reduction of letter postage will fall heaviest 


It increases, however, the salaries in the largest 


upon the | anh 000) of fourth-class postmasters, as their compensa- 
tion is — m commissions on mail matter actually mailed 
at their li ly upon stamps canceled. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania comes 
to the fourth-class offices I wish to ask him what effect does the change 
in salary have upon the second and third classes? 

Mr. BINGH I will state to the gentleman that the bill holds 
the second and third classes, after careful and critical examination, 
just where they are now. 

Mr. MORSE. And large bonds are required. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, large bonds are required. 
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There are members on this floor more familiar with the details of the | I ask the House to pass the bill. It will simplity the adjustment of 


fourth-class offices thanI am. They know that in each of their dis- | 


tricts they number a hundred and more. They are the class of offices 
which do not receive, as the larger offices receive, reasonable, fair com- 

ion for stamps sold and for work done. In the fourth-class office 
the compensation allowed is a percentage on canceled stamps. The 
stamps must be canceled in the office, not sold, but canceled in the 
office, before the commission is allowed. 

In that connection let me state the fourth class of postmasters are 
paid on the return to the Department of their quarterly accounts. 
They will immediately feel the effect on the rate of commission, if the 
present law standa, of the difference between the commission allowed 
for the cancellation of a 3-cent stamp and a 2-cent stamp. Gentlemen 
need but to hear that proposition to thoroughly understand it. 

The law so far as that class of postmasters are concerned will take 
effect immediately; and in making the estimates and in changing the 
rate of commission your committee have determined to recommend 
such a rate and change in the commission as would give to the fourth- 
class postmaster the same amount of compensation that he now receives 
for a line of work identical, at the 2-cent rate, for exactly the same 
amount of work done; with this one addition, and the committee be- 
lieve that in view of the fourth-class officers receiving no compensation 
for rent, fuel, light, clerk-hire, &c., some small increase of compensa- 
tion should be given that class of officers, 45,000 in number. 

I feel that I represent the entire Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

and I know that I represent the Department, when I submit that 

the basis we have drafted the bill upon will give to these fourth-class 

from $100 up to $1,000 per annum, between 9 and 10 per 

cent. increase. But the largest average of increase will be in the class 

of offices that run up to between $400 and $500 per annum. That is 

the class that will more largely receive this percentage of increase than 
the postmasters whose compensation exceeds $500 per annum. 

I will briefly illustrate by some tables I have the difference between 
the old law and the bill now under consideration. 

These commissions under existing law are per quarter as follows: 


On the first $100, 60 per cent... OF. 20.00.0000... ccccccceeeee see ceeeeecerensceevenenerns ea el 
On the next $200, 50 per cent., or... RAAT 
On the next $400, 40 per Cent. OF.............ccccccccceecesceeeeeseesseceeseeseceecensnneceenseeerens 160 





limited, however, including box-rents and all other revenue except 
money-order commission, to $250 per quarter. 

The proposed plan reduced to figures gives the fourth-class postmas- 
ter compensation at the following rates per quarter, namely: 
On the first $50, 100 per cent... OF. 0.0.00... ooc cece cece eeseceeneeceeeee es ia aud ds adercipcahae 


On the next $100, 60 per cent., or... 60 


On the next $200, 50 per cent... OF... cecceeee ce eeeeeeeeeeeeneees pnt aa os . 100 


and 40 per cent. on all the balance, limited to $250 per quarter, exclu- 
sive of money-order commissions. 

I also submit a table showing the present and the proposed compen- 
sation of fourth-class postmasters, giving the relative and average in- 
crease of salary on revenue of $50 to $1,000, under the old and new law: 











600 00 | 340 00 | 440 00 
390 00 | 490 00 
440 00 | 540 00 | 100 00 22.70 
490 00 | 590 00 | 100 00 20, 40 
540 00 | 640 00) 100 00 18.50 


100 00 29. 40 


g 
& 





504 56 | 283 64 | 36456 | 80 91 38. 67 











Also, table showing compensation of fourth-class postmasters under 
old and new law per quarter: 
OLD LAW. 
first......... $100, 60 per cent., or $60 
next........ 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
next........ 225, 40 percent.,or 90 
250=maximum amountallowed per quarter. 
NEW LAW. 
100 per cent., or $50 
60 per cent., or 60 
50 per cent., or 100 
40 per cent., or 40 











Totals... 450.....cccccccccseseeees . 20=maximum amount allowed per quarter. 
SUMMARY. 
eel caibedaitanilipesidieuses $525 gives postmaster $250 
wamguainnenient 450 gives postmaster 250 
Difference in favor of new law per quarter...... 75 








| - 
Compensation of postmaster. 
cma: 
= = a . 
8 ns & h Be 
a | SE] ge] S| CSS 
be oS i] & 3) 
2 = 2 5 oe 
~ =) =) - Ay 
| 
$50 00 | $30 00 | $50 00 | $20 00 66. 70 
100 00 | 6 00 | 10000, 4000 66.70 
200 00 | 120 00 | 200 00) 80 00 66.70 | 
300 00 | 180 00 | 26000) 80 00 44. 40 
400 00 | 240 00 | 320.00) 80 00 33. 30 
500 00 | 290 00 | 380 00) 9 00 31.00 


100 00 25. 60 | 





the salary of every postmaster in the country. ‘They will be paid in 
accordance with the gross receipts of their offices and responsibility for 
money obligations, as well as labor performed. It will increase to a 
reasonable and just extent the allowances of the fourth-class officers, 
whose pay is small, yet at the same time have duties that are exacting 
and important. 

The bill is inthe direction of good legislation, and should receive the 
support of every member of this House. 

I shall append to my remarks several exhibits that may be useful to 
gentleman who may desire to examine more carefully into the Dill 
under consideration : 


EXHIBIT A, 
January 1, 1883: 
Number of post-offices 


46,895 

Number of Presidential post-oflices 2,092 

Number of fourth-class post-oflices 44, 801 
June 30, 1882: 

Number of post-offices....... on 46, 231 

Number of Presidential post-oftices 1, &i 

Number of fourth-class post-offices 44, 280 


Total compensation paid to postmasters fiscal year ended June 30, 

I oneiatetiodnnmmmansenisiae: nie Siamese $8, 964, 676 T2 
Total salaries of Presidential postmasters fiscal year ended June 

SEITE haiiulschanshehtmniiieniindmnananted , oe 3, 263, 400 00 
Total compensation of fourth-class postmasters fiseal year ended 

June 30, 1882 s adeaialainiian nisi , ; », TOL, 276 72 
Average salary of postmasters of the fourth class 128 72 
Receipts of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ended 

a eee nceiedansimee adnan . 41,876,410 00 
Gross receipts of Presidential post-offices (1,951 in number) forthe 

fiscal year ended June 30, 1882 ................. ae . 29,541,458 00 
Gross receipts of Presidential post-offices (44,280 in number) for 

the fiscal year ended June 30, 1882........... 12, 334, 92 00 


Exursir B. 
Statement showing the number of Presidential post-offices, aggregate salaries of post 
masters, and gross receipts, arranged alphabetically by States and Territories 





States. a Salaries Receipts, 

SES SEE eae ee ee nebtehiddeees Seractn 20 $34, 900 $156,511 
onic ca ada cain eae beseuaaiguaenssenee ; 5 10, 100 35, 735 
SS eS Sesabeiicaicteimase = : 15 25, 900 101, 028 
California ......... aeuodien ’ S7 107, 700 SO), S20 
RE nhenedee 38 74, 200 77, 567 
Connecticut ... chsdoeeeeheenet ‘ mM) 93, 900 623, 744 
Dakota......... ‘ 19 31, 600 162, 308 
Delaware......... a cee 6 9, 600 62,079 
District of Columbia............ piaeuealants 1 4,000 242, 175 
Florida wennaiad ~ naw il 18, 600 69, 004 
Georgia . cphichdiaieempinaetada haunt nus cle 27 50), 700 320,074 
Idaho... ; Ra: : 2 3,500 8, 26 
Illinois... Kipabaanannesaconinis 178 256, 100 2,501, 2 
Indiana ... : jntiekeieeeaaens eive x6 158, 900 719, 062 
SSS slant cel apsdua s caipmdnbianaanniae 117 156, 100 687,579 
CS ES is aT 75 127, 300 120,008 
Kentucky.. seaianadentin : 4 | 99, 200 104, 422 
OE EE EE ee Seep 4 22, 800 B08, S74 
Maine ....... seabidniniahubemicanntiiabenni : 3 57, 600 74, 315 
Maryland Sncabsteeeunancadons 20 32, 300 54, 605 
Massachusetts : saoenta ; ; 116 220, 400 2, 402, 871 
Michigan......... snphicshaiieimaaaciennideRosatuaaa 104 190, 600 M49, 305 
Minnesota ee Se wcopdchenuine 51 82, 500 186, 865 
Mississippi............. painia thehiagh duet . 21 34, 300 101, 495 
Missouri......... RE SERIE BOS ES BE 6“ 111,500 1, 268, 469 
See er ee 9 18, 200 5, S00 
Nebraska. salen ielenapaneaieaitians 37 60, 900 249, 459 
Nevada sccatonsatinieiiiiea areal it 20, 400 52,170 
New Hampshire ..... : 29 419, 700 200, 716 
New Jersey & acsiedasgmsnnie 58 105, 200 623, 376 
New Mexico......... v 6 10, 500 36, 404 
New York : 206 305, 900 6. Mil % 
North Carolina snneindiioceiiens . 1s 20, S00) 120, 950) 
Ohio......... ie ; sistas vee 130 243, 200 1, 978, 330 
Oregon i il 19, 300 91, 822 
Pennsylvania ......... ‘ ‘ 1) 260, 600 3, O70, 546 
Rhode Island aes ailocuinihainacted vaste il 24,000 272, 1s 
South Carolina paleninlisoe 16 26, 200 139, 386 
Tennessee......... saniiaiiiaas : 19 3A, 300 280, G80) 
tance eosiasisenannbianyece ; ; . ceeaneaiie 57 102, 000 15, 167 
Gisela iniiniurideiscddioussapens oe nee 7 11,500 56, 355 
Vermont Snare lauaies avatensieiad — 27 42, 800 152,4M4 
Virginia ei tlads elated lees ° 27 49, 200 327, 148 
Washington.....................5 shdisiipinnninenmmnaleie 8 13,500 82, 977 
IN 5.caick acciibeskkxncusaetvandutdeduadininGercaters 12 19, 500 | 92, O77 
et slldsctbceiecediie wiieicaapnsaieiail 76 131, 100 709, 136 
Wyoming .. Ladacthuhneemsienseneunvamn Selaeilsteulitsicuialabcliiy 4 8,000 26, 070 

2,092 3, 620, 100 29, 831, 698 
Grand total gross receipts....................csseeceeeeess puvcnpaleusbicarteiva $29, 831, 698 
Grand total postmasters’ salaries .................. ccswaciialieate $3, 620, LOO 
i nner ccecnslsintuhnetndiuenenasententisn siaieuienaios : 12.11 


Mr. HOLMAN. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten 
nessee, Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [I feel that there is a necessity for legislation in 
behalf of the fourth-class postmasters of the country in view of the 
change that was made in the law during this session concerning the 
rate of postage; and while that is true I desire to enter my protest 
against a scheme for the purpose of making that class of officers the 


| scape-goat through which the best paid postmasters of the country are 


to have their salaries increased. 
The very first part of the bill pertains to that class of postmasters 
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who already receive the largest salaries that are given to any postmasters 
of the country. It is a well-known fact that the service has suffered 
no detriment by reason of failure to pay this class of officers amply. It 
is a well-known fact that whenever there is a vacancy in any of the 
large cities of the country thereis aswarm of applicants any one of whom 
would discharge the duties well; and yet with this fact staring us in 
the face we have the extraordinary spectacle presented of an effort to 
increase their salaries. 

We have passed provisions during this Congress which will tend to 
reduce the salaries of the postmasters of the fourth class. I know it is 
necessary that some change in the present law in their behalf should 
be made. But I think that a bill which should provide that postmas- 
ters of the fourth class shall receive under the new law for the cancel- 
lation of a similar number of stamps (I do not mean stamps of the same 
value) the same compensation which they received under the old law 
would accomplish the end desired better than it will be accomplished 
by this bill. The whole system of compensation is changed by this 
bill, and we do not know what will be the effect if it shall become 
law. 

i would like to have the gentleman in charge of the bill, or some mem- 
ber of the House, tell us where the money is to come from to pay this 
increase of salaries. It looks as if there were a disposition to heap up 
deficiencies for the next year. We change the rate of postage, and the 
effect of that will probably be to reduce the revenues of the Depart- 
ment from six to eight millions of dollars a year. No appropriation 
has been made; none has yet been proposed to supply that deficiency. 

It is now proposed to increase the salaries of first-class postmasters, 
and no appropriation is made to pay that increase. Is it possible that 
we are going through the forms of law to change salaries and make no 
provision for their payment? 

I think this measure is crude. Ido not think it has been brought 
in with that mature consideration that its importance deserves. While, 
as I have said, I am anxious for legislation for the benefit of the poorest 
paid postmasters, those who receive from $100 to $200 a year, I think 
we should not accompany that with an increase of the salaries of those 
who happen to have already good berths. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to be recognized for the purpose of asking 
unanimous consent that the time for debate upon the pending bill be 
somewhat extended. It is a very important bill, and I would like to 
have a few minutes upon it myself. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time for debate be extended for one hour. 

Mr. CAMP. I object. 

Mr. RYAN. Do not do that. 

Mr. CAMP. I do object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 
(Mr. HoLMAN] will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that, inasmuch as the House has declined 
to extend the time for the consideration of this bill, at least during 
the few minutes left the House will attempt to understand its provisions. 

The occasion and pretense for bringing this measure forward is the 
change in the law reducing letter postage from 3 cents to 2 cents per 
half ounce; but the House ought to understand, and I presume it does 
understand, that this bill goes far beyond the mere effect of the reduction 
of the rates of postage. The bill is not based on the fact that the rev- 
enues of a certain class of postmasters may be materially reduced by 
the change in the law in regard to the rates of postage, for it is not 
confined to that class of post-offices, but is an ingenious method to effect 
a long-standing effort to increase the salaries of postmasters all along 
the line. 

This measure is brought forward, as I think my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. BINGHAM] has in effect stated, to increase the salaries of 
postmasters generally, not simply those affected by the reduction of 
postage. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
** increase.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think “‘ increase’’ is the best expression, for you 
do actually increase the salaries of a large number of postmasters now 
exceedingly well paid. 

Mr. BINGHAM. “ EqualizeV was my expression. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House will remember that in consequence of 
the agreement to the conference report to-day upon the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill, the law reducing the rates of postage will not take 
effect until the Ist day of October. There will therefore be but two 
months intervening between the time the new law takes effect reducing 
the rates of postage and the meeting of the next Congress. Therefore 
by no possibility can any material harm be done, even if it should be 
found that the decreased revenues resulting from the reduction ef the 
rates of postage shall materially reduce the salaries of the fourth-class 


postmasters, who alone could be injuriously affected by the reduction 
of 


The gentleman from Indiana 


The gentleman should have said ‘* equalize,’’ not 


t me call the attention of the House to the fact that this bill was 
introduced on the 19th day of February and referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. It was not reported back from that 
committee until the 28th of February, and it was not printed so that 
members could examine it until yesterday 


Here is a bill brought forward in the expiring moments of this Con- 





Marcu 2, 


proposing to increase the salariesof postmasters all along the line. 

nder existing law there is no postmaster who receives a salary excee:(- 
ing $4,000 a year except the postmaster in New York city. This bj)! 
proposes to pay a number of postmasters a salary of $6,000 a year each, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only four of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four in number, my friend says. Laccept his state. 
ment. The bill proposes to pay another class $5,000 a year each. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only four of those. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet the salaries arenow high enough.  sti|/ 
more remarkable effect of this bill is that the increase is all along the 
line while pretending to equalize salaries. Under existing law, where 
the compensation of the fourth-class postmasters is dependent upon the 
gross receipts of the office, the rate of compensation under the present 
law and under the law proposed by this bill is as follows: 


Table showing compensation of fourth-class postmasters under old and new 
law per quarter: 








OLD LAW. 
On first........ $100, 60 per cent., or $60 
On next....... 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
On next....... 225, 40 per cent., or 90 
Totals ...... i icdccerctvitinw cinta 250 = maximum amount allowed per quarter 
NEW LAW. ; 
On first........ $50, 100 per cent., or $50 
On next....... 100, 50 per cent., or 6 
On next....... 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
On next....... 100, 40 per cent., or 40 
Totals ...... MO. eecccesceeeeeen eee 250 maximum amount allowed per quarter 
SUMMARY. 
ONd TAW............sssereesesssesnersesenssensessneevenenssnenssseasnrssssenees $525 gives postmaster $2) 
BET BUT cncitennirenmmncnitnsnetesessinnennsemnteiineeinipamiiinn 450 gives postmaster 2) 
Difference in favor of new law per quarter.......... 7 


Gentlemen will please bear in mind that changing the rate of letter 
postage from 3 cents to 2 cents per half ounce is not likely, on the 
theory which my friend hiniself has heretofore advanced, to reduce tlic 
revenues of the Post-Office Department, and yet by this bill the in- 
creased salaries of the fourth-class postmasters is shown by the follow- 
ing table: 


Table showing the present and compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters, giving the relative average increase of salary on revenue of 
$50 to $1,000, under the old and new law. 












































Compensation of postmaster 

gig lt , ids 

eo.) 8. i | €% 

g MH 5e --) 78 

s | gti et] & | si 

Be p p & | am 
On revenue of..... $50 00 | $30 00 | $50 00 | $20 00 66.70 
On revenue of. 100 00 | 6000} 10000) 4000 66.70 
On revenne of. 200 00 | 120 00 | 200 00 | 80 00 66.70 
LLL ALLEL TE | 300 00 | 18000 | 26000; 8000) 41.40 
On revenue of...... . 400 00 | 240 00 | 32000 80 00 33.30 
On revenue of..... | §00 00 | 290 00 | 38000) 9 00 31.00 
On revenue of...... 600 00 | 340 00 | 44000 | 1000029. 40 
On revenue of. 700 00 390 00 | 490 00 | 100 00 25. 60 
On revenue Of,.........cc.ccccceseeeeneeeee «| 800 00 | 440 00 | 54000 / 10000 = 22.70 
On FOVENUC OF........000..00.cssecssesseeseesceees 900 00 | 490 00 | 59000 | 1000020. 40 
ee 1,000 00 | 540 60 | 640 00 | 100 00 18.5%) 
AVETAZES....cccccceccseeeeseesseessseeeseee SOK 56 | 283 64 | 364.56 | 80 91 | 38.670 


| 


So it is seen that the salaries are.increased from the small post-offices 
to the largest a heavy percent. And yet this is a bill merely to equal- 
ize salaries ! 

Gentlemen can see at once the effect of this measure and the high 
a now paid. Take for illustration the following, in the third 
class: 

Gross receipts, $1,900 and not exceeding $2,100, salary, $1,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. That is exactly what the a’ now. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not inthis order nor upon this basis. Take again 
this from the third class: 

Gross receipts, $2.100 and not exceeding $2,400, salary, $1,100. 


So on through the entire list. Even in this higher class you pay to 
the postmaster about 50 per cent. of the gross receipts. A further ob- 
jection I have to this bill is that it comes in at too late a moment for 
honest consideration. It comes here with its heavy increase of salaries 
at a time when the public judgment so recently expressed, if it means 
anything which honorable gentlemen should consider, means retrench- 
ment in expenses and not extra salaries. Yet this bill proposes 
to make all along the line a increase of salaries. I would like 
to know what expression of publicsentiment has demanded this? What 
public demand is there for an increase of $2,000 in the salaries of some 
postmasters and $1,000 in others? What information has come to us 
from the late election or since justifying or excusing this increase of 
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salaries? What party dared in the last campaign to demand an increase | 

of salaries? What gentleman elected to the next Congress informed 

the people of his district that he was in favor of increasing salaries al- 
y large, $4,000 a year, 334 per cent. or any other per cent.? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The justification of this measure is the common- 
sense proposition that when a man handles from five to ten million dol- 
Jars of the public money every year he ought to have some recognition 
for that great and serious responsibility. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That “serious responsibility,’’ when so universally 
have you relieved these officers from all responsibility whatever that 
you have even passed during the present Congress a general law author- 
izing the Postmaster-General, without the poor formality of coming to 
Congress, to relieve these officers from all responsibility whatever for 
losses sustained in all cases where there has been a moderate exercise 
of care upon the part of the official. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman refers to the bill which is limited 
to cases Where not more than $2,000 has been lost by burglary, fire, or 
other unavoidable accident. That bill does not extend to all cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does with rare exceptions. I have heard here- 
tofore the argument for enlarged pay on the ground of the responsibility | 
resting upon public officials, and have been compelled to yield to it; | 
but under the present state of the law that argument is gone. 

I repeat, does my friend discover any drift of public opinion that 
those public officers or any other public officers of this Government are 
too poorly paid? 

Mr. BROWNE. I can tell my colleague of some officers who are too 
poorly paid. I refer to the fourth-class postmasters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, as to fourth-class postmasters, does my friend 
find that there is any difficulty in filling those offices with competent 
men in any section of this country ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do. 

Mr. BROWNE. We do. Nearly one-half of these officers in my 
district have resigned because the compensation is wholly inadequate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itistruly refreshing to hear that any office under this 
Government, from fourth-class postmasters through all the grades of 
official service, is going begging. Such a fact has never yet come tomy 
knowledge. . Yet in the expiring hours of this session, without any pos- 
sibility of any serious injustice being done to a single postmaster by the 
reduction of postage on the Ist of next October, the fact of that reduc- 
tion is seized upon to increase some 60,000 salaries and to increase the 
salaries of some of the best paid officers in this great army of public 
offfials. I trust this bill will be defeated. The people demand reform, 
and will you in defiance of that demand increase the public burdens? 
The country demands reform in the civil service. Will you still fur- 
ther corrupt the civil service by increasing the motive for corrupt prac- 
tices in securing public office? A reduction of salary is the only true 
method of civil-service reform. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman know 
that many of these fourth-class postmasters have great labor and re- 
sponsibility, without any allowance for office-rent or anything of that 
kind, and yet receive only from $40 to $100 a year, and that the reduc- 
tion of postage from 3 to 2 cents cuts down this meager compensation 
exactly one-third ? | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it cut those salaries down one-third ? | 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. It does. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, sir, the argument on which the reduction in 
the rate of postage was carried through was that the increased amount 
of correspondence, enlarging the demand for postage-stampsand stamped | 
envelopes, would prevent deficiency in the revenues of the Post-Office | 
Department. But does my friend wish to increase the salaries of the | 
more highly paid postmasters, officers who now receive from $2,500 to 
$4,000 a year, for the purpose of correcting any falling off of the salaries 
of the fourth-class postmasters which can be done promptly next ses- | 
sion if an actual falling off of salaries is found ? 

The SPEAKER. Thetime for debate on this motion has expired. | 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BINGHAM to suspend | 
the rules and pass the bill, there were—ayes 99, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

a ordered; and Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. HoLMAN were | 
a | 

House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 152, noes 21. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 13, noes 103— 
less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. | 











Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that the last vote fails to disclose 


t egy of a quorum. 
SPEAKER. That is not required on this count. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that whenever the point is made that the | 
vote just taken does not show the presence of a quoram—— 

The SPEAKER. But the requirement of the Constitution —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that there isno quorum in the 
House, as indicated by the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The point is overruled. There is a quorum as 
disclosed by the last vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by the vote just taken. 

e 


| Company (of Texas), Louisiana Western Extension Company (of Texas 


| Louisiana), for the purpose of forming a continuous through line of railroad 
| between the city and bay of San Francisco, in California, and other ports of the 


| and the navigable tidal waters adjoining thereto 


The SPEAKER. The last vote as reported by the tellers on agree 
ing to the proposition to suspend the rules was in the aggregate 173 
more than a quorum. The motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill is agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. FLower] on 
the last suspension day had the floor and moved that the rules be sus 
pended and joint resolution (H. Res. 267) to amend the Constitution 
of the United States be discharged from the Committee on the Judiciary 
and passed. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now call up that motion, and ask for the reading 
of the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), Thatthe follow 
ing article of amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, submitted to the several States for their ratification or rejection 
and the same, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several 


States, shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution, 
namely: 


ARTICLE XVI 
Every bill, resolution, or vote containing several items of appropriation of 
money to which the concurrence of the Senate and House of Representatives 
may be necessary, shall be presented to the President of the United States, who 
may object to one or more of such items while approving of the other parts of 
the bill, resolution, or vote. In such case he shall append to the bill, resolution, 
or vote a statement of the items to which he objects, and the appropriations so 
objected to shall not take effect unless reconsidered and passed by two-thirds of 
each House, as provided in section 7 of article Ll of the Constitution. The items 
objected to shall be separately reconsidered in each House, and if on such recon 
sideration one or more of them shall be approved by two-thirds of each House, 
the same shall become part of the law, notwithstanding the objection of the 
President. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion tosuspend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 40 
Mr. PAGE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are refused 
Mr. FLOWER and Mr. CAMP. Tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. FLOWER and Mr. PAGE were ap- 
pointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, noes 58. 
So the rules were not suspended (two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof), and the joint resolution was not passed. 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The tellers, { 
understood, were demanded on the yeas and nays. 
Mr. FLOWER. My demand for tellers was on the yeas and nays 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman misunderstood it, that is all. The 
yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise to demand the yeas and nays 
The SPEAKER. They have been refused. 
Mr. BAYNE. We did not so understand. 
The SPEAKER. By the House itself. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That was the vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so announced. 
Mr. BAYNE. The Recorp will show we demanded tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question has been disposed of, and the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Ohio. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to authorize the Southern Pacific Railroad Company and other railroad 


companies to unite and consolidate so as to form a continuous line of railroad 
between the tidal waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


| America in Congress assembled, That it shall be lawful for the Southern Pacific 


Railroad Company (being the same corporation mentioned in section 23 of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1871, entitled “An act to incorporate th: 
Texas Pacitic Railroad Company, and to aid in the construction of its road, and 
for other purposes,” and the same corporation mentioned in section 18 of an act 
of Congress approved July 27, 1866, authorizing the construction of the Atlanti 

and Pacific Railroad) to consolidate and merge its corporate powers, franchises 
and organization with the following-named companies, whether organized and 
existing under the laws of any State or Territory, or under the laws of the 
United States, namely : Southern Pacific Railroad Company (of Arizona), South 


| ern Pacific Railroad Company (of New Mexico), Galveston, Harrisburgh, aud 


San Antonio Railway Company (of Texas), Texas and New Orleans Railway 
), Louis: 
aha Western Extension Company (of Louisiana), Louisiana Central Railroad 


Company (of Louisiana), Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad Company (of 


Pacific Ocean southward from San Francisco, or on the navigable tidal waters 
adjoining thereto, and such ports and places as may be selected on the Missis 
sippi River southward from the mouth of the Arkansas River, Gulf of Mexic« 

> and it shall be lawful and 
competent for said companies whose lines would form such continuous through 
line aforesaid to unite, merge, and consolidate their respectiy 
graph lines, capital stock, rights, privileges, franchises, property, and debts with 
the said Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and it and they are hereby author 

ized so to unite, confederate, and consolidate, upon such terns as the said compa 
nies may respectively agree upon, and may operate the same as one continuous 
and connected system of railroad and telegraph lines; and said company so formed 


« railroads, tele 
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by such consolidation shall be a body politicand corporate, by such name, style, 
and title as they may select, wy such name shal! have perpetual succession, 
and shall be able to sue and be , defend and be defended, in all courts of law 
and equity within the United States, and may make and use a common seal, 
and succeed to and have and enjoy all the powers, privileges, and immunities 
necessary to carry into effect the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 2. That articles of union, confederation, or consolidation of said Southern 
Pacific Railroad Com y and other railroad companies so uniting shall be de- 

ited in the office of the Secretary of the Interior in the manner prescribed 
n section 12 of said act of July 27, 1866. 

Sec. 3. That from and after the date of the deposit of said articles of consoli- 
dation, the said railroad, or so much thereof as shall be from time to time con- 
structed, shall be a post-route for national purposes, subject to the use of the 
United States for postal, military, naval, and other Government services, as 
provided in section 19 of said act of March 3, 1871: Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be held or construed to authorize or permit the consolidation of 

marallel or competing lines of railroads or to authorize the consolidated road to 
ease or purchase such lines between the said ports on the Pacific Ocean and the 
sorts on the Gulf of Mexico or on the Mississippi River; but this section shall 
n no wise cut off or impair any lawful and now existing right of said companies 
conferred by or derived under any act of Congress: And provided further, That 
the assent of not less than three-fourths in amount of the capital stock of each 
company shall first be had and obtained to such proposed consolidation. 

Sec. 4, That the right to fix from time to time, as the public interest may re- 
quire, the rates for carrying passengers and freight on the consolidated road, is 
hereby reserved to Congress. 

Src. 5. That nothing in this act shall be held or construed in any manner to 
relieve the companies consolidated of the consequences of any failure by either 
of such companies to perform any act or acts required of them by any law or 
any provision in either of their charters; nor shall said consolidated company, 
or either of them, be relieved of any obligation to do or perform any act re- 
quired by their respective charters or by any law or any contract with the United 
States, or any State or Territory, nor shall anything in this act be held or so 
construed as in any manner to revise or confirm any land grant to any railroad 
company, whether made by the United States, or by any State, nor shall said 
consolidation work a forfeiture of any legal right which either of said companies 
hereby consolidated now has under existing law, nor impair any contract of any 
such companies. 

See. 6, That the rights of creditors of such companies so consolidating or unit- 
ing shall not be affected by such consolidation or union, and all such rights may 
be enforced against such consolidated or united company, or otherwise, as may 
be lawful; nor shall anything in this act, nor any consolidation thereunder, in- 
terfere with or impair the right of any State or Territory through which either 
of said railroads passes, or may pass, to regulate the rights, privileges, and re- 
ones of such railway company within its territorial limits as fully and 
absolutely as it could do the same previous to said consolidation ; nor shall any- 
thing in this act be construed in any manner to legalize or give validity to any 
Territorial or State laws in relation to any interests of any of the railroad com- 
panies herein authorized to consolidate; nor shall this act, or any provision 
thereof, be so construed as to deprive the courts of the several States or Terri- 
tories, through which either or any of the roads herein named may pass, of juris- 
diction over controversies between said companies and the citizens of such States 
or Territories; nor shall this act, or any provision thereof, be so construed as to 
extend the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States over such controversies, 

Src. 7, That the power is hereby reserved to alter, amend, or repeal this act as, 
in the judgment of Compan, the public good may from time to time require. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. CALKINS. 
election cases. 


I demand a second, 
After this is disposed of I shall call up the contested- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1443) granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier; 

A bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Daniel M. Morley; 

A bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda Stokes; 

A bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale; 

A bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; and 

A bill (IT. R. 6923) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer. 

The message also announced that the Senate had rejected the bill 
(H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. 2263) to amend the pension laws, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to suspend the rules and pass the bill just read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection a second will be considered as 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman from Ohio will be 
considered as controlling the time in favor of and the gentleman from 
Indiana in opposition to this proposition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope I will have the attention of the 
House while I explain the provisions of this bill. I will do it very 
briefly, but I think very fully. The bill, as stated in the title, is for 
the purpose of authorizing the consolidation of nine companies which 
form a continuous line of railway from the Pacific Ocean to the Gulf 
of Mexico or the Lower Mississippi. 

There was some objection to the bill as originally presented, and 
these objections, I will say, have all been considered and fully met by 
the amendments which have been prepared after consultation with gen- 
tlemen an all sides, who have scanned all the provisions of the bill with 
a view to removing all just ground for criticism. 

I believe that in this bill we have been able to remove every well- 
founded objection, as I think gentlemen will discover upon examining 





















































Mr. WILSON. State the general objects of the bill. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihavealready stated that the general object 
is to authorize the consolidation of nine companies whose several] roads 
form a continuous line from the Pacific coast to the Gulf of Mexico o, 
Lower Mississippi. 

It was objected originally, when this bill was first presented to this 
House, that the names of the companies had not been specified, an< 
that possibly some other line of road, notcontemplated by the bill, might 
be consolidated with them. Hence in the bill as amended the name of 
each of the companies, and only those forming the continuous through 
line, is specified. In the original bill authority was also given to ope- 
rate branches and spurs. At the suggestion and in accordance wi}, 
the wish of my distinguished and honorable friend from Texas [| Mr. 
REAGAN] that was stricken out, so that neither a branch nor a spur 
under the present bill can be operated as a part of the consolidation. 
Others suggested that possibly they might control or operate paralle! or 
competing lines. We have answered that objection by inserting a pro- 
vision which prohibits absolutely the consolidation of any paralle! or 
competing line, or the operation of any parallel or competing line by 
this consolidated company. It was also suggested that it might possi- 
bly interfere with the duties imposed upon some companies by the States 
or Territories or by the United States. Hence a provision was drawn 
which places that beyond any possible peradventure in the following 
language: 

That nothing in this act shall be held or construed in any manner to relieve 
the com ies consolidated of the consequences of any failure by either of such 
companies to perform any act or acts uired by them by any law or any pro- 
vision in either of their charters; nor shall said consolidated companies or either 
of them be relieved of any m to do or perform any act required by their 
respective charters, or by any law or contract with the United States or wit! 
any State or Territory. 

Then some gentlemen say, still this may tend to revive some forfeited 
land grant. At the suggestion of certain gentlemen familiar with the 
subject, who have scanned the bill carefully, this is placed beyond per- 
adventure by the further clause: 

Nor shall anything in this act be held or so construed as in any manner to re- 
vive or confirm any land grant to any railroad company, whether made by the 
United States or by any State, nor shall said consolidation work a forfeiture of 
any legal right which either of said companies hereby consolidated now has 
under existing law— 

Now observe this provision— 
nor impair any contract of 7 company. And that the rights of cred- 
itors of said companies consolidating or uniting shall not be affected by such 
consolidation or union; and all such rights may be enforced against such con- 
solidated or united company or otherwise as may be lawful. 

Now, in order to meet every conceivable objection and provide an 
amendment that would do everything except to permit the cowboys to 
ditch the train and rob the gers, we, at the suggestion of the 
learned gentlemen, my friends from Texas and California and others, 
inserted the following clause to protect fully the States and citizens of 
States in all controversies that can arise with this consolidated com- 
pany or either of them—— 

Mr. BERRY. To what gentleman from California do you refer? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I refer to the gentleman’s colleague [ Mr. 
ROSECRANS]. 

Mr. BERRY. Because I oppose that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thought you were one and inseparable. 

Mr. BERRY. Not by a good deal. I object to the whole thing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is in response to the resolution of your 
Legislature that the following amendment was prepared. 

Mr. BERRY. The Legislature of California is opposed to it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now observe: 

Nor shall anything in this act nor any consolidation thereunder interfere wit! 
or impair the rights of any State or Territory through which either of said rail- 
roads or may pass to regulate the rights, privileges, and responsibilities 
of suc’ ye Gene within its tgrritorial limits as fully and as absolutely 
as it could do same previous to said consolidation; nor shall anything in 
this act be construed in any manner to legalize or give validity to any Terri- 
torial or State laws in relation to any interests of any of the railroad companics 
herein authorized to consolidate. 

And beyond that, in response to my honorable friend from Texas, whose 
legal ability will not be called into question, and so as to place this en- 
tirely beyond all possible peradventure, there has been added the fol- 
lowing. Now observe: 

Nor shall this act or any provision thereof be so construed as to deprive the 
courts of the several States or Territories through which either or any of the roads 
herein named may pass, of jurisdiction over controversies between said com- 
panies and the citizens of such States or Territories. Nor shall this act or any 
provision thereof be so construed as to extend the jurisdiction of the courts of 
the United States over such controversies. 

Further— 

That the power is hereby reserved to alter, amend, or repeal this act, as inthe 
judgment of Congress the public good may from time to time require. 

There is also inserted here a provision which was entirely satisfactory 
to all friends and foes of the bill, giving Congress the right to regulate 
in its discretion the rates for carrying passengers and freight on that 
road 


Mr. SPARKS. Will the 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
That the right to fix from time to time, as the public interest may require, the 


—- read that provision? 
will: 





its provisions. 


rates for carrying passengers and freight on the consolidated road is hereby 
reserved to Congress. @ 
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My friend will observe that as to interstate commerce, as to freights 
starting from the Pacific to the city of New Orleans, the General Gov- 
ernment will claim the right to regulate that through freight. But 
within the territorial limits of the States, as to their own commerce, as 
to their own carriage of passengers and freight, the bill expressly re- 
serves to the States and Territories the right to do that thing. 

Mr. SPARKS. Is there notaconflict here? That power seems to be 
reserved oz seems to be conferred by the bill on Congress. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. Now, if it belongs tothe Stateson any ofthese roads 
does not this take it away from them and give it to Congress? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 
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been brewing here in committee and elsewhere for two years. In its 
present form it has never before been introduced in this House or con- 
sidered by any committee. A large portion of it is in manuscript. It 
has never been printed, and none of us have ever had an opportunity 
to read or consider what is in it. It has appeared in several phases be- 
fore the Committee on Pacific Railways, of which I have the honor to 
be a member, but never just in this form. It is immense in its seope, 


| and needs long, careful, and the most painstaking investigation. In- 


stead of that it is now, for the first time, brought before the House, and 
under the gag of the previous question, in the expiring hoursof the ses- 


| sion and the Congress. 


My friend will observe it does not. | 


One relates to the interstate commerce and the other in express terms | 


reserves the jurisdiction over the local rates and commerce to the States 
and Territories themselves. 


Now, let me say that in all these matters I have consulted with the | 


men on this floor who I knew had intelligent convictions touching the 
provisions of this bill in order that every objection might be removed 
which could suggest itself to their minds as being in any degree an in- 
fringement on the rights of any State or of any citizen of a State. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the gentleman does want to remove objections 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do. 

Mr. SPARKS. I wish to suggest to him that I do net understand 
that clause. I believe it is the fourth section of the bill. 
derstand that clause relates exclusively to interstate commerce. I do 





I do not un- | 


understand it would confer the power upon Congress and take it away | 


from the States. I so understand it. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] is 
a good lawyer, and he knows that in construing the law you construe 


it with reference to the entire context, considering all the parts of 


the law together. Now, these two provisions can stand together, the 
Government regulating the through transcontinental freight bound to 


New Orleans and to the East or Europe, while the other provision of 


| ton, theowneroftheSouthern Pacific Railroad of California, and in fact of 


the bill expressly reserves to the States and Territories the right to | 


regulate the rates for the local freight and passenger tratftic. 


regulation of the interstate and transcontinental trafilic heing reserved 
to the General Government, leaving to the States and Territories all 
the power and authority they now have over local business. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand that. 
bill, in my judgment, does not make it so. Your fourth section does 
not confine this power in Congress to through freight or interstate com- 


merce. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does fix and determine the jurisdiction 
of the States and of the General Government, and limits the authority 
of the latter in that behalf. And it does this by expressly reserving to 
the States and Territories control over local rates, while it confers or 
rather recognizes the authority of the United States over through traffic. 

Now, Mr. Spealtr, I will wait to hear from those who have objec- 
tions to the bill. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask the gentleman is there any land grant in 
this bill? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. On the contrary it expressly pro- | 


hibits and prevents any possible revival ofa land grant to any company, 
whether from a State or the United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will my friend from Ohio allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is 
recognized as in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. HAMMoNnD" 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The fact of the gentleman from Ohio 
having taken so long a time only to remove so many objections to his 
bill, is a very suspicious circumstance. I propose to present another 
objection, which strikes at its very root. As I understand, ever since 
McCullough vs. Maryland was decided, in 4 Wheaton, it has never been 
doubted that Congress has no authority to make any charter except for 
United States governmental purposes, or to carry out some United States 
governmental power. 

_This bill is simply to grant conveniences to certain railroad compa- 
nies for their purposes and for their benefit only. That is all the report 
in its favor claims. The Government has no interest in it whatever. 


It is for private persons, private stockholders who realize the impor- | 


pen of getting a charter here to make their transportation easier and 
cheaper. 

Again, the bill covers three railroads of the State of Texas. That 
State has a constitution which declares: 

No railroad company organized under the laws of this State shall consolidate, 


by private or judicial sale or otherwise, with any railroad company organized 
u the laws of any other State or of the United States. 


And in disregard of that the bill undertake$ to consolidate its three 
with other railroads of other States. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
(Mr. Dunn]. 
Mr. DUNN. This bill is the latest evolution from a broth that has 


Hence | 
it is clear that these two powers stand together, both being effective, the | 


But I say the language of your | 


I deliberately state to the House and the country that I believe it to 
be full of unseen results, pitfalls, and snares. No man can say here 
to-day what is in the bill or what progeny it will bring forth; no man 
dare say. The gentleman attempts to quict apprehension by assuring 
the House that there is an all-saving *‘ proviso’’ in the bill to the effect 
that nothing therein shall extend or confirm any land grant, &e., to 
any one of these roads, or to this consolidated concern; but he hurried 
over that other little innocent-looking ‘* proviso’’ within his all-saving 
proviso. ‘That inner proviso turns upon and swallows up its parent 
proviso and completely destroys it. It is to this effect: ‘* Nor shall any- 
thing herein contained be construed to impair, annul, or in any man- 
ner affect any rights that any or either of these roads may have ac- 
quired by law or by virtue of any contract or otherwise.”’ 
its cloven feet peeps out; and all of its feet are cloven. 

What does that little innocent-looking inner proviso mean? Congress 
heretofore granted to the Texas Pacitie Railroad Company about 15,- 
000,000 acres of land in New Mexicoand Arizona, with the right of way 
through the public lands of those Territories and acharter carrying all the 
usual franchises. That company failed toearn that grant of land by com 
pliance with the terms and conditions of thelaw. But C. P. Hunting- 


Hlere one of 


all the California railroads, did build his road through those Territories 
within the time allowed to the Texas Pacitie Railroad Company, and 
over the line of their right of way. 
1 Paso and gave it battle at law and in all other possible ways to pre- 
vent its construction farther toward the Pacifie coast. He wanted no 
competition there, norival. In the mean time Jay Gould had possessed 
himself of the Texas Pacific, and now crossed swords with his great 
rival. 

This forced a compromise, and it was made in November, 1881, as 
the junction of the Texas Pacific and Southern Pacific at Sierra Blanco 
had secured a continuous line from Marshall, Texas, to the Pacific be 
fore the time expired for the completion of the Texas Pacific; the land 
grant made to it was transferred to the Southern Pacific, though the 
Texas Pacific had not earned an acre of it. But the terms of that com- 
promise can best be seen by the following article from the New York 
World of November 27, 1881, a paper belonging to Gould and speaking 
by authority: 


The agreement which has been in preparation for some days and was signed 


| yesterday in regard to the settlement of the disputes between the Texas and 


| Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroad Companies, and for an interchange of 


traffic and facilities, is very comprehensive andimportant. It is made between 
Cc. P. Iluntington on one side, representing the Southern Pacific, and the Gal 
veston, Harrisburgh, and San Antonio Roads and their connections eastward as 
far as New Orleans, and Jay Gould on the other side, representing the Texas 
and Pacific, including its New Orleans connection, the Iron Mountain, the In 
ternational, Missouri, Kansas and Texas, and Missouri Pacific Companies. It 
provides that the tracks of the two systems shall be joined when they meetone 
hundred miles or thereabouts east of El Paso,and both parties are to use the 
portion between the j«netion and El Pasoon equal terms, the Texas and Pacific 
reserving the right to run its own trains inio EF! Paso on paying half cost of 
maintenance, taxes,and interest on half cost of construction, $10,000 per mile 


| Through business is to be done on a pro rata basis by both companies, and this 
stands all the way to San Diego, Los Angelos, and San Francisco, although the 





franchise of the Texas and Pacific was by its charter limited to Ban Diego; and 
rates are to be as low between competitive points as by any other transconti 
nental routes 

No discrimination is to be made by the Gould roads for or against any of the 
termini on the Mississippi or Gulf, either as to rates, time, or otherwise, or 
among the railroad lineseastward thereof, but east-bound unconsigned business 
for points reached by them in Northern Texas, Arkansas, and Missouri, is to be 
delivered to them at El Paso or the Junction, as the case may be. The agrec 
ment does not prevent or interfere with the completion of the Huntington 
road through Texas via San Antonio and Houston, but provides that after its 
completion the New Orleans and seaboard business thereof shall be divided 
equally between the two lines and their connections, the Huntington road from 
Houston to New Orleans being accorded the privilege of using one hundred miles 
of the Texas and Pacifie nearest to New Orleans, when necessary, on the above 
terms. The two systems of roads intersect and cross each other at Mouston, 
and between this point and Galveston they use the Galveston road, running 
through trainsif necessary. The through business toand from FE] Paso and the 
Pacific will be divided on the basis of one-third to the Texas and Pacifie and 
its connections and two-thirds to the line via San Antonio, that being the short- 
est line. 

In consideration of the privileges of using jointly the road into El Paso, and 
of a perpetual privilege in Los Angeles and San Francisco as well as San Diego 
equal to the most favored, the Texas and Pacific has relinquished its claim to 
the land grant, right of way, and franchises west of FE] Paso to the Southern Pa 
cific companies. The Texas and Pacific engages not to extend its road west of 
E] Paso so long as the covenants with the Southern Pacific are observed, and 
the Southern Pacific agrees not to parallel the Texas and Pacific east of FE) Paso 
or either of the roads mentioned in Texas, Arkansas, or Missouri. The usual 
provision is made for arbitration between any of the parties for the settlement 
of disputes, and the respective superintendents are to carry out the details of the 
arrangements asto interchange of traffic and the rates of compensation 

The junction with the Texas and Pacific will take place about December 1, at 
Sierra Blanca Springs, in Western Texas. The lower lines across Texas will not 


Ile met the Texas Pacitie east of 


aon 
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be opened before June or July next. Through trains will commence running 
between New Orleans and E) Paso and Saint Louis and E) Paso about January 


1. The distance from New Orleans by either line to El Paso is nearly 1,200 miles; | . ; . oe 
| panies, and to deprive the State courts of jurisdiction over controversies 


to Memphis about the same. From Saint Louis to El Paso 150 miles further; 
from El Paso to San Francisco 1,285 miles..--New York World, November 27, 1881, 
page 3, column 1. 

Now look at that map. [ Pointing to a map suspended in front of the 
Clerk’s desk.] Observe the red lines in California centering at San 
Francisco. They show the Huntington railroad system and monopoly 
inthat State. Itmay be likened to a huge devil-tish, whose capacious 
maw has closed upon the great port and city of San Francisco, with all 
its vast wealth and commerce, and whose all-grasping tentacles reach 
north into Oregon, out over the ocean on the west, to Mexico and Texas 
on the south, and upon and over the Rocky Mountains on the east, 
hugging half a continent in its grasp and taxing its commerce at will, 
with none to compete with or make it afraid. No other railroad com- 
pany has ever yet been able to reach California. Huntington is ‘‘ mon- 
arch of all he surveys,’’ and meets all others who approach his empire 
beyond his frontiers and gives them battle, vanquishes them, and im- 
poses terms upon them. Gould is monarch of all that lies to the east 
of Huntington's empire. 

Now, this treaty between these two great powers provides for the 
sale, transfer, and delivery to Huntington of all the land grant, right of 
way, and franchises of the Texas Pacitic Railroad west of El Paso; that 
the Texas Pacific shall never extend its road west of E] Paso; and these 
monarchs each engage and covenant never to parallel each other. In 
other words, there shall be no more competition. That is the con- 
tract, and these are the great rights that are not to be ‘* impaired ’’ by 
this bill. The purchased right to 15,000,000 of acres of unearned pub- 
lic land is not to be impaired. The peaceable enjoyment of the Cali- 
fornia monopoly that revels in its unrestrained power of taxation is not 
to be impaired. And to all this, and much more that is unseen, the 
Government is by the terms of this bill to give its sanction and ap- 
proval. A continent, with all its lives and hopes and fortunes, is par- 
celed out between these two haughty autocrats, and none of the imagin- 
ary rights, powers, and privileges that they may have acquired from each 
other are to be impaired by this bill. 

What is the consequence to the people? Take as an illustration 
sugar, which to-day comes into California free of import duty. No 
sooner does the Government take off the duty of 70 per cent. than 
Huntington puts it on for himself, and to-day sugar costs the people of 
California as much as it costsin New York, where it pays a duty of 7 
per cent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Three cents a pound higher. 

Mr. DUNN. Because of the monopoly which is not to be impaired 
by this bill. 

Are the members of this House ready to vote for a measure which 
they have never read; to vote for a bill that has never been considered, 
with all these monstrosities and enormities in it? Who knows what 
they would sanction by voting for such a bill? They would sanction 
all the extraordinary powers which may have been derived from the 
States and Territories that granted their charters. This Government 
may be committed to a sanction of all of them by this measure. 

Worse than that; it would be committed to the contract which pro- 
hibits competition by transcontinental roads across this continent. Is 
this House prepared to do that? 

The gentleman says that the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. CULBERSON] prepared an amendment to this bill. He did so by 
request, in order to make this bill less vicious than it is; and yet he 
will not give his sanction to it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. DUNN. I will yield whatever time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DUNN. I will ask consent to print with my remarks some doc- 
uments which I have here. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the value of railways and 
railway corporations as leading factors in the development of our ma- 
terial resources and of civilization. Iam disposed to deal with them 
in a spirit of fairness. But, sir, I can not conceal from myself the fact 
fhat they represent one of the most interesting questions of the day, as 
the embodiment of corporate powers, in respect of their right and fran- 
chises and as public carriers, both toward the and the Govern- 
ment, I feel that in a matter of such gravity as is here presented we 
should have time to scrutinize closely every feature of the measure be- 
fore us. We have not had such an opportunity. While, ex- 
pressing my profound respect for the gentlemen advocating this bill, 
and my regret to differ from them, I am constrained under the circum- 
stances to cast my vote in the negative. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ]. f 

Mr. CULBERSON. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ove coe | 
understanding that I was opposed to this measure, submitted the bi 
to me and asked me to suggest some amendment to it that would tend 


to destroy a of its all viciousness. 
Is that the whole tenor and object of the bill was to create 
out of eight local State and Territorial corporations a national federal 


. 














corporation; that the effect of the bill would be to take from the States 
their jurisdiction over the question of freights and fares over those com- 


between the citizens of those States and Territories and these railroad 
corporations. I said to him that if he would put a clause in the pj)! 
which would prevent that, it might give to his bill more strength than 
it now had, but that I should still oppose it. 

This measure, Mr. Speaker, is contrary to the policy of the State of 
Texas. There is a provision in the constitution of Texas which forbids 
the consolidation of any railroad chartered under the laws of that 
State with any railroad chartered by any other State or Territory or 
by Congress. Now, if you pass this bill you will override and nuilit, 
and destroy that provision of the constitution of the State of Texas 
or provoke a serious conflict between the authority of the General Gov. 
ernment and the State. By this bill it is proposed to take from that 
State jurisdiction over its local roads, which by the very terms of their 
charters are under special obligations to the State. 

If Co possesses the power to grant charters for the purpose of 
building railroads through the States without the consent of such 
States, which I deny, it certainly has no right tousurp the jurisdiction 
of a State over roads already built and in operation in the State, and 
over the operations of which the State has reserved the right of super- 
vision and control. Texas now has the right to regulate the rate of 
freight and fares over the three roads within its borders which by the 
terms of this bill are to be merged in this grand national corporation. 
These companies are amenable to the citizens of that State in the courts 
of that State for wrongs done them or for rights withheld. 

If this measure becomes a law, notwithstanding the safeguard pro- 
posed by me, and which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTrERWoxti] 
has incorporated in the bill, the legal effect of its provisions will be to 
vest in Congress the supervision and control of these roads and exten 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States over ‘controversies 
between the citizens of that State and these corporations. While the 
bill ostensibly provides against this result it is not improbable that the 
courts will hold that if Congress creates a federal ‘‘ corporation citi- 
zen’? that such citizen shall be entitled to all the rights of any other 
citizen, and that provisions abridging such rights are inoperative and 
void. Such is the tendency of decisions now in respect of the rights of 
corporations. Besides all this, if I had time I could demonstrate to 
the satisfaction of the House that the object of this bill, of which I do 
not believe the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] is cognizant. 
is to strengthen the claim of the Southern Pacific Company to the land 
grant of 18,000,000 acres of land heretofore granted the Texas and Pacitic 
Railway Company, to which I do not believe the Southern Pacific Com- 
pany has the shadow of a right. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Mass:- 
chusetts [Mr. Roprnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, [ am not disposed 
to vote for a bill of this character submitted to the House in this way. 
The bill is not in print; it is submitted mainly in manuscript. It isa 
bill affecting, as I believe, in the future a land grant of millions of 
acres. I think the House should pause before it consents in this hasty 
manner to the consolidation of all these roads. I hope the motion to 
suspend the rules will not prevail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think Congress, in view of the growing power of 
the great railroad corporations of the country, may well hesitate to con- 
solidate these corporations now under ] control into one powerful 
corporation, extending from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean. 
Congress has already organized enough of these corporations, with vast 
and perpetual powers, to list in the early future the strength of this 
Government. 

The most fatal objection to thig measure, beyond the consolidation 
of power, is that in spite of the limitation sought to be provided in the 
bill this corporation, with perpetual powers, will be placed beyond and 
above the jurisdiction of the States through which the consolidated road 
shall pass; for although there is a provision in the bill proposing to re- 
serve to the States through which this consolidated road will pass the 
jurisdiction of questions arising between the corporation and citizens 
of the State, it is questionable whether that important result can be 
secured. 


I ask the lawyers of this House whether the Federal Government can 
in this way, under the Constitu surrender its judicial power to a 
preme Court has held in effect that Congress can not 
surrender to the States the power of taxation of the Federal securities: 
and there have been other decisions of that court bearing upon this ques 
tion which in my judgment renders it questionable whether the pro- 
vision to which I refer will be of any effect whatever. If it should prov+ 

, a8 I believe it will, ee eee or soon to 
be under State control and subject to the j of State tribunals 
and subordinate to public interests will be organized into one great cor- 
poration, extending in its power from the Mississippi to the Pacitic, de- 
fying the legal courts and driving the citizen into remote Federal tri- 
bunals, which tothe poor and the feeble is a denial of justice. Besides, 


sir, no other than a — of forfeiture can prevent this 
corporation, powerful by cdnsolidation, from asserting a 
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claim to the land grant of 18,000,000 acres to the Texas Pacific, which 
though long since forfeited is still, under the extraordinary decision of 
the Supreme Court, in force. I hope the House will not by passing 
this bill create this great corporate power to override States and still 
more imperil the monopoly of this great land grant of 18,000,000 acres. 

(Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, one of the prime factors in a 
fair discussion is to state the facts asthey are. My friend from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DuNN] knows very well that this bill, when introduced last | 
session, was consid by our committee and amendments made which | 
areall in the direction of what he and his friend desired. [Mr. DunN 
rose.] Ican not yield; the gentleman would not let me interrupt him. 
These amendments, as appears by the report lying upon the table, are 
in furtherance of every suggestion made by gentlemen who have op- 

the bill, the object of these amendments being to meet fully those 
objections. ; 

One thing more: my friend stands before the House and says in a loud | 
voice that the bill confirms all the rights, grants, and privileges con- | 
ferred by the Territories upon these companies, and this, although he 
heard me read the clause in the bill which especially provides against 
the very thing that the gentleman mentions. 

Mr. DUNN. [understood this to be a new bill and not the committee | 


bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman stated that the tendency of | 
this bill is to revive a land grant, when he knows that omniscience could 
not frame or use language which would or could more clearly and abso- | 
lutely prohibit the revival of land grants, or any land grant. 

Now, I like to see fair play and perfect candor in dealing with pub- 
lic questions. It is the easiest thing in the world to put up a man of 
straw, and then exhibit rare skill in knocking him down. I undertake 
to say that this bill confers no power upon these companies except to 
form a continuous through line from the Pacific to the Gulf, and this 
in furtherance of a project in support of which gentlemen on both sides | 
of the Chamber have talked themselves hoarse—the project of forming 
a continuous through line, thereby cheapening the cost of administra- 
tion and cheapening rates. Reserving to Congress the power which | 
my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has at all times insisted that 
the General Government should have to regulate interstate commerce, 
the bill at the same time secures to the States fully and amply the 
power to regulate the rates within their own territory. 

If my friend had stated the several propositions of the bill fairly, I 
would not complain; but he has not done so. It is proper that I should 
say that my friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ] did not say he would 
support the bill; but his main objection (except that he questioned the | 
wisdom of a consolidation at all, whatever its influence upon rates) 
was that it placed within the jurisdiction of the Federal courts contro- 
versies between this consolidated company and citizens of the several 
States or Territories. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That was one objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; and I asked my honorable friend 
to prepare an amendment which would meet that objection, a provision 
reserving to the several States all rights in this respect and abridging | 
to that extent the Federal jurisdiction. That was done. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish toask my friend from Ohio whether this 
bill gives to these companies when consolidated any power in addition | 
to that which they now separately hold under the action of the respect- | 
ive States and Territories? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does not. On the contrary, it abridges 
and restricts the power of these companies; it denies them privileges 
which they have now. 

There is not in this bill a suggestion of a revival of any grant or any 
contract; and I think the allusion which has been made to contracts 
between Jay Gould and Huntington, touching some great interest be- 
longing to the Texas Pacific Railroad, is just as foreign from this bill 
48 @ verse selected at random from the Koran. 

It is complained that the bill has not been printed with the amend- 
ments; but, sir, it has not been changed in any substantial particular | 
since it was reported favorably to the House, except to abridge the | 
Tights of these ay ogg and to enlarge the rights of all who may trans- 

. | 
| 
| 


act business with It reserves to the States the right to supervise 
these corporations within their limits and to fix rates, and it secures to | 
the State courts the jurisdiction of all controversies between the com- 
pany and the citizens of the State. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Suppose we pass the House bill and the Senate | 
strikes off these safi he suggests ? | 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I will oppose the bill. 
Several MEMBERS. That is enough. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I stated to this House, when I introduced | 
the bill, that J would see that its provisions were such as would fully 
protect the interests of the citizen of every State through which the 
road might pass. While accomplishing all that the company desires, I | 
would not confer upon this cempany the power or authority to trench | 
eae a a right of any State or any citizen. I shall adhere to that | 


Mr. BERRY. I only wish to say that if I had" the opportunity I 


| 
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would enter the solemn protest of California against the passage of this 


bill. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


I do that now on the part of the State and her people. 
The objections to the bill expressed in the 


resolutions of the California Legislature have been removed by an amend- 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
87, nays 128, not voting 76; as follows: 


| ment that secures to that State and its citizens all they ask or claim 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 


YEAS—S87. 

Aiken, Ellis, Kasson, Robinson, Jas. 8 

Aldrich, Errett, Ketcham Shelley, 

Barbour Farwell, Chas. B. King, Shultz, 

Barr, Farwell, Sewell 8S. Lord, Simonton, 

Bingham, Fisher, McCoid, Singleton, Jas. W 

Bliss, Ford, Miller, Smith, J. Hyatt 

Brewer, Garrison Money. Strait, 

Buckner, George, Moore, Talbott, 

Burrows, Julius C. Harmer, Morey, Townsend, Amos 
| Burrows, Jos. H Harris, Benj. W Mutchler, Tucker, 

Butterworth, Haseltine, Nolan, Valentine, 

Caldwell, Hazelton O'Neill Van Horn, 

Camp, Hepburn, Pacheco Van Voorhis 

Carpenter Iloge, Page, Wadsworth, 

Cassidy , Hooker Paul, Wait, 

Crapo, Horr, Payson Ward, 

Crowley Ilouk, Phelps, Whitthorne 

Darrall, Hubbell, Pound, Wilson, 

Deering Hubbs, Prescott, Wise, Morgan R. 

De Motte Humphrey, Rice, Theron M, Wood, Walter A. 

Dezendort Hutchins, Rich, Young. 


Dunnell, Richardson, D. P 


NAYs—128, 


Jorgensen, 


Anderson, Culberson Holman, Ritchie, 
Armfield, Cullen, Jadwin, Robertson, 
Atherton, Curtin, Jones, Geo. W Robinson, Geo. D 
Atkins, Cutts Jones, James K Rosecrans, 
Bayne, Davidson, Jones, Phineas Rosas, 
Beach, Davis, George R. Klotz, Scales, 
Belmont, Davis, Lowndes H. Knott Scranton, 
Beltzhoover, Dibrell, Lacey, Shallenberger, 

| Berry, Doxey, Latham, Singleton, Otho R. 
Blanchard Dunn, Le Fevre Smith, A. Herr 
Bland, Dwight, Lewis, Smith, Dietrich C, 
Blount, Ermentrout Lynch, Spooner, 
Bragy Evins, Manning, Steele, 
Briggs, Forney Marsh, Stockslager, 
Brow Fulkersou Martin, Stone, 
Brumm Geddes, Matson, raylor, Joseph D 


Buchanan Gibson, McCook, Thompson, P. B 


| Cabell, Godshalk McLane, Robt. M rownshend, R. W. 
Campbell, Grout, MeMillin, Turner, Henry G 
Cannon, Hall, Miles, Turner, Oscar, 
Carlisle, Hammond, Jobn Mills, lyler, 

Chace, Hammond, N. J. Morrison Updegrat? 
Chapman Hardenbergh, Muldrow Upson, 
Clardy, Hardy, Murch, Vance, 
Cobb, Harris, Henry 8 Parker, Walker, 
Colerick Hatch, Peelle, Warner, 
Convers« Heilman, Peirce, Washburn, 
Cook, Herbert, Randall, Watson, 
Covington Hewitt, G. W Ranney Wellborn, 
Cox, Samuel S$ Hiill, Ray, Wheeler, 
Cox, William R Hiscock Reese, Williams, Chas. G 
Cravens, Hitt, Richardson, J. 8 Willis 
NOT VOTING—76 
Belford, Guenther McKinley, Sherwin, 
Bisbee, Gunter, McLean, Jas. II Skinner, 
Black, Haskell, Morse, Smalls, 
Blackburn, Henderson, Mosgrove, Sparks 

| Bowman, Herndon, Moulton, Spaulding 

| Buck, Hewitt, Abram S. Neal, Speer, 


Calkins 
Candler, 
Caswell, 


Hoblitzell, Norcross 
House, Oates, 
Jacobs, Pettibone, 


Springer 
Taylor, Ezra B., 
Thomas, 


Clark, Joyce, Phister, Thompson, Wm, G, 
Clements Kelley Reagan Urner, 
Cornell, Kenna, Reed, Van Aernam, 
Dawes, Ladd, Rice, John B Webber, 
Deuster, Leedom, Rice, Wm. W West, 
Dingley, Lindsey Robeson, White, 
Dowd, Mackey, Robinson, Wm. %. Williams, Thomas 

| Dugro Mason, Russell, Willits, 
Flower, McClure, Ryan, Wise, George D 
Frost, McKenzie, Scoville, Wood, Benjamin 


So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the rules were not 
suspended, and the bill was not passed. 

During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced 
from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. Hewitt of New York. 

Mr. WEBBER with Mr. LEEDOM 

Mr. KENNA with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. ROBESON with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. Norcross with Mr. WILLIAMS of Alabama. 

Mr. REED with Mr. MCKENZIE, on this vote. 

Mr. RANNEY with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. DEUSTER. 

Mr. TUCKER. If Mr. KENNA were here | should vote ** no 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire towithdraw my vote. 1 voted 
in the negative, but I had paired with my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON | 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
The SPEAKER. 


course, 


Let the bill be printed in the Recorp. 
It will be printed in the RecoRD as a matter of 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and take 
from the Speaker’s table House bill No. 1410 to amend the pension laws 
by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm 
ora leg in the service, and agree to the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ duty,” in line 5, down to and including line 8, 


and insert: 
“Shall have lost one hand or one foot or been totally or permanently disabled 
in the same, or otherwise so disabled as to render their incapacity to perform 


manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension 
of 4 per month, 

That all persons now on the pension-rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a 
pension who in like manner shall have lost citheran arm at or above the elbow, 
or a leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so disabled as to be 
incapacitated for performing: any manual labor in so much as to require regu- 
lar personal aid and attendance, shall receive a pension of $30 per month: Pro- 
vided, That nothing contained jn this act shal! be construed to repeal section 
4679 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rate of $18 
month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any degree of dis- 
ability established, for which section 4695 makes no provision.” 

Amend the title by adding thereto the words “and for other purposes.” 


Mr. CURTIN. I apprehend that this bill needs no explanation, Mr. 
Speaker. The bill which passed the House gave $40 per month; the 
amendments of the Senate are sufficiently explicit. I hope there will 
he no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (HL. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R.7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River, near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route. 


YORKTOWN CENTENNIAL. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair lays before the House, pursuant to law, 
the following concurrent resolution of the Senate, which the Clerk will 
read 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, March 2, 1883. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House o, 


f oye concurring), That 10,000 addi- 
tional copies of the prepay’ of the Yorktown centennial celebration be 


printed; of which 6,000 shall be for the use of the House and 4,000 for the use of 
the Senate, 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
SORGHUM SUGAR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

. IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, March 2, 1883. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences on the sorghum-sugar in ustry be eed 
with such —— of the appendix and accompanying exhibits as may be 
lected by Joint Committee on Public Printing; and that there be printed 
6,500 copies, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 copies for the use of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and 500 copies for the use of the said National Academy 
of Sciences. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF SESSINGHAUS VS. FROST. 


Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the contested-election case of Sess- 
inghaus against Frost, and ask the Clerk to read the accompanying res- 
olutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1. Resolved, That R. Graham Frost was not clected as a Representati pote Ge 


Forty-seventh Congress of the United States from the third Congressional d 
trict of Missouri, and is not entitled to occupy a seat in this House as such. 

Resolved, That Gustavus Sessi was duly elected as a Representative 
keen the third Gonguestunal district of Missouri to the Forty-seventh Congress 
of the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 


Mr. CLARDY. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is: Will the House proceed to con- 
sider the contested-election case named. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 56, noes 60. 

Mr. CALKINS. Tellers. There is no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. _ It is too late to make the point of a quorum. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think I made it in time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. CALKINS and Mr. CLARDY were ited tellers. 


So the House decided to proceed with the consideration of the con. 
tested-election case. 

Mr. CLARDY. I call for the yeas and nays on this vote. 
The SPEAKER. It is too late; some time has elapsed Since the an- 
nouncement of the vote. The gentleman from Indiana is recognize. 
Mr. CALKINS. I now yield the floor to my colleague on the coy). 
mittee [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker — 
Mr. CALKINS. May I ask the other side how much time is desired 
for argument, that we may have some arrangement? 
Mr. HATCH. We do not want any limit fixed. 
Mr. CALKINS. I wouldlike tohear from the gentleman from Iino js 
[Mr. Mouton]. How would an hour on each side do? 
Mr. MOULTON. Iam willing. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then it is understood that an hour on each side js 
to be taken in the discussion, after which I will call the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. MILLER. It appears from the returns of the election held iy 
the third Congressional district of Missouri on the 2d day of November, 
1880, that R. Graham Frost, the contestee in this case, received 9,487 
votes; Gustavus Sessinghaus, the contestant, received 9,290 votes, and 
D. O. O'Connell received 266 votes. 

Mr. Frost having a plurality of 197 votes on the face of the returns 
was awarded the certificate of election. 

At the time of the above election the city of Saint Louis was par- 
tially divided into three Congressional districts. The third district 
was composed of one township in Saint Louis County and of the north- 
ern part of the city of Saint Louis. 

The constitution of the State, adopted in 1875, in prescribing the 
qualifications of voters, reads as follows: 

Every male yeep of the United States, and every male person of foreign 
birth who hy eclared his intention to e a citizen of the United 
States, according “a po not less than one yearnor more than five years before 
he offers to vote, who is over the age of 21 years, possessing the following qual- 
ifications, shall be entitled to vote at all elections of the people : 

First. He shall have resided in the State one year immediately preceding the 
os at which he offers to vote. 

nd. He shall have resided in the county, city, or town where he shall offer 
to vote at least sixty days immediately preceding the election. 

By this same constitution, article 9, sections 20 et seq., power was given 
the citizens of Saint Louis to frame a charter not inconsistent with any 
provision of the said constitution for the government of that city 

Article 8, section 5, and article 9, section 7, of said constitution are 
as follows, namely: 

Art. 8, Src. 5, The General Assembly shall provide by law for the registration 
of all voters in cities and counties having a population of more than 100,000 in- 
habitants, and may provide for such registration in cities having a population 
exceeding 25,000 inhabitants and not exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise. 

ART. 9, Sec. 7. The ral Assembly shall provide by general laws for the 
organization and classification of cities and towns. The number of such classes 
shall not exceed four, and the power of each class shall be defined by general 
laws, so that all such ‘municipal corporations of the same class shall possess the 
same powers and be subject to the same restrictions. The General Assembly shall 
also make provision by general law whereby any city, town, or village existing 
by virtue of any special or local law may elect to become subject to and be gov- 
erned by the general laws relating to such corporations. 

In pursuance of article 9, section 20 et seq., the city of Saint Louis in 
1876 adopted a scheme and charter, one part of said charter providing 
for registration. This scheme and r was never ratified subse- 
quently by the Legislature of Missouri, but all subsequent elections 
in Saint Louis were held under this charter and its provisions until 
1878. In 1878 the municipal assembly of Saint Louis passed a city 
ordinance regulating elections and providing for a complete system of 
registration in said city, by which and under which a large number of 
names were stricken from the registration list—enough, the Committee 
on Elections find, to govern and decide this case. If they are counted, 
the contestant is ‘elected; if they are not counted, the contestee should 
retain his seat. Section’ 11 of sid ordinance, as amended by the city 
assembly on August 20, 1878, is as follows: 


Sec. Ll. The mayor shall appoint a board of revision, consisting of one repu- 
table citizen from each ward in the city who shall possess the qualifications of 
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a member of the house of delegates, w: duty it shall be to meet with the re- 
corder of voters, at his office, twenty = napyasone) checenl, State, or munici- 
pal election, for the of examin ion, and making and 


noting corrections therein as — Aa} necessary by their knowledge 
of errors committed, or by competent toltienvay heard before the board ; a ma- 
jority of said board shall necessary to do busin and the mayor shall be 
cr apie tt thereof. They shall strike from 


registration, by a ma- 

ity eon of persons who have removed from the election district for 
which they registered, or who have died, and shall note the fact opposite the 
name of any with ha in a wrong name, or who 


person registered 
for any reason is not entitled yor me under the provisions of this ordi- 
2, which person shall be enged Shy bed judges of election when pre- 
entitled to register to — and satisfy said j that he was 
enti d said board ~~ also 


on said books the names ot 
such persons as =ek ‘their = elena be ve been improperly rejected by the re- 
corder of voters. 


sit from y Nel to day, not exceeding ten days, until 
have completed their vgs aay and their proceedi shall be printed “daily 
Ly oy! doing the ta? printing. They shall aoa allowed the sum of $3 
as da. their serv 


It is true that the 5 State Legislature of Missouri in 1877 enacted a 
general election law, three sections of which are as follows: 


Sc. 4380. Ai Sinead toons in this State containing 100,000 inhabitants or 
i i crteent class. 





The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 70. 






or town in this State existing of the present gen 
ond tetr, or be Sey rar ceeteas tay delle cacome aciey af the canes 
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which its population would entitle it under the provisions of this article by 
bade « ordinance or tion and submitting the same to the legal voters 


twenty nor more than thirty days after the e of such ordinance or propo- 


to be held for that purpose, not less than | 


| 


sition; and ifa ee ‘nee voters, votingat such election, shall ratify such | 
or 


ordi , the mayor or chief officer of such city or town shall | 
issue his declaring the result of such election, and thereafter such 
city or town , by virtue of such vote, be incorporated under the provisions | 
of the general law provided for the government of the class to which such city 
bel which class shall be determined by the last census taken, whether State 
or 1. 

Sc, 4389. 4 
under the provisions of this article, in the manner provided by law, Kc. 


Then follow the provisions for governing cities of the first class and 
for registration and elections therein. 
It is proper to state, however, that it has never been claimed by the 


wish, desire, or intention to accept these provisions. It became a body- 
corporate by virtue of its scheme and charter adopted in 1876, and has 
continued so to act to this day. 


| 


Neither was it claimed that the provisions of the act of the Legislature | 


of 1877 governed or controlled the election of 1880; nor were these. pro- | 


visions of the act of 1877, respecting registration, of any force or effect in 
said city. The last city ordinance was adopted subsequently toany act of 
the General Assembly. It contains forty and odd sections and prescribed 
an entire scheme regulating elections and providing for registration in 
the city, and was the only law by which registration was had in that 
city. 

These views are supported by Mr. Bell, the city counselor, aman who 
is admitted to be of eminent legal ability. His views will be found on 
page 1814 of the record. 

The Constitution of the United States, article 1, is as follows: 

Thetimes, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Represent- 
atives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress nay, at any time, by law make or alter such regulations except as to the 
places of choosing Senators. 

The question raised, therefore, in this case is: Was the registration law 
of Saint Louis, under which the election of 1880 was held, legally enacted ; 
and were its provisions applicable to the election of a Representative in 
Congress? Could the people of Missouri by a constitutional provision 
delegate to the city of Saint Louis the authority to passa registration law 
applicableto that city only? The Constitution of the United States hav- 
ing expressly declared that the manner of holding elections for Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 
could the State Legislature or the constitution of Missouri delegate its 
authority to any other power, to any other body ? 

That the election was held under the provisions of the charter was 
not denied. That the registration law by which a large number of 
voters were deprived of their right to exercise their franchise was 
enacted in 1878 was not disputed. That enough legal voters were thus 
stricken off to change the result is not in doubt. The committee be- 
lieve that so much of the ordinance as made registration a prerequi- 
site to voting was illegal, was unconstitutional, had no binding power, 
and that all legal votes rejected by virtue of this ordinance should 
be counted. 

That there may be no mistake in regard to the exact situation of 
affairs, I shall run over in a half dozen sentences the exuct situation, 
and shall leave it to any gentleman upon that side of the House who 
sees fit to examine the question whether or not the city of Saint Louis 
could by a city ordinance provide that registration should be a pre- 

equisite to voting, when there was no law upon the statute-book pro- 
viding such a regulation and applicable to Saint Louis. 

The constitution provides that residence in the State for a given 
time and residence in the district for a given time entitles a citizen to 
vote, and not a word about registration, nothing except residence. 
The city of Saint Louis, under the constitutional provision authorizing 
it to enact a scheme and charter, passed a registry law making regis- 
tration a prerequisite for voting. 

It is true that that scheme and charter has been published in the laws 
of the State as compiled by a joint committee; but it was compiled by 
that committee without any authority of law. They placed the charter 
there not by direction of the Legislature, but because they thought it 
= there; and the registration law, as passed by the city of 
: t Louis under the scheme and charter, was never ratified by any 
—-, body other than by the municipal legislature of the city of 


But we are told that the State in 1877 passed a registration law, and 
that it passed one applicable to cities of the first class, and cities of 
100,000 inhabitants were cities of the first class, and we are asked to 
take notice of the fact because Saint Louis has more than 100,000 in- 
habitants therefore she falls within the provisions of the general law. 

But it is to be marked that the same enactment of the Legislature 
provides that a city must, in order to become a city of the first class, 
accept the provisions of the law providing for cities of the first class. 
Saint Louis is not a body corporate by virtue of that enactment, but 
it holds its charter by virtue of the constitutional provision permit- 
ting = the scheme and charter under which it has existed 
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And as I remarked a moment ago, Mr. Bell, a man of eminent legal 
ability, who had been city counselor for two years prior to 1880, tes- 
tified under oath that the election in the city in 1880 was held, not 
under any law of the State, but by virtue of the charter and of the 


| amended ordinances passed in July and August, 1878. 


Let me ask any Democrat, is it possible that a city of any class can 
pass a registration law making registration a prerequisite of voting ? 
When the Constitution of the United States says that the Legislature of 


ny olay of the first class in thisState may become a body-corporate, | a State shall prescribe the manner of holding elections for Representa 


tives, and when the Constitution of the United States delegated that 
power to the Legislatures, did it mean that the Legislature or the peo- 
ple of any State might redelegate that power to any city, to any town, 


o | » ¢ it Db) | or to any municipality ? 
contestee that Saint Louis ever elected to accept the provisions of this law | 
or elected to become a city of the first class, or in any way designated its | yo the length of saying that any city, by virtue of any State consti- 


I think there is no man upon the other side of the House who will 


tution or any legislative enactment can adopt a system of registration 
imposing upon voters regulations other than those imposed upon them 
by the constitution of their State or by the Legislature thereof. 

The committee believe that the registry clause was illegal, was uncon- 
stitutional, had no binding effect, and that all legal votes rejected by 
virtue of the provisions of this clause should be counted. 

But we hold that these names thus stricken off should be counted, even 
if the law was held to be constitutional and binding, for the further rea- 
son: At the first meeting of the board of revision it adopted the follow 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That when a member of the board of revision presents a list of per 
sons found on the list furnished him by the recorder of voters with dead, re 
moved, not found, vacant house, duplicate, not a citizen, or any other word or 
phrase to indicate that the person is notentitled to vote, his name being on the 
books of the recorder, the board of revision shall take immediate action on such 


names and instruct the recorder of voters to erase such names from the regis 
tered list of voters in his office. 


By this resolution that board delegated its exclusive power to each 
of its members, and in advance agreed that whatsoever names any of 
its members presented to be stricken off should be stricken off without 
any knowledge or testimony. The recorder of voters, who was ex officio 
clerk of the board, swears that the business was done as follows, 
namely: 

The clerk called ward 1. When the reviser from that ward sent up 
a list of names, which was not even read,the clerk merely stated the 
nuniber of names on the list, when, by virtue of the above resolution 
and without furtheraction by the board, they were stricken off, no other 
member of the board but he from the first ward ever hearing the names 
read or knowing what names had been stricken off. The same action 
was had when ward 2 was called, and so on through the whole twenty 
eight wards (record, page 131). This was also proved by nearly all the 
members of the board called by the contestee as witnesses in his behalf 
(See record, pages 1792, 1824, 1825, and 1844). It is undisputed. The 
board sat from one to two hours each of the eight days, and in that time 
struck off over 12,000 names from a registration of about 60,000. 

The tact also appears that the reviser for the fourth ward of this dis 
trict, that ward in which most of the above disfranchised voters lived, 
left his entire work of revision to irresponsible deputies, whose work 
was sent in, and the names reported by them were stricken from the 
list of voters in the manner above described. 

The testimony of one Michael Burke shows that he was one of these 
unsworn deputies, and reveals the frauds by which Republicans were 
intentionally stricken off the lists. He also swears—and hisevidence is 
wholly uncontradicted—that there was an understanding and agreement 
between all these deputies that they should act together in practicing 
these frauds. (See record, page 71 and following. ) 

It will be borne in mind that the law not only does not recognize 
these deputies, but specifically provides that this work of determining 
the qualifications of voters should be done by these revisers, sitting as a 
court and acting judicially on ‘‘actual knowledge’ or ‘‘ competent tes- 
timony, and by a majority vote. ’’ 

The testimony shows that one hundred and fifty-one of the men 
stricken off were legal and qualified voters, many of them being old res- 
idents, and that they did all in their power to entitle them to vote. The 
committee hold that their votes should be counted by the House. The 
said voters had done everything the law required of them; they had 


| exhausted their remedy; they had registered and gone to the polls and 


offered to vote, but their names having been stricken off they were not 
allowed to vote. 

The principle is well established, and was adopted by this committee 
in the case of Bisbee vs. Finley (present Congress), that where judges 
of election improperly refuse a qualified voter the right to vote, his vote 
will be counted here. We submit the reason of that rule will apply 
as well to this case, where the voter has done everything in his power 
and the primary wrongful act was committed by the registration offi- 
cers. 

McCrary on Elections, sections 10, 11, and 383, fully sustains this 
view in the following language: . 

A case may occur where a portion of the legal voters have, without their faultand 
in spite of due diligence on their part, been denied the privilege of registration 


In such a case, if the voter was otherwise qualified and is clearly shown to have 
performed all the acts required of him by the law, and to have been denied regis 
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tration by the wrongful act of the registering officer, it would seem a very un- 
just thing to deny him the right to vote. In elections for State officers, however, 
under a constitation or statute which imperatively requires ion asa 
qualification for voting, it may be that the voter’s only remedy would be found 
in - action against the registration officer for damages. (See, also, ll 
and 383.) 


It will be observed that Judge McCrary, after stating the general doc- 
trine, says that— 

In elections for State officers, however, under a constitution or statute which 
imperatively requires registration as a ——— for voting, it may be that 
the voter's only remedy would be found in an action sgainst the registration 
officer. 

This refers exclusively to State officers, while the office for which it 
is intended to count these votes is not a State office—that the United 
States Constitution has given this body full control over the question 
as to who are its members; and in the State of Missouri neither the 
constitution nor any statute in force in Saint Louis makes registration an 
imperative prerequisite or qualification. (See constitution 1875, here- 
tefore cited. ) 

The Constitution of the United States having declared that the Leg- 
islatures of the several States shall provide for choosing members of 
Congress, and the constitution of Missouri having authorized the Gen- 
eral Assembly, and that alone, to enact a registration law, we hold that 
so much of the ordinance as made registration prerequisite to voting 
has no binding force or effect, and is invalid. 

We therefore rely upon the language of McCrary, section 11, that— 

In the absence of any positive law making registration imperative as a quali- 
fication for voting, it is avery plain proposition that the wrongful refusal of a 
registering officer to register a legal voter who has complied with the law and 
applies for registration ought not to disfranchise such voter. The offer to reg- 
ister in such a case is equivalent to registration. This would be held to be the 
law upon the well-settled principle that the offer to perform an act which de- 


pends for its performance upon the action of another person, who wrongfully 
refuses to act, is equivalent to its performance. 


Furthermore these votes (151) thus illegally stricken off should be 
counted upon another ground, following a well-established principle of 
law. 

The proof in this case shows that the board of revision by whom the 
above voters were disfranchised acted at the outset and throughout their 
entire proceedings in absolute violation of not only the spirit but the 
letter of the law which gave them authority. The ordinance explicitly 
says that this board shall meet— 

For the purpose of examining the registration and making and noting correc- 
tions therein as may be rendered necessary by either their knowledge of errors 
committed or by competent testimony heard before the board, a majority of said 
board shall be y to do busi 

By a resolution adopted at the beginning (heretofore cited) they de- 
clared they would neither hear testimony nor act upon the knowledge 
of the board. Thereafter names of voters were stricken off the list with- 
out even being read to the board, and merely upon the recommendation 





of an individual member who, in many cases, as the proof shows, adopted- 


without question, knowledge. or examination the reports of his unsworn 
and unauthorized deputies. 

When it is borne in mind that no actual notice was given to the voter 
thus stricken from the list, and that even if he had such notice there 
existed no remedy or law by which he could be reinstated, the necessity 
of holding this board to a strict execution of its powers will be ap- 
parent. 

It will be observed that the ordinance conferred upon the board of 
revision the power to examine and revise the registration list prepared 
by the recorder of voters and making and noting corrections therein, 
to correct his errors or omissions, but law nowhere empowered them 
to correct or revise their own. 

It is a well-settled doctrine of law that as to courts not of record and 
other bodies having judicial functions no presumptions arise as to juris- 
diction, or the regularity of their proceedings, and that any judgment 
rendered by such court or body not in strict conformity with the law 
is void. 

This board of revision, as shown by the record, acted from the begin- 
ning to the end in utter disregard and violation of the law. 

This ordinance gives the board power to strike from the regi lists, 
by a majority vote and either on the knowledge of the board officially 
or by competent testimony heard before the board, the names of those 
only ‘“‘who have removed from the election district for which they 
istered or who have died.’’ The resolution divested the board of 
its functions; it gave each member individually the right to not only 
strike off the dead and removed, but it gave him the right to strike off 
those not found; it gave him the right to write ‘‘ vacant house’’ against 
a man’s name, and that man was hised; it gave him the right 
to strike off duplicate names; it gave him the it to strike off all who 
were in his judgment not citizens; and, lastly, it gave him the right to 
strike off any one whom he thought for any reason ought not to vote— 
and to do all this without , Without any knowledge as to 
whether it was right, and without any notice to him whose name he 
struck off. And then the board beforehand sanctioned all this; told 
each reviser to do whatever he would; it, as a board, would stamp it as 
the act of the board. * 
























































the names of those who had removed out of the precinct 
lived when they regi and the names of those who had died, were 
required “‘ to note the fact opposite the name of any person charged with 
having registered in a wrong name, or who for any reason is not enti- 
tled to registration under the provisions of this ordi which per- 
son shall be challenged by the judges of election when presenting him- 
self to vote, and rejected unless he satisfy said judges that he was enti. 
tled to register.’ This board was precluded from striking off the names 
of these persons. Its only duty was to make note against them, and 
then the judges of election were to judicially examine into the quali. 
fications of these voters. So the board not only violated and defied the 
law, but by its acts it prevented the judges of election from examin- 
ing and determining the questions which the ordinance explicitly re- 
ferred to them. If this board had been a court of general jurisdiction, 
even then its &cts would have been absolutely void because of its failure 
to proceed in accordance with law. 

We therefore hold that the action of this board in striking off the 
names of the above voters was ill and absolutely void and of the 
same effect as if done by any unauthorized party. 

Again, the proof shows that the action of the board of revision from 
its inception operated as a fraud upon all who were improperly stricken 
off by them, and that there was actual fraud on the part of some of 
those to whom were improperly delegated the duties and functions of 
the whole board, which fraud resulted in striking off and disfranchise- 
ment of these voters. 

This opportunity for fraud is evidenced by the illegal resolution 
adopted, the manner in which the board did its work, and by the em 
ployment of unauthorized and unsworn deputies. 

The actual fraud is shown in the uncontradicted testimony of Michac! 
Burke, one of the above deputies in the fourth ward of this Congres- 
sional district, who unblushingly tells how he struck off of the list Repub- 
lican voters; of his understanding that he was hired for that purpose, 
and agreement with other deputies to do the same work in their wards; 
in the fact that of the 12,000 names stricken off—the contestee after 
keeping in a conspicuous place in the leading Democratic paper of Saint 
Louis an advertisement for all Democrats who had been wrongfully 
stricken from the registration list to appear and give their testimony— 
only obtained three who were qualified voters; in the fact that in nu- 
merous instances, as shown by the testimony, some members ofa family 
were stricken off said list and members of the same family left on, and 
in each of such instances the Republicans were stricken off and the Dem 
ocrats left on; in the fact that five months after the election herein, as 
is shown by the testimony, another election was held in Saint Louis. 
before which a presumably fair registration was had, and at which every 
Republican candidate was elected by a very large majority, whereas at 
this election the Democratic candidates for Presidentand governor each 
received a majority. 

We therefore hold that, as fraud vitiates all things, the frauds above 
enumerated vitiated the action of said board of revisers. 

Foreach and all these reasons, and because it seems just and right 
that where a legally-qualified voter has done all that the law requires 
of him in order to vote, but he has been deprived of the privilege by 
the default, neglect, or fraud of any officer of election, his vote should 
be counted, and because it seems to us that these voters were, in the 
eyes of the law, on the list of voters furnished the judges of election 
(having been stricken off by illegality and fraud), we hold that these 
votes should now be counted for contestant. 

In addition the committee held that 35 other votes should be counted. 
If valid they had complied with the registration law of said city, having 
previous to the election registered their names before the proper officer; 
that on the day of election they offered their ballots at their respective 
and proper polling precincts in said city, all said ballots being for con- 
testant; that their names were, each and every one of them, found on 
the poll-list at the incts where they offered. to vote, but for various 
trivial and insignificant reasons, such as, for instance, the misspelling 
of names or the incorrectness of numbers, and, in some instances, for no 
reasons whatever, the judges refused to receive their votes, and they 
were not received or counted. 

The committee also counted 8 votes as follows: That they had never 
registered and voted in the city of Saint Louis; that on the day of election 
they were registered at the pollsof their respective and proper precincts 
by the registering officer duly appointed for that purpose; that they ot- 
fered their ballots for contestant for tative in Congress from 
the third Congressional district of Missouri, but the judges refused to 
receive and count their votes, and they never have been counted. 

The committeealso counted 86 votes, as follows: 

The Legislature of Missouri in 1877 adopted the foliowing act, which 
both parties to this contest state was in force in Saint Louis in 1880, 
and so conceded by all parties: 
An act to provide for the exercise of the right of voting by persons who have 

failed to register. 


where they 


Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, as follows: 
Section 1. In all State, county, and municipal elections hereafter held in any 
of 100,000 inhabitants or more, no 


city of this State having a 
ok ne Ceased of Tee t of voting at such election by reason of 
to register: Provided, That, in all cities where ion is required by 





It will be seen by this ordinance that this board, besides striking off 








law, the y offering to vote, but who from any cause failed to r be- 
ion he aindes vote, shall be, on the day of such election, registered by a special 
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registrar of election inted by the judges of election for that purpose at each 
net, as a qual voter, in a book to be kept for that purpose; and the bal- 

of such voter shall be received and counted at such election ; and such regis- 
trar shall return to the register of voters of such city the list of such voters so 


registered within ten days after such election, provided the said istrars shall 
be sworn as ded 


— — the aay = voters a — og — contain the 
1 as ul in e re r ration »KS. 
writteroved Marob 80, 1877. nee 

The evidence shows that eighty-six citizens of Saint Louis were at the 
date of the election legal and qualified voters of the State of Missouri 
and city of Saint Louis and said third Congressional district; that they 
never had registered or voted in the city of Saint Louis; that on the day 
of election they offered at their respective and proper poliin g precincts, 
and before the officers appointed to register voters and receive and count 
the votes, to register under the above law and vote for the contestant, but 
the officers ‘whose duty it was failed and refused to register them or to 
receive and count their ballots, and their ballots were not received and 
counted by the judges of election, and they never have been counted. 

There were also 23 ballots cast for contestants, but not counted, hav- 
ing this caption, namely, “‘Chronicle Selected Ticket,’’ a ticket made 
up of names of persons on both the Republican and Democratic regular 
tickets. The election officers threw these 23 votes out on the ground 
that the ticket was designed to deceive the voter, and in doing so 
claim to have acted in accordance and within the letter and spirit of, the 
following law in force in Missouri: 

Each ballot may bear a plain written or printed caption thereon, composed of 
not more than three words, expressing its political character, but on all such bal- 
lots the said caption or headlines, shall not in any manner be designed to mis- 
lead the voter as to the name or names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this act shall be considered fraudulent, and the same shail 
not be counted. 

The committee held that the words used in the caption were in no 
way calculated to mislead or deceive a voter, and accordingly counted 
the same. 

Evidence on pages 952 and 897 of the record, which is uncontra- 
dicted, will be found, showing that 10 votes cast for contestant were 
thrown out and not counted by the judges, merely upon the ground 
that the contestant’s given name was not on the ballots. The proof 
shows that no other man by the name of Sessinghaus was «a candidate 
at that election in that district for any office. 

Hence we follow the unbroken chain of authorities as cited by Me- 
Crary, and hold that these 10 votes should be counted for contestant. 

At one precinct in the said district, it appears from the evidence 
(page 612 of record) there were cast by legally qualified voters fifteen 
ballots having the caption ‘‘Greenback Labor Ticket,’’ but with the 
nominee of that party for Congress scratched out in pencil and the name 
of contestant inserted, none of which ballots were counted by the judges 
of election. 

The evidence is wholly uncontradicted. We think the above votes 
should be counted for contestant, the intention of the voters being plain 
and the ballots being legal. 

In precinct 148 the testimony shows that the board organized under 
the law to foot up returns made by the judges of election counted for 
contestant 141 and contestee 58, that appearing to be the figures on the 
poll-book of that precinct. 

The undisputed positive testimony of a majority of the officers of elec- 
tion at that precinct is that contestant received 149 votes and contestee 
52, and that those were the figures certified to and returned by the 
judges. The contestee called no witnesses to disprove this testimony, 
and if it had been false it could easily have beenshown. We therefore 
conclude either that a mistake was made or the figures were intention- 


ally after leaving the hands of the judges, and that in either 
event it d becorrected. This adds 8 votes to contestant and takes 


6 from contestee. (See record, pages 1748, 674—’5, 823, and 668-’9.) 
was also voted at that election a ticket headed ‘‘ Hancock In- 
dependent Ticket,’’ upon which the name of contestee was printed but 
scratched out, and contestant’s name inserted in pencil. This ticket 
was thrown out by the judges. (See pages 779 and 791.) It seems 
plain that it should be counted for contestant. 
At precinct number 74 a ballot was cast (as shown by the evidence, 
page 985) which was made up of the tickets of the two parties, cut in 


the middle and together, thus making a complete ticket with 
only one name m for each office. It had on it the name of con- 
testant for Co This ballot was thrown out and not counted by 
the j é think it should be counted for him. The voter evi- 
as w what he was about, and it was his privilege to vote for 
w 


As to precinct No. 39, the contestant urged persistently, and intro- 
duced much testimony to support his position, that this precinct should 
he thrown out; but we are constrained to differ with him. We find 
that the evidence of intimidation hardly comes up to the standard pro- 
vided by the precedents cited by McCrary, and hence we conclude that 
it must stand. We find, however, that twenty men (all colored) who 
were qualified and | 
all that the law 


E 


many of them being frightened by abuse and driven from the 


. 











voters, and duly registered, and who had done 
required of them, who were entitled to vote at that | question we need not discuss here, because the State law in regard to 
went there and offered to vote, but were refused for various trivial | registration for cities of the first class applied to the city of Saint Louis. 


| State of Missouri and adopted by its people. 


It is admitted by contestee, and the proof is positive and uncontra- 
dicted, that a minor, Louis Hain, cast his vote for contestee, and that it 
was so counted. We therefore take one vote from contestee. (See rec- 
ord, pages 1232 and 1754.) 

In conclusion, therefore, the committee found, and so reported, that 
these 358 votes should be added to those reported for contestant and 7 
deducted from those returned for contestee, which leaves the net result 
as follows: 








Votes as returned for contestant__-...................._..- 9, 290 
EER er RES eae SER pei ea a 358 
EE ES Le nee a een ee ... 9,648 
Votes as returned for contestee___................-.1-- 9, 487 
IN iii Ptashne lieing een 7 
RE ee ae Lee —— 9, 480 
Majority for contestant__-___..____- i ebaiinigchliidieeidiaa eke 168 


In arriving at this conclusion the committee gave the benefit of every 
doubt to contestee and arrived at the conclusion that the contestant 
should be seated. 

I would inquire how much time I have remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty-five minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. I will reserve the remainder of my time till later 

Mr. MOULTON. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. CLARDY]. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, before attempting a reply to the speech 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER], I will, if the House 
will indulge me, very briefly state the facts in the case now pending 
before us, as I understand them. 

At an election held in the third Congressional district of Missouri 
in November, 1880, R. Graham Frost, the contestee, received for the 
office of Congressman 9,487 votes, Gustavus Sessinghaus, the contest 
ant, received 9,290 votes, and Daniel O’Connell obtained 266 votes, 
Mr. Frost having on the face of the returns a plurality of 197 votes 
Within the time prescribed by statute Mr. Sessinghaus gave notice to Mr 
Frost of his intention to contest the latter’s right to a seat in this Con- 
gress, and he put his contest on the ground that certain qualified voters 
of the district, who had been duly registered and who offered to vote 
for him, were deprived by the judges of election of their franchise for 
the alleged reason that their names had been stricken from the registry 
lists by the board of revisers of the city of Saint Louis, within whose 
limits the third district is located, and on the further ground that cer- 
tain other persons entitled to register and vote applied for registration 
at their respective voting precincts with the intention of voting for Mr 
Sessinghaus, and were refused registration and not allowed to vote 
There were other grounds stated in the notice of contest, but as they 
have been practically abandoned by the contestant, it is not necessary 
to state or to discuss them. 

The contestee answered, putting in issue these allegations, after 
which testimony was taken by the parties in support of their respective 
right to a seat in this House, and these three volumes [holding them 
up], constituting a monument to their industry if not to their genius, 
are the result of their labors. 

According to an assertion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
MILLER], uttered to-day on this floor, the right of the contestant in 
this case to a seat in this body is dependent upon the invalidity of the 
election laws of the city of Saint Louis. In other words, it is conceded 
by him that if in 1880 there was a valid registration law in the city of 
Saint Louis, the contestee has an unquestionable right to his seat. If I 
can get the attention of the members of this House, I believe.myself able 
to satisfy them that there was at that time a law requiring registration 
in the city of Saint Louis as a prerequisite to voting—a law as valid as 
any law which can be found upon the statute-books of the State of Mis- 
souri or of any other State in the Union; and if | am able to do this, I 
shall contidently expect the gentleman from Pennsylvania and his asso- 
ciates on the Committee on Elections to unite with us in defeating the 
recommendation of the committee, and in thus confirming Mr. Frost’s 
title to an office to which he was fairly and honestly elected. 

The report presented by the majority of the Committee on Elections 
in this case is so replete with misstatements of fact and misrepresenta- 
tions of the law that Iam sure I shall be unable in the time allotted 
to me by the Heuse to call attention to all of its most glaring decep- 
tions. In some instances, I regret to say, the committee has actually 
misquoted the statutes of Missouri, and in the attempt to arrive at a 


| conclusion in this case it is evident that it has been grossly misled, as 


in one part of its report it says that the revisers of election in the city 
of Saint Louis were imposed upon by the agents employed by them 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] says that the city 
of Saint Louis had no right to enact an ordinance prescribing registration 
as a prerequisite of voting. Independently of any provision in the 
State constitution authorizing it, 1 agree with him. But that is a 


In 1875 there was a new constitution framed by a convention of the 
That constitution among 
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other things provided that within a certain time after its adoption the 
qualified voters of the city and of the county of Saint Louis should 
elect thirteen freeholders, at an election to be called by the council 
of the city and the county court of the county of Saint Louis, upon 
whom should devolve the duty of preparing a scheme for the enlarge- 
ment and definition of the boundaries of the city, the reorganization 
of the government of the county, and the adjustment of the relations 
of the city thus enlarged and the residue of Saint Louis County, and 
of drafting for the city of Saint Louis a charter which should be in har- 
mony with and subject to the constitution and laws of Missouri. 

And it further provided that such scheme should be submitted tothe 
people of the whole county of Saint Louis, and that the proposed char- 
ter should equally be submitted to the qualified voters of the city so 
enlarged; and upon the ratification by the peop'e of this scheme and 
charter, the said scheme should become the organic law of said city 
and county, while the charter should exclusively become the organic 
law of said city. 

The election thus provided for was held in conformity to the consti- 
tution, and the scheme and charter were ratified. About this there is 
no dispute. 

The charter, adopted as it was by the qualified voters of the city of 
Saint Louis, provided a system of registration, which the committee in- 
forms us was of no binding force, but was invalid. Under this charter 
the election of 1878 took place, as well as the election of 1880 at which 
Mr. Frost and Mr, Sessinghaus were opposing candidates. 

I can not understand why the majority of the Committee on Elections 
has labored in its report to show that the charterof the city of Saint Louis 
has been improperly and without authority given a place in the revised 
statutes of Missouri, for its validity is certainly not dependent upon its 
being found in the statutes. Ifthe constitution of the State of Missouri 
delegated to the framers of the charter of the city of Saint Louis the 
power to enact registration laws, and if such laws are in harmony with 
the State constitution and the State laws, then without regard to their 
presence in or absence from the statutes they are valid. 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether the 
provision for the revision of the Missouri statutes did not declare ex- 
pressly that the revisers should only codify, not change the law. 

Mr. CLARDY. The revision of the Missouri statutes referred to by 
the gentleman was made by a committee appointed by the Legislature 
in 1879, in pursuance of a provision in the constitution of the State re- 
quiring the Legislature to revise, digest, and promulgate all laws in 
force in the State within five years after its adoption. The committee 
was not authorized to make or amend laws, and in no instance did it 
do either, as it has been intimated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
But the Legislature at its session in 1879 amended section 23 of a former 
act so as to read as follows: 

All elections in the city of Saint Louis shall be conducted, in all respects, as 
provided by the laws now in force regulating elections in said city. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman state when that law was passed ? 

Mr. CLARDY. The law was amended in 1879; or, anyhow, it is in 
the revised statutes of 1879. 

Mr. MILLER. Amended by whom? 

Mr. CLARDY. By the Legislature of Missouri. 

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman is utterly mistaken. I have ex- 
amined the statutes of 1879, and I defy any man to find that amend- 
ment. It was put there by the revisers under their assumed authority 
to amend the law. 

Mr. CLARDY. The revisers assumed ne such authority. Theamend- 
ment was adopted by the islature. 

Mr. RANNEY. i have not yet heard the answer of the gentleman 
from Missouri to my question whether there was not in the law author- 
izing the revision an express provision that it should not change the 
law? 

Mr. CLARDY. There was such a provision. I do not claim that 
the legislative committee alluded to by the gentleman had the right to 
make new laws. 

Mr. MILLER. That is just what it did. 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman is mistaken. The election of 1878 
was held under the new charter of the city of Saint Louis and the Legis- 
lature, in order that the election laws of the city might not be questioned, 
adopted the amendment which I have above quoted. Will any gen- 
tleman now say that we have no laws in the city of Saint Louis for the 
government of elections ? 

The validity of the charter has been affirmed by all the courts of om 
State whenever questions have arisen requiring them to pass upon its 
provisions. I have here a case decided by supreme court, the 
opinion in which is delivered by Judge Norton, whose distinguished serv- 
ice in this House and still more distinguished service on the supreme 
bench has made his name familiar to the e of the whole country, 
affirming that under the constitution of of Missouri the city 
of Saint Louis had the right to embrace in itscharter such provisionsof 
law as do not conflict with the fundamental law and the statutes of the 
State. = 

The Supreme Court of the United States would hold such a decision 
obligatory upon itself. The decisions of the tribunal of a State relative 
to its constitution or laws, unless they contravene some provision of 











the Constitution of the United States or some act of Congress, are con. 
sidered by the Supreme Court as absolutely binding; and yet with . 
Republican Committee on Elections such a decision has not even th. 
weight of persuasive authority. 

Mr. RANNEY. Does that decision refer to elections at all ? 

Mr. CLARDY. I donotsay, nor do I wish to be understood as saying 
that there was any election case decided by the supreme court of Mic, 
souri in which the charter was upon. I could say, however. 
that recently there has been an election case passed upon by that cour: 
in which a member of this House was interested, and none of the judy: 
called into quescion the election law of the city of Saint Louis. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me now direct the attention of the Committ. 
on Elections to another principle of law bearing on this contest. 

It is an old maxim that a statute can only be repealed by a statyt, 
This maxim has, however, been qualified, and it is also held that 4 
statute can be repealed by non-user. But it is claimed in this ci. 
that the provisions of the charter relating to registration have been ¢)). 
forced, and most rigorously so, and hence the doctrine of non-user is yo: 
invoked. And while it is held in this country that a statute may hy 
repealed by being omitted from authorized revisions, yet if the assertion 
be true that the Legislature of Missouri did not intend that the charter 
of the city of Saint Louis should be placed in the revised statutes of thi 
State, Iam unable to understand how its absence from them ean afiic 
its validity. Butthe truth is that the committee appointed by the Gen 
eral Assembly had the express authority of the Legislature for collec 
ing and publishing in the appendix to the revised statutes of Missouri 
all laws specially applicable to the city of Saint Louis, and in this ap 
pendix may be found the charter of that city and its system of registr. 
tion. It has been stated, however, that this charter has never had the 
sanction of the Missouri Legislature. In answer to that assertion [ ¢: 
only appeal to the constitution of Missouri, which, as I have before in 
dicated, authorized the city of Saint Louis to adopt a charter containing 
the fundamental laws necessary for its own government, and such other 
laws as may be in harmony with the constitution and laws of the Stat: 
and I can not but insist that no legislative adoption was necessary to 
the validity of the charter beyond the action taken by the Legislatur 
in directing the committee of revision to collate and publish the sam 
in the appendix to the statutes, and, indeed, it was not even necess:ry 
that this publication should be made. 

But I desire besides to direct the attention of the House toa provisioy 
of the constitution of Missouri (and I wish that the members of th: 
Committee on Elections would give me their attention) which declares 
that the Legislature shall make provision for the registration of all th: 
voters of cities having more than 100,000 inhabitants. That provision 
is referred to in the report of the Committee on Elections, and in thi. 
report it is argued that the law which the Legislature enacted in pur 
suance of the mandate of the constitution of Missouri can not possi!) 
have anything to do with this case. It is evident, however, that if th: 
charter of the city of Saint Louis was invalid, the law of the State oi 
Missouri, enacted in pursuance of a constitutional provision, was then 
in force, and upon examination it will be found that that law was com- 
plied with in every particular by the city of Saint Louis in the election 
of 1880. 

The constitution of Missouri provides that the General Assembly shal! 
enact a registration law for all cities having over 100,000 inhabitants. 
Of course the Legislature can not be coerced into the enactment o/ 
such a registration law, but the framers of the constitution indicated 
the wish of the people to have the voters in cities containing 100,000 
or more inhabitants provided with the safeguard of a registration law 
When the Legislature met in 1877, after the adoption of this consti 
tution, what did it do? Under the provision of the constitution direct- 
ing it to classify cities into four classes, it provided that all cities of over 
100,000 inhabitants should be genominated cities of the first class, and 
that those of a less number of inhabitants should respectively belong 
to the second, third, or fourth class. But the Committee on Election: 
has been misled by a subsequent section of the above-mentioned statute 
which declares that any city or town of the State of Missouri existing 
by virtue of the general law, or by any local or special law, may ele«t 
to become a city of the class to which its population entitles it by su! 
mitting a charter to the approval of the qualified voters, and which fur- 
ther provides that in the case of the adoption of such charter the mayor 
should issue a proclamation declaring such city or town a city of the 
class to which its population entitles it. 

And what was done in the case of the city of Saint Louis? The 
members of the Committee on Elections entirely overlooked the statutes. 
What was done? This charter was submitted to the qualified voter 
of the city of Saint Louis in pursuance of an express constitutional pro- 
vision and was adopted by the city of Saint Louis, and it contains the 
identical provision which this statute in another section declares shal! 
be in the ordinance which is to be submitted for ratification under this 
statute to the voters of cities when they elect to become cities of a par- 
ticular class. 

Mr. MILLER. What is the date? 


Mr. CLARDY. teen hundred and seventy-seven. 
Mr. MOULTON. this election, 
Mr. MILLER. What year? 
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Mr. CLARDY. In 1877 this law was . 

Mr. MILLER. When was this charter adopted ? 

Mr. CLARDY. In 1876. 

Mr. MILLER. One year before the law was passed. 

Mr. CLARDY. But if it is found that there has been a literal com- 


pliance with the law, as it appears upon the statute-books, can it be 
said that, because there was upon the statute-books before that time a 
law which was of no binding force and validity this law is not to be re- 
garded? But I have shown, and I think to the satisfaction of any law- 
yer, that there has been a literal compliance with the statutes of Mis- 

| 





souri, to say nothing about this charter, in the election in which the 
eontestee and the contestant appeared as candidates. Regarding the 
validity of the charter, [hold that it matters little what we think about 
the powers of a municipality in the city of Saint Louis if we find a consti- 
tutional provision delegating such powers. It matters little whether | 
the charter was valid or invalid, as there was a law on thestatute-books | 
relative to registration, a law which the Committee on Elections under- | 
takes to skim over, and which was of binding force and validity. 
Mr. BUCKNER. Let me ask my colleague a question. 
Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I ask my colleague whether the election of last | 


} 


year in the city of Saint Louis was not conducted under the same law ? 
“ Mr. CLARDY. No; the law has been changed. But let me call the 
attention of the members of the majority of the Committee on Elections 
to another of their inconsistencies in this case. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MILLER] hasstated to the House, and in its report the | 
majority of the Committee on Elections expresses this view, that there | 
was no law upon the statute-books which required the registration of 
yotersin the city of Saint Louis. And yet the Legislature of the State of | 
Missouri, just anterior to this contested election, in the spring, I believe, | 
of 1880, enacted what was known as the O'Neill act. Under the regis- 
tration law as it existed up to that time voters were required to regis- 


ter previous to the election and at the office of the recorder of voters. | 


They could not register at the polls. By this registration law enacted 


in 1880 it was provided, however, that persons who had failed to register | statute was unconstitutional. 
could avail themselves of that privilege on election day at the polls; and | 


the majority of the Committee on Elections, in order to get in some 


voters, undertakes in one case to avail itself of that law. It admits 


that that law applies to the city of Saint Louis and to all cities where | 


registration is required. The city of Saint Louis must have possessed 


amendatory act, apply to it?. Here is an enabling act. Here is a 
reniedial statute. Here is a statute enacted to remedy detects in an 
existing law. But the Committee on Elections says that there is no 
existing law. Well, if there be no existing law, to what law does the 
0’ Neill act apply ? 

That, Mr. Speaker, is one of the inconsistencies of the gentleman who 


| gentleman. 





but mistaken as well in regard to the general election law of this coun- 
try 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. HOOKER. I will take the floor, and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not now be recognized, as de- 
bate has been limited. 


Mr. MOULTON. I will yield five minutes more of my time to the 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the committee in its report quotes from 
McCrary on Elections this sentence: 


A case may occur where a portion of the legal voters have, without their fault 


| and in spite of due diligence on their part, been denied the privilege of registra- 


tion. In such a case, if the voter was otherwise qualified and is clearly shown 
to have performed all the acts required of him by the law, and to have been denied 
registration by the wrongful act of the registering officer, it would seem a very 
unjust thing to deny him the right to vote. In elections for State officers, how- 
ever, under a constitution or statute which imperatively requires registration as 
a qualification for voting, it may be that the voter’sonly remedy would be found 
in an action against the registration officer for damages. 

The Committee on Elections admits the validity of this doctrine, but 
it says that it does not apply to the election of a Representative in Con- 
gress. 

When Mr. McCrary laid down the above proposition he supposed, as 
is shown by the first edition of his work on the American law of elec- 
tions, that the statute enacted in May, 1870, regulating Congressional 
elections would be held by the courts of this country to be applicable 
to the voters of all the States in this Union. But he also affirms that 
if Congress does not pass enactments for the regulation of Congressional 
elections, they are governed by the laws prevailing in the different States 
relative to elections. 

The Supreme Court decided in the case of the United States vs. Cruik 
shank, and in the case of the United States vs. Reese, that the third sec- 
tion of that statute, quoted in the brief of counsel, and upon which the 
argument turned—the identical argument made here by the Committee 
on Elections—the Supreme Court said in those two cases that that 
The court said that it should at least pro- 
vide for nothing further than what was contemplated by the fifteenth 
amendment. And yet the Committee on Elections insists upon the va 
lidity of that statute in this case, and talks about the prerequisites of 
the voter and the right of Congress to interfere in elections and to con- 


| trol them. 
a valid registration law, else how could the O'Neill act, being an | 


In the absence of any Congressional statute relative to the election of 
members of Congress, the exercise of the franchise is dependent upon 
State regulation; and if there were such a statute containing provisions 
other than those contained in the fifteenth amendment I think the clear 
intimations in the case of Ex parte Seebold are that it would be held un 
constitutional. The right to vote in this country is derived from laws 


The right to vote is not a natural right; it is not a right which inheres 
in and attaches to the person; but it is a purely political right, and it 
| OWes its existence to positive law. 


framed the report of the majority of the committee. But the gentleman 
trom Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] says that the registration law under 
which the Congressional election of 1880 was held is unconstitutional. 


I do not know whether he means the law which is to be found on the | zens and under a constitutional provision prescribe the qualifications of 


| voters as well for electors tor President and Vice-President and Repre 


statute-books of the State of Missouri, or whether he refers to what is 
known as the scheme and charter. 

Mr. MILLER. I referred to the registration act passed in 1878. 

Mr. CLARDY. Passed by the Legislature of the State of Missouri, 
do you mean ? 

Mr. MILLER. By the city of Saint Louis. 

Mr. CLARDY. The act the gentleman talks about is a copy of the 


registration law which is to be found upon the statute-books of Missouri. | 


The city of Saint Louisat that time enacted an ordinance in harmony with 
this statute. 


The majority of the Committee on Elections in its report further | 


quotes the registration ordinance of the city of Saint Louis, the eleventh 
section of which it invokes in this case in order to exclude one hundred 
and fifty-five voters. It quotes that statute and dwells upon its incon- | 
gruity with the law. But it misquotes the statute. 

Mr. MILLER. What statute ? 

Mr. CLARDY. It misquotes the eleventh section of the registration | 
ordinance of the city of Saint Louis. It recites here that the board of 
revisers must meet twenty days before the day of election, and it says | 
that the law requires thirty days and that the charter also requires thirty | 


days, but that the ordinance calls only for twenty days and it holds it | 
invalid on that account. The registration ordinance offered in evidence 
on page 1684 is in the precise language of the law as it exists upon the | 
statute- and is in conformity with the charter of the city of Saint 
Louis. I know that the gentlemen of the committee did not inten- 
tionally misquote this ordinance; but it is misquoted nevertheless, and 
It is add as one of the grounds why they are to turn out a man from 
this House who was honestly elected by the people and to put in here a | 
man who was never elected. Here we have an ordinance, changed not 
intentionally by the committee, I am sure, because I find this change 
in the brief of counsel for contestant, and I presume, of course, that the 
committee relied upon that brief; but it was nevertheless a mistake, 
a mistake against the interests of the contestee in this case. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the majority of the committee has not only been | 

mistaken as to the law governing elections in the city of Saint Louis, | 





| ment. 


| stitution of Missouri, and that hence it was unconstitutional. 
| is no proposition of election law better settled than that registration is 


The States of this Union confer the elective franchise upon the citi 


sentatives in Congress as for the officers necessary to their own govern- 
Whatever privilege a sovereignty may grant, it can prescribe 
the terms upon which it shall vest in the grantee. 

The Supreme Court says, in the case to which I have referred, that 
except as limited by the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution the 
right of the States to prescribe the qualifications of voters is absolute. 
But, Mr. Speaker, who ever heard before of registration being a quali- 
fication? Mr. MeCrary, in his work on the law of elections, expressly 
declares that it is not a qualification. 

Mr. MILLER. We do not claim that it is. 

Mr. CLARDY. The majority of the Committee on Elections talks 
about registration as a qualification for voting, and argues that as such 
it added to the qualifications of voters as they are prescribed by the con- 
There 
not a qualification, but a regulation. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MILLER. Now, let me take the floor in my own right while 


| I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] a question, in order 


that we may have a clear understanding about this case. We have 
quoted in the majority report section 11 of the registration law, and 
state that it was passed by a city ordinance of Saint Louis in 1878. Do 
I understand the gentleman to deny that ? 

Mr. CLARDY. Did you say 1878? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. It was passed prior to that year. 

Mr. MILLER. And does not that law require that the board of 
revisers shall meet twenty days before the election ? 


Mr. CLARDY. No, sir. 
Mr. MILLER. I tefer you to pages 1701 and 1702 of the testimony 
Mr. CLARDY. Very well. 


Mr. MILLER. 
Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. MILLER. 


And they show that the ordinance was amended——— 
What is the page? 


Pages 1701 and 1702. They show that the ordi- 
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nance was amended on the 20th day of August, 1878, and that it pro- 
vided that the revisers should meet twenty days before election, while 
the scheme and charter and the act of 1877 which the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] has spoken of provide that they shall meet 
thirty days before the election. So that there is a marked difference 
between the ordinance of 1878 and the statute of 1877 and the city ordi- 
nance of 1876. Now, does the gentleman say that ordinance was not 


? 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is quoting a law 
which was passed subsequent to this election. I say, however, thatin 
the city of Saint Louis, at the November election of 1880, under a pro- 
vision of the law of the State the revisers met thirty days before the 
election. 

Mr. MILLER. Now, the evidence shows that they met twenty days 
before. And the law is the same. 

Mr. CLARDY. The law will be found on page 1684 of the record in 
this case. It was introduced by the counsel for Mr. Sessinghaus. It 
says that the board of revisers should meet thirty days before the elec- 
tion, and it is introduced in evidence by the contestant as the law gov- 
erning that election; and I never heard it disputed in the State of Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. MILLER. Do you deny that the ordinance printed on pages 
1701 and 1702 is the city ordinance? 

Mr. CLARDY. Of course I do. It is only an amendatory section. 

Mr. MILLER. Do you deny that it was adopted in 1878? 

Mr. CLARDY. I do. 

Mr. MILLER. Did it not fix the time at twenty days? 

Mr. CLARDY. It did. 

Mr. MILLER. Then the law was twenty days. 

Mr. CLARDY. No; the law was thirty days. I speak of the law 
which was in force at the election when Sessinghaus and Frost were the 
candidates. 

Mr. MILLER. I speak of that also. Now, in addition to that I 
call the attention of the gentleman to the evidence of Mr. Bell, the city 
solicitor of Saint Louis, on page 1814. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have read that evidence. At the time when Mr. 
Bell was testifying, an amendatory ordinance had been passed. This 
ordinance conformed with a State statute on the subject of registration, 
and both were passed after this election had been held. 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; the charter provided thirty days; but on page 
1702 of this record there is an amendment to that. What do you do 
about that? 

Mr. CLARDY. The law which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
quotes was passed after the election of 1880. 

Mr. MILLER. _ I will retain the balance of my time. How much 
time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 

Mr. CLARDY. The House can judge of the magnitude of this case 
from the fact that the entire ninety days provided by law for the taking 
of testimony were consumed by both the contestant and the contestee. 
Three thousand pages of testimony have been printed for the perusal of 
the Committee on Elections and of the House, and in this testimony 
the contestant’s counsel attempt in vain to substantiate the claim of their 
client to a seat in this House. In vain do we look for evidence which 
would be deemed sufficient by a judicial tribunal for the unseating of 
the contestee. No facts are brought forth which could invalidate the 
election of Mr. Frost, and in order that that end may be accomplished 
the election laws of the city of Saint Louis are now to be declared un- 
constitutional. The majority of this House is ever ready to cover its 
disregard of justice and right by constitutional quibbles and petty sub- 
terfuges. 

Within the space of an hour the contestant will be awarded on the 
floor of this House a seat to which he was never elected and to which he 
has signally failed to establish a claim. The emoluments attached 
to a seat here will, however, thus come within his reach, and while he 
may probably in no manner be able to catch the S er’s eye during 
the expiring hours of the Forty-seventh Congress, he will on the con- 
trary, and oddly enough, succeed in obtaining the eye of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms with regard to the question of compensation for services which 
he has never had an opportunity nor right to render. And succeeding 
in this latter undertaking, he will no doubt becontent. But the party 
to whose votes he will owe his seat will by its arbitrary decision of 
this case establish a further instance of its rabid partisanship and of its 
reckless abuse of power and utter eee a of justice, and thus it will 
fitly close in this House a supremacy w has oun replete with profli- 
gacy and recklessness. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FROST. I do not desire—or rather I would prefer not to ad- 
dress the House at thistime. I trust that before this case comes to its 
final adjudication the House will be willing to listen to me for a few 
moments. I will not trespass very far upon its patience; but I hope I 
= not be condemned without having had some brief opportunity for 
a hearing. 

As my colleague [Mr. CLARDY] remarks, this caseisone of mag- 
nitude, as shown by the 3,000 te me ee Seamanrenlthete 
or four points of law upon which we have not yet touched. Thatwould 

















indicate that we should have some reasonable time for its discussion 
I ask for very little time, in order that the case may be presented fairly 
before members of this House; but I do not wish to be heard now. — 

Mr. MOULTON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from, 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. LER addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible to discuss 
even a single phase of this question in the short time for this debate 
limited by order of the House. And I look upon an argument or an 
attempt at an argument under the circumstances that surround us as 
almost if not quite futile. The temper of the House and the hurry 
of the business in these closing days disqualify members for impar- 
tial and calm consideration of questions of this kind. 

I desire to call the attention of gentlemen for a few moments ty 
a phase of the question that has been discussed. It is claimed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] that the only ques. 
tion they propose to consider in this case is in regard to 155 votes 
Here are 155 voters who, as is claimed by the contestant, were enti- 
tled to vote and have been improperly deprived of theirright by reason 
of having been improperly stricken from the registration list. He 
admitted that if these 155 votes are not counted for contestant they 
he fails in his contest. 

The returns of the election give Mr. Frost 197 votes majority, and 
he has the certificate of election and the seat. ; 

These 197 votes must be overcome by legitimate proof. 

The burden of pr6of is upon the contestant. He claims that he 
is entitled to the seat; and he is to make out his case by a clear pre- 
ponderance of testimony. Nobody is to be deprived of his seat 
upon mere guesses or surmises. If a man is to be turned out of this 
alg the evidence ought to be clear and conclusive, such as to 
satisfy the mind of any reasonable man. 

Let us look at this question. The main point, the gravamen of 
the argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MILLER, | is 
simply that the city of Saint Louis made a registration law where|y 
it was provided that before a man should be entitled to vote his 
name should appear upon the registration list; and the conclusion 
of the gentleman is that Saint Louis possessed no power, no authorit) 
to prescribe that condition to a man’s vote. Now, I want to call 
your attention to this controlling and significant fact. Here in this 
case before the Committee on Elections was the ablest attorney in 
the city of Saint Louis, and an ex-member of Congress, appearing 
for Mr. Sessinghaus. This case was argued at extraordinary length 
before the committee; every question in the case was evolved ; and 
Mr. Pollard, who argued the case on behalf of the contestant before 
the Committee on Elections, never raised that question ; never pre- 
tended for a moment that the city of Saint Louis had not. the right 
to pass this registration law. Elections for members of Congress 
no State officers for years have been held under that same scheine 
and charter, yet no lawyer, high or low, ever questioned the validity 
of that registration law. Il repeat that the counsel of the contestant 
never made the point. It came out in this way: It was casuals 
suggested by one of the members of the committee during the ver) 
last stages of the hearing that perhaps Saint Lonis had not the right 
to pass a registration law. That suggestion was at once seized upon, 
and is now made the turning point in this case. 

The contestant had failed in every other part of his case, but like 
a drowning man he seized upon this straw to save his case. 

I want to state another fact. Almost every provision in the char- 
ter of Saint Louis, under the constitution of 1875, has been before 
the highest tribunal, the supreme court of the State of Missoari, 
and in more than twenty-five cases, involving the liberty of the 
citizen, right to office, personal property, and almost every othe: 
right, the validity of that charter has been sustained. 

The sy - Sane on ba ee a Sateet net -_~ ; ~ 
Legislature, ut trom the 0 6 a ° uri, opte yy the 
- of that State in the year Mts. (See Constitution of Missouri Revised 

utes of Missouri, 1879, section 20, Article IX. 
SAINT LOUIS. 


Sec. 20. The city of Saint Louis may extend its limits * * * and frame « 
charter for the city thus enlarged. * * * Such scheme shall become the o1 
ganic law of the county and city, and such charter the organic law of the city. 

Thirteen freeholders were to frame this charter, and the only ‘limitation made 
on Ge constitution as to what provisions it should contain is to be found in the 
following section : 

Arr. IX, Sgc. 23: ‘‘Such charters and amendments shall always be in harmony 
with, and subject to, the constitution and laws of Missouri.” * * * 

If the registration law above quoted and embraced in the charter thus autho: 
ized is in harmony with the constitution and laws of Missouri, wherein can suc! 
law be unconstitutional! ‘ 

If there is any want of harmony it can be readily pointed out. It is certainly 
not in conflict with any registration law passed by the General Assembly of Mis 
souri. Compare the sections of the charter above quoted with sections 4391, 4395, 
4399, 4401 of the general registration law by the General Assembly of Mix 
souri for all cities of over 100,000 inhabitants, and the most perfect harmony 's 


t. In are almost identical in i 
"PP he city of Saint Tools also an wodindane whiel contains the same pro 
visions embraced in the charter 


See page 1681 and following of the Record. 
The ordinance, the charter, and the law passed by the General Assembly are 
cubstantially copies of each other. 

a Seo, ane no want of harmony, what other reason can be urged to declare 
the law invalid? 

We find it on heme = f reportof the sub-committee : 

“True it is ordinance of it Louis provides that a voter ‘shall not vote 
elsewhere than in the district where his name is registered and whereof he is 
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registered as a resident ;’ but it is to be remembered that this ordinance was never 
or adopted by the ror of Missouri, and that the consti- 
— authorized the city of Saint Louis to adopt a charter, also, 
in another provision, authorized the General Assembly to pass a law for the regis- 
tration of voters in cities having over 100,000 inhabitants. The power under the 
constitution to pass such a law was vested exclusively in the General Assembly. 
An attempt on the part of any other body to make such a law, ordinance, or 
charter, is, to say the least, of very questionable authority.’ 
he section referred to is as follows : 

“Aart. VIL, Sec. 5. TheGeneral Assembly shall provide by law for the registration 

of all voters in cities and counties having a population of more than 100,000 inhabit- 
ants, and may provide for such registration in cities having a population exceed- 
ing 25,000 inbabitanta, and not exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise.” 
f you will observe, the constitution, in thus providing for ‘‘ cities and counties,” 
does not include or refer to the city of Saint Louis. Saint Louis is made an ex- 
cention from all other cities ; and in Article 1X, which refers to ‘ couyties, cities, 
and towns,” special sections are adopted for the * city of Saint Louis. 

In the case of the City of Saint Louis vs. Sternberg, 69 Missouri Reports, on page 
297, Judge Norton says: 

“Tt will be observed that in Article [X of the constitution, under the head of 
‘counties, cities, and towns,’ Saint Louis is singled out from all other cities and 
towns in the State, and sections 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 of the article contain pro- 
visions relating exclusively to it.” 

The fact that the General Assembly was ordered to frame a registration law for 
“ cities and counties” of over 100,000 inhabitants was clearly not intended as a 
restriction of the full power given to Saint Louis to also frame a registration law, 
provided it was not in conflict with State legislation. 

In the same case Judge Norton continues: ‘‘ The general purpose that the city 
might have the power to enlarge its limits and separate itself in a governmental 

int of view from the county, and have the —_ ag amunicipality to govern itself, 
provided its government should be in subordination to and consistent with the 
constitution and laws of the State of Missouri, is manifested throughout the above 
sections.” * * * 

“It is clear, we think, frem these sections, that it was the intention of the 
framers of the constitution that the city of Saint Louis might adopt as its organic 
law a charter containing any and all the provisions then in its charter, and such 
other provisions as would not be inconsistent with the constitution and laws of the 
State.” 

In re Charles Dunn, volume 9, Missouri Appeal Reports, page 255, the court 
says: 

“An ordinance passed under authority of such a charter must of course be 
equally in harmony with the constitution and laws of the State; otherwise it will, 
in so far as it fails of such harmony, be invalid. 

“ By the word harmony in this connection is not to be understood an exact coin- 
cidence in all ible points of comparison. 

“Its me is clearly that no regulation established by the charter, nor any 
made by its authority, shall do violence either to the declared laws or to the policy 
or manifest governmental purposes of the State, as shown in her constitution and 
statutory enactments.” 

As has been observed, instead of there being any want of harmony, any incon- 
sistency, any violence to statutory enactments, the charter ordinance and statu- 
tory enactments are in perfect accord. 

ides the registration law embraced in the charter of Saint Louis is by spe- 
cial enactment of the General Assembly adopted and recognized as the law gov- 
erning elections in that city. 

Revised Statutes of Missouri, 1879, volume 11, page 1082. 

“Sec. 5503. Elections in Saint Louis—conducted how. All elections in the city 
of Saint Louis shall be conducted in all respects as provided by the laws now in 
force regulating elections in said city.” 

What does the General Assembly mean by ‘‘the laws now in force governing elee- 
tions in said city,” and why does the statute single out Saint Louis, and as to it 
make such a special provision! 

Saint Louis had a registration law of its own; that was in its charter; other 
cities did not have registration laws of their own, and hence it was necessary to 
single out Saint Louis. 

If there is any further doubt that the registration laws of Saint Louis is what is 
meant by the “Jaws now in force regulating electious in said city,” it is but neces- 
sary to turn to the Revised Statutes of Missouri, where the charter of the city of 
Saint Louis is published with the State laws. 

Revised Statutes of Missouri, volume 11, page 1575. 

This publication was incorporated in the revised statutes of the State of Mis- 
souri not by chance, but by direction of the General Assembly. 

Revised statutes, vol. 1, tile ‘‘ Laws,” section 3158. 

There can be no question that when they use the language, ‘‘ laws now in force,” 
in section 5504, and ‘‘ except as otherwise provided by law,” in section 5563, the reg- 
istration laws of Saint Louis as contained in the charter and printed with the re- 
vised laws of the State, were referred to as existing laws. 

This being the case, instead of there being want of harmony, there is not 
only perfect harmony, but a legislative adoption of these very laws in question. 

e must, therefore, conclude that these registration laws are valid. 

My friend from Pennsylvania says, at the time of the election in 
1880, there was no law prescribing registration, and the city of Saint 
Louis prescribed registration which was a qualitication not required 
by the constitution. To this point I reply that the charter of Saint 
Louis requiring registration of a voter is not considered in a consti- 
tutional sense as adding any qualification at all. 1t has been decided 
not only in Pennsylwania, but in every State of the Union, that the 
right to vote is not a natural right, but is aright which depends 
upon law. Mr. McCrary and all the other writers on this subject say 
that myciting registration on the part of the voter is nothing more 
than adopting a rule or regulation. That is the decision in all the 
States. 

McCrary, in his Law of Elections: 

“The right of suffrage is not a natural right, nor is it an absolute unqualified 
personal right. It is a right derived in this country from constitutions and stat- 
utes. It is regulated by the States, and their power to fix qualifications of voters 


is limited wy by the provisions of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
—_ for! any distinction on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
e. 


41 Mo., Frank P. Blair ve. Ridgley, page —. 
Huber vs. Reilly, 53 Penn. State R., 115. 
y ve. Sherbrook, 3 Cold., 569. 


Anderson ve. Baker, 23 Md., 531. 
Brightly Election Cases, 27. 
See alec ec. 8, page 9. 


to the limitation contained in the fifteenth amendment to the Consti- 





tution of the United States, the power to fix the qualifications of voters is vested 
in the States. Each State fixes for itself these qualifications, and the United 
States adopts the State lawupon the subject as the rule in Federal elections.” 

See. 1, chap. 1, page 7. 

It was strongly urged in his behalf that the law requiring registration was in 
violation of the constitution of the State of Missouri, because it was adding an 
additional qualification. 

In Capen vs. Foster, 12 Pick, 485, and Brigalley's Election Cases, 51, and McCrary, 
sec. 7, page 11, in discussing the power to provide for the orderly exercise of the right 
of suffrage, and the power to enact registry laws, and to prohibit those not regis 3 
tered from voting, it is decided that such laws do not add to qualifications of voters ; 
they are simply rules regulating voters. 

And McCrary says, sec. 7, page 11: “Itis now generally admitted that those laws 
Set one to the constitutional qualifications of voters, and are therefore not in 
valid. 

It was also urged that the law requiring registration was not ‘imperative '' or 
positive, within the meaning of the rule laid down in McCrary. 

The language of the law could not be more positive. It reads thus: 

‘But shall not vote elsewhere than in the district where his name is registered and 
whereof he is registered as a resident.”’ 

Revised Statutes, vol. 11, page 1576. 

Now, here is the constitution of Missouri conferring on cities of the 
first class having over one hundred thousand inhabitants the right 
to govern themselves in everything not in conflict with the constitu 
tion of the State. I ask gentlemen upon the other side to show me 
how the requirement of registration is in contravention of that con- 
stitution, when registration is not regarded as a qualification at all, 
any more than the requirement in the charter that a man shall re- 
side in his precinct 10 or 20 days before the election is a qualifica- 
tion. It is a rule or regulation, simply, and not a qualification. 

These 155 men lived in the city of Saint Louis, and had noright to vote 
there, except by complying with the provision of law regulating that 
matter. It is admitted that they did not do so. Here was a board 
of registration, whose duty was to examine the registration lists and 
correct them, and their action was judicial, and these 155 names were 
struck off. There was no fraud in this respect. The men never used 
the means provided by law for replacing their names upon the list. 
Therefore they had no right to vote. This alone should end this 
case. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman contend that a city council can 
by its ordinance regulate the mode of election of State officers as 
against a State law conflicting with such ordinance? 

Mr. MOULTON. Nobody claims any such thing, or has said any 
such thing. My proposition is that the constitution of Missouri 
granted to the city of Saint Louis ample and complete power to re 
quire registration. That is the point I make. The city derived its 
full power trom the constitution of the State. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does it grant power to pass an ordinance in con 
flict with a State law with regard to the election of State oflicers? 
Does it go that far? 

Mr. MOULTON. It does not. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the charter and law of the State are in absolute harmony. So much 
for that. Now it remains alone for the Elections Committee of this 
House to say to the able judges and lawyers of the State of Missouri 
that they did not know their own law. This charter is published 
in the authorized edition of the laws of Missouri. It is recognizé 
as law, absolutely and completely as any statute of the Legislature, 
not having its power from an act of the Legislature, but from th: 
very highest source, the Constitution itself. It never has been ques- 
tioned till now. 

I desire now to call the attention of this House to another great 
fact developed in this case. The only value that a deposition has as 
evidence is its integrity. If its integrity is destroyed no court of 

justice will regard it as evidence. Now look at the testimony and 

| facts concerning this case. Here are 3,000 pages of testimony taken 

by the notary public, and it has been shown by the aflidavits of pai 
ties, and not denied, that after it was transcribed the whole of that 
evidence went into the hands of Sessinghaus’s attorney. The notary 
public swears, in his affidavit appended here to the minority report, 
(and he also appeared before the committee, ) that the papers showed 
on their return to him that various and sundry changes had’ been 
made in names, dates, numbers, and the like. The gentleman from 
| Missouri, Mr. Davis,] a member of the committee, pointed out to 
the committee and made a memorandum of over one hundred changes 
in the handwriting of Sessinghaus’s attorney. My friend from Ohio 
[Mr. RicuEy] on the committee, also showed, on a partial examina 
tion, forty or fifty changes in the spelling of names and places and in 
dates. 

Now, this whole case turned on names, dates, numbers, and streets. 
Did sach a man live in such a house at such a time in such a street 
and such a number. I wish to direct.your attention particularly to 
this fact. The notary public was called and requested to bring his 
original stenographic notes, so as to compare the evidence. That 
notary public swore that, notwithstanding he knew this case was 
being considered by the House and undetermined, and that the integ 
rity of the depositions were in question, nevertheless he absolutely 
destroyed every particle of the original stenographic notes. His 
notes were a part of that testimony, and yet every single particle 
of it he destroyed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I should like to ask the gentleman from Lllinois 
&@ question. 

Mr. MOULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Dol understand that the testimony taken in this 
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case was in the custody of the representative of the contestant after 
it was taken? 


Mr. MOULTON. Yes; every word of it was in his custody. 

Mr. HOOKER. And altered by him? 

Mr. MOULTON. Yes; altered in hundreds of places in the hand- 
writing of Sessinghaus’s attorney. When the notary public was 
called before the committee he was asked to bring his original mem- 
orandum. He came before the committee and swore that he had 
burned the whole of it. This evidence appears in our report. He 
burned it so that we could not examine it, and determine what was 
true and what was false. Yet upon that testimony you are called 
upon to turn out Mr. Frost, who has 197 majority, by reason, as you 
say, that these 155 were improperly deprived of their votes. How do 
you know? The integrity of this evidence has been disputed, and no 
court, not even a justice of the «, would, in the trial of the small- 
est and most trivial case in the world, allow it to comein. Here 
this notary public swears that the opposite party had the record in 
his possession and made these changes in it, and, furthermore, that 
he himself destroyed his original memorandum, and yet you are called 
upon to vote Mr, Frost out and Mr. Sessinghaus in for the purpose 
of giving the latter $10,000 salary and $1,000 mileage. 

Now, one word as to the law bearing on the question of tampering 
with the deposition or evidence. 


It is quite clear that the law is scrupulously particular in demanding that the 

oe less integrity of depositions shall be preserved. It is sensitive to the highest 
ogree in ¢ lering a comp 

form it demands the most exact compliance with such formalities as the various 

statutes may require. 

We cite a few cases in which motions to suppress depositions were sustained 
where mere formal rules were disobeyed : 

2 Washington Cirouit Court rt, p. 356: ‘A commission which had been 
executed and returned was set aside because it had been opened by one of the 
officers of the government before it came into the hands of the clerk.’ (United 
States vs. Price's Administrator.) 

“Shankwiker os. A. Reading (4 McLean's Reports, p. 240): ‘ The law requires the 
deposition taken ander act of Congress to be retained by the officer until he de- 
liver the same into court, or shall, together with a certificate of the reasons for 
taking it,’ &o. 

“Read vs. Thompson (8 Cranch, 70—J. Story): ‘Independently of all other 
grounds, the court are of the opinion that the fact of the depositions not having 
been opened in court is a fatal objection.’” 

1 Brown's Admiralty Reports, p. 66: “‘Though a deposition be taken under a 
stipulation, waiving all objections as to the form and manner of taking, it must 
still be retarned to court in all respects as required by law.” 

The charge of the motion, however, goes not only to form but to substance, and 
claims that the worst of bad faith was exhibited by the attorney of the party in 
whose interest the depositions were taken. The court in Beverly vs. Burke (14 
Georgia, 70), says: 

“In cociting as we do, we establish no new rule. We hold that the case = 
sented 10 us falls within arule already well settled, and that rule simply is that 
there must be no circumstances of unfair advantage obtained by one party over 
the other in having testimony taken by depositions, * * * Many written 
cases may be found in which it has been held that such depositions should always 
be taken in good faith. I content myself with referring to but one. In Bean vs. 
Quinby, 5 New Hampshire, 98, the court says: ‘The invariable rale by which this 
court is governed in the admission of depositions is not to receive any which have 
not been taken fairly and with the utmost good faith.’ 

‘The law does not permit depositions to be drawn by any attorney interested in 
acause. The reason of the rule is well stated in these cases following a special 
statute: 

** Hurst & Co. vs. Larpim (21 Lowa, p. 484, Lowe, C. J.). Appeal from the order 
of the court suppressing certain depositions for the reason that they had been 
written by the counsel for the party in whose favor they were to be read as testi- 
mony, instead of its being done by the commissioner designa in the notice. 
The objection was well made and properly sustained, and that, too, without the 
slightest imputation on the counsel who officiated as scribe. It was simply a 
legal pate 6 iety which it was competent for the court to correct and enforce by 
rule, if need be. The notary is supposed to stand at all times indifferent to the 
parties, whilst the lawyer, having made himself a partisan, is sufficient to feel a 

ias in favor of his client. Should he act as scrivener in taking and in after read- 
ing it over himself to the witness for correction or approval, contrary, as we think, 
to the spirit of the statute, however honestly done, it would nevertheless subject 
him to criticism and suspicion. To relieve him of this left-handed compliment, 
we hold the court did not err in suppressing depositions.” 

Again in Alien vs. Rand (5 Cond., 522): 

** The law will not trust an agent to draw up a deposition for his principal, as by 
the insertion of a word, the meaning of which is not correctly understood, or by 
the omission of a fact that ought to be inscribed, the testimony thus garbled and 
discolored will be false and deceptive. Nor is there a possible argument in favor 
of such a proceeding. 

* The statate, even when strictly construed, is sufficiently lax, when ex parte 
depositions are taken at least, not unfrequently to admit of the poisoning of justice 
in the very foundations, for if the evidence is untrue or partial the result can never 
be contormable to right. * * * As the witness ought to be disinterested, 
so must the evidence be impartial, comprising the whule truth, as well as nothing 


but the truth, and that never can be rationally expected when a deposition is 
drawn up by an attorney or 6," :% 25¢ ae 





“It is much preferaiiie tha’ in pestiontor instances, the party should even be 
deprived of testimony than a principle leading to a widespread mischief should be 
adopted. It is true that an agent may draw up a deposition impartially, and there 
is no reason to doubt that the young lady in the case acted with the most delicate 


integrity. But the statute was in contravention of wrong and intends not in 
any case to place contidence where it be y 


may be abused. 
Such are reasons given for the rule in cases where, in the of the cou 


‘there is no reason to doubt that the lad th the 
delicate integrity.” young lady in the case acted w mos 


But this case is broader, and shows that the same disposition and the same deli- 
cacy which the court attributes fe the pocey in that case, in which the depositions 


were suppressed, cannot, under the tof the notary in this case, be given te 
the ottorsey who wrote the ‘marginal suggestions.” — 


We think that the charter of Saint Louis authorized a registration 
law such as was shown to exist. 


That the 155 names stricken from the registration list were in ac- 
cordance with law, and that the integrity of the deposition in this 


int such as we find here. Even in mere matters of 





case has been wholly destroyed, and that Frost is entitled to his 
seat. 

Mr. FROST. I rise for the purpose of asking, by unanimous consent, 
that the House will hear me for a few minutes before it shall proceed 
to vote on this case. 

Mr. MILLER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. FROST. Half an hour will be sufficient. 

Mr. MILLER. If he wants half an hour I prefer he should go on 
now. 

Mr. FROST. For myself, Mr. Speaker, as it is now near the time for 
taking a recess, I should prefer to be heard when we meet again this 


evening. 

Mr. MILLER. Thegentleman has the floor, and let him goon now. 

Mr. FROST. If itis not objectionable, I should much prefer to begin 
my remarks after the recess. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope that will be granted, because it is now so near 
the hour when we are to take the recess the gentleman could not pos- 
sibly conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hirt in the chair). If there be no 
objection, it will be ordered accordingly. 

Mr. MILLER. I have reserved my time, and do not wish to proceed 
until I have heard from the other side. 

Mr. PAGE. Let us take a recess now. 

Mr.SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think that gentlemen will ob- 
ject to allowing the gentleman whose seat is contested the modest length 
of time that he asks, thirty minutes, to explain his own case, and to 
give it to him at the time when he can have some assurance that the 
gentlemen who are to vote upon and decide his case will be present. 
There is hardly anybody here now; and there is a principle of fairness 
underlying this matter which should not be lost sight of. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to the gentleman proceeding, as 
the House has given him consent, if the time is occupied now. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think it has been usual in all contested-election 
cases, after the debate has been closed both pro and con on the part of 
the Committee on Elections making the report to the House, to then 
allow the contestant and the contestee to be heard after the conclusion 
of the debate. Therefore, I think the request of my friend Mr. Frost, 
from Missouri, is not at all unusual or out of order, but on the con- 
trary it is in perfect conformity with the precedents, all of which es- 
tablish the principle that he has a right to be heard before his case is 
decided in this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That, of course, can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. But it is governed by precedents, let me say to the 
Speaker with all deference, rather than by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Butit has been done by consent in each 


case, 
_ Mr. HOOKER. The precedents are all in the direction that I have 


cited. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, of course the 
gentleman can occupy the time now. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I want to inquire if by unanimous consent 
we can not take a recess now, and give Mr. Frost the time that he asks 
after the recess shall have expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be done now, if that is the de- 
sire of the House. 

Mr. PEIRCE. I object. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then] ask unanimous consent that we take a recess 
now until half past 7 o’ clock. 

Mr. BROWNE. Before that is done I desire to make an observation. 
By a special order of the House, Eriday evenings have been set apart 
for the exclusive consideration of such business as is reported from the 
Committee on Pensions of the House. I am willing that this arrange- 
ment shall be made, if by unanimous consent the House may meet to- 
night for business generally. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of ia. Oh, no. 

Mr. BROWNE. And with the understanding that the few cases 
pending here for consideration, probably occupying the attention of 
the House not more than thirty minutes, may taken up and dis- 
posed of at some time during the session. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not the gentleman have the time between 
now and 5.30 o’clock, the hour fixed for the recess, to take up and dis- 
pose of the ion cases on the docket? 

Mr. CALKINS. If in order, I make the motion for a recess now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order to make that motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. ry if I understand the statement of the 
gentleman from Indiana the businessof the House is limited by the 
order of the House to pension business, and that no other business can 
be transacted, I certainly hope that order will be vacated, because we 
shall probably desire to present some conference reports this evening 
which will have to be acted upon. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the | 
gentleman from Indiana as insisting upon the special order to the ex- 
clusion of all other business. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to suspend the rules and vacate the order 
making this evening a special order for pensions, unless it can be va- 
cated by consent. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion for a | 





e838. 
wr. HISCOCK. We may desire to present some conference reports. 

Mr. HATCH. ~The interruption of this case is all out of order. I 
demand the regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the motion which I have indicated, that 
we vacate the special order for this evening. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

(Here the Speaker resumed the chair. ) 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have been informed, Mr. Speaker, that there is a 
special order for this evening limiting the business.to be transacted to 
that of pensions only. If such is the case, then I desire to move to 
vacate that special order so far as it is limited to pension cases. I re- 
peat it is likely we shall desire to present some conference reports. 

several MEMBERS. And other business. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to vacating the special order? 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to aquestion of order. I object to vacating the 
special order to that extent. I object to any other business than con- 
ference reports. 

Mr. HATCH. I object to vacating the special order. 

Mr. CLARK. I order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that the special order would not 
interfere with the consideration of an election case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Would it interfere with the consideration of con- 
ference reports ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not know but what it has been already answered 
in response to the suggestion made by the gentleman from New York; 
but I want to know if to-night when the House meets it can not by a 
majority vote control the business of this evening’s session ? 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. WASHBURN. To any subject? 

Mr. RAY. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a report from the 
Committee on Claims for reference to the Calendar. 

Mr. CLARK. The regular order, as I understand it, is the motion 
made to take a recess until half past 7 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised of that. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from New Hampshire if there be no objection. 


ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, by unanimous consent, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of Alexander Swift & 
Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise now to aquestion of order. I wish to ask if I | 
understood the Chair to say a moment ago that by a majority vote we | 
can take up any business this evening ? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair did not say anything of the kind. That | 
was not the question presented to the Chair. 

| 
| 





Mr. VAN VOORHIS. A motion had been made to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair knows nothing 
of that motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. I had submitted the motion. 

Mr. WHITE. What is the order for this evening’s session ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be time enough to determine that when we | 
reach it. The Chair can not undertake to decide all possible and im- 
aginary questions before they arise. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

_A bill (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. Aus- 
tin, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. 
Powers; and . 

A bill (S. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

Mr. PEIRCE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution 
and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of the 
hoard on behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the in- 
ternational exhibition of 1876; 


' 


| of the General Land Office. 
| This is asked in the interest of the settler. 


| the chief benefit will accrue to speculators 
| objection. 


A bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 
State of Colorado, during the year 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1834, and for other 


Urposes ; 
A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held 
in the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. 
past 7 o’clock. 
Mr. CALKINS. 
resumed the chair. 
The SPEAKER. 
motion ? 
Mr. CALKINS. Several gentlemen desire to present reports, &c., 
and if there be no objection to entertaining their requests | will with 
draw the motion. 


I desire to present a report from the Committee 
Some gentleman moved to take a recess till half 
I submitted that motion before its present occupant 


Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 


FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill (S. 171) in relation to certain 
fees allowed registers and receivers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the fees allowed registers and receivers for testimony 
reduced by them to writing for claimants in establishing pre-emption and honk 


stead rights and mineral entries, and in contested cases, shall not be considered 


or taken into account in determining the maximum of compensation of said 
officers. 

Sec. 2. That registers and receivers shall, upon application, furnish plats or 
diagrams of townships in their respective districts, showing what lands are va 
cant and what lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation 
therefor from the party obtaining said plat or diagram, at such rates as may Ix 
prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and said officers 
shall, upon application by the proper State or Territorial authorities, furnish, for 
the purpose of taxation, a list of all lands sold in their respective districts, to 
gether with the names of the purchasers, and shall be allowed to receive com 
pensation for the same not to exceed 10 cents per entry; and the sums thus re 
ceived for plats and lists shall not be considered or taken into account in deter 
mining the maximum of compensation of said oflicers. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 


JOHN P. GREGSON. 

Mr. WATSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H.R 
153) for the relief of John P. Gregson; which was laid upon the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my objection to the consideration o| 
the bill called upa moment ago by the gentleman from Minnesota [ M1 
STRAIT]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lL ask whether or not any gentleman is informed how 
much the fees are in the aggregate that the registers and receivers un 
der this law would receive which they are not required to account for’ 

Mr. MAGINNIS. They are required to account for all of them 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but by this bill they are released trom that 

Mr. STRAIT. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These fees do not go into the salaries at all; thes 
are that much extra. And my question is, how much will these fees 
amount to for the various plats they furnish? 

Mr. STRAIT. The tees are very inconsiderable. This bill is ree 
ommended by the Committee on Public Lands and by the Commis 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let me say to the gentleman trom Indiana that 
it is more in the interest of the general public than of any individuals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very desirable to know how that is. This is 
merely an addition to the salaries of the registers and receivers, and | 
think some gentleman would know how much of addition it 
would be. 

Mr. WASHBURN. You can not tell. 
call may be for the copies of these papers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; inasmuch as these fees have been hereto- 
fore taken into account and to the extent these officers furnished copies 
If they furnished copies they charged tor them, and that charge was 
a part of their salary. 

Mr. STRAIT. 


REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS 


an 


You do not know what the 


I have said this is recommended by the Commissioner 
There can be nothing exorbitant in it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I apprehend if we abolish the pre-emption laws 
and nobody takes up the public lands except those entitled to them 
under the homestead law, this will be of little consequence. I believe 
But I will not urge the 


There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read three times, and passed. 
Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration House bill No. 6754. 
Mr. JACOBS. I object. 


WILLIAM ANDERTON. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 7683) granting a pension to William Anderton; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN TREATY AT BUFFALO CREEK, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. 7559) providing for a settlement with the Indians who were 
parties to the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek, in the State of New 
York, on the 15th day of January, 1838, for the unexecuted stipulations 
of that treaty; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DIBRELL, for the remainder of this day’s session, because of 
indisposition. 

To Mr. Joycg, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RosECRANS, to print in the REcoRD remarks prepared by him 
upon the Pacific Railroad consolidation bill. [See Appendix. } 

To Mr. CAssipy, to print in the Recorp remarks upon the Pacific 
Railroad consolidation bill. [See Appendix. ] 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal of papers, 
as follows: 

To Mr. Burrows, of Missouri, in the case of Abraham Buckholder, 
now before the Committee of Invalid Pensions; no adverse report. 

Also, in the case of John Dickson, for relief (H. R. 3708) now before 
the Committee on Claims; no unfavorable report. 

To Mr. MurcH, in the case of M. Wilber. 

To Mr. WAIT, in the case of William Carruthers, 

To Mr. Hovuk, the commission of Isaac Risenden, as late captain 
United States volunteers. 


JOSEPH C. IRWIN. 


Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table and pass at this time Senate bill No. 964 for the relief of Joseph 
C. Irwin. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of an money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Joseph C. Irwin, of Enenee City, Missouri, $8,378.46, in pay- 
ment and full satisfaction of all claims under contract, and for eighty cavalry 
horses delivered by the said Joseph C. Irwin to Major J. M. Moore, quarter- 
master at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, February 2, 1872, upon the contract of 
Andrew J. Williams, and for which payment in whole or in part has never been 
made. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to reserve the right to object until the 
report has been read. : 

The SPEAKER. There will not be time for reading the report 
before the hour for taking the recess. If the reading of the report is 
insisted on the bill had better be withdrawn. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I can explain it in a minute. This man had a 
contract to supply horses, and he supplied eighty of them. The Gov- 
ernment has used them; but the man has not been paid because he did 
not fulfill his whole contract. This bill has passed both Houses at dif- 
ferent times, and is recommended by the committee. 













































JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chies 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmittinga statement of the judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims for the yearending December 3, 1339. 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered t., 
be printed. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of half-past five having arrived, in pur. 
suance of a previous order the Chair declares this House in recess unti! 
half-past 7 o’clock this evening. 
EVENING SESSION. ~ 
The recess having expired the House reassembled at half past7 0’ clock 
p. m., the Speaker in the chair. ~ 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, jy- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 





joint resolution of the House of the following title: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) providing deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 


a the House of Representatives for the fiscal year ending June 
, 1883. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on theamendments of the Senate disagreed to by the House 
to the bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes 

The m also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7595) making ap 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fisca! 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, agreed to the con 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr 
ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BEcK. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu 
tion, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, to print the 
report of the Commissioner of Education for the year 1881, 4,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Re) 
resentatives, and 20,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Edu 
cation. 

CHARLES H. TOMPKINS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Dlinois. I ask consent to take from the Private Ca! 
endar and at this time Senate bill No. 729 for the relief of Charles 
H. Tompkins, of the United States Army. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and thes 
are hereby, autho: and directed to settle the accounts of Charles H. Tom) 
kins, a lieutenant-colonel and de: ty quastemmetargenenl in the Army, for 
reimbursement of the moneys ocben ly expended by him in providing himse!t 
with quarters and fuel while awaiting orders at San Francisco during a part 0! 
the year 1874; and the necessary amount to pay any balance found due to th. 
said Charles H. Tompkins is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 

not ot appropriated : Provided. That the said Tompkins, | 
the settlement of such accounts, shall not be credited with the amount of any 


actual expenditure in any one month, or part thereof, greater than was then ani 
there expended by the United States in providing quarters and fuel for officer- 
of like grade. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bill which 
has just been read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without waiving objection, I hope the gentlemau 
from Illinois [Mr. DAvis] will state the reason for this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This bill has passed the Senate, and come~ 
from the Committee on Military Affairs of the House with their unan: 
mous report in its favor. : 

It simply provides for the payment of the actual cost of quarters and 
fuel by General Tompkins, of the United States Army, while awaiting 
orders in San Francisco. The Department has not paid thi- 
amount, because at that time officers of the Army were not entitled to 
commutation for quarters and fuel, only in kind. General Tompkins 
having been under orders the ent declined to furnish him in 
kind with quarters and fuel. It is understood by the War Department 
and Department; but there is not any law to pay this money, 
from the fact that at that time quarters and fuel were not allowed 





There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s | officers in the service, although they are to-day. 
table, read three several times, and passed. There being no objection, the bill was red to a third reading 

Mr. CLARK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | read the third tim and passed. 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the Mr. DAVIS, of is, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
table. : bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 

The latter motion was agreed to. on the 

LOSS OF THE JEANNETTE. The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of DR. JOHN B. BEAD. 
the Navy, transmitting the record of the of the court of | Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
inquiry in to the loss of the Jeannette and the of Lieuten- | mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be from the 
ant-Co: DeLong and others; which was referred to the Com- consideration of House resolution No. 338, and it be now 
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read nst the 


United States for the use of projectiles as the inven of said 

Read, and by him to have been used pamepen ‘ae qoetaad or azsange 

ment between him the War Department, and for which no compensation 

has been made. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of the United States of America 
in Congress That the of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed a board of officers, of not less three in number, 


to 

selecting the same from the ordnance and artillery 
service, who shall examine all the facts relative to the said claim of Dr. J.B. 
Read, and ascertain w rthe United States have made any use of any inven- 
tion of the sai@Read in projectiles; wi ether the same, if so used, were 

underany contract, express or implied ; to what extent, if any, his invention was 
so used, and whether such use was valuable to the United States, and if so, what 
sum, if any, under the circumstances of the use, the United States ought in jus- 
tice to pay for the a) neat boarddo make their report thereon with 

ent 


] convenient speed to Congress for its action in the premises; and that such re- 
aa be accompanied by a statement of all the proofs submitted to and consid- 
ered by them. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the Private 

Calendar was from the further consideration of the joint 

resolution; which was thereupon ordered to be for a third 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to suspend the rules—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be recognized at this time 
to make a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LYNCH. Then I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Private Calendar and put upon its Senate bill No. 1939, which 
has been favorably rted from the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. e Clerk informs the Chair that the bill is not at 
the desk. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask to have taken up for present consideration 
Senate bill No. 2060. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the election case of i us vs. Frost. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand that under the rule—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to state it, because I want to understand 


this auestion. I understand that undertherulesof this House, restrict- 
ive and damnable as they are, any member during the last six days of 
thesession, if hecan catch the Speaker’s eye and receive recognition, has a 
right to move to pass a bill under a suspension of the rules. I want to 
know whether that rule is in operation now. 

The SPEAKER. It is; but there is now pending before the House 
a question of the highest constitutional privilege, which for the time 
being is entitled to preference. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. MILLER] is entitled to the floor. 


MISSOURI ELECTION CONTEST. 


The House resumed the consideration of the contested-election case 
of Sessinghaus vs. Frost. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Frost], the contestee in this case, wishes to occupy thirty 
minutes. If he desires that time, I wish him to proceed now. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I will proceed at this time to occupy 
my thirty minutes, if that is the understanding; but within my ex- 
perience in this House, running over six years, the contestce in all 
cases has been allowed to have the conclusion of the debate. As, how- 
ever, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] objects to that 
in this case, I shall have to proceed now, allowing him the advantage 
of both the opening and the closing speech. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, how long does this debate run? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. The gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Frost] is entitled to the floor for 30 minutes by con- 
sent of the House. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, it must be a gratifying circumstance 
forany lawyer to have an opportunity of discussing during 30 minutes 
# record covering three volumes of this size [exhibiting a volume}. 
Further, Mr. § er, it is always gratifying to a lawyer to address 
a jury that will not give him its attention. Unless I can have the 
attention of this House, I do not propose to speak at all. I have 
something to say and shall say it as briefly as possible; but if mem- 
bers of the House do not desire to listen to me, if they do not come 
here with the idea that they are going to allow themselves to at least 
hear the argument which may be brought before them, I shall sit 
down now, and allow the edict which has gone forth to be enacted. 
But, sir, I know that if this House is a peaked to in the proper spirit, 
asl to appeal to it, I shall at least gain its attention so long 
as I speak to the point. 

Any gentleman who has had the slightest experieng of election 
cases in this House is perfectly aware that for some reason this House 








never does sit upon an election case in the same manner as a court 
sits when it hears the claim of one individual against another. 

Now, sir, I intend no reproach against the majority of this House. 
I speak generally with reference to the whole system of the trial of 
election cases as they have been conducted in this House since the 
initiation of our form of government, and as they have been con 
ducted in the British Parliament, from which we deduce our rules 
and methods of procedure. 

Sir, during two or more centuries contested-election cases in the 
British Parliament were decided by the King or his ministers. Ina 
contested election from Cornwall, the King or his ministers decided 
upon the returns of the sheriffof that county. Then the House, the 
lower House of the British Parliament, asserting its prerogatives, 
gradually gathered to itself the right of deciding upon the qualifica- 
tions and returns of its own members; and after a period of two o1 
more hundred years, having gone through the same experience that we 
have gone through, the House of Parliament discovered that the re 
turns were always made from the Committee on Elections according 
to the views of the majority in power and the sentiment that was 
controlling at the time. Now, sir, when the House of Parliament 
had become fully aware of that fact, as we are aware of it to-day, 
they then introduced a new rule, which was, that every election 
case that came before the House should have appointed for its con 
sideration a special committee. And then, under the impression that 
by that means they could get an opportunity to act in a judicial frame 
of mind, they determined to appoint this special committee, brought 
them before the bar of the House, and the Speaker administered to 
them a special oath that they would adjudicate in a judicial frame 
of mind upon questions submitted to them. That, as may well be 
imagined, was a failure, as it had been before. 

The Parliament of Great Britain having become satisfied that it 
was not that kind of a tribunal which, by its very nature and qual 
ity could judicially entertain these subjects, it determined by law 
to attempt at least to go down to the constituencies and to give 
them a fair opportunity to be heard and to pass upon all questions 
of fact and law bearing upon the matter of a disputed election, and 
thus the lower house of Parliament decided that two judges should 
go down from Westminster Hall into the constituencies and hear the 
evidence and to decide as they would in any other litigation that 
might come before them. 

Were I a member of the next House my first duty, sir, should be, 
and I call attention of gentlemen on this side who may be and wil! 
be interested in that question, to induce the House to make provisiou 
for sending all contested-election cases from the House of Representa 
tives to the district courts of the United States for adjudication 
Let them be tried there where we will have an opportunity to be heard. 
an opportunity to have our evidence presented in a judicial form and 
that evidence passed upon. And I hope that there will be some gen 
tlemen on our side of the House who will, during the next Congress, 
be willing to take up that question at the very beginning of its ses 
sion, and send it to the courts where there may be a fair, impartial, 
judicial hearing of each election case upon its merits, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by what I say when I speak of a fair and im 
partial hearing I do not ihtend to reflect upon the integrity of the 
members of the Committee on Elections of thisHouse. I have no 
such idea. Ido not intend to impeach their fairness; but I assert, 
as a matter of fact known to all, that under the system which is now 
in vogue in this House with regard to the management of cases ot 
contested elections, it is impossible for the Committee on Elections 
to fairly adjudicate upon every case that comes before it. Not 
through any fault of the individual members of that committee, but 
through the fault of the necessary circumstances by which they are 
involved and which they are unable to control. 

Let me put the point to the House, inasmuch as I am momentarily 
unable to secure the ear of the Speaker. Was there ever a lawyer 
who, when he found in the course of the trial of a case before a jury 
that a member of that jury was absent or asleep and had not heard 2 
large portion of the testimony—I ask, was there ever a lawyer who 
failed to file a motion for a new trial under such circumstances? And 
I assert that the members of the Committee on Elections have never 
heard evidence in this case. Nor have they ever read the evidence. 
I assert, furthermore, that not allthe members of that committee have 
heard fully the argument which has been presented in this case by 
counsel, if a majority of them heard it at all. They submit the mat 
ter to a subcommittee, and they take the opinion of that subcon 
mittee, and the subcommittee never hears the testimony. 


Sir, we 


-have talked about the questions of law involved in this case to-day, 


and I hesitate not to assert that if the testimony had ever been list 
ened to by a jury of twelve men, it would be found that my opponent 
did not have any ground whatever upon whichtostand. But it never 
has been investigated at all. 

There is not a single member of the Committee on Elections who 
knows anything about the testimony taken in this case, excepting so 
far as it was communicated to him by the briefs of counsel. When 
our courts decide cases they write judicial opinions. Let any gentle 
man in this House take up the reports in this case—and I am not 
talking about this case especially, but about all election cases—let 
any gentleman take them up and ask himself if that is the kind of « 
decision that a judge would render. Why, sir, they are but the brie/s 
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of counsel. They are not judicial decisions. They donot makeany| Now, sir, do we not then have here the fullest evidence of bad fait}: 
pretense to be judicial decisions. But apart from the question of bad faith, if I had time to talk here 

Of course in the time at my command I can have no opportanity | about questions of law I could quote authority after authority. T),, 
to read the testimony or to bring it before the attention of this House. | reports of the courts of this country, of the Supreme Court of th» 
But, sir, 1 am in a fortunate predicament in my case; I have one | United States, and of the courts of the States are full of decisions 
proposition that I believe will settle this case in the mind of every | insisting upon the absolute necessity of the integrity of depositions 
gentleman upon this floor who has ever read Blackstone. We can- | that — shall be guarded with the most sedulous care. - 
not, as a general proposition, go into the discussion of questions of | I should like to read some of them, but I have not time. It is yy- 
fact. We have not the time, We have not the opportunity; it is | necessary to take up the time of the House upon an elementary prop- 
impossible that gentlemen should attend to their business upon this | osition of law like that. 
floor and investigate these cases, Easily we may get intoa cavil or a dispute about a fact. The gen- 

But, sir, I have the proposition here which every man who has | tleman from remeehoente Fp. MILLER] may get up and dispute 
ever read Blackstone must recognize as being perfectly impregnable. | with me as to a question of fact, and honestly we may differ. The 
It is in evidence that when this case was first tried, after ninety days, | House having never heard it, gentlemen may properly vote with 
and I will say ninety nights, of testimony, after several bulky vol- | their respective parties. 
uwes of testimony had been taken, the notary who had been employed | But I bring before you a proposition which no lawyer and which 
in the taking of the depositions handed that testimony over to one | no court would fail for a moment to sustain. You heard to-day the 
of the attorneys for my contestant. And here I desire to say that in | eloquent speech of my colleague and friend from Saint Louis [ Mr. 
any remarks Y make I do not intend to reflect upon the contestant in | CLARDY], and of my friend from Illinois [Mr. MocLToN}, upon the 
thiscase, Mr. Sessinghaus. Our relations have been perfectly friendly | registrationlaws. You heard'the statement made by them that th. 
and amiable, and will be whatever may be the termination of this | attorney of the contestant, Mr. Pollard, an ex-member of this House, 
cause, He isa gentleman. But, sir, one of his attorneys, Mr. Lyne | a member of the Forty-fifth Congress, never raised in his brief an 
8. Metcalfe, jr.—I have to mention his name; I wish I did not have | question apon that point; never thought of it. There is not a law- 
to do it, but the record compels me to do it—went to the notary, | yer inthe city of Saint Louis to-day, I undertake to say not a lawyer 
asked him to deliver to him the testimony in this cause, had it in his | in the State of Missouri, who would attempt to attack the validit, 
possession, and altered it. Two gentlemen who were on the subcom- P 
mittee having charge of this case, [Mr. Rrrcuir and Mr. LOWNDES 


of the registration laws of thatState. 
When the Committee on Elections had, however, failed to su\)- 
H. Davis,] investigated the condition of the record, and they re- 


stantiate any of the extravagant declarations contained in the peti- 
ported that they had not examined everything, but that they had | tion in this case, when the committee had got itself into that condi- 
found on it two hundred marginal alterations, which had been | tion that it could find no foothold from which to make a favorable 
adopted by the notary. Iemployed a gentleman in this city who | report in behalf of my friend, Mr. Sessinghans, having tied a kno: 
found eighteen hundred alterations made by Mr. Metcalfe in this 





so tightly that it could not unloosen it, its eapoetty was mindful, | 

testimony. doubt not, of that maxim which you, Mr. Speaker, may remember, if 

Mr. CLARDY. Changing the numbers of the houses, and thus mak- | you are only listening to me, from the Ars poetica of Horace—nee in- 
ing or unmaking voters. 


tersit deus, nisi sit dignus, vindice nodus—never call upon a divinity, 
Mr. FROST. The - uestion in this case turned on registration. If | unless the knot itself requires for its untangling divine interference. 
aman lived, for insvance, at 1810 Franklin avenne, he was in my | In the Latin, Deus meant either a divinity from above or a divinity 
district and entitled to vote. If he lived at 1811, he was across the | from below; and there was no way of distinguishing between the 
strest in another district, and was not entitled to vote. And the | two. I do not know from what region this divinity came. But as 
alteration trom a zero tol made the difference whether he was a | the committee had got itself thoroughly entangled, a divinity was 
voter in my district or had fraudulently intruded himself. Eigh- | wanting. And the great constitutional lawyer trom Pennsylvani«., 
teen hundred alterations were maue in that testimony by Mr. Met- | [Mr. MILLER] arose, and like Alexander, when he would not untic 
calfe, and, according to the sworn testimony of the notary, adopted | the knot, he cut it with his trenchant sword. 

by him as evidence, As tothe good faith of thisman Metcalfe I can That great constutional lawyer suggested to Mr. Pollard and to 
suppose that the attorney in the cause might have had some reason me penay meee @ point which they had never thought of, a point 
to get possession of the depositions for perfectly honorable and hon- | which no lawyer in the State of Missouri had ever thought of, for 
est purposes. But sir, in the office of my counsel, I met Mr. Met- | our supreme court and our bar have not had those unique advau- 
calfe, and here is the affidavit which 1 made, corroborated by the | tages of instruction in constitutional law which are possessed by tle 
affidavit of my counsel, an affidavit which Mr. Metcalfe has never | gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

dared to contradict. I will read it to the House. Or I will ask the | If I were to attempt to obtain justice in this case, as I would be- 
Clerk to read it. 


fore any court in the land, I should require at least two or three 

The Clerk read as follows: neues <5 I 4 not a se detain the House - longer ; simp!) 

— ‘ie in closing I wish to say that from my experience, from what I hay: 

a oe. cn St ° seen in this House, I know the fiat ba gone forth. My head is in 
R, GRAHAM FROST, CONTESTER. 


the hangman’s noose, and the only question is, when shall the drop 
In the matter of contest in the third Congressional district of Missouri. fall? 


R, GrawaM Frost, being duly sworn, on his oath states that : Several MEMBERS. No. No. 
I was present at the office of Donovan & Conroy, in the city of Saint Lonia, on Mr.FROST. Ican congratulatemyselfupon the fact, however, tht 
the 10th day of November, 1881. 


0 10th He ee a ih inened shh alt Gin Sepecittone ab my — —_— Hall wi phy Se et “—_ = yom the per 
r. Donovan informed me that he had heard tha the deposit! yen on | very little. But you, too, Mr. 8 er, in a few short hours, will quit 
ianiccan bets hike kein of hisounses Lye SeAfceai fethat as | that chair, and your party will quit this floor, and this to the satis. 
all depositions taken on behalf of myself had, at the request of Lyne 8. Metealfe, | tion of all, not by the decision of a malignant partisan tribunal whic! 
ir., been delivered to him by Notary Kraft. has not heard your case, or pretended to hear it, but by the impartial, 

wh penn cemreean soa this extraorlinary proceeding when Lyne S. Met- | we] couaidaaee verdict of the public which has judged you, sir, ani 
calfe, j1., en e . . : . zat : , 

Mr. Donovan said to him, ** Mr. Metcalfe, you must have your brief on the con- judged your party. A decision has gone forth agaiust you and , ~aq 
test already prepared, for I understand that you have during the summer read | party which I hope will keep—hot against you personally, Mr. 
over all of the testimony.” Speaker, because to you I wish every prosperity in life, and every- 
tioas of one dag, and’ that was the day the city ordinascee were introduced. “I | ‘Hing that may be happy and felicitoas—but the edict has gone forth 

tad Gy aes Uae eaiindinaae we Y vestige ” . from the American people that neither you nor your party shal! ho|:| 

ted if th ling t rted tl : : ; , 
[made a note of this answer just as ft fell from Mr. Metealfe’s lips; and when | power in this country for at least the next two years; and this edict 
Mr. Donovan talked with him again about having understood that be had had the | is more powerful than any which the majority of this House may yet 
testimony, he positively denied that such was the truth. proclaim during its short term of power. 
on ; _. . % GRAHAM FROST. | "If I have any time to spare I will yield it to my friend from Missis- 
oat rye lr. Now, sir, he erty sme ly to my attorney that he sippi, (Mr. Hooker] 
h ad that testimony. And the record shows, by the letters writ- EAK , emean ’ his ti “ 
= by him to the oa, oy ~ had had all of it. Sir, when he Ph — ow ann See. Geet bs time x 
told me and my counsel that he had not had that testimony, he had : ‘ 
actually had it all in his possession. He had mutilated it; he had Mr. eye | rg ee — ) ngs er = 4 oo on 
altered it. And the notary himself admits that he had adopted the fue Maes will put fift : —_ I shall then like to 
a wag nr meee py = anes for the contestant. And . MILLER] pu PRES SSE Sey 

rther, be had erased in the face of absolute objection, made durin . 
the trial, important testimony in relation to certain witnesses. . Mr. MILLER. I have not enough time to do so, or I would. 

After we had come here and after we had offered here the motion | Mr. HOOKER. Then put on ten minutes after you speak. 
to gee that evidence, because it was notevidence thatany court | Mr. MILLER. IfI can I will doso. I will now yield ten minutes 
would have entertained for a moment; after we had notified the = —— from Texas. 


notary that we wanted his original notes, so as to compare them with ‘ONES, of Texas. I shall occupy the attention of the House 
he 


the testimony; and when the committee finally cabpeneed him, he | but a few moments, and in that time I will endeavor to call attention 
came forward and declared that be had destroyed his notes in the | to the real issue in That issue can be best presented by stat- 
interim between the time when we had impeached their authenticity —> factsgout of which it arises. : 

and the time when he was called before your committee to substan- out of the rejection of the ballots of certain per- 


tiate their authenticity. sons who had been duly registered, but whose names had been stricken 


4 
; 
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from the registration-list by the board of revisers in the city of Saint 
Louis a few days before the election took place. 

The question is not whether the parties were registered voters or not. 
They had registered. That fact being kept in mind, this case is re- 
lieved of a great deal of unnecessary legal learning and technical quib- 
bles. The ordinance under the authority of which these names were 
dropped provided that the board of revision should strike from the list 
the names of persons who had died or removed. These names, among 
others, were stricken from the list. Bear in mind, the only two cases 
in which names could be thus stricken from the list were removal and 
death. 

On the day of the election these persons whose names had been 
stricken from the list presented themselves at the polls and tendered 
their ballots, having complied fully with all the requirements of the 


law or the ordinance of registration, having done everything that the | 


law required them to do. But on presenting themselves at the polls 
to vote in virtue of their right, they having fully complied with all 
the conditions precedent to the exercise of that right under the laws 
of the State of Missouri as well as the ordinance of the city of Saint 
Louis, they were surprised to find their votes challenged. 
posed then and there to qualify anew under the laws; in other words, 
to comply with the law providing for registration at the ballot-box. 
Buf they were denied the right to do this upon the ground that their 
names had been stricken from the list, and therefore, and therefore 
only, they could not, as voters might do who had never been registered, 
qualify then and there and vote. 

The ordinance did not provide for cases of this sort. 
given the board of revision to drop names was to be exercised when a 
man was dead or had removed. If he was not dead, if he had not re- 
moved, if in fact he was still alive and a resident, what was the legal 
effect of the act of the board in striking his name from the registration- 
list? Is there a lawyer here or elsewhere who would have the hardi- 
hood to deny the proposition that the act of the board of revision was 
simply and absolutely null and void? If this act was based upon the 
assumption or hypothesis that the man was dead, when in fact he was 
not dead, the legal sequence inevitably is that he was qualified to 
vote and could not thus be deprived of his right. 

Thatis all there is in this entire case. There is no question that the 
men were qualified to vote, noquestion that they had complied with the 
law, had done everything that the law prescribed. 
istered and came to the polls to vote. 
were entitled to be registered at the polls; but they were solemnly told, 
“You are dead; notwithstanding you are here in person the decree of 
this high tribunal, emanating from that divinity below referred to by 
the contestee, has declared you dead, and as dead you shall be treated. ”’ 

I understand from this testimony that there were about 12,000 of the 
60,000 registered voters in that city stricken off at that time. 
ever heard of such slaughter in ten days? It surpasses Samson with 
his bone killing the Philistines. Why, sir, if this be law, what an easy 
matter to disfranchise whole communities! Whether the ordinance be 
valid or invalid, it amounts to nothing. There is the naked question. 
Taking the ordinance and assuming its validity by the statutes of Mis- 
souri, still these men were qualified under the ordinance and had the 
right to vote. Hence all this discussion of constitutional and other 
questions amounts to nothing in the world. Stripping the case of all 
sophistry and coming down to the point, it is just this: Was this extra- 
ordinary board of revision endowed with such superhuman power that 
it could sit in the recesses of dark chambers and kill 12,000 treemen at 
a single dash of the pen? [Laughter.] Why, sir, if such a thing could 
be accomplished there were 12,000 homicides perpetrated—nay, mur- 
ders, because the testimony shows it was done deliberately and with 
malice aforethought. [Laughter. } 

Mr. FROST. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FROST. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that since the time 
to which he alludes we have elected my very excellent friend, Mr. Ew- 
ing, Republican mayor of the city of Saint Louis, who appointed a revis- 
ing board, and that in the last election that republican revisiag board 
struck off 15,000 names? Is the gentleman aware of that? 

Mr, JONES, of Texas. Well, what does that prove? If it proves 
anything it simply proves that Republicans are sometimes as bad as 
Democrats; and so far as I am concerned, the Lord deliver me and mine 
from both. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FROST. No, sir; it proves that the gentleman lives upon a broad 
prairie country and not in a large city. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. As I have been interrupted, I would like a 

. minute or two more. 

Mr. MILLER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, after adiscussion of these 
— it is hardly worth while to take up any other question, because 

think the points I have presented supersede the necessity of con- 
I want to present this point. The statute of Missouri providing for 
tion in its application to cities of the first class, and the city ot 

t Louis is one of them, requires the board of revisal to meet thirty 
before the election, and sit ten days, and ten only. So the term 


They had been reg- 


§ 





They pro- | 


The authority | 


If they had never registered they | 


Who | 
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| fixed by the statute expires twenty days before the election. By the 
| 


ordinance of the city the board in that city meets twenty days before, 
| sits ten, and then expires. What follows? If the law of Missouri is 
paramount to that of the city regulating Federal and State elections the 
| time for revision had expired before the city board met, and their pro 
| ceedings, to use legal parlance, was coram non judice, and not worth the 
snap of your finger because of want of jurisdiction. That is all I have 
tosay. [Laughter and applause. } 
Mr. MILLER. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DAvis. } 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. 


Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to say any 
thing in this case 


And why? Because I have argued this matter, | 
thought, once before this House, and they did not pay any attention to 
| it, and therefore I did not propose to say anything this time. And 
| What point did I make then? It was that the man who was interested 
| in the case had the testimony in his hands, not only for one day and 
| one week, but for months, and did just as he pleased with it. I said, as 
| I understood the law in this country, that any court would suppress 
| that testimony and never permit it tobe read. But this House decided 
| differently. 

Now, every man who is acquainted with the facts in this case knows 
that this man—TI believe his name is Metcalf, or something like that 
had this testimony in his hands not only for one day but for weeks 
and months; and after having testified that he did not have all of it 
and what he had only for one day, it was proved on him he had all of 
the testimony all the time. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend tosay anything about this, but 
if there is one conviction in my mind it is that these election eases 
i should be decided according to law Vhenever we leave that course 
| we leave everything to be decided according to political predilection 
| and feelings. 

But there is one thing which occurs to me in this matter, and that 

is that this notary public had permitted the attorney on the other side 

| to take this testimony, and as a member of the sub-committee which 

examined it I found one hundred and eighteen changes made by that 

| attorney, every one of which was adopted by the notary public 

stated, without comparison with his original notes. | said 
sufficient for me in this case. 

But what happened after that? On the investigation of this matte 
it came out that he had burned all his original notes—lestroyed them 
thereby leaving the committee in doubt as to what should be done in 
the matter. He thereby left us without the means of testing whethe 
| he had testified to the truth or not. 

One more point and Iam through. This case has been fought pomt 
after point and day after day, and finally it all settled down to on 
thing, and that is whether the city of Saint Louis had a registration 
law or not. How do they determine that matter? Simply by denying 
| they had any registrationlaw. We all know this, that when you cite a 

decision of the Supreme Court of the United States you take a report of 
the decisions of that court; whenever you cite the law ot 
take the statutes of that State. 


, as he 


that was 


\ state you 
Here the statutes of the State of Mis 
souri show that registration was provided by the city of Saint Lou 
and yet when apprised of that fact they say there was no registration 
provided by the State of Missouri, when the statute 

was such a law. 

But I do not rest this case on that one point. If we have any law 
in this country, if we are to be governed by laws which guide us in 
other matters, let us not seat a man here on testimony handled by the 
attorney on the opposite side and changed to suit his own purpose 

| [Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Mr. MILLER. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Eighteen minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I shall spend but a moment in answer 
ing one or two questions which have been raised by the contestee and 
by the gentleman from Missouri who has just preceded me. 

And first, as it has been spoken of by two gentlemen, relative to the 
testimony, let me say that the committee, in order to assure itself that 

| the testimony had not been tampered with, summoned the stenog 
rapher who took all the evidence in the cause from Saint Louis belore 1 
examined him in the commiitee-room, and he testified that after he had 
| gone over his stenographic notes and compared the testimony as tran 
| cribed by him and his clerks, and signed it and sealed it, that it \ 
| never out of his hand until it came to this House and got into the 
hands of the Clerk of the House. He said that naturally in the trans 
| cription of the testimony there were some blanks and errors that had 
| crept into the stenographic notes of his assistants who had transcribed 
| the copy which had to be supplied; for you may well imagine that when 
we have this mass of testimony, comprising as it does 3,000 printed 
| pages, and which had been dictated from the notes of the stenographe: 
to five clerks or amanuenses and aiterward rewritten from their short 
| hand notes, that some errors would inevitably creep in 
| The clerks in taking down in shorthand from dictation and then in 
| transcribing their notes made some omissions, according to the stenog 
rapher’s testimony, and made mistakes which he discovered and testi 
fied to, and which he had found on comparison with his notes had been 
made and which hecorrected. It is trne that the attorney in goingover 
i the testimony marked on the margin of the paper what he thought the cor- 


itself Says there 
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rections were, but the stenographer swears that he never adopted a sug- 
gestion made by the attorney until after he had compared it with his own 
original stenographic notes, and saw that the correction suggested was 
proper. When that suggestion was right the stenographer swears that he 
adopted it. When it was not right he swears that he did not adopt it; 
and after he had done that he corrected it page by page with his original 
stenographic notes. No mantampered with it; no man wroteon it; no 
man inserted anything in it, and the committee found that the facts are 
as I have stated, and his testimony is printed with the record of this case, 
where any man can see it for himself. 

Now they say he destroyed his stenographic notes. Why? Because, 
according to his own testimony he was told that the case was decided. 
He had gone out of the business, and found, in cleaning up his office, the 
notes in this case, together with all of his work for ten years past, mak- 
ing a large mass of papers which was lumbering up his room, and he 
burned not only these notes but everything else of that kind that he 
thought useless, and that, too, six months before he was summoned to 
come before this committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. As one of the jurymen in this case let me ask—— 

Mr. MILLER. I cannot yield for a question. There was not a 
single gentleman who heard the testimony or who knows the facts who 
doubted the veracity of the stenographer. 

Mr. WILLIS. I say as one of the jurymen in this case, Why were 
those notes destroyed? They should be produced. 

Mr. MILLER. I must decline to yield the floor. I have given the 
gentleman an answer. I repeat what I wassaying, that any man who 
reads his testimony will have no doubt either of the integrity, the in- 
telligence, or the veracity of that man to whose testimony I am now 
referring. 

Enough for that. The gentleman from Missouri stated that they 
might have acted in revising this list of voters under the law of the 
State of 1877. Ah,they might! But the fact is the city of Saint Louis, 
by an ordinance published in this testimony, adopted on the 12th day 
of July, 1878, provided differently. They passed an ordinance, which 
is published in this testimony from page 1681 to 1700, in this volume 
which I hold in my hand, containing a complete system of registra- 
tion, and they amended one section of it afterward, on the 20th day of 
August, 1878. That ordinance differs from the general law of Missouri 
as applicable to other cities and to other localities in that it requires 
but twenty days before election for the meeting of the revisory board, 
while the general law requires them to meet thirty days before for this 
pu And the evidence is, as is shown by the record on page 134, 
that the clerk of the board of revisers swears that they met twenty days 
before the election and adjourned ten days before the election, showing 
that they followed letter for letter the ordinance of Saint Louis of July 
and August, 1878. Will some Democrat tell me that city council can 
pass a law providing a system of registration, providing that regis- 
tration shall be a prerequisite to voting, when the Constitution of the 
United States provides that the Legislature of the State, and the Leg- 
islature alone, shall determine the manner of holding elections for Rep- 
resentatives? It is absurd. 

They might have acted under the law of 1877, said the gentleman 
from Missouri. Ah, but the clerk of the board of revisers swears that 
they did not. But the attorney for the city of Saint Louis testifies in 
this case that he prepared the rules and regulations which were issued 
to every board of election officers, swears on page 1814 that they fol- 
lowed the ordinance, and that he knows of no other law than the or- 
dinances of Saint Louis which govern elections in that city. 

I shall not go, Mr. Speaker, into the question as to the manner in 
which the names were stricken from the list. Saffice it to say that 
the first thing they did was to pass a resolution that each member of 
the board should make out a list of names of persons that he thought 
ought to be stricken off, and that having written them and without 
reading them to the other twenty-seven members, without having sub- 
mitted them to the other twenty-seven members of the board at all, 
they were sent up and the clerk was instructed by the board to strike 
them out. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
elected ? 

Mr. MILLER. The committee does not claim that the entire ordi- 
nance is void; only so much as requires registration as a prerequisite 
to voting. He was elected by virtue of the ordinance, laws, and the 
constitution of the State of Missouri. We counted the vote of every 
man that had been in the State one year and was a native-born or le- 
gally naturalized citizen and who had resided in the election district 
the number of days provided by the constitution of Missouri. And 
we counted no man’s name unless we were satisfied that he had the 
constitutional requirements to authorize him to exercise the right of 
franchise. 


If that ordinance is void, how is Mr. Sessinghaus 


u 
But, sir, if the registry law was legal that wasin force then, I charge 


that the board of revisers acted so carelessly, soillegally, so fraudulently, 
as appears by the testimony in this case, in these names off, that 
those votes should be counted on the principle that did all they 
could to qualify themselves to cast their votes at the November elec- 
tion of 1880. 
















































































who had lived there all his life, who had lived in thesame house 
for five years. He had been registered by this board. He had never 
moved his residence. His name wasstricken off. He went to the polls 
to vote. The election officer knew that that man had lived in the same 
house for five years; he knew he had lived in the city for twenty years 
but he could not receive his vote. But that man’s son who lived ir, 
the same house with him and who slept in the same house with him 
voted the Democratic ticket and his name had not been taken off. and 
he voted. Do you say that the father’s vote should not be counted 
when he had done all the law required him to do granting it to be con- 
stitutional; when he had gone and registered, when he had lived in 
the same house for five years and*never moved out? Yet his name was 
stricken off, — the section provides that no man’s name shall be 
stricken off unless has moved from the election district or died. 
Had he moved? No. I need not ask if he had died. Was not his 
name illegally stricken off? Had he not done all he could? Ought 
this House not to count that vote? If not, why not ? 
Of the one hundred and fifty-one names some of the cases are not so 
strong asthat. But they are names of men who had lived in the city 
some of them all their lives, some of them for ten years; some for five 
years; all of them citizens; and when they came to vote the only rea- 
son their votes were not taken was because this board had illegally, if 
not fraudently, stricken their names from the list. We counted those 
votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all I desire to say. I have presented 
this case to the HouseasI found it. I have presented it as it was found 
by eleven membersofthe Committee on Elections. The gentleman from 
Missouri thought I originated this plea. If I did, it was argued before 
the full Committee on Elections by two eminent lawyersof Saint Louis, 
each of them being given onehour. The contestee’s attorney was give 
an hour to point out wherein that position was wrong, if it was wrong 
He presented his case to the full committee with eminent ability; and 
after he had presented it, after he had argued the legal proposition, then 
other members of that committee, Mr. Jones of Texas, Mr. RANNE) 
of Massachusetts, Mr. CALKINS, the chairman of the committee, Mi 
PavLof Virginia, and other members of this committee to the number 
of eleven, counting myself, agreed that the conclusion was irresistib|: 
And it is not my report, it is the report of the eleven members of t!. 
Committee on Elections. And if it is something new thatthe lawyers 
of Saint Louis never thought of, they can think of it from this time on: 
and if there is anything wrong in it, they can pick it to pieces. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ill the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to ask on what ground he claims Mr. Sessinghaus is elected if the or- 
dinance was void and Mr. Frost could not be elected ? 

Mr. MILLER. On the ground that the men who voted for Mr. Ses- 
singhaus or offered to vote, making a majority of 168, were legal voters 
of Saint Louis under the constitution of the State of Missouri, authorized 
to exercise the elective franchise by virtue of the constitution and laws 
of that State, and we believe that the Congress of the United States has 
authority and power to inquire into the fact as to what the constitution 
of the State is, asto what the qualifications of voters are, as to what their 
conduct was at the election, and for whom they voted. And I say if 
® majority of the legal voters of a district, qualified by the constitu- 
tion, cast their votes for a given man, and there was no law to prevent 
them from being cast, their votes ought to be counted. I have never 
claimed that the entire ordinance was void; only so much of it as made 
registration a — for voting. 

Mr. HOOKER. Howmuch timeisthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
going to give me? 

Mr. MILLER. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. _I yield the balance of my time to my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], all bit the last halt minute. I yield him 
two and one-half minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have simply to say to the House that if the »rgu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] is worth 
anything it knocks the bottom out of his own case as he has reported 
it to the House; because if he insists that the direction by the city of 
Saint Louis as to the method of ion and revision was wrong, 
then the very man for whom he reports was elected under this same 
system of registration and revision. Is not that so? 

Mr. MILLER. Not at all; he was elected by virtue of the constitu- 
tion and the laws of Missouri. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ah, was he, indeed? But he lived in the city of 
Saint Louis, and his friends voted for him under the law of the city of 
Saint Louis precisely as did the friends of my friend from Missouri, 
(Mr. Frost]. 

But I have one to say in reference to this whole matter, that 
a the very of this case, Mr. reg Nard gentlemen of the 

for as I have not the attention of the Speaker, I will address 
myself to you—on the very threshold of this case the honorable gen- 
tleman vania [Mr. MILLER], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections [Mr. CALKINS], and all the other members of the 
committee, came this House acknowledging the fact that the 





Why, sir, I remember one case of a man who was born in Saint 


chief witness in this case, as to the merits of this election, as to whether 
it was honestly and fairly conducted or dishonestly and unfairly con- 
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ducted—they came before this House with the admitted fact that the 
chief witness, the stenographer who took the testimony, after the evi- 
dence closed and in contravention of every principle of law 
which prevails with reference to the taking of testimony before courts 
of justice or before tribunals which have to decide law questions, 


ing the stenographer what he considered to be the true rendition of the 
testimony of the witnesses. 

Is not that the fact, gentlemen of the House of Representatives? The 
stenographer swears that he burned the original notes and adopted the 
suggestions of the attorney of the contestant and made tliem a part and 
parcel of the evidence which was transmitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the mode and method of this election. Is not 
that true? Can anybody deny it on the part of the Committee on Elec- 
tions? Does the gentleman making this report from the committee or 
the chairman of that committee deny it ? 

It is like burning the Bible and trusting to hearsay as to what it con- 
tains. It islike burning up the records of a court and then trusting to 
the hearsay of witnesses. I am sure that my distinguished and learned 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY], who I understand is on that 


the grand old Bay State of Massachusetts that they should listen to a 
witness who would swear that he had burned up the evidence he had 


an attorney as to those facts. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsy|vania has half a minute 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. MILLER. And I now yield that half a minute to the gentle 
man from Indiana [Mr. CALKINs], the chairman of the committee 
Mr. CALKINS. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolutions which 
have been reported from the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I. Resolved, That R. Graham Frost was not elected as a Representative to the 
Forty-seventh Congress of the United States from the third Congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, and is not entitled to occupy a seat in this House as such. 

Il. Resolved, That Gustavus Sessinghaus was duly elected as a Representative 
from the third Congressional district of Missouri to the Forty-seventh Congress 
of the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 


division there were—ayes 92, noes 86. 
Before the result of this vote was announced, 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 110, not 
voting 55; as follows: 

YEAS—126. 


Aldrich, Farwell,Chas.B. Lindsey, Sherwin, 


Anderson, Farwell, Sewell S. Lord, Shultz, 
Fisher, Lynch, Smalls, 

i Mackey, Smith, A. Herr 
Godshalk, Mason, Smith, Dietrich C 
Grout, McCoid, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Guenther McLean, Jas. H. Spaulding, 

1, Miles, Spooner, 
Hammond, John Miller, Steele, 
Harmer, Moore, Stone, 
Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Strait, 
Haseltine, Pacheco, Taylor, Ezra B 
ick, Haskell, Paul, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Burrows, Julius C. Hazelton, Payson, Thomas, 
Calkins, Heilman, Peelle, Townsend, Amos 
Hepburn, Peirce, Tyler, 
Hill, Pettibone, Valentine, 
Hiscock, Pound, Van Aernam, 
Hitt, Prescott, Van Horn, 
Horr, Ranney, Van Voorhis, 
Houk, Ray, Wait, 
Hubbell, Reed, Ward, 
Hubbs. Rice, John B Washburn, 
Humphrey, Rice, Theron M. Watson, 
Jacobs, Rich, Webber, 
Jadwin Richardson, D. P. West, 
Jones, Geo. W Ritchie, White, 
Jones, Phineas Robeson, Williams, Chas. G. 
orgensen, Robinson, Geo. D. Willits, 
Joyce, * Robinson, Jas.S. Wood, Walter A. 
. Ryan, 
Lewis, Shallenberger, 
NAYS—110. 
Caldwell, Curtin, Hardy, 
Camp, Davidson, Harris, Henry S 
y, Davis, Lowndes H. Hatch, 
Chapman, wd, Herbert, 
Clardy, Dunn, Hewitt, G. W. 
Clark, Ellis, Hoblitzell, 
Clements, Ermentrout Hoge, 
Cobb, ns, Holman, 
Colerick, Flower, Hutchins, 
Converse, Forney, Jones, James K. 
Cook, Fulkerson Kenna, 
Co i Garrison, King, 
A Geddes, Knott, 
Cox, William R. Gunter, Ladd, 
vens, Hammond, N. J Leedom, 
° Hardenbergh, Le Fevre, 


taken to prove the facts in a case and had taken the marginal notes of 


allowed the attorney of the contestant to make marginal notes direct- | 


Manning, Murch, Singleton, Otho R. Upson, 

Martin, Mutchler, Skinner, Vance, 

Matson, Randall, Sparks, Wadsworth, : 

McCook, Reese, Speer, Walker, 

McKenzie, Richardson, J.S. Springer, Warner, 

MeMillin, Robertson, Stockslager Wellborn 

Mills, Rosecrans, Talbott, Wheeler. 

Money, Ross, Thompson, P. B Willis, 

Morrison, Scales, Townshend, R. W. Wilson, 

Morse, Scoville, Tucker, Wise, Morgan R 

Moulton, Simonton, Turner, Henry G 

Muldrow, Singleton, Jas. W. Turner, Oscar 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Black, Ford, MeClure, Rice, Wm. W 

Bland, Frost, McKinley Robinson, Wm. EF 
| Burrows, Jos. H Gibson, McLane, Robt. M. Russell, 

Butterworth, Henderson Morey, Scranton, 

Cabell, Herndon, Mosgrove Shelley, 

Candler, Hewitt, Abram S. Neal, Thompson, Wm. G. 

Carlisle, Hooker, Nolan, Updegraff, 

Caswell, House, Noreross Urner, 

Cornell, Kasson, Oates Whitthorne, 

Crowley, Kelley, Page Williams, Thomas 

Deuster, Ketcham, Parket Wise, George D 

Dezendorf, Klotz, Phelps, Wood, Benjamin 

Dibrell, Latham, Phister, Young 

Dugro, Marsh, Reagan, 


committee, would never be heard to say before any tribuna! sitting in | 


The question was taken upon adopting the resolutions; and upon a | 


Mr. ATHERTON, Mr. CALKINS, and others called for the yeas and | 


So the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections were 
adopted. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I have inadvertently voted in the case, 
and of course voted according to my convictions of what is right. | ‘ 
regret very much that I feel myself necessitated on account of a pair 
which I made with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussEx1 ] 
to withdraw my vote 

The following pairs were announced 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. KASSON with Mr. Hewitt of New York. 

Mr. MARSH with Mr. DIBRELL. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. NoLAN. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. BLACK. 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. Rick, of Massachusetts, with Mr. Wisk, of Virginia. 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. BurRows, of Missouri, with Mr. Roprnson, of New York 

Mr. URNER with Mr. MCLANE of Maryland. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. OATEs. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. REAGAN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 


| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CALKINS. I ask that Mr. Sessinghaus be now sworn in 
Mr. GUSTAVUS SESSINGHAUS presented himself at the Clerk’s desk 


| and was duly qualified by taking the ‘‘test oath’’ prescribed by section 


| 


|; ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7482 


1756 of the Revised Statutes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amend 
making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. HARDY, trom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in 
service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1443) granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier 

A bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Daniel M. Morley; 

A bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda Stokes 

A bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale 

A bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; and 

A bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION 


the 
the 


FOR 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Printing 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 there be printed 4,000 copies for the 


use of the Senate, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE 


1881. 


Mr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that as soon as the conference 
report on the legislative appropriation bill, which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is about to present, shal! have been disposed-of 
I intend to call up the contested-election case of Cook vs. Cutts, from 
the State of lowa. I ask members, if they wish these election cases 
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‘lisposed of, to stay here and dispose of them to-night, as this will be 
‘he last chance. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I rise to submit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the legislative appropriation bill, which I send to the desk. 
The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 44, 45, 46, 57, 58, 59, 72, 73, 87, 85, 94, 96, 97, 98, 
LOL, LU2, 104, 106, 107, 109, 119, 128, 129, 180, 131, 132, 133, 134, 155, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 
145, 146, 150, and 12. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the anendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, L1, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 
52, 53, 4, 55, 56, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 70, 71, 74,75, 76,77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 
85, 86, 99, 108, 108, 110, 112, 113, 116, 118, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 141, 142, 143, and 144, 
and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: At the end of the amended paragraph insert the following; ‘* For 
clerk to Committee on Military Affairs for balance of current fiscal year, at the 
rate of $2,000 per annum, $666.67;"’ and in lieu of the sum stated in lines 10, 11, 
and 12, on page 7 of the bill, insert the sum of ** $364,694.87 ;"" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out “twelve” and insert “ten;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the sum of *$112,- 
30; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “sixty” and insert the word 
* fifty-five ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and a to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$183.610;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment, insert ‘one clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer ;* and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert “ $4,- 
100;”’ and the Senate agree to the same.’ 

Amendment numbered 89; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘thirty-three ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90; That the House recede from its disagreement to th 
amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an d 























































ments as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “four ;" ) 
72 of the bill, in line 24, strike out the word “seven” and insert wetehs page 
Senate agree to the same. + ond 

Amendment numbered 127; That the House recede from its disagreement ,, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in. 
sert ‘$67,120; and the Senate agree to the same. = 

Anendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreeme 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same wi 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment j 
“*$9,840;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and to the same with pod 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $3,280;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement (,, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with ay, 
reams as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 

nsert: 


“Spe. 2. That the Secretaries, respectively, of the Departments of State. of th, 
Treasury, War, Navy, and of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, are autho, 
ized to make requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary an yunt 
of official postage-stamps for the use of their Departments, not exceeding tix 
amount stated in the estimates submitted to Congress; and upon presentatioy, 
of proper vouches therefor at the Treasury the amount thereofshall be credited {. 
the appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department forthe same fisca! 
year. And it shall be the duty of the respective Departments to inclose to Sey. 
ators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, in all official communis 
tions requiring answers, or to be forwarded to others, penalty envelopes ad- 
dressed as far as practicable, for forwarding or answering such official corre- 
spondence.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 151: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with ay 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the maiter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the following: 

“Spc. 4. That hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Exec: 
tive Departments, in the interest of the public service, to require of all clerks and 
other employés of whatever grade or class, in their respective Departments, 10: 
less than seven hours of labor each day, except Sundays and days declared yl, 
lic holidays by law or Executive order: Provided, That the heads of the Depart 
ments may by special order, stating the reason, further extend or limit the liours 
of service of any clerk or employé in their Departments, respectively. but in 
case of an extension it shall be without additional compensation : and al) «i 
sence from the Departments on the part of said clerks or employés in excess of 
such leave of absence as may be granted by the heads thereof, which shal! yor 
exceed thirty days in any one year, except in case of sickness, shall be without 


y. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


nit to 
th an 
nsert 


J.G. CANNON, 

FRANK HISCOCK. 

Managers on the part of the Hows 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senat: 

The statement accompanying the conference report was read, as {0!- 
lows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreving 
votes of the two Houses on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 





ment asfollows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ forty-six ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amend+ 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ fifty-seven; "’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92; Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ fifty-eight; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “forty-seven ; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its d ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered %, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert “ $417,- 
650;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
* $88,620; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 105, and oe to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert 
**$537,230;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Before the word “dollars” insert the words “ five hundred ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its d it to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 


ment insert the following: 
wance division and chief intment division, at 


“ Chief of salary and al of 
$2,000 each; one;” and on 70 of the bill, in line strike out the word 
word “clerk;” and 


“olerks"’ where it first occurs in said line, and insert the 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same wi 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said 
“sixteen ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and to the same with an 


ment to 
anamend- 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed said amendment insert 
* $100,060; ’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 122: That the House from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum said amendment insert 
** $230,380; "' and the Senate agree to the same. 

A dment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with amend- 






























bill submit the following written statement in explanation of the conference 


port: 
The bill as agreed upon in conference appropriates $20,464,296.22, being $8°).506.17 
ater than as it passed the House, $175,033.33 less than as it passed the Senate, 
and $115,110.68 more than the appropriations for the current year, and $066,06:).s5 
Jess than the estimates for 1884. 
The principal items of intrease made by the Senate and agreed to by the Ilou~: 
managers of the conference are as follows: 
House of Representatives, $4,666.67 ; State Department, $1,320; Register’s Oni 
Treasury, $1 ; Navy Department, $1,400; Secretary Interior, office of, $7.0); 
Attorney-General, Interior De ent, $6,350; General Land Office, $34,400: 
Indian Office, $3,000; Civil Service Commission (contingent), $5,000; Post-Oftice 
Department, $8,340. 
J. G. CANNON, 


FRANK HISCOCK, 
Managers on the part of the Hous 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I wish to inquire of the gentle 
man submitting this report what the conferees have done in regard to 
the provision of the House reducing the number of internal-revenuc 
collectors. ° 

Mr. CANNON. The bill as passed by the House reduced the num 
ber of those collectors to eighty-two. Under the present law there are 
one hundred and twenty-six. The Senate struck out the provision 
making the reduction, and after a full and free conference the Senate 
conferees to recede. A majority of the House conferees, if not 
all of them—and I certainly think I for those who signed tlic 
report—became satisfied that the Senate would not yield the point, 
and we yielded. 

Mr. THOMPSON, 
that point altogether? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, we give up the point. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Then I hope the House will not 
agree to this report. 

Mr. CANNON. It is but just, however, that I should say for my 
colleagues and myself that whatever our own convictions were about 
the matter (and I am frank to say in my opinion the action of the Hou~: 
was not wise), yet without reference to my individual opinions | hav 
done what I could, and so did the other members of the conference com - 
mi to carry out the wish of the House in this matter. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have declined to sign the conference report, the 
main reason being that indicated by the gentleman from Illinois [M: 

CANNON }]—the fact that the Senate struck out the provision adopte:| 
by the House reducing the number of internal-revenue collectors trom 


of Kentucky. Then I understand you give up 
9 








1883. 
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hundred and twenty-six to eighty-two. I did not feel that Icould 


erence committee. For that reason I refused to sign the report. 

I may say that I voted for the amendment of the House, and my judg- 
ment is now the service would be better if we had reduced the number 
to eighty-two instead of letting them remain at one hundred and twenty- 
six, For that reason and some other minor ones I failed to sign the 


eT CANNON. I will yield now to the gentleman from New York 
{ Mr. Hiscock ]. : 1 a 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Senate amendments in- 
creased this bill in the neighborhood of $260,000. We compromised on 
an increase of $80,000; that is, we reduced the increase by the Senate to 
that sum. And so far as the Treasury Department was concerned, the 
only basis of agreement which we could establish was that we would 
appropriate with reference to the law for thecurrent year. The increase 
by the Senate was largely with reference to the Treasury Department. 
They insisted we ought not to attack the law of the present year, and when 
the day of adjournment was so near at hand, and with the absolute neces- 
sity there must be time for the enrollment of this very long bill or there 
would be a failure to pass it and therefore an extra session imminent, 
while we supported the view of the House on this question of collectors 
of internal revenue, we believed it was our duty to unite in this con- 
ference report and concur with this amendment in view of the large re- 
duction made ‘n the amounts carried by the Senate amendments. An 
extra session \’aS altogether too threatening for us to hesitate on this 
question. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


Jackson; and it con" 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for the deficiencies in the 
appropriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the House of Representatives for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Kentucky [Mr. THompson ]. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the House after due 
consideration of the subject of these internal-revenue collectors, com- 
promised with the opponents of the measure, and instead of reducing 
the number as contemplated by the original amendment, they accepted 
# compromise in the House fixing the number at eighty-two. Now, 
there does not seem to be any reason given why the Senate does not 
concur with us. The number of collectors is evidently too large, and 
I do not think the rejection of the conference report and the fact that the 
House insists upon its amendment will necessitate anextrasession. Ire- 
member seven years ago, in 1876, when the number of internal-revenue 
collectors was reduced by the House we had the same trouble then and 
the same experience with the Senate we are undergoing now, The 
amendment was put on in the House, disagreed to by the Senate, and 
finally compromised and agreed to in the conference committee. Now, 
if the House means to stand by its action we can reject this conference 
report and ask for another conference. The Senate is bound to yield 
in this matter if we insist. And therefore I hope the House will insist 
.and will reject this conference report, and insist on the Senate agreeing 
to our reasonable demands in the reduction of these internal-revenue 
collectors. 


If I have any time left I will yield it to the gentleman from Penn- 
‘Sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will insist on this 
amendment. I think it is somewhat singular that the power of the 


Senate, when the Senate passes upon each one of these officers who may 
be nominated by the President, and each one of them is confirmed or 
Tejected by the Senate; and the Senate, therefore, becomes, to a cer- 
tain extent, a part of the appointing power. If it were not, moreover, 
for the fact which may be added to that, that it is well known that po- 
tent influences are exerted by Senators, with reference to the appoint- 
ment of these officers as well as their confirmation, it might not be so 
ite on the part of the Senate to insist on this matter. But when 
we come to know, as we do know, that the House is the body which 
has the right to originate revenue measures; that it has in that con- 
nection to prescribe the mode by which that revenue may be raised; 
it has in connection with that the greater interest of the two 
ies in seeing that the raising of that revenue is adequately provided 
in the face of all these facts and in the face of the fact of supreme 
certain necessity that these men are not necessary to the service, 
think it is the duty of the House to stand by the proposition which 
t adopted and to refuse to consent to this amendment. 
Mr. CANNON. I now yield for two minutes to the gentleman from 


Kentucky (Mr. Waite]. 
XIV——228 





A bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer | 


| the House on everything in the shape of legislation. 


Mr. CANNON. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from | 





House should be disregarded in this instance, and especially by the | 


| 





Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express my entire approval 


ion the report, because I would do violence to the feelings of the mi- | of what has just been uttered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
nority side of the House, which I had the honor torepresent on the con- [Mr. BAYNE] and my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. Tompson]. 


We have here, sir, a great political power of large proportions, and it 
is growing larger daily. Its head is the Commissioner of Internal Rev 
enue. We have in the last few monthsseen him taking a lively inter 
est in making United States Senators. We see in the United States 
Senate to-day men, millionaires almost every one of them, who dictate 
to the President whom he shall appoint as collectors in their several 
States; and in terms they might also be said to dictate to the President, 
because they will not confirm one appointment unless he will make 
another appointment to suit this or that Senator. The time has come 
if we are going to have any real practical civil-service reform that we 
should begin the work of cutting down this army of useless internal 
revenue collectors who are bossed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

Mr. HOGE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question. If we 
reduce the revenues $40,000,000 should we not reduce alsothe collect- 
ors of revenue in the same proportion ? 

Mr. WHITE. I have no objection to that. I think the great mis- 
take of this Congress is that we have not wiped out the entire internal- 
revenue tax except upon whisky, and teduced the number of collectors 
to one-half the present force. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. A single word, Mr. Speaker, before I ask the previ 
ous question upon this conference report. I know there is much con- 
flict in the House about internal-revenue taxation. I know there is 
much feeling in some parts of the country about the propriety of col 
lecting the tax. I know further that the House did express the wish 
that these collectors should be reduced in number. Iam not here to 
discuss the question as to whether the House was right or wrong. Gen 
tlemen will recollect my own views about the matter when it was un 
der discussion, and I need not stop to repeat those views at this tim« 

There is one difficulty, however, about gentlemen having their way in 
Tam frank to say 
that I agree and ask sympathy with the views of the House. I ama 
part and a parcel of it, and want to enforce its views and wishes. But 
unfortunately, so far as having our own way is concerned in everything, 
the Constitution provides that there shall be a co-ordinate branch of 
the Legislature—the Senate. 

It may be that the fathers when they made the Constitution made 
a great mistake in that; nevertheless we are living under that Consti 
tution, and it is after all a fact that it requires the Senate to agree with 
the House before you can legislate. We have under the law one hundred 
and twenty-six internal-revenue collectors. The House says, ‘* Let us 
cutthemdown.’’? TheSenatesays, ‘‘ We won’t agree toit in any event.”’ 
Now, then, it may be that it would be wise to send this report back and 
let the bill fail. Ihave frequently heard talk of that kind here. I have 
heard gentlemen in the last four days ‘‘ thundering in the index’’ about 
letting bills fail, and yet I have seen them on the yea-and-nay vote 
take the back track when they were brought face to face with the ques 
tion of letting it fail. I want to say that under the law the President 
has the power to consolidate these districts in the event we should 
amend the internal-revenue law, and he has the power anvhow when 
the good of the publie service requires it. 

Mr. BAYNE. But he will not do it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentlemansays he willnotdoit. If my friend 
from Pennsylvania was the House or Senate or the President, then things 
would be fixed aboutright. [Laughter.] I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The question was taken, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE. I demand tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 111, not vot- 
ing 59; as follows: 


Let us have a division. 


YEAS—121. 
Aldrich, Crapo, Godshalk, Hubbs, 
Anderson. Cullen, Grout, Humphrey, 
Barr, Cutts, Guenther, jacobs, 
Bisbee, Darrall, Hall, Jones, Geo, W. 
Bowman, Davis, George R. Hammond, John Jorgensen, 
Brewer, * Dawes, Harmer, Joyce, 
Briggs, Deering, Harris, Benj. W. Kasson, 
Browne, De Motte, Haseltine, Ketcham, 
Brumm, Dezendorf, Hazelton, Lacey, 
Burrows, Julius C. Dingley, Heilman, Lewis, 
Butterworth, Doxey, Hlenderson, Lindsey, 
Calkins, Dunnell, I{epburn, Lord, 
Camp, Dwight, Hill, Lynch, 
Campbell, Errett, Hiscock, Mackey, 
Cannon, Farwell, Chas. B. Hitt, Mason, 
Carpenter, Farwell, Sewell S. Horr, MeCoid, 
Caswell, Fisher, Houk, McCook, 
Chace, Ford, Hubbell, McLean, Jas. HL. 
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Miter, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
O'Neill, 
Page, 
Parker, 
Paul, 
Peelle, 
Peirce, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 


Aiken, 
Armifield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Relmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Blies, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clerdy, 
Clark, 
Olements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, 


Bingham, 
Black, 

Bland, 

Buck, 

Burrows, Jos. IL. 
Cabell, 

Candler, 
Carlisle, 
Cornell, 
Crowley, 

Davis, Lowndes II. 
Dibrell, 

Dugro, 

George, 

Gibson, 


Reed, 

Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. 5 
Ryan, 
Sessinghaus, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Smalls, 

Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 


Spaulding, 
Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 


NAYS—1L 

Cox, Samuel 8 Ilolman, 
Cox, William R. House, 
Covington, Ilutchins, 
Cravens, Jadwin 
Culberson, Jones, James K. 
Curtin, Kenna, 
Davidson, King, 
Deuster, Klotz, 
Dowd, Knott, 
Dunn, Ladd, 
Ellis, lLeedom, 
Ermentrout, Manning, 
Evins, Martin, 
Vlower, Matson, 
Forney, McKenzie, 
Fulkerson, McMillin, 
Garrison, Mills, 
Geddes, Money, 
Gunter, Morrison, 
Hammond, N.J. Morse, 
Hardenbergh, Moulton, 
Hardy, Murch, 
Harris, Henry 8. Mutchiler, 
Hatch, Randall, 
Herbert, ] 
Hewitt, G. W. Rice, John B. 
Hoblitzell, Rice, Theron M. 
Hoge, Ri n,J.8 

NOT VOTING—59. 
Ilaskell, Neal, 
lierndon, Nolan, 
Hewitt, Abram 8S. Norcross, 
Hooker, Oates, 
Jones, Phincas Pacheco, 
Kelley, Payson, 
Latham, Pettibone, 
Le Fevre, Phelps, 
Marsh, Phister, 
McClure, Reagan, 
McKinley, Rice, Wm. W. 
MoLane, Robt. M. Robinson, Wm. E. 
Miles, Russell, 
Mc ve, Scoville, 
Muldrow, Scranton, 
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Wait, 

Ward, 

Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 

West, 

Williams, Chas. G, 
Willits, 

Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Rosecrans, 
Ross, 

Scales, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 


Thompson, P. B. 

‘Townshend, RK. W. 

Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 

} anon Oscar 
Ipson, 

Walker, 

Warner, 

Wellborn, 

Wheeler, 

White, 

Willis, 

Wilson, 

Wise, Morgan R. 


Shelley, 
Shultz, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 


Speer, 

Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Urner, 

Vance, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Whitthorne 
Williams, Thomas 


Wise, Geo Dd. 
Wood, Denteanin. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. Jones, of New Jersey, with Mr. VANGE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
Mr. MILes with Mr. SINGLETON of Illinois. 
Mr. Morey with Mr. NOLAN. 


Mr. CANNON. 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


names be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 


committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 


tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ROBESON, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagree 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7314) “ making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes,” 
heving met, after full and free conference have 


I rise to present a privileged report. 
report of the committee of conference on the naval appropriation bill. 


recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 20, 30, 35, 42, and 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 4,5, 6,8, 9, 10, 11, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
33, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 48, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 
63, 61, G, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 73, and 75. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreementto the 
amendmentof the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 


amendment insert the following: 


* Hereafter galy 
of the Navy shal 


the numbers fixed for the several 


and 


one-half ofthe vacancies in the various 
be filled by promotion until such 


year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and 
ment as follows: Restore the matter 
ment, and at the end of the amendec 

“And provided further, 
to give any additional pay to any such officer during 


That nothing 


the volunteer army or navy.” 


Ani the Senate 


agree to the same. 


contained shall) be so 


ing votes of the two Houses on 


to recommend and do 


es in the staff 


shal! be reduced to 
of the staff corps of the Na 
act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the 


it to 

to the same with an amend- 

propased to be stricken out said amend- 
insert the follo : 


I present the 


25, 29, 31, 
54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 
agree to the same. 


by the 
naval service for the fiscal 


ng: 
construed as 
the time of his service in 





? 
SL 

Amendments numbered 26, 27, and 28: Thati the House recede from its di 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 26, 27, and 28, and agre 
same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph ir 
following: 

“For the purchase and manufacture after full investigation and 
United States under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy of torpedoe. 
adapted to naval warfare, or of the right to manufacture the same, and for the 
fixtures and machinery necessary for operating the same, $100,000: Pro», my 
That no part of said money shall be expended for the purchase or manufac, .. 
of any torpedo or of the right to manufacture the same until the same sha}| }; Ve 
been approved by the Secretary of the Navy after a favorable report to be po ie 
to him bya board of naval officers to be created by him to examine and te hen 4 
torpedoes and inventions.” “ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the Ilouse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amen. 
ment as follows: On page 12 of the bill, in line 12, after the word“ dollars» 
insert the words: “of which sum 364,000 shall be immediately available; anq 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement t., 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: At the end of the amended paragraph insert the followin - 

“ But nothing herein contained shall prevent the repair or building of boilers 
for wooden ships, the hulls of which can be fully repaired for 20 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and material.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

A d t bered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with ay 
amendment as follows: After the word * dollars,” insert the following : 

“ The execution of no contract shall be entered upon for the completion of the 
engines and machinery of either of these vessels until the terms thereof shal! be 
approved by said board, who shall approve only contracts which may be to the 
best advantage of the Government, and fair and reasonable according to the 
lowest market price for similar work.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 18, strike out all after the word “report,” in 
line 9, down to and including the word “under,” in line 10 of the bil!; and in 
lieu thereof insert the following : 

“And in the event that such vessels or any of them shall be built by contract, 
such building shall be under.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree tothe same withamendments 
as follows: On 26, in line 12, before the word “ ranges,”’ insert the word 
“and;” and in the same line strike out the words “and so forth; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: On page 27, in line 22 of the bill, after the word “and,” insert 
the word “he;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 


SeTCe. 
*¢ tothe 
hsertthe 


test in the 





GEO. M. ROBESON, 

J. H. KETCHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House 

EUGENE HALE, 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

H, G. DAVIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the naval ropriation bill submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the report, if adopted : 

On ee oy! 12, 3.4, 5,and6 a “— —— yr Lest the first 
paragraph of the as it passed the House, dropping out the following: 

Provided, That when vacancies occur hereafter in the Paymaster's Corps there 
shall be no original appointments to fill such vacancies, but promotions may be 
made according to existing regulations from those remaining in said corps. 
Officers in the line shall be detailed to perform the duties of paymasters under the 
same rules and regulations as are now required of paymasters, but sucli officers 
shall not be entitled to increased compensation in consequence of performing 
such duties,” 

On amendment 7: In lieu of the legislation in the bill in reference to examina- 
tions for promotion and filling vacancies in the line and staff of the Navy, pro- 
vides that one-half of the vacancies in the staff corps may be filled by promotion 
until said corps is reduced below the number fixed by law. 

On amendments 8,9, 10, 11,12, and 13: Strikes out provision relative to promo- 
tions tothe rank of rear-admira] and abolition of the e of commodore, makes 
some verbal changes in the text of the bill, and provides for the care of Paul Ham- 
ilton’s grave. 
at ate 14 to 21, inclusive: Verbal changes are made to perfect text of 

e : 

On amendments 22 to 25: Provides for a board of six officers to examine and 
report to Con which of the navy-yards is best adapted for a Government 
foundery, and makes verbal! chan in text of the bill. 3 

On amendments 26, 27, and 28: In lieu of the paragraph in the bill in reference 
to torpedoes inserts the vpn 

“For the purchase and manufacture, after full investigation and test, in the 
United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, of torpedoes 
adapted to naval warfare, and for the fixtures and machinery necessary for 
operating the same, $100,000; , That no part of said money shall be ex- 

ded for the purchase or manufacture of any torpedo until the same shal! 

ve been approved by the mee pe hed the Navy, after a favorable report to bo 

made to him by a board of naval rs to be created by him to examine and 
test said to joes and inventions.” 

On amendments 29 and 30: Provides $300,000 for Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting, and restores the clause relative to life-saving dress. 

On amendments 31 to 37, inclusive : Approp $264,000 for maintenance of 
Hp and docks, and makes $64,000 of sum immediately available; gives 

000 for contingent expenses and $24,000 for the civil establishment of the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks; appropriates $25,000 for contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, and makes certain necessary verbal correc 

o awed ne Seto at Appropriates $1,100,000 for B f Construction 

ame. n g , for Bureau 0! y 
= a «= limits repairs on wooden ships to 20 per cent. of estimated cost 

new ships. P 

On amendments 42 to 44: Limits cost of repairs to enginesand machinery to 2) 
per cent. of estimated cost of new engines and machinery, except in wooden ves- 
sels, the hulls of which can be repaired for 20 per cent. of estimated cost of new 
— of same character and size. 

amendments 45and 46: Is an increase of $550,000 to com! 


the engines and 
machinery of all the double-turreted 


—— managers 
acceded with the proviso that the contracts for the same should be first approv*! 
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the naval advisory board and should be found to be for the advantage of the 
vernment and fair and reasonable according to the lowest market price for 
k. 

conmamendments 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 52: Makes certain necessary verbal cor- 
nent provides that in the event they, orany ofthem, are built by contract, 
guch buildiag shall be under contracts with the lowest and best responsible bid- 
dnamendments53, 54, and 55: Provides for payment of civilian expert members 
of the naval advisory board, and that the appropriation for testing deflective tur- 

retsbe immediately available. ¥ 

On amendments 56 to72, inclusive : Make slight verbal and other unimportant 
changes in the provisions relative to the Naval Academy and Marine Corps, 
which in the main decrease the appropriations for both. 

On amendments 73 to 75: Makes verbal changes in section 2 of the bill and 
drops out the third and last section of the bill as it passed the House. 

The total of the bill as agreed upon is $15,894,434.23, being $1,063,957.43 greater 
than the appropriations for the current year and $7,494,453.31 less than the esti- 
ommee. GEO. M. ROBESON, 

J. H. KETCHAM, 
Managers on the part of the Howse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESoN ] 
moves that the House concur in the conference report. 

The question was put on concurring in the report. 

Mr. Hiscock and Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to be heard on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose too late. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hopethe gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. RoBE- 
son] will give an explanation. And I hope the House will not concur 
in this report, at least until an explanation is given. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask to be heard on the motion. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to know who moved to concur in the con- 
ference report ? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report was submitted by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Rommeon). 

Mr. ATKINS. Did the gentleman from New Jersey make any mo- 
tion after the statement was read? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBESON. If I can be heard for a moment I wish to say, at 
the time the reading of the statement was concluded I was conversing 
with my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS]. Neither of us knew 
the Clerk had concluded the reading. I desire the vote shall not be 
taken until an explanation is made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. A large majority of the amendments in this con- 
ference rt are merely verbal. In some cases the Engrossing Clerk 
repo y ve g g 
was not very accurate in his spelling, and errors of that kind have been 

corrected. 

With regard to the legislation on the bill, the conferees on the part 
of the House receded from their disagreement to the Senate amendment 
striking out our provision with regard to commodores. The conferees 
on the part of the Senate receded from their provision with regard to 
the promotions. And we provided by an amendment that the engi- 
neers and staff corps should have the same rights of promotion that the 
line officers had. 

With regard to the torpedo corps, Mr. Speaker, we have provided that 
no torpedo shall be purchased without full experiment and test in 


American waters. We have stricken out from the bill the name of 


Mr. Weeks, but we have given him a chance to compete and have a test; 
and if his torpedo is found to be the best, he will get the provision the 
House made for him. 

The important change with regard to this bill is this: That whereas 
we in the House provided for the completion of the engines and ma- 
chinery for one of the monitors, while the Senate thought we should 
not be particular, as they said, and select but one, in favor perhaps of 
one special contractur, and that parties in California, in Delaware, and 
in Philadelphia had equal rights, we agreed to provide an addition ot 
$550,000 to complete the engines and machinery of all of them. 

I now yield such time as he may desire to the gentleman from Ten- 

my colleague on the committee of conference [Mr. ATKINS]. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire only two or three minutes. 


i declined to sign the conference report, because I did not feel I was | 


justified in doing so after the decided vote of the House upon the moni- 
tors. The engines and machinery of only one monitor were provided 
for, and $450,000 was appropriated for that purpose. This bill appro- 
priates $1,000,000 to finish the engines and machinery of three of the 
monitors. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Three? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir; three. It will take $350,000 or $375,000, 
on an em fs to complete the engines and machinery for each monitor. 
I do not feel at liberty, representing the minority side of this House 
upon that bill, knowing as well as I did the opinions of the minority 
upon that subject, to sign this report. But for the fact that this appro- 

is increased to $1,000,000 I should have signed the report so 
as else in the billisconcerned. But, sir, I was not willing 
myself to sign the report, nor did I feel I would represent the wishes 


the textof the paragraph relative to the construction of the new steel 
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of the minority on this side of the House if I should do so. Consequently 
I withheld my signature. ; 

I shall not argue the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. How will you vote? 
| Mr. ATKINS. The question has been time and time again argued 
| exhaustively in the House. It is for the House to decide now what it 

will do. So far as I am concerned, I shall not vote for the conference 
report, for the reason I have assigned; and that is the increase of the 
| appropriation to the amount of $1,000,000 for the completion of the 
| engines and machinery of three of the monitors. 
Mr. ROBESON. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
| flow much time does he want ? 
| Mr. HISCOCK. 
| Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe that so important a matter as the increase 
proposed of the appropriations in this bill of $550,000 for the comple- 
tion of the engines and the machinery of the monitors is entitled to 
some little consideration from this House. 

After the fullest discussion of this question, when this subject was 
under consideration in the House, it was resolved that we would give 
$450,000 for the completion of the engines and the machinery of one 
monitor. It was then asserted on the floor that to some extent this 
work was experimental. It was also said here that a certain amount 
ought to be given for the maintenance of the Navy; but there was no 
need that this work should proceed in connection with the other. 

Now, the conference report comes in here seeking to start the work 
upon two, and I do not know but upon all the monitors, and the prop 
osition is to increase the appropriation for that purpose $550,000. I 
for one am opposed to it. I believe that this proposition has never had 
the consideration of the Committee on Appropriations. It has only 
had such consideration as could be given to it by two members of the 
conference committee; or I should say two members of the committee 
of conference on the part of the House have concurred in it 

I do not complain of that, because it is usual upon questions of this 
kind for the conferees to take the responsibility of deciding. But I do 
say that because of the reason that it has had the consideration of only 
three members of this House, and as it involves an expenditure of 
$550,000, it should now receive a passing moment’s consideration from 
the entire House. 

I do not know but what upon this question we may be compelled to 
recede. I will say that 1 do not believe there is any danger of the 
failure of this bill if we pause a moment to consider this question. And 
I do not believe there is any danger of the failure of this bill if we do 
not adopt this conference report. The subject will then go back to the 
Senate and there will be a further consultation on it. 

Although the finances of the country are now in a good condition, I 
believe that upon this branch of the service the money which the House 
bill originally appropriated for expenditures for that purpose is all that 
is required, or at least all that should be given forthe next year. Iam 
not entirely sure that all of that money can be expended during the 
next fiscal year; I doubt very much if it can be. 

But I repeat what I said once before on this floor, that I am opposed 
to making appropriations for any branch of the service for fear that the 
party which will come into power in the next Congress may fail to 
give it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HARRIS], the chairmanof the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I did not intend at any time during 
this session to participate in any controversy about the monitors 


It isnot necessary I should argue it. 





Five minutes. 





Rather 
than the monitors shall remain any longer, as they are and have been, 
a stumbling block to the American Navy, I would be willing, if the 
Committee on Appropriations think they know all about it, to have 


them bring in a bill providing that the monitors shall be taken out into 
mid-ocean and sunk out of sight forever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. But when thegentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] rises here in his place and says that only thre« 
members of this House, and they members of the Committee on Appro 
priations, know anything about that matter, I beg to differ with him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. | 
said that only three members of this Honse, so far as I know, were 
consulted with reference to this increase of appropriations 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I beg to say that the gentleman 
stated, as I understood him, that only three members of this Hous« 
had investigated this subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I say that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, though entitled to very little consideration here I know and 
feel, understand this subject quite as well as does the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HAZELTON. And agreat deal better. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. In regard to these monitors, there 








has been a great deal of odium cast upon them, and in consequence of 
that odium they have been heretofore an obstruction to the progress of 
But I stand here and say that I believe that no 





the American Navy. 
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better vessels were ever constructed in the world. They are perfect in 
workmanship ; they have cost a vast sum of money, and they ought to 
be completed or entirely removed from sight ; and I do not care person- 
ally which way you put it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman think it a matter of any con- 
sequence 7 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes, I do; for we have now no 
coastdefense. We have fourteen little, weak, single-turreted monitors, 
mounted with fifteen-inch smooth-bore guns, hardly worthy the name 
of coast defenders. These monitors when finished may be found to be 
among the very first ships in the world. And yet during eight or ten 
years this Congress has been haggling over the question whether they 
should be finished or not. This report of the committee of conference 
proposes an appropriation of a million of dollars, and no more, for their 
engines and machinery. Do we need the vessels? Ought we as a na- 
tion to be prepared for our own defense? There is not a gun mounted 
in the American Navy worthy the name of a gun, and no ships to 
carry guns, even if we had them. 

Yet when we come here after so long a consideration of the subject 
of these monitors, after having finished one and put it afloat and found 
that she was no experiment, after we have launched the Puritan and 
found that she is a better vessel than she was thought to be, that she 
floats higher out of the water than was expected, that she floats more 
armor than she was designed to carry, it seems to me to be too late for 
any gentleman to feel called upon to get up here and defend these ves- 
sels simply because popular clamor has assailed them heretofore. 

Mr. Speaker, I have suffered personally in my relations to the Naval 
Committee on account of these vessels; I have no personal love for them; 
but if it were the last act of my official life I would declare that in my 
opinion they are worthy to be finished in the best possible manner, and 
they ought to be finished as soon as possible. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the House com- 
mittee provided for the sum which was thought to be necessary for fin- 
ishing the engines and machinery of the Puritan. When that pro- 
vision went to the Senate Senators on both sides of the Chamber said, 
‘* That is not right; you must treat all these men in the same way; it is 
not right at this time, with an overflowing treasury, that you should 
single out a particular ship and appropriate apparently in the interest 
of a particular contractor. California and the Pacific Coast need a 
monitor; the gentlemen in Philadelphia and the gentlemen from Wil- 
mington have had these ships on their hands as long as other people.’’ 
No less than six boards have reported that they were all right; no 
member of any one of the boards has ever reported or said that the 
engines and machinery of any of them were not right. 

Criticisms have been made by some one or two members of some of 
the boards as to whether these monitors would float, whether they were 
to be efficient; but every board and every expert that has examined any 
of them has said that the engines and machinery were perfect in work- 
manship, of good material, would accomplish the purposes for which 
they were designed, and that the prices were moderate. The Senate 
believed, and they insisted for two days, that this was the right thing 
todo. This amendment was put on in the Senate by the united votes 
of Democrats and Republicans, Senators from Delaware, from California, 
from Indiana, and other Democratic Senators voting for it. It was car- 
ried in the Senate two to one. Now, if we are to finish these monitors 
at all, let us be fair to everybody. I am willing todoit. I have for 
myself no personal feeling or pride about it in any manner. I have 


ss 
“—~ HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentlemana question for the pur- 
» of avoidinga misapprehension. 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the amendment as reported by the con- 
ference committee strike out the word ‘‘completing’’ as applicable to 
one of the monitors and provide for the construction of the engines 
and machinery of all the monitors, adding a million dollars for that 
purpose ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not understand that the word ‘‘completing”’ 
is struck out; possibly it may be, but there was no intention of doing 
that. We may aswell be frank about this matter; there is no dispute 
about it; this provision is intended to finish the engines and machinery 
of allthe monitors. It adds $550,000 out of an overflowing Treasury 
to complete the engines and machinery of these vessels which are neces- 
sary for our defense and power on both coasts—work which will take a 
year to do, which, unless we commence it now, may not be done in 
time of need; whereas the more expensive but far more expeditious 
part of the work, the putting on of the armor, can be done in sixty 
days. That is not attempted at all under this provision. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to ask the gentlemen whether, if this amend- 
ment be adopted, it will complete the Monadnock on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. That is included in the estimate. 

Mr. ATKINS. May I call the attention of the gentleman from New 
Jersey to the report of Commodore Shufeldt and the other officers of the 
naval board, who made the estimate of the cost of the engines and ma- 
chinery of these monitors? The board fixes the amount, for instance, for 
the Amphitrite—— 

Mr. ROBESON. The whole amount estimated is $1,119,000. 








Mr. ATKINS. That is true. 

Mr. ROBESON. That is the whole amount. The Senate conferees 
said, ‘‘If this is not enough, we have given $1,000,000 for the construc. 
tion fund; let the Secretary of the Navy take the money out of that 
fund and finish the work.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is not an appropriation for the completion of 
any one, but is to continue the work on all. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is for completing such of them as the advisory 
board may recommend to be completed. The House conferees insisted 
upon the insertion of a provision that the execution of no contract for 
these engines and machinery should be entered into except—— 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman will allow me to say I believe there 
is no law that allows the taking of any part of the construction fang 
and applying it to these engines and machinery. 

Mr. ROBESON. I think the Secretary of the Navy would have per- 
fect liberty to use that fund for this purpose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I should think not. It would be clearly a violation 
of the law. 

Mr. ROBESON. That may be. He would only finish such as the 
advisory board might recommend. We have provided that the execy- 
tion of none of these contracts shall be entered upon unless the nayal 
advisory board find that they are fair and reasonable for the Govern- 
ment and at the lowest market price for similar work, the object being 
to prevent any combination on the part of a few ship-builders of the 
country to put up the price on the Government. No provision could 
be more carefully guarded. No appropriation is more needed. If it 
should turn out that these engines and machinery should not be needed 
for these monitors they will be suitable for any ship that we may have 
of that size. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman that I advised with 
the Secretary of the Navy on that subject and he told me this machin- 
ery and these vessels would be constructed—I can not tell how, but for 
vessels of this size there would be the concentration in the space in 
which they could be used. 

Mr. ROBESON. All naval engines and machinery are concentrated 
in space. 

MrsHISCOCK. I have the authority of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ROBESON. I consulted the Secretary of the Navy, too. "| 
know he knew it exactly. These engines and this machinery, the more 
concentrated they are the better. The less room they take, the more 
concentrated and compact they are to develop power, so much the bet- 
ter. Then they are superior to others, and they will fit any ship and 
can be used in any ship of the same size. I know all about that thor- 
oughly. This is just the sum that this House voted last year for these 
things, $1,000,000; and then the Senate said ‘‘ No; we will not vote it 
now. Wewill send it to the advisory board to examine and wait until 
they report.’’ And when the thing came back into the House I, on 
consultation with the Appropriations Committee, its chairman, and all 
its members, agreed to that, and I said in my place on the floor I did 
not care anything about it; it might be submitted to a thousand boards 
if necessary; but when that report came in approving of them, I would 
stand by it. It has come in approving them unqualifiedly, pronounc- 
ing them the best ships of their kind in the world, pronouncing these 
engines perfect and available for all naval purposes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for one moment. 
Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. HISCOCK. tleman’s remarks to the committee this 


evening convey to me the first intimation I have ever had this appro- 
priates any money to build the engines and machinery of any one ship. 
I did understand we appropriated money to build a ship, but I did not 
understand there was anything in the bill which designated any one. 

Mr. ROBESON. There is nothing in the bill, and I did not say so. 
I said that was the claim of the Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I see noreason why that should be made, 

Mr. ROBESON. I said it was made and that is all. I now de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the report. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 54. 

Mr. HISCOCK demanded tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
103, nays 91, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—108. 

Aiken, Burrows, JuliusC, Dezendorf, Grout, 
Anderson, Butterworth, Dunnell, Guenther, 
Barr, ins, Ellis, Hall, 
Belford, Campbell, Errett, Hammond, John 
Bingham, Caswell, Evins, Harmer, 
Bisbee, Crowley, Farwell, Chas.B. Harris, Benj. W 
Bowman, Darrall, Fisher, Haskell, 
Brewer, Dawes, Garrison, —. 
Briggs, . Geo en , 
Brumm, De Motte, Godshalk, Hepburn, 

+ ey 
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Hill Lord, Rich, Taylor, Jos. D. 
Hitt, Lynch, Richardson, J.S. Thomas, 
Horr ackey, Ritchie, Valentine, 
ouk, McLean, Jas. H Robeson, Van Aernam, 

Hubbell, Miller, Robinson, Geo.D. Van Horn, 
Hubbs, Moore, Robinson, Jas. 8. Wait, 
Humphrey, orey Ryan, Walker, 
Jacobs, O'Neill, Sessinghaus, Ward 
Jadwin, , Sherwin, Washburn " 

n, Paul, Shultz, Watson, 
Joyce, Peirce, Smalls, West, 
Kasson, Po . Spaulding, White 
Ketcham, Prescott, Speer, Wilson, 
Lace’ Ranney, Spooner, Wood, Walter A. 
foe 9 Ray, Steele, Young. 
Lindsey, Rice, John B. Strait, 

NAYS—91. 

Anufield, Cox, William R. Jones, James K. Scales, 
Atherton, Cravens, Cenna, Shallenberger, 
Atkins, Culberson, Klotz, Simonton, 

r, Davis, George R. Knott Singleton, Otho R. 
Beach, Davis, Lowndes H. Ladd, Skinner, 
Belmont, Dowd, Latham, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Reltzhoover, Dunn, Teedom, Sparks, 
Blackburn, Dwight, Le Fevre, Springer, 
Blanchard, Farwell,Sewell S. Manning, Stockslager, 

% Flower, Matson, Stone, 
— Gunter, MeCook, Talbott, 
Buck, Hammond, N.J. MeMillin, Thompson, P. B. 
Caldwell, Hardenbergh, Mills, Townshend, R. W. 
Carpenter, Hardy, Morse, Turner, Henry G 
Cassidy, Harris, Henry 8S. Muldrow, Turner, Oscar 
Chapman, Hatch, Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Herbert, Parker, Warner, 
Clements, Hiscock, Peelle, Wellborn, 

4 Hoblitzell, Randall, Wheeler, 
Colerick, Holman, Reese, Whitthorne, 
Cook, House, Rice, Theron M. Willits, 
Covington, Hutchins, « Robertson, Wise, Morgan R. 
Cox, Samuel S, Jones, Geo. W. Ross, 

NOT VOTING—97. 
Aldrich, Dibrell, McKenzie, Scoville, 
Bayne, Dingley, McKinley, Seranton, 
Berry, Doxey, MeLane, Robt. M. Shelley, 
Black, Dugro, Miles, Singleton, J. W. 
Bland, Ermentrout, Money, Smith, A. Herr 
Bliss, Ford, Morrison, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Blount, Forney, Mosgrove, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Browne, Fulkerson, Moulton, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Buckner, Geddes, Murch, Townsend, Amos 
Burrows, Jos. H Gibson, Neal, Tucker, 
Cabell, Haseltine, Nolan, Tyler, 
Camp, Heilman, Norcross, Updegraff, 
Candler Herndon, Oates, Upson, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Abram 8S. Pacheco, Urner, 
Carlisle Hewitt, G. W. Payson, Vance, 
Chace, Hoge, Pettibone, Van Voorhis, 
Clardy, Hooker, Phelps, Webber, 
Converse, Jones, Phineas Phister, Williams, Chas. G. 
Cornell, Kelley, Reagan, Williams, Thomas 
Crapo, King, Reed, Willits, 
Cullen, Marsh, Rice, Wm, W. Wise, George D 
Curtin, Martin, Richardson, D.P. Wood, Benjamin. 
Cutts. Mason, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Davidson, McClure, Rosecrans, 
Deuster, MecCoid, Russell, 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CRAPO with Mr. DAvipson. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, with Mr. DeusTER. 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. Hewirr of Alabama. 

Mr. MASON with Mr. ForNEY. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Mouton. 

Mr. Burrows, of Missouri, with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. ALDRICH with Mr. Upson. 

Mr. WAIT with Mr. CovinaTon. 

Mr. Smita, of Illinois, with Mr. REAGAN. 

On motion of Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to submit a conference re- 
port on the di 


the House to the Senate bill No. 1821, prescribing regulations for the 


and for other 
The SPEA 
Tread 


The statement accompanying the report will be 


The statement was read. It is as follows : 

The on the part of the House of the conference upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses upon Senate bill 1821, prescribing regulations for 
the Soldiers’ Home, located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for 
other submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
=e : 


report if adopted : 
recommend that the House recede from its amendments num- 
bered 1, 2, % 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10, the effect of which is to retain the board of com- 
oe n the managemen’ 
, 


that 


t of the home. 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 9, 





ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 








| matter. 


| 11, 
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the effect of which will be to allow 3 per cent. instead of 4 per cent. to be paid 
upon funds of the home deposited in the Treasury 

Also, that the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 8, 
with an amendment the effect of which would be to require all of the officers of 
the home to be selected by the President of the United States, 

Also, from its disagreement to amendment numbered 11, with an amendment 
the effect of which is to provide that the board of commissioners shall consist of 
the General-in-Chief, comananding the Army, the Surgeon-General, the Com- 
missary-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, the Judge- 
Advocate-General, and the governor of the home. 

Also, that the House recede from itsamendment numbered 12, with an amend- 
ment, the effect of which will be to extend the appropriation to the adjustment 
of all accounts in the Treasury Department belonging to the home 

The managers also agree to section 2 with amendment, the effect of which isto 
require the Inspector-General of the Army to make the inspection of the home 
provided for by law in person. 
rHos, J. 
ANSON G 
EDW. Ss 


ILE NDERSON 

McCook 
BRAGG 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (8. 1821) entitled “An act preseribing regu- 
lations for the Soldiers’ Home, located at Washington, inthe District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5,6,7, and 10 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 9 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered& with 
an amendment as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That the governorand all other officers of the home shall be selected by 
the President of the United States, and the treasurer of the home shall be re 
quired to give a bond in the penal sum of $20,000 for the faithful performance of 
his duty.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to House amendment numbered 
with an amendment as follows 

“Sec, 10. That the board of commissioners ofthe Soldiers’ Home shall hereafter 
consist of the General-in-Chief commanding the Army, the Surgeon-General, 
the Commissary-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, the 
Judge-Advocate-General, and the Governor of the Home; and the General-in- 
Chief shall be president of the board, and any four of them shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of business.” 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 12, with an amendment 
as follows: 

“Sec. 12. That the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out ofany money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the employment of additional clerical force to be used in adjusting 
the accounts in the Treasury Department of those funds which under the law 
belong to the Soldiers’ Home.” 

That the House agree to section 2 with an amendment. 

“Sere. 2. That the Inspector-General of the Army shall in pe 
year further inspect the home, its records, acco 
and sanitary condition, and shall report thereo 
suggestions as he desires to make.”’ 

And agree to the same 





rson onee in each 
management, discipline, 
1 in writing, together with such 


ints 


PHOMAS J. HLENDERSON, 
ANSON G. McCook, 
EDWARDS. BRAGG, 


Managers on the partof the House 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
W. J. SEWELI 
WADE ILAMPTON 

Managers on the part of the Senate 


Mr. HENDERSON 
tee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconside 
ference report was concurred in; and 
reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 


I move to concur in the re port of the commit 


the 
moved that 


‘ \ 


which the con 
the motion to 


also 


ARMY 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. | submit the report ol the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Army 
appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. 
It is as follows: 


APPROPRIATION BILI 


The statement will be read 

The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Army appropriation bill submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the conference report 

As agreed in conference the bill appropriates $24,681 
than the appropriations for the current year 
mates for L584 


0. being $1,734,104. 10 less 


and $3,604,243.44 less than the esti 


BENJ. BUTTERWORTH 

J.C. BURROWS, 

kk. JNO. ELLIS, 
Vanagers on the part of the House 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that there will be some statement of this 
That report furnishes no information. 
Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order against that report that it 


does not conform to the rules of the House. Under the rules the report 


| should refer to each amendment and indicate the result of its adoption 


Soldiers’ Home, located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, | 


or rejection. Now, I know that in the action of the Senate there were 
a large number of amendments where legislation concerning the Army 
has been stricken out; and there is no allusion in the conference report 
to these facts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have 
length in regard to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directed 
panying statement, as is the custom. 
numbers of the amendments. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire of the Speaker if the place 
for that report is in the pocket of a member of the committee on con- 
ference instead of being submitted to the House ? 


in my hand a written report at 


the Clerk to read the aecom- 
The report re fers to the different 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The report which I hold in my hands con- 
tains all of the items on which there was a difference of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report if the gentleman 
desires it. The statement of the gentleman contains an intimation that 
is not true. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to say that that report has come from a mem- 
ber of the committee since the point of order was made; and when the 
Speaker says it is not true he is mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio submitted the report 
in the first instance. 

Mr. BRAGG, I have seen just this moment the gentleman from 
Ohio pass the report over to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I went 
to the desk and got the report myself, when I found the Speaker had 
not directed it to be read, with the intention of explaining, if necessary, 
all of these points of difference. The gentleman is entirely in error. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; Iam not. The report belongs there at the 
desk, and not in the pocket of a member. 

The SPEAKER. This is taking the usual course in every respect. 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly thisistaking the usual course to-night, when 
fifty are counted for no more than ten. Iasked tohave the report read 
and another paper was read in lieu of the report. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It was not read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Thisisnotinorder. Thestatement accompanying 
the report has just been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand, the report of the conference com- 
mittee has not yet been read. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let the conference report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee of conference will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7077) * making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 7, 9, 18, 27, 30, 31, 
and 36. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 32, 33, 34,35, and 38; andagree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert * $1,750;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment number 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4, ahd agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment, insert 
“thirty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: Afterthe word “line” in said amendment, insert the following : 
“And no more than thirty aids-de-camp shall be paid assuch in addition to their 
regular pay in the line;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu ofthe number proposed by said amendment, insert " sev- 
enty-five ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$11,900,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That vacancies that may hereafter occur in the Pay Corpsof the 
Army in the grades of lieutenant-colone! and major by reason of death, resigna- 
tion, dismissal, or retirement, shall not be filled by original appointment until 
the Pay Corps shall by such vacancies be reduced to forty paymasters, and the 
number of the Pay Corps shall then be established at forty and no more, and 
hereafter vacancies occurring in the Quartermaster’sand Commissary's Depart- 
noone of the Army may, in the discretion of the President, be filled from civil 

ife."" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number stated in said amendment insert * sev- 
enty-five;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number of rations as fixed by said amendment 
insert ** 10,125,000 rations ;"" and the Senate agree to the same.| 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $2,040,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Scnate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $100,000; *’ and the Senate a ‘to the same. ’ 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its d ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “employés,”’ where it occurs in said 
amendment, and in lieu thereof insert the word “ clerks; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

BENJ. 
J.C. B 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN A. LOGAN 

P, B. PLUMB, 

M. W. NSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


BUTTERWORTH, 
URROW: 


| 


| the bill which were stricken out. 








Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now ! move the adoption of the report, ang 
will say a word in regard to it. t 
Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of erder against that report. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will not the Speaker hear the point of order? My 
point of order is that the report does not show the changes made in the 
bill. It says in lieu of what is stricken out, particularly in reference 
to the Pay Corps, there shall be inserted as follows, but it does not state 
what is stricken out. Itdoes not explain what has been taken from the 
bill and what has been substituted for it in the bill, so as to show how 
the bill will read after the change ismade. The point of order isthat jt 
does not comply with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not quote the rule. The rule 
provides that the statement accompanying a report of a committee of 
conference shall show the effect of the changes. The Chair is unable 
to discriminate against the report in that respect, and the point of order 
is overruled. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to call attention to a particular clause of the 
report. I know you have got the power, but I have the right to ask 
that the particular clause in the report be read in order to show the 
Speaker that he is mistaken in the decision he has made. 

I refer to that part of the report which relates to the Pay Corps. The 
report gives no information whatever with reference to the amendment 
in regard to that. Neither does it give any information with regard to 
that part of the bill wherein we provided in the House that certain offi- 
cers should no longer remain absent from their commands who have 
been absent more than three years. 

There is another provision which provides that the number of aids- 
de-camp shall be reduced, and provides that the pay of the aids-de-camp 
shall not exceed a particular sum. " 

There is no allusion in that report anywhere to these provisions in 
They are only referred to as some- 
thing having been stricken out, and in lieu thereof it is stated that some- 
thing is inserted as follows. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Butrerworrtu] 
moves concurrence in the conference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under Rule XXIX this report of the conference 
committee is required to be accompanied with— 

A detailed statement sufficiently explicit to inform the House what effect such 
amendments or propositions will have upon the measures to which they relate, 

My point of order is this: that the statement is expressed in merely 
general terms, and is not a compliance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The same point of order was made by the gentle- 
man frem Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], and the Chair can not hear the 
same point of order repeated. The gentleman from Ohio moves to 
concur in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. Under Rule XXIX, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, I make the point of order 
that the statement read at the Clerk’s desk is not a compliance with 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER. 
and disposed of. 

The question was put on agreeing to the report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 89, noes 42. 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


_— 


That point of order the Chair has already heard 


Mr. HOLMAN. Laskunanimousconsentto make astatement. The 
rule towhich I refer—{cries of ‘‘ Regularorder !’’ ‘‘ Object !’’] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be heard on that. Objec- 


tion is made. 
times at least. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 38. 
So the report of the committee of conference was concurred in. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the governnent of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


ELECTION CONTEST—COOK V8. CUTTS. 

Mr. CALKINS. _I now call up the contested election case of Cook vs. 
Cutts from the sixth Congressional district of Iowa. 

Mr. PAGE. _Is it in order to move to adjourn now? 
ee The Chair thinks it is too early toadjourn. [Laugh- 


The point of order ought not to be made more than three 
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Mr. CALKINS. 
he committee. 
, The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask the Clerk to read the resolutions reported from 


Resolved, That M. E, Cutts was not elected as Representative from the sixth 
district of Iowa, and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this House. ; 

Resolved, That John C. Cook was duly elected as,Representative from the sixth 
district of Iowa, and is entitled to a seat on the floor of this House. 


Mr. CALKINS. In regard to this case, I desire to state that the 
Committee on Elections, after entering upon its investigation, came tothe 
House with a resolution asking that the time be extended in order to 


enable the eontestant to take further testimony, which was granted by: 


the House. That testimony was not completed until July last. That 
accounts for the delay in the decision of this case. 

The delay in the decision of the Frost and Sessinghaus case, which 
has just been decided by the House, was in consequence of the volu- 
minous record, and, as was well stated, in consequence of the fight that 
was made, step by step, throughout the case. 

Those two cases, with one other, that of Lee against Richardson, 
from the State of South Carolina, in which the majority of the com- 
mittee have reported in favor of the sitting member, complete the work 
of the Committee on Elections for this Congress. 

I now yield the floor to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. PAvL]. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CALKINS. My entire time. 

Mr. HAZELTON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry, as a member 
of the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I desire toinquire whether, if we should adjourn 
now, this case would not come up in the morning as unfinished busi- 
ness, to be dis of at that time? 

The SPEAKER. It would come up when called up. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire now, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. PAUL], to ask whether any arrangement can be made 
with reference to the time desired for debate on either side of this 


case. 

Mr: BELTZHOOVER. I will answer the gentleman that on our 
side we will be willing to conclude this discussion in fifteen minutes 
for and fifteen minutes against the report. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will ask my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY], what time he will want? 

Mr. RANNEY. I will have to take an hour, and there are two other 
gentlemen on the committee who will want from half an hour to an 
hour each. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will submit to the House and to my colleagues 
on the Committee on Elections whether or not an hour on each side, 
which was the time granted in the other case decided to-night-—— 

Mr. RANNEY. That time was extended an hour. 

Mr. CALKINS. Whether an hour on each side will not be sufli- 
cient. 

Mr. RANNEY. It would be impossible for us to present our side 
in less thantwo hours. It would be cruelty to animals toask us to do 
80 to-night. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think that an hour on each side is enough, and 
I give notice that as at present inclined I shall call the previous ques- 
tion at the end of that time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. 

Mr. CALKINS. What is it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is that an hour on each side be 
allowed for debate, with the understanding that no vote shall be taken 
on this question until to-morrow morning. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; decide it to-night. 

_Mr. CALKINS. As for the present it does not seem possible to ar- 
Tive at any understanding in reference to the time to be allowed for this 
case, I will yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Pauw]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia will proceed. 

_Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, fortunately this case admits of compara- 
tively little discussion; it is narrowed down to one point. In the short 
time which I shall ask the attention of the House I shall address my 
remarks to the single point on which this case turns. 

There is nothing in this case similar to what we have had in other 
contested-election cases. There is nocharge here of ballot-box stufling 
or of dishonest counting. The whole case turns onthe single question 
as to the legality of about 20 or 23 votes. 

Mr. Cutts, the contestee in this case, was declared elected and re- 
ceived the certificate on a majority of 9 votes. The contestant, Mr. 
Cook, served notice of contest on Mr. Cutts, and claimed that there 
were certain votes which had been cast for Mr. Cutts that were illegal 
and fraudulent. Mr. Cutts filed his answer and claimed that certain 
votes that had been cast for the contestant were illegal and fraudulent. 

The result of that part of the contest is about this: The contestant 
shows that there were 7 illegal votes cast for the contestee, and the 

contestee shows that there were 7 or 8 votes cast for the contestant that 
were illegal. In the consideration of this question these fraudulent 
votes were excluded by the committee; and the case, as I said before, 


Allow me to make a suggestion. 


baa) 
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turns upon the 15 or 20 illegal votes claimed to have been cast for the 
contestee. 

Those illegal votes were cast in this wise: at one of the polling pre- 
cincts, Muchachinock, there was acoal-mine, and in that coal-mine were 
employed a number of colored men from the State of Virginia. They 
went there in different lots. One crowd went in March, 1380; another 
went in April, 1880; another went in May, 1880, another in July, and 
another in September, and another in October of the same year. Now, 
the laws of the State of lowa require a residence of six months in order 
to give a man the right to vote. 

All the men who went there prior to May, 1880, had a right to vote. 
All who went there after the Ist day of May had no right to vote. The 
testimony in this case shows thatof those men who went there twenty- 
three arrived aiter the Ist of May, 1880, and they were voted at the elec- 
tion in November following, not having been theresix months. 
fore they had no right to vote. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a fair state- 
ment of the case. That is the issue involved here. 

I do not know what position will be taken by the minority of the 
committee who make a report inthiscase. I believe there are but two. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. RANNEY] has made a report, 
and an able report, because he is an able man; but he will be unable 
to show this House that the votes which were cast by these men who 
went to Iowa after the Ist of May, 1880, are legal votes. 

Mr. RANNEY. You had better show that they are illegal 

Mr. PAUL. We do show that they are illegal; and as to the proof, 
we prove by the man who took these people to lowa, Major Shumate, 
that twenty-three of them went there after the Ist day of May, 1880. 
Not only is this proof given by Major Shumate, but he is corroborated 
and sustained by overwhelming testimony in the cause. We show he 
is correct in his statement by the letters which he wrote to his family 
after the arrival of these people. We show it by the testimony of the 
railroad companies who carried them to Iowa. What is stronger still, 
not a single witness is brought to contradict Major Shumate as to the 
time these people went there. When we sent out subpeenas to bring in 
witnesses to show the time that these men went to lowa we could not 
find any of them except two; but when we asked them the question, 
‘*Did you vote in the last election?’’ they said, ‘‘We preter not to 
answer that question.’’ They not only refused to tell how they had 
voted, but whether they had voted at all. 

An attempt has been made in this case to break down the testimony 
of this chief witness, Major Shumate, but it utterly and completely 
failed. He is corroborated by facts and circumstances which could not 
be falsified. He is sustained by letters which he wrote home to his 
wife as to the time these people arrived. Heis sustained by testimony 
of the railroad officers; he is sustained by the records of the railroad 
office; he is sustained by the drafts he drew to pay the fare of these 
people; drafts which he drew on Mr. Cutts’s own bank. And he is 
sustained by the fact that not one witness was called to contradict him. 
There is a feeble attempt made to break him down on his general repu 
tation for veracity. You knowwhatthatamountsto. Twenty or thirty 
colored people were called to testify to the fact that Major Shumate 
was not a man of veracity. Twenty or thirty colored men came up and 
said that he was a man of veracity. In addition to that, eighteen 
white men of Oscaloosa, the town in Jowa in which he lived,came up 
and said he is a reputable man, a man of veracity, a man to be be- 
lieved. 

Now, I can anticipate from the report made by my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [ Mr. RANNEY] the points that he is going to make in this 
case in order to break down Major Shumate’s testimony. The first 
point he makes is that Major Shumate’s memory is a bad one, that he 
is inaccurate in his statement of dates. Well, a man may not be able 
to fix a certain day; and Major Shumate does not profess to fix 
testimony any date when these people left Virginéa; but he tells you 
that a certain man left in March, certain other men in April, certain 
other men in May, others in July, and others in September, others in 
October. If he had undertaken to fix a certain date you might have 
suspected the inaccuracy of his testimony; but he was so cautious and 
prudent as only to declare the month in which these people arrived. 
Then the books of the coal company, this company for whom these men 
were employed, show the month in which they arrived. There can 
not be in my judgment any question as to the fact that these men hal 
not lived in Iowa a sufficient length of time to be allowed to vote in 
November, 1830. 

At the risk of reputation let me say that Major Shumate is supported 
by letters written to his wife at the time of his arrival. The contestant 
here claims that the first installment of these people landed in lowaon 
the 15th of May, 1880, fourteen daystoo late to makethem lega! voters 
at the November election following. The railroad records show that 
this crowd of colored people landed there on the 15th day of May 


There- 


in his 


Mr. RANNEY. I cansave the gentleman and the House h an 
hour’s talk perhaps. If he will look at my report and will remember. 
what I said in committee he must undegstand that I concede six men 
who came in a crowd on the 15th of May, because that matte? i» of no 


consequence to the case. 
Mr. PAUL. ‘There were seven in that crowd. 


The gentleman con- 
cedes them, as I understand. 
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Mr. RANNEY. 
how I put it. 

Mr. PAUL. The gentleman has madeseveral reports. 
to the supplemental report or to the other? 

Mr. RANNEY. Both. 

Mr. PAUL. Iam glad the gentleman concedes that point. Then 
the only question between us is‘as to the time when the other sixteen 
arrived. And the testimony on that point is overwhelming that they 
arrived not with this crowd in May, but came in July, came in Sep- 
tember, came in October, all of them arrived in Iowa after the seven 
men arrived there on the 15th day of May. Iam glad to know you con- 
ceded that much. 

Mr. RANNEY. 
know it before. 

Mr. PAUL. Why, that was the fight—that was the issue you made 
before the committee. That was the only point you made. When we 
showed you these people arrived on the 15th of May, then you said 
there were two crowds; one got there, you said, on the 1st day of May 
and the other on the 15th of May. Now you come in and concede 
these men got there on the 15th of May, but were not legal voters. 
Then let those seven stand aside, and that reduces Mr. Cutts’s major- 
ity down to 2. But what are you going to do with the other 16 which 
arrived there in July, and in September, and in October? What is the 
proof? We narrow it down to 16 votes, 2 majority you have for Cutts. 
What are you going to do with the other 16? There is Shumate’s tes- 
timony, the man who gathered these people up in Virginia and carried 
them out to Iowa, swearing they went in July and in September and 
in October, all after the 15th of May, 1880. What testimony do you 
bring to contradict him? When we called for these people themselves 
to come and testify we could not find them. Subponas were returned 
non est inventus. You know we got afterall of them; we found but two 
and put them on the stand and asked them, ‘‘ How did you vote in the 
last election?’ And they said, **I prefer not to answer that question.”’ 

And you never tried to contradict Major Shumate except as to the 
May crowd. You called all these people as witnesses who had voted 
illegally, and knew they had no right to vote, and every mother’s son 
swore they got there on the Ist day of May. A nice calculation, be- 
cause if they got there on the 2d day of May they would not have been 
there six months to entitle them to vote. You called all of that May 
crowd, but you never called a single witness as to anybody who came 
in July or September or October. You had them all there—your own 
partisans—under your own control, but not aman did you bring to con- 
tradict the statement of Major Shumate as to the time they got there. 

Now I will leave this case here with this, the opening statement. I 
do not desire to discuss itany further. This case was thoroughly dis- 
cussed before the committee. It was carefully examined. I do not 
wish to detain the House longer in this discussion, if I were so dis- 
posed—but I will not do that. I will not trespass upon the sense of 
justice and of right that has marked the Republican side of this House 
in these contested-election cases. I will not offend your sense of jus- 
tice by asking you to apply the same rules to Northern contested- 
election cases that you have applied to the Southern people. I have 
stood here by you in your policy of investigating these election cases, 
because it was right; not because it was the policy of the Republican 
party, but because it was the policy of justice and of honesty. And I 
have assumed as much responsibility in these contests as any man on 
this floor, and I do not regret it. I rather like responsibility, and the 
brief record I have made in this Congress I am proud of; prouder of 
the votes I cast on this floor to seat men whom I believe to be honestly 
elected than of anything else connected with my short Congressional 
career, except one thing, and that is the indorsement that my constit- 
uents gave me in the last campaign, because I had stood up for honest 
election and an honest count. 

it may be the dream ofa visionary, but I indulge the hope that I 
shall live to see the day when the claims of a Representative to a seat 
in this House shall be determined independent of partisan feeling and 
partisan bias, when it shall be the eager, earnest, honest desire of those 
who are to pass judgment upon conflicting claims to the right of repre- 
sentation on this floor, to ascertain the legally-expressed will of the 
constituent body, and to voice that will with an honesty and purity of 
determination that shall leave no doubt of its justice. [Applause on 
the Republican side. } 

I leave this question with you. It is your concern as much as it is 
mine. Here is a case in which I believe that Mr. Cook was honestly 
elected; that there were illegal votes cast for Mr. Cutts that ought to 
be excluded I think; and I say it is the crowning honor of the Repub- 
lican party in this Congress that it has stood up for fair elections, and 
has declared before the country there shall be honest elections through- 
out this Union. This is the first case that has been presented from the 
North, and I expect the Republican side of this House to apply the 
same rules to a Northern case they did so rigidly, and I say so justly, 
enforce in Southern elections. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would be the last man in this world 
to stand here and advocate the cause of this contestee [Mr. Cutts] if I 
did not believe that hewas duly elected and is entitled to retain his seat. 
It is undoubtedly true that this contestant if he was elected should now 


If the gentleman will look at my report he will see 


Does he refer 


You can not have read my report if you did not 
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be given hisseat, whatever may be the consequence. But if he has to be 
given a seat at all it must be given to him as a matter of right, of strict 
right, and not as a matter of grace or favor. If I wanted to oblige my 
good friend from Virginia, and I could feel that I was doing right when | 
did so, I would be glad to seat the contestant; but I can not do it, and 
I do not believe the House can do it. I do not believe the House can 
do it, because it is not right, and for one I am not willing to put my- 
self on the record as sustaining the case presented here by the contest- 
ant. I do not believe that if a jury had found the facts as stated in the 
majority report there is any court under Heaven, certainly in this coun- 
try, that would not in the exercise of its conservative power set it aside 
as againstevidence and without evidence. 

Now, sir, to come at once to the case in hand: The contestee was 
awarded his certificate on a majority of 101. It appears that in two 
townships the returns were defective, but the actual vote has been 
proved as it was cast, and being allowed, the majority of contestee js 
reduced to 9. 

That is the position in which it stands on conceded facts to this point. 
The contestant concedes and the evidence shows 8 illegal votes at least 
cast for the contestant. Eight are conceded, and the names are given 
in the majority report. I pass to the controverted issues. 

The majority report shows this: They find 32 illegal votes to have 
been cast for the contestee, twenty-three of them are the votes of colored 
persons, seven of them are in a miscellaneous class, one of them was an 
alleged imbecile, another one is said not to have resided in the town- 
ship where he voted, but in another township within the same district, 
and five of them are said not to have been citizens because not natural- 
ized, and then there are said to have been two colored voters more who 
came from the Albia mines. The majority report finds only a majority 
of fourteen for contestant, and the report which I have presented in be- 
half of the minority finds amajority of fourteen the other way. So that 
the case comes down to clese quarters. 

Unfortunately the everlasting negro is brought into it, but there is no 
pretense that the colored men were taken to Iowa for any improper pur- 
pose, but for legitimate business and for laudable purposes as laborers in 
mines. 

Mr. MOULTON. 
there. 

Mr. RANNEY. Wait until I get through and see, and the House 
will judge as to that. It is not so. 

There is, however, another question that meets us on the very threshold 
of the case, not considered or reported upon in the majority report. In my 
judgment this question determines the case of itself. But before treating 
that issue I wish to say, as preliminary to that consideration, I was on 
the sub-committee that investigated this case. My associate from lowa 
{Mr. THomMpson] who is absent now on account of illness of some rela- 
tive, as I understand, was also upon that sub-committee. We tried no 
less than six times to get a quorum of that committee together to hear 
this case, but rarely ever got more than one or twomembers. In addi- 
tion to that we did not ever succeed in gettinga full hearing of the case. 
The contestee was ill and had no counsel; but finally the case had to 
be brought before the whole committee for decision, without any formal 
report from the sub-committee. When it was taken up and decided 
there, five members were absent or did not vote, and a bare majority 
passed upon the case there. Mr. THoMPsON, who was tomake a report 
of the case to the committee, had been compelled to leave and was not 

resent. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
stand in the committee ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I was justabouttoask thesame question. 

Mr. RANNEY. Eight in the majority. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But eight voted for the majority report, and 
two against it, and one declingd to vote. Thatis not a bare majority. 

Mr. RANNEY. My statement is correct, that in the committee a 
bare majority voted in favor of the contestant. There are fifteen mem- 
bers in all and it took eight to make a majority of the whole commit- 
tee. I did not undertake to say anything else. Seven would not have 
been a majority. There were two on the other side that voted, and 
the rest were not there and did not vote at all. 

Mr. AIKEN. How would they have voted? 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not know. 


Mr. FLOWER. This is another question of eight to seven, I sup- 
va 


And were used fraudulently after you got them 


Let me ask the gentleman, how did the vote 


Mr. RANNEY. I callita majority vote, although, as I have said, it 
is a bare majority. Eight voted and the rest were not there, and you 


may discover for yourself how they would have voted. I know noth- 
ing about that. I am stating the facts as I know them. 2 

I do not mean to reflect upon the absent ones because of their ab- 
sence. They know what their reasons were; I do not. The point 
which I am now to consider was never argued or considered in com- 
mittee and is not reported upon in the majority report at all. It is 
treated by me in the minority report. My friend [Mr. PAUL] has not 
touched upon it in what he has said. I invite the attention of the House 
to the same. : 

The facts are not in dispute. There were two precincts in which 
some 34 ballots were found in the wrong box, and which were counted 
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for contestant; 25 were in one precinct and 8 in another, There was 
1 ballot cast for Mr. Cutts, which was found in the wrong box also. 
There were three boxes—one designed for the ballots for State and county 
officers and member of Congress, they being all on one ticket; another 


for township officers; and another was for ballots cast upon the consti- | 


tutional amendment, called the amendment box. 

The ballot for Mr. Cutts alluded to was found in the amendment 
box. The others were found in the township box—25 in one precinct 
and 8 in another precinct. The managers excluded the vote cast for 
Mr. Cutts and counted those cast for contestant. If this was wrong 
contestee was elected at all events, and the other questions become im- 
material. 

In my opinion none of these votes found in the wrong box should 
have been counted, and that they should now be rejected. 

Mr. HOOKER. Who put them in the box, the electors or the man- 


rs? 
Mr. RANNEY. I will answer that when I come to itin order; but | 


wish now to show what is the law, and what are the precedents in this 
House on the subject. Gentlemen must remember they are making 
precedents in this case for the future. We are deciding a question of law 
which is independent, important and independent of all. It is nota 
new question. There are two precedents on the records of the House 
and which have gone into the books, and there is a well-considered case 
decided by the highest court in Michigan. 

The precedents and case referred to and considered are in McCrary 
on Elections, sections 130, 131, 132, 133. What was held in Washburn 
vs. Ripley is thus stated by Mr. McCrary. I will read only brief ex- 
tracts: 

In the lower House of Congress it has been held that ballots deposited in the 
wrong box were lost and could not be changed to the right one, either by the 
voter or the officers of election. The same question again arose in the House in 
the more recent case of Newland vs.Graham. In that case one of the judges of 
election testified, he and the other judges finding a few ballots had been placed 
by mistake in the wrong box, had them changed. There was no dcubt as to the 
mistake, or that the judges acted fairly and in good faith. The committee sub- 
mitted to the House the question whether these ballots should be counted, at 
the same time, however, intimating very clearly what their opinion was. In 
this case that recommendation of the committee was not adopted by the House, 
or at least adopted only in part, the seat being declared vacant, while the com- 
mittee recommended the seating of the contestant. 

These are two precedents of long standing in this House; and there 
is not one that I can find to the contrary. 


There is a well-considered case in the eleventh Michigan Reports, of | 


The People on the relation of Michael Hayes vs. George Bates. 
read from the head-note. It was held as follows: 
Where a city and State election were both held at the same time, under the 


I will 


charge of the same inspectors, and 7 ballots for city officers were found at the | 
closing of the poll in the ‘State’? box, and the circumstances of the case made | 
it reasonably certain that these ballots were in good faith put in by electors, who 


did not put in other ballots for city officers at the same election, it was held that 
they were properly counted by the inspectors. 


Now, I will read one sentence more from the opinion of Judge Camp- | 


bell—a dissenting opinion. I take the law, you will see in a moment, 
as held by the majority of the court in this case. I do not claim any- 
thing else. Judge Campbell says this: 

But the fact that such an occurrence has happened, either by the design or 
mistake of these voters, and that it is impossible by any means to ascertain who 
they were, illustrates to my mind the necessity of adhering to the rule of count- 
ing only such ballots as are cast into the proper ballot-box, without attempting 
to correct what can only be supposed to be an error by means purely conject- 
ural, 

Now, what does McCrary say? And it is a doctrine which I have 
adopted, that if the ballots are put into the wrong box by the design or 
fraud of the inspector the voter should not be deprived of his ballot; 
that I grant. 
and proved aflirmatively, then I grant the vote should be counted. | 
take the extreme view or the most favorable view, as intimated by Mr. 
McCrary, as you will see when I call your attention to the facts in this 
case. McCrary says: 


It should be shown that the ballots were handed in by legal voters and de- 


—< in the wrong box by accident or mistake or fraud of the officer, and the | 


and circumstances tending to establish or to go to disprove this proposition 
should be brought out in the evidence. 

Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. RANNEY. 


Your own authority puts you out of court. 
No, it does not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Go on; I will show you that it does. 

Mr. RANNEY. If so, then I will yield thecase. The pointisthis: 
if the ballots were put into the wrong box by the wrongful act of the 
inspector, they should be counted; and if they are put into the box by 
the innocent mistake of the voters they should be counted. 
not enough that you should show the fact that the ballot appears in 

wrong box; you must show the mistake, or the accident, or the 
fraud by which it was put into that box. If this is not proved affirm- 
atively this House should reject the ballots counted for the céntestant. 

Mr. MOULTON. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. RANNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MOULTON. 
every officer performs his duty? 

Mr. RANNEY. That is undoubtedly the rule of law, that the offi- 
cers of election are presumed to act rightly and todo their duty. That 








And if it is a pure mistake of the voter, and it issoshown | 


But it is | 


Is it not the rule that the presumption is that | 


and put them into the boxes as the electors themselves directed. 

Mr. MOULTON. I deny that. 

Mr. RANNEY. It is true. 

Mr. MOULTON. That is not in the evidence. 

Mr. RANNEY. I thought you had rot read the record when you 
made your report. 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman refer us to the page of the rec- 
ord that proves that fact? 

Mr. RANNEY. One of the witnesses is asked the question and he 
states distinctly that the officer puts the votes in the box where the voter 
directs they shall be put. On page 220 of the testimony, cross-inter- 
rogatory 3, the witness is asked, ‘* Does the voter or one of the judges 
| place the voter’s ticket inthe box?’’ And the witness answers, *‘ From 
| what I have noticed one of the judges, by the direction of the voter, ' 
places the ballot in the box indicated by the voter.”’ 

Mr. MOULTON. That isa general rule which is followed in the 
| election; that is not in this case. 

Mr. RANNEY. If there is any evidence in this record that shows 
that these officers were guilty of any frauds, I would like to know it. 
The facts in question occurred in two precincts; inone of them the three 
inspectors were all Democrats, in the other there were two Democratic 
inspectors and one Republican, and all the four clerks were Democrats. 
Now, if you say that your Democratic friends, the officers at that elec- 
tion, fraudulently took those ballots and put them intothe wrong boxes, 
then say so if you want to; I do not say it. 

Mr. MOULTON. Or put them there by mistake. 

Mr. RANNEY. By mistake! The fact is clear and the evidence un- 
| disputed that ballots were found in the wrong boxes. The evidence 
here is clear and undisputed that the way the votes were cast In this 
| election was this: They have there the secret ballot; the voter ap 
| proaches the box with his ballot folded, or if it is not folded he is re 
| quired by the manager of the poll to fold it before it is deposited; when 
| he has folded it he hands it to the manager, who puts it into the box 
designated. The manager has no right to open the ballot to see for 
whom it is cast. The ballot is secret, and the manager has no right to 
| see or know who it is for. The manager could not determine from the 
ballot what box the ballot should go into unless he violated the rights 


| is the case here. The evidence here is that the officers took the votes 
} 


of the voter. The process of voting is plain. There were three ballot- 
| boxes, each labeled to show for what class of ballots they were designed, 
| SO the voter could see and know for himself. . 


| The voter steps up with a folded ballot and hands that folded ballot 

to the man in charge of the box for the ballots for State ticket de- 
| scribed, and it is put in that box. The voter may have in his other 
hand another ballot of the same kind, and hand that to the man in 
charge of the township box, and he must put it into that box; and h 
} may have still another ballot of the same kind, and hand it up to be put 
into the constitutional-amendment box. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. 
| might have been. 

Mr. RANNEY. The facts are, first, 
whole record to show any CC ident, mistake, 
the ballots that were found in the wrong box. 
case except this: that when these boxes twenty 
five in one and twelve in another, the township box and the other bo» 
with Judge Cook’s name on it, and the managers counted all of them 
as though they had all been in one bex. Now, there is not a tittle of 
evidence in this case to explain how that happened. If there is I as! 
the gentleman te point it out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not the poll-list show that the ballots 
responded with the whole number of names on the list ? 

Mr. RANNEY. We have not the poll-lists 

Mr. HOOKER. Why did not you have them ? 

Mr. RANNEY. It was for contestant and not the contestee to show 
that it was by mistake, or accident, or design; otherwise the ballot is 
not to be counted under the law as cited. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. RANNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Does not every witness swear on that sub- 
ject that the number of ballots in the boxes did not exceed the num- 
ber of names on the poll-list—did not even reach the number ? 

Mr. JACOBS. There were two more on the poll-list. 

Mr. RANNEY. If there is any such thing in the record I have not 
seen it. I am sure that no poll-list is in the record or its contents 
“proved. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
trouble. 

Mr. RANNEY. If the gentleman will let me alone, I will state what 
is in the record. I do not wish to be interrupted. I shall deal fairly 
| with this question. 

Remeraber it must be shown in proof affirmatively that these tickets 
got into the box by accident, mistake, or frand. If you say there was 
fraud on the part of the managers, I have answered that assumption. 
Was it mistake on the part of the voter? No, so far as the evidence 
| appears. In Warrington Township, where there were eight or twelve of 
| these cases, there is not a particleof evidence on the subject except that 


Tellus what were the facts, and not what 
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in one instance a witness is asked if it is not a common thing to get a 
vote in the wrong box. He says, ‘‘I should notthink it was a common 
eceurrence.’’ In ease of the other precinct one witness answered, ‘It 
has been done.’’ But are we to say that because it is a common thing 
to do wrong, therefore it is right, and changes the rule of law? Men 
may make mistakes; but it must be shown that there was a mistake. 
If the poll-list were produced, and it should appear how many men 
voted on that day, that would be one fact. But we have not got that 
at all as they had in the case from Michigan cited. Theonly evidence 
that can be relied upon atall is that of Mr. Baxter, one of the managers, 
to whom this question was put: 

When you fourd State tickets in the township box, did you not find an equal 


number of township tickets in the State bex ? 
Answer. No; we did not. 


If aman made a mistake; if, when he went up to vote, he got his 
township ticket in the State box and his State ticket in the township 
box, you would say they had been interchanged possibly by mistake. 
But the evidence does not show that this was the case, but the contrary 
thereof. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I have the testimony on this point. 

Mr. RANNEY. Ifthe gentleman will refer me to it [ will read it, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Page 214. 

Mr. RANNEY. That is where I am reading. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Page 236, first cross-interrogatory, and page 
265; then interrogatory 9 on page 214. 

Mr. RANNEY. I have all those references, and will take up the 
evidence. Is there anything else the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Pages 215, 216, and 217. 

Mr. RANNEY. What is the evidence? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. To answer that I would have to read the 
evidence in each case. 

Mr. RANNEY. If those are your references, I am coming to all of 
them. The first fact I have shown is that there was not anaccidental 
interchange of ballots, because there is no witness who says that any 
man going up to vote got his ticket intothe wrong box. The presump- 
tion is that a man would vote both tickets. It is true that one witness 
gives the number of votes for Mr. Cook and the number of votes for 
Mr. Cutts; but that does not settle the question. A partof those votes 
may have been the double votes in question. If the poll-list were pro- 
duced and the number of votes counted for Mr. Cook corresponded with 
that, what would it show? A man may have putone set of votes into 
one box and another set into the other and they may both have been 
counted. There would be but one name on the poll-list, though the 
votes would be doubled. 

It may be said that if a man states what his vote was, that explains 
it; but it explains nothing. He might have put the same vote into 
three boxes, while only one man’s name would appear on the poll-list. 
You have no right to conclude that a man would vote for only one set 
of candidates. The probability is that a man would feel as much in- 
terest in town oflicers as any other. If a man wanted to commit 
fraud, can you point out any easier way to do it than by voting for the 
same officer on three sets of tickets, one put in each box? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the aggregate vote would show more votes 
for Congressman than there were voters, which is not the fact in this 
case. 

Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. RANNEY. 


It does not appear how many voters there were. 

It does. 

I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can read the evidence. 

Mr. RANNEY. I now come to,the ninth interrogatory. This isthe 
next point I was going to consider; I am glad the gentleman is satisfied 
so fur as I have gone. I can and will read now the only evidence which 
the learned gentleman can refer to: 


Interrogatory 9. What were the entire number of votes in said precinct at 
said election ? 


Answer. Either 503 or 505. I am not positive about the exact vote. 


Hie was not asked how many votes were cast or the highest number 
of votes cast for any one man; but he was asked how many votes there 
were in the precinct. He does not remember the exact vote in the pre- 
cinct. Butwhat does that prove? Suppose there were thirty-three men 
in that precinct who did not vote at all, and thirty-three Democrats 
who cast double votes. They could not have hada better opportunity 
to do that, and the only reasonable probability on the evidence is that 
this was so. 

There is no poll-list or any evidence to show how many men voted 
that day at all except the number of votes counted. If there is any 
other evidence, let us see it. 

You have not a single fact or circumstance to show accident or mis- 
take ; the mere fact that the ballot is in the wrong box is held to be no 
evidence or not enough. A guess or conjecture will not do, but the 
proof must be adduced to show affirmatively a mistake or fraud. The 
authorities are very clear. The precedents as they stand in this House 
are to the effect that even if the inspector knows there has been a mistake 
he has no right to take out the vote and change it, or let the voter take 
it and change it. The court of Michigan say that the fact of a vote be- 





ing found in the wrong box is not sufficient; you must show aflirma- 
tively how the vote got there, and that there was a mistake on the part 
ofthe voter ora fraud on the part of the inspectors. There is not a parti- 
cle of evidence of this kind in the present case. I have alluded to al) 
that the gentlemen has pointed out. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I have not pointed out the fiftieth part of 
it, except by page, and the gentleman has not referred to any of that. 
I shall refer to it when I take the floor. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman. He has not read a fiftieth part of the evidence on this 
point. 

Mr. RANNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, if this case is going to be de- 
termined on assertions and counter-assertions, we ought to know where 
weare. If gentlemen will read the testimony from pages 213 to 220, 
they will find all there is on the subject. There is not a particle of 
evidence tending to explain in the slightest degree as to the votes in 
Warren Township, or to show any mistake or fraud. There is no pre- 
sumption about it. The presumption is that a voter intended to do 
what he did do. Accident or mistake is not to be presumed, but must 
be shown, as McCreary says in section 132: 

The party who, in case of a contest, claims that ballots found in the wrong 
box should be counted, should be put to the proof that such ballots were fairly 
and honestly cast by legal voters. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. RANNEY. Whattimehave I left? Iam willing togoon to-night 
and finish, if that be the desire. 

' _ ANDERSON. I move the House do now adjourn. [Cries of 
“No!” 

Mr. WHITE. With the consent of the House, I will move we take 
a recess until 10 o’clock. 

Mr. RANNEY. Iam willing to yield to an adjournment if that be 
the wish of the House. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How long does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. RANNEY. There are three other gentleman who want half an 
hour apiece. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How much time do you want? 

Mr. RANNEY. An hour. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How much time has the gentleman left? 

TheSPEAKER. Hehasthirty minutes. (Criesof* Regularorder!’’} 

Mr. BAYNE. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. ATHERTON. That is not good faith. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to a 
motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, he does. 

Mr. RANNEY. [yield to the motion to adjourn. 
ought to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 hope the House will not adjourn, but will settle 
this case to-night. To-morrow we will have the tariff bill up, and there 
will be no time to consider this case. 

Mr. WHITE. Debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 49. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. RANNEY. IfI am right, and I desire to be on the facts stated, 
taking the law to be in the most favorable light for contestant, the con- 
testee was duly elected. 

Mr. HOOKER. [ask the gentleman from Massachusetts to indicate 
some time when he proposes to close his side of the case. 

Mr. RANNEY. I did not hear what the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi said. I propose to proceed in my own way and in my own 
time. If the House compels us tosit here to-night at this late hour, I 
must argue this case in the best way I can under the circumstances. 

Now, to restate it: The fact that ballots are found in the wrong box 
standing alone is conclusively stated by the best authorities that they 
should be rejected. I repeat, you are not to presume it was by accident 
or mistake or fraud, but you must find it affirmatively proved to have 
been such. That is the most liberal doctrine as qualified by the au- 
thor cited. The law is founded in reason as a safeguard in the interest 
of pure electionsand to prevent fraud, and its principleisavitalone. I 
gay again, there is nothing to show it was by accident or mistake, and 
not perfectly consistent with fraud; and, notwithstanding what is as- 
serted, I respectfully challenge any man on this floor to cite anything 
from the record which relieves the case from the condemnation which 
the law imposes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I pass to another class of votes. We are coming 
to more minute detail, which may be important if the contestant is not 
already disposed of by the other, which I have discussed at such length. 
There is a miscellaneous class of votes. I see that the majority in their 
report state a man by the name of Patrick O’Connor, who voted for con- 
testee, was an imbecile. Whatisthe evidence? They call a farmer— 
not a physician, not an expert—and he says that he had the appearance 
of a manof unsound mind, that he stuttered and spluttered and did not 
seem to understand. And that is the only evidence they refer to, and 
that is about the whole substance of it. Another man of the same name 
in 1875 was under guardianship, we are told. There is no evidence he 
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was the same man, but I presume he was. What is the state of the 
facts? Just think ofit. A lawyer by the name of Bowles and another 
man by the name of Havens, respectable and intelligent men, took that 
alleged imbecile before Judge Blanchard, of the circuit court, in October, 
the month preceding this election, and signed asa witness and swore to 
the requisite certificate to get him naturalized, and the judge, Blanch- 
ard, administered tue oath, and gave him his certificate of naturaliza- 
tion. ‘These men who took him there were political friends of the con- 
testant, Greenback Democrats. They knew him intimately and well, 
lived in the same town, and they took him before the judge of the cir- 
euit court and swore to the facts, and the judge administered the oath 
and naturalized him, and he received his certificate, and about a fort- 
night after that cast his vote, and no man in that township where he 
was so well known challenged his vote. 

He voted for the contestee, and that, I presume, they think is suffi- 
cient evidence of his insanity or imbecility. If he had voted the other 
way contestant would not perhaps have set up this claim, and he would 
have been held to be a sound and a sane man. Indeed, the witnesses 
who got him naturalized do not swear that he was an imbecile. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let meask the gentleman if the question of insanity 
is a question pertinent in the naturalization of any person? 
was not tried at all. 

Mr. RANNEY. Inmbecility. Do you suppose that any respectable 
man would take a driveling idiot, as you would have us believe this 
man to have been, before the judge of the circuit court and swear as 
they are required to swear in that case. I wish I had it here to show 

ou what was required of the witnesses and the subject. 

Mr. BRUMM. But the gentleman does not answer the question. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not believe that any man would take an insane 
person, an idiot, an imbecile to a judge to have him naturalized. And 
to get him naturalized for the purpose of getting him to vote for the 
contestant. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Hecould not take the oath if he was insane. 

Mr. RANNEY. He could not take the oath; an imbecile or an in- 
sane person could not take the oath because it would not be binding 
uponhim. Hecould not understandit. The law presumes that a man 
is competent to understand the nature of an oath. 
an imbecile could not be legally naturalized. 

Mr. CURTIN. Was he adjudged to be insane? 

Mr.RANNEY. Ido not knowthat he was. There is a record here 
made in May, 1875, and if he was insane then he could have got over 
it in the intervening time. 

Mr. CURTIN. Unless he was adjudged insane the argument goes 
for nothing. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Let me ask the gentleman if the rule of law 
is not that where a state of facts is once shown to exist it is presumed 
to exist until the contrary is shown? 

Mr. CURTIN. That is it exactly. 

Mr. RANNEY. If he was competent to take an oath like that, and 
he did take it and then did as he was requested in the matter of voting, 
it is a good proof of his sanity. The fact that he voted for contestee is 
not evidence of insanity. The men who got him naturalized to vote 
must have seen and known that he was not an imbecile. 

Mr. JACOBS. That is not quite fair, judge. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not know whether it is or not, but it is a sig- 
nt and competent fact; and there is no evidence whatever of his 
ity except the testimony of a farmer in reference to it. There is 

no evidence of a physician or of an expert whose evidence would be com- 
petent to show the fact. There is no testimony whatever of a person 
competent to determine the fact. 

Theat disposes of him, and the presumption that he was a qualified 
voter is almost conclusive. 
man, and being good citizens living in the same town with him, accepted 
his vote as a valid vote and allewed it without question. 
lenged him, but permitted him to vote and it was counted. Mere weak- 
ness of mind does not destroy a man’s vote. If it did a great many 
would not have the opportunity of casting their votes. 

The next alleged illegal voter is Mr. Gurnsey. 
Centreville, but he cast his vote in John’s Township. 
based on Gurnsey’s own testimony. 
live in John’s Township, and that became his home. 
he always lived there, and never intended to change his residence or 
home from there and that he had not done it. He was county super- 
intendent of schools, and was away a part of the time spending it at 
Centreville. 
treville on a newspaper, and went there and staid about half his time, 
but he still kept his home in John’s Township. He recognized that as 
his home; kept his room there, his clothes and his library. Now, a 
man does not change his residence unless he actually moves away with 
the intention of changing his domicile to another place and does so. 

man swears that he did not intend to leave John’s Township; that 
he regarded it and retained it as his home, and yet his vote is rejected 
a8 illegal without a tithe of otherevidence. Then there are four minors 
who had come to this country quite young. They say they were not 
naturalized. Now, if the father of these was naturalized, that was 
enough. They say, one of them said, that his father told him two or 
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Besides, the judges of election, knowing the | 


They say he lived in | 


He went when two years old to | 
He swears fhat4 


The January before the election he was working at Cen- | 


three years before he died that he had never been naturalized, and an 
inference drawn from that hearsay statement, not under oath, was 
that the father had never been naturalized. But there was time enough 
in those two or three years for him to secure his naturalization: and if 
the father was naturalized it was suflicient if the boy was a minor at 
the time. Another swears he hinks he 
age when his father was naturalized. But he 
age was or when his father was naturalized 
of some of these others. 

I will not take the time of the House to allude to them a 
there were five votes standing in that position 
inadequate. 


was, Oo! 


Wits past 1 years of 
did not state 
That was the 


what his 


condition 


ll. But 
The evidence is wholly 
I state this, too, as a proposition which will not be de 
nied: One man comes forward and swears that he was an illegal voter 
and voted for contestee illegally. He is presumed to know the law, 
and knew if he did what he says he did that he had violated it by vot- 
ing when he had no right to vote. Now, I ask, 

rely upon that man’s uncorroborated evidence, alleging as he does his 
own turpitude and violation of the law? I state this as a fair proposi- 
tion of law, that if a man shows by his own evidence that he violated 
the law and committed a criminal offense, he is not to be credited, as 
a general rule. If he swears to the commission of an act of moral and 
legal turpitude, to a violation of the law, that is suflicient to destroy 
his credit when he goes further and swears that he voted for the con 
testee. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts contend you 
must prove a negative in a case of that kind? 

Mr. RANNEY. The law presumes every vote cast is legal, and itis 
to be so taken until the contrary thereof is proved by competent and 
credible evidence. 

Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. RANNEY 


if you will take and 





Until the contrary is proven 
Yes, sir. 


| 
| 
| 
|} Mr. BRUMM. Does not Hanson say this? I read from the testi- 
| mony: 
Interrogatory 7. Where is vour father? 
| 
Answer. My father isdead 
} Int. 8 Were youever naturalized? 
| A. No, sir 
| Int. 9. Was your father naturalized before you became of age? 
| A. No, sir; but he made his declaration of intention of becoming a citizen 
Int. 10. Was your father ever fully naturalized? 
A. No, sir. 
| Then he goes on justin that same strain; and in regard to the others 


the evidence is just as plain as that. 

Mr. RANNEY I do not yi ld to the yen 
tion. What the gent shows how 
read half of the 

Mr. BRUMM. 
time. 

Mr. RANNEY. This man says he only knew his father was not nat- 
uralized because his father told him so two or three years before he 
died. He had no knowledge about it. It ismere hearsay at best. 
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eman except for a ques- 


t] 
f retalong who only 


nan says men will 
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| Mr. BRAGG. What proof was there he was naturalized ? 
Mr. RANNEY. The record 
| Mr. BRUMM. Here is what he says on that subject: 


Interrogatory 12. In what year did your father di 


Answer. In the year 1879 

Int. 13. Was that after you became of age? 
A. Yes, sir 
int. 14. How old were you when he died? 
A. I was twenty-three years of ag: 


It was after he became of age. 
} Mr. BRAGG 
| ralized ? 

Mr. RANNEY. I suppose where your party, the Democratic party, 
is accustomed to keepthem. They keep the run of them at least pretty 
well, to say nothing more. 

Now, I do not want to be interrupted if al 
time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN 


Where do they kee p the records of those not natu- 


| this is to come out of my 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him just 
one question ? 
|} Mr, RANNEY. LI will hear one more question. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it an admitted fact that these men were for- 


eign born? Is that admitted ? 

Mr. RANNEY. ‘The only evidence in this whole matter as to each 
| man’s vote is his own oath—the oath of a man who is alleging his own 
turpitude, his own violation of law; an ignorant, an unknown man, an 
| alleged foreign-born man, who swears to the commission of a serious 
offense. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When a man is foreign-born, then the burdenof 
proof is on him to show naturalization either of himself or his father 

Mr. RANNEY. The law is very plain that when aman’s vote is re- 
| ceived he is presumed to have been naturalized, if need be. That is 
conceded as undoubted law. You start with that presumption and 
must meet it with proof of the contrary before the vote can be invali- 
dated. In this case the only evidence in one instance is that this man’s 
father told him two or three years before he died that he was not nat- 
uralized. 

Mr. BRAGG. 


Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
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Mr. RANNEY. I will yield for one more question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I want to know why the presumption did not obtain 
for those who cast their votes which the directors of election deposited 
in the wrong box—why the presumption is that they were illegal votes? 
Why does not the presumption attach that all things are presumed to 
be rightly done and properly received and that the man exercises the 
franchise properly, so that the man shall not be cheated of his franchise 
by an inspector depositing his vote in the wrong box? 

Mr. RANNEY. I did not yield to the gentleman foraspeech. The 
gentleman is too good a lawyer to require an answer to a question like 
that. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is the easiest way to answer the question. 

Mr. RANNEY. When the fact is patent, when a man put these bal- 
lots in the wrong box, there is no presumption of law he put them in 
the right box. 

Mr. BRAGG. But is it not the intent of the voter that should con- 
trol, rather than the box in which his ballots are deposited ? 

Mr. RANNEY. The law is what I have stated it to be. If in the 
wrong box, it is no vote unless the same is made so by other independent 
evidenee, and mistake or accident is not to be presumed. If we are to 
go upon presumption merely, you may commit any amount of fraud 
in that way and it will not be in the power of any one to prove it, and 
votes could be easily duplicated. That is a sufficient answer to that 
question. 

Now, I was saying this, that other evidence than that of the flagrant 
violation of the law is necessary to satisfy me of the requisite facts. 
If a man is self-confessedly bad enough to commit such an offense, he 
is bad enough to falsify. The man who will commit such an offense 
as that and comes alleging his own turpitude in voting at all can not 
be believed when he goes further and says he voted for Mr. Cutts. He 
is more likely to have voted for the other party. At any rate I can not 
believe him when uncorroborated. Hence I say the seven alleged illegal 
votes cast for contestee are not sustained by competent and credible 
evidence. 

Now, I have only one other point to present. If these votes are re- 
jected, then.there are ten clearly illegal votes proved here as cast for 
contestant as I have shown in this report, and that makes contestee’s 
majority thus far 19. I now come to the alleged illegal votes of the 
colored men. We have beentold that this is a faet, and I mustdiscuss 
the issue in order to cover the case. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. RANNEY. Well, let us have it. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, in the 
meeting of the Committee on Elections, the next meeting before the 
last one, the gentleman did not state in the presence of the full com- 
mittee that in his opinion the only question that governed this contest 
was whether that colored vote was legal or not, and that in his opinion 
there was no other question worth considering? 

Mr. RANNEY. If 1 said that, then I misled my friend. ‘ 

Mr. ATHERTON. Lask the gentleman whether he said it or not? 

Mr. RANNEY. I may have said about that, or something near it. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Well, how near it? 

Mr. RANNEY. Oh, keep quiet; do not get offended. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Well, when I ask a question am I not entitled 
to an answer? 

Mr. RANNEY. I will answer your question, but in my own way, 
and I will answer it fully and without evasion. Before the sub-com- 
mittee had examined this case it had been alleged that the turning 
point in the case, and the main point, was the legality of the colored 
votes. And I did state, with my then knowledge of the case, that that 
question would determine the case; and it would have determined it if 
it had been found in favor of the contestee. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Was not that said after you had met in your sub- 
committee at least six times, and was it not said just before the last 
meetingof the committee? And did notthe gentleman’s own colleagues, 
two of his own party, state that that was the only question they had 
considered, because the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] 
had said that was the only question worth considering? 

Mr. RANNEY.” The only trouble in this case is that my learned 
friend on the other side and a couple of gentlemen on my side who have 
not examined the case have been under a hallucination all the time. 
And if I said that, I was under the same mistake at that time. But it 
is not true; and upon further examination I so found it, and tried to 
show the gentleman the other issues in the case. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Who was it that labored under a hallucination 
about it? 

Mr. RANNEY. The hallucination is entirely on your side, as I am 

to demonstrate. 

Mr. ATHERTON. What light hasthe gentleman got since that time ? 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not think it is very proper for a gentleman to 
state what was done in the committee-roony, to give the conversation 
between gentlemen discussing and arguing a there in the course 
of the investigation, and quote that here in House. I never have 
done it, and I never shall. 

Mr. ATHERTON. The gentleman need not have answered the ques- 





tion if he did not want to. I wanted to see if he was frank enough to 
say frankly what he said. 

Mr. RANNEY. _I have said so, and if the case turns on that it wi)! 
determine it; but I do not think it does. It matters not what any one 
gentleman of this committee may have said, or what I have said before 
or after a full examination and consideration. I say this, that this case 
was never thoroughly examined by myself in all its details until the 
committee voted upon it under the circumstances I have stated. The 
question is not what I have said, but what the facts are, and I shal) 
not spend any time on that. If the gentleman was misled by any 
mistaken remarks of mine, I am sorry for it. 

I come now directly to the point which I had reached when inter- 
rupted. Whatis the claim? It is that there were 23 illegal colored 
votes. Now, that matter has not been dealt with fairly. It is true 
there is a great conflict of evidence as to whether the crowd of colored 
people—they are called ‘‘acrowd”’ in the record, and I adopt yourdes- 
ignation—went to Iowa on the Ist day of May or the 15th day of May. 
If they went there on the Ist day of May they were voters; if they went 
on the 15th day of May they were not voters. 

It has been industriously circulated that there was a fraud on the 
part of men in getting colored people to Iowa; that they were coloniz- 
ing, and all that, and the people began to think so. But when youex- 
amine it there proves to have been no truth in it. There were at best 
only seven men in the company which arrived in May. 

I am not going to deal with the evidence as to this number, for I told 
the gentleman [Mr. PAUL] that he might leave that out of the case. 
I conceded those votes in my report, and if the gentleman had heard it 
he would have so found. There is evidence conflicting and contradict- 
ory, and it is impossible to get at the truth satisfactorily. There are 
twelve witnesses who have sworn to a falsehood and committed perjury 
if they did not come there on the Ist of May, or if there were not two 
crowds of them. But for the purpose of the argument I will concede 
that the six or seven of these voters—take the seven which they claim— 
were illegal. That reduces the seventeen majority, which is the ma- 
jority on my theory to that extent, by seven. Now, I say there is no 
evidence beyond that that this House can rely on to prove any more 
illegal colored votes. 

They found sixteen besides the said seven already conceded; but as 
to two of these men, Burks and Woodford, there is not a particle of 
evidence they ever came from Virginia when they came, and I challenge 
any gentleman to cite any. If gentlemen will turn to my report or to 
the record they will find that the only evidence on this point comes 
from Major Shumate. 

Now, the value of evidence depends first upon whether the witness 
has personal knowledge of the facts he attempts to swear to: second, 
whether he recollects the facts; and third, whether he can be believed 
in what he says. The effort is made to show on the evidence of Major 
Shumate that there were twenty-three illegal votes cast in all. I want 
the House to see where Major Shumate stands. He had taken these 
parties of negroes from Virginia, each party embracing sixty or eighty, 
making three hundred or four hundred men. He took them to lowa 
and located them in the mines. Only about one hundred of them 
voted. The uncontradicted evidence is that Major Shumate endeav- 
ored to induce three of them to go and vote illegally. He was a Dem- 
ocrat himself and there were several Democrats among the negroes- 
When he tried to induce them to vote they were more honest than he 
was, for they declined. He told them it did not make any difference 
if they had not been in Towa niore than a few days. This is the man 
who has tried to show that there were illegal voters. Major Shumate 
was at the mines when those men went in wagons to the polls to vote. 
He knew who went, because he was urging three or four more to go. 
After the election was over and the question arose whether any had 
voted illegally, he stated (I wil] read from the evidence of Major Shu- 
mate )—— ° 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. [rise for the purpose of ascertaining whether we 
can have any understanding about the length of thisdebate. I address 
myself particularly in the first place to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. RANNEY. ] 

Mr. RANNEY. I would be very glad if the gentleman would give 
mea few minutes of his time. 

Mr. CALKINS. How much time altogether for your side? 

Mr. RANNEY. I said two hours. 

Mr. CALKINS. One hour has been exhausted. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote now. > 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me make a counter proposition. If the pre- 
vious question be now ordered there will be after that one hour, of 
which I am willing to yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. Will that be sufficient? 

Mr. RANNEY. Fifteen minutes will do for me; but there are two 
other gentlemen who wish to speak. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Who are 

Mr. RANNEY. The 


they ? 

from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE]. 

he BRUMM. Let us vote on the question now, without any more 
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Mr. RANNEY. You can not crowd this case through in that way. 
Mr. CALKINS. I wish to make a statement. This is the last seri- 
ously contested election case remaining undisposed of, exceptone. Now, 
I do think that if we are to dispose of this case we must make some ar- 
t about the time to be occupied in further discussion. I sub- 
mit whether one hour longer will not be sufficient, I yielding fifteen 
minutes of that time to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RAN- 
NEY] after the previous question is ordered? That is the proposition 
I submit to the House and to the other side. I want to be perfectly 


or. BELTZHOOVER. I said when we started this discussion we 
were to conclude this case in one-half hour—that we were to take one- 
half hour against the gentleman’s hour anda half. I am sure that 
should be satisfactory to the other side. 

Mr. CALKINS. Suppose we yield thirty minutes—fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts and fifteen to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE]}. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. We propose to give them all they want. 
We want but little time. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I will yield my half hour to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. CALKINS. A half hour is the entire time. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I yield all my time to Judge RANNEY. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam willing to yield all the time but the 
half hour to conclude. 

Mr. CALKINS. How will that do, Judge RANNey—half of the 
hour after the previous question is ordered ? 

Mr. RANNEY. I will say this: As my associate, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. TitompsoNn ], isnot able to be here, I think his colleague 
[Mr. McCorp] should have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. AsI have said, I yield my time tothe gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HAZELTON. How much do you claim ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Half an hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us close the debate in half an hour. 

Mr. CALKINS. With that understanding will that be satisfactory 
to my colleague on the committee ? 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not think this case ought to be crowded through 
in this way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have to debatethe tariff to-morrow. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. It is now 1 o’clock, and we wiil prob- 
ably be up to-morrow night, and I suggest that we come to a vote and 
dispose of this question at once. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not wish to trespass upon the time of the House 
longer than I can help. 

Mr. PAGE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Oh, no; let us settle this to-night. 

Mr. RANNEY. I would like to go on in the morning. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is impossible. For the purpose of testing the 
sense of the House, and I do not think the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts seriously objects, I suggest that the previous question be 
considered as ordered after thirty minutes, to be disposed of as he sees 
fit. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That leaves us thirty minutes. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I want ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield it to you. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman propose to take a vote to-night? 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Is there an hour left after the previous question 
is ordered ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand that half an hour is now to be taken 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and half an hour reserved for 
my colleagues on the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to that. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will demand the previous question, then. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not think it fair to order the previous question 

















now. 

The SPEAKER. After the previous question is ordered no further 
debate will he allowed. 

Mr. CALKINS. If we are not to be allowed an hour after the pre- 
vious question I withdraw it. I am unwilling to do anything in this 
case that is not strictly honorable. I am under instruction by thecom- 
mittee to urge the decision of each of these cases. I must do it on 
honor. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] I am in honor bound to do it without re- 
gard to its political significance. [Applause.] I ask now in fairness 
and justice, because every gentleman on the floor knows if this case | 
g0es over until to-morrow that is the end of it, that before we adjourn | 

evening the previous question shall be ordered and the vote can | 
then be taken to-morrow. I ask by unanimous consent that all further | 
debate be closed in one hour. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

Mr. RANNEY. [understand that the gentleman proposes that three- | 
‘quarters of an hour shall be allowed on this side. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object to this arrangement; I do not like such 

ns to put one man in and put another man out. 

Mr. CALKINS. This is not a bargain—— 





| important respects. 
| in discussing this matter in all of its details any further, but if any gen- 


Mr. HAZELTON,. Suppose the chairman of the committee prom- 
ises Mr. RANNEY and Mr. PETTIBONE each one-half hour to finish the 
argument on their side and then moves the previous question, leaving 
the hour to the other side. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think this can be arranged now. 
man from Tennessee can take the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Let us adjourn and go home. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I propose to accord the time allowed to me, one- 
half hour, to my associate, Judge RANNEY. 

Mr. RANNEY. lam very sorry, Mr. Speaker, to detain the House, 
but desiring to cover the other branch of the case, 1 was proceeding to 
state that this contestant rests his case here exclusively on the evidence 
of Major Shumate as to the alleged twenty-three illegal colored votes. 
Conceding seven of them there would be still sixteen left, and I was 
calling attention to Mr. Shumate tosee whether he was a credible wit- 
ness. I wish to show exactly what he says himself and that he shows 
himself to be entirely unreliable. Lhavestated one fact already in refer- 
ence to the matter. Now I shall proceed to read a portion of his testi- 


The gentle- 


| mony found on page 402 of this report, which I was about to read when 


my hour expired: 


Interrogatory. Did you say that those who voted were legal voters? 
Answer. No, sir; I did say repeatedly that there were m 
Int. Do you know W., A. Lindly? 

A. I do, sir; cashier of the bank. 

Int. Did you have a conversation with him aboutthe month of April, 1881, at 
the Oskaloosa National Bank and soon after you returned from Virginia in that 
month,in which you said to him in response to a question that you were ac 
quainted with all of the colored men atthe mines and thatthose who voted were 
legal voters and had a right to vote, and that the charge that any of them had 
voted illegally was entirely unfounded, or words to that effect 

A. I had a conversation with Mr. Lindly with reference to the charge of ill 
gal voting, to the effect that the charge of illegal voting was false, and from my 
information not all voted that had a right to vote,and from my information that 
the charge was false, for I never knew how many men did vote, but with refer 
ence to several conversations I had Ihave invariably made the sar 
according to the best of my information 


ore men than voted 


ne statement, 


Here was a man who ought to know and who assumed to know, who 
stated after the election was over and the contest had begun that in- 
stead of those being illegal votes not all of the colored men voted who 
had a right to vote. He either falsified then or falsifies now. Stand- 
ing alone he is discredited. 

In the next place Major Shumate is impeached as to his recollection 
and impeached as to his truthfulness; and yet you seek on this man’s 
evidence alone to prove the illegality of these votes. But he does not 
prove it. Gentlemen can not look at the evidence in this case or hear 
the discussion of it and place any credit in what he says at best. Gen- 
tlemen complain loudly on this floor about the fact that the evidence in 
the case is not examined by the committee or that the men who are to 


act upon the case do not hear the evidence. I wonder how many of 


you gentlemen here have read this evidence. How many of you have 
looked at it even to inform yourselfabout these facts? If you have not 
then ! »sk you to turn to this evidence of Mr. Shumate quoted in the 
recoid. You will find the evidence proves no such thing as is alleged 
There are but two of these men outof the sixteen that he claims to have 
known at all. He did not pretend to know personally any more than 
those two of them; he could not swear when they came to Iowa, and 
there is not a tittle of proof in this case when these sixteen men came 
to Iowa except that his evidence covers six of them. That statement 
can be verified if gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the testi- 
mony for themselves. 

In my report I take the case of Randolph Willis. They say he is one 
of those who did not come there with either of the first three parties. 
That is what Major Shumate says himself and that is all he saysas to him. 
But he did not say that he came with any party that was brought there 
from Virginia. Another witness swears from personal knowledge that 
he came before April 4. So also of four others. He says they did not 
come in either of the first three parties. He does not say he ever knew 
them or ever had any acquaintance with them, or that they came to 
Iowa with any of the parties he knew. The evidence of Neill is that 
there were twelve or fifteen of the negroes there before any came from 
Virginia at all. And then there are seven out of the sixteen who did 
not appear to have been in Virginia in their lives, unless the man named 
Foster is relied on. He is impeached, and the other side will surely 
not claim anything from what he says, for I do not think contestant 
will want that part of the evidence reterred to or discussed by anybody. 

That is the only evidence then, Mr. Speaker, on which they rely for 
these sixteen votes. There is no evidence at all as to two of them. 
One came before April 4. No evidence covers them, except as to six, 
and they rest on the evidence of one discredited witness. 

I have been obliged thus hurriedly to state what I regard as the sa- 
lient points of this case. Necessarily the statement is curtailed in many 
I do not propose to take up the time of the House 


tleman will take time to read this evidence as it is contained in my re- 
port there is not a member on this floor that wouid stake his reputation 
upon an assertion that the claim is sustained as to any onc of the six- 
teen. Besides that the evidence shows that this man, Major Shumate, 
is contradicted and discredited through and through. And yet you 
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seck to oust a man from his seat on testimony of such a man, contra- 
dicted time and time again by numerous witnesses, and when his own 
evidence at best is weak and flimsy. I only care to have this case prop- 
erly presented to the House in behalf of this contestee. 

it seems perfectly plain on this exhibition of facts that there is no 
evidence on which you can unseat him. Why, I believe that there is 
not a gentlemen on that side of the House who, if the position of the 
parties was reversed in this case, would ever think of voting in favor 
of unseating the sitting member. If the parties were reversed, and 
such a proposition had been reported as the majority report contains, 
we should have an outcry about partisanship and outrage suchas comes 
from the other side always when one of their side of the House is to 
suffer. 

It isall right when the sufferer is on the otherside of the House, and 
curses turn to praise for any man who finds in their favor. I do not 
want gentlemen who disagree with me, or gentlemen upon the other 
side, to lose the opportunity of discussing the question if they wish, 
and to refute any one of my statements. 

I must call the attention of the House, however, to some other things 
which contradict and serve to overthrow Major Shumate as a witness. 
All of these alleged illegal voters were challenged at the polls when 
they appeared to vote. They were challenged as not qualified. Every 
one was required to take an oath, and every one did take the oath 
under the statute, wherein he distinctly swore he was a legal voter and 
had resided in lowa over six months. We have all the sixteen voters 
taking this oath solemnly and openly. You must find that every one 
of those men committed perjury, and this on the flimsiest kind of evi- 
dence of one man alone, who happens to have a white skin and is 
proved to be far from white otherwise. Besides being contradicted 
throughout, and to have been grossly in error as to most everything 
else, he is impeached as having a bad reputation for veracity. Twenty 
to thirty witnesses, white and black, so testify, from a town where he 
had lived two years. 

He was a Democrat in politics and not friendly to the contestee. Un- 
less he is a man of most wonderful memory, a prodigy that has got a 
system of mnemonics that should go into the books, it was utterly im- 
possible for him to remember the names of all the 300 or 400 negroes 
whom he brought from Virginia. And he did not remember them, as 
is shown when he is put to the crucial test. The names were put into 
his mouth by a leading question in each case, and he is not asked if he 
knows such a man, what acquaintance he has had with him, whether 
he came from Virginia, and in what lot he came; but they take a 
man’s name from a poll-list and say, ‘‘ How about that name?’ He 
says he did not come with the first, second, or third lot, for instance, 
without being able to tell when he came. And yet you are going to 
have that as proof that the man did come with him, when he does not 
swear that he ever came with him or ever saw him or had any acquaint- 
ance with him; and the man is only identified by a correspondence in 
name as taken from the poll-list. It is clear to my mind and must be 
clear to every fair-minded man that no one except him who only seeks 
some excuse for finding for contestant, or deems it better to do so as a 
matter of political policy, can say the claim of contestant is sustained 
by competent and credible proof sufficient to overcome the presump- 
tions of law in favor of the legality of the sixteen votes in question, 
fortified as they are by the oaths of the voters themselves. It is not 
enough to leave the question in doubt, as contestee is protected by a 
formidable wall of presumptions. It:can not be done, for other reasons 
already urged, without ignoring the law and precedents as held and set 
in this House. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
McCorp}. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate (at 12.45 a. m., Saturday), by Mr. Symp- 
80N, one of its clerks, informed the House that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate:to the bill (H. R. 
5538) to reduce internal taxation. 


ELECTION CONTEST—COOK Vs. CUTTS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] is enti- 
tled to the remainder of the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
which is twenty minutes. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to attempt to follow the 
gentleman from Massachusetts in discussing that part of the evidence 
in this case outside of the colored vote. 

I do not see how this Housecan find for the contestee with these three 
conceded facts: First, that itis the law, as laid down by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, of which there is not any question, that when votes 
are found in the wrong box they shall not be counted, unless there is 
evidence affirmatively that it wasa mistake. I ask to enforce that one 
point fora moment. There is not any evidence here of the number of 
voters at those precincts of Keota and Douglas. Nobody in this House 
knows how many men voted at those polls. The tally-lists are not in 
evidence. . If you allow the votes to be counted in this case that were 
found in the township box then you adopt a precedent that will clearly 
allow illegal votes to be counted te every election; because the elector 








coming up to the box might vote for Congress in a State box, might vote 
for Congress in a township box, and vote for Congress in a constitutional- 
amendment box, as they had one at that election. 

Now, I ask anybody who claims these votes ought to be counted how 
do you know that they were all cast by men who voted for Congress in 
the State box? What evidence have you for it? What evidence have 
you that these men who voted the tickets put in the township box did 
not also vote the same tickets in the State box and the constitutional. 
amendment box, if put there? Thereisnotanyevidence. Youhave not 
got the tally-list. You do not know how many men voted. 
not compare it there. 

If one vote might have been duplicated in a State box and another 
in a township box by the same person and you counted them illegally, 
all of these might have been the same. Not only is this view of the 
law sustained by the two precedents in the House and the decision in 
Michigan, but it is good, sound doctrine and must be sustained if you 
want to protect the ballot-box from illegal votes. ~ 

Again, that it was duplicate voting by design is evidenced by one 
fact. In theelection in thesixth Congressional district of Iowa there were 
found in the wrong box orly two ballots for the contestee, Mr. Cutts: 
only two in the whole district, I believe. If I am wrong I would like 
to be corrected. One or two ballots are the only ballots found for Cutts 
in the wrong ballot-box in all that district. There were found thirty- 
three Congressional ballots in the township boxes in that district for 
the contestant, Cook. That shows that those on that side of the case 
made these mistakes, and in townships where the election officers were 
all of that political party. That, therefore, would tend to prove that 
it was not a mistake, but a designed duplicate voting in the wrong 
boxes. 

Now, you ought to throw out all the Congressional votes found in the 
township boxes, as the law directs. This House can not on principle 
vote to count the thirty-three Co ional votes for Cook found in the 
township boxes; and that would settle the whole case. 

Now, if that is not correct on the law and the evidence in this casu, 
let some one answer it by evidence read here to-night from the testimory 
in this case, proving that there were enough voters at these polls to ac- 
count not only for the votes found in the State box but for the Con- 
gressional votes found in the township boxes also. But that can not 
be done; there is no evidence of that. I therefore say that every man 
on both sides of this House can conscientiously vote to exclude the 
thirty-three Congressional votes found in the township boxes. 

Now, as to other votes: I find in the evidence here on the part of the 
contestant, Mr. Cook, that he states that there was 1 vote cast in Keokuk 
County for ‘‘Cutts,’’ without any more of his name, which nobody wi!! 
dispute should be counted for Cutts. Then there are also conceded 
votes by Joseph Fisher, William Dines, B. S. Pearson, C. F. Renaud, 
A. W. Mattox, and two others that were illegal. The contestantagrees 
that those 7 votes should be deducted from his vote. Those, with the 
votes that are proved to be illegal, make 22 votes that should be taken 
from his total official vote. That is conceded in the argument, and that 
will make 18,109, leaving a majority for Mr. Cutts of 27 votes. 

Now, the rest of this case depends upon the colored vote at Much- 
achinock and Albia coal-mines. Nobody of course claims in this case, 
I am glad to state that, that there was any such thing as an importa- 
tion of colored votes in the district and State to affect the election. The 
testimony is clear on that point. 

Every colored man who was there moved into the State with his 
family to become a bona fide resident, and under the laws of the State 
he would become a voter after the proper length of residence—six 
months. 

Now I state this, and I think that gentlemen on the other side will 
not dispute it, that the question in regard to this colored vote is simply 
one of a conflict of evidence; a case,of conflict of evidence alone. 

For instance, Major Shumate went to Staunton, Virginia, to get some 
colored laborers, and he brought them on or sent them on as was con- 
venient, about the 3d of April, 1880. And it is proved, and I agree 
to it, that on the 15th of May he returned with a party of negro laborers. 
The records of the railroad company show that they came upon certain 
cars to Marshall, and from Marshall down to Muchachinock, where they 
worked. 

Now, of that party that came on the 15th of May—the names are given 
in evidence—most of them were women; but few of them were men. 
Now, consider the period of time and the distance of the journeyings 
of this Major Shumate, who was importing these laborers as fast as he 
could go to and come from Staunton, Virginia, and the time, the 3d of 
April to the 15th of May. 

The theory I have in this case, and I think it is fully sustained by 
the evidence, and no jury would rejectit, is that there was an interme- 
diate party which came from Staunton, Virginia. Let us see. Twenty- 
three colored men went tothe polls that fall. They were instructed that 
they should live in the State six months before they would become 
voters; they knew what wasrequiredof them. And they held up their 
hands and swore that they had been residents of Iowa for six months, 
arriving in Iowa, as they necessarily must have done, by the Ist of 
May, or before that time. 

ajor Shumate, who attended to this business for the railroad com- 
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pany, in giving his testimony about a year after the event, having, as 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY ] has said, shipped or 
sent to [owa about six hundred men, testifying from memory alone, 
says at one point in his testimony that he thinks it was on the 15th of 
May that these men came to Iowa; because he went to Virginia and 
happened to be there at the May term of the court. He found these 
men in town attending court, and engaged them and sent them to Iowa, 
making a quicker trip than usual, because of finding these men in town 
attending court. He fixes the 15th of Mayas the date when he brought 


these people to Iowa; and the whole case on the other side rests upon | 


at. 
oe of the month; and if he got these colored men at the May term of 
the court he got them after the 15th of May, and could not have arrived 
with them in Iowa on the 15th. 

No doubt Major Shumate did get the men, according to his recollec- 
tion, at court time, but it was the court of April instead of May, and 
the date was about the 25th or the 27th. It would thus appear there 
was an intermediate visit of Major Shumate to Staunton between the 
$a of April and the 15th of May. He went down to Staunton, found 
the men attending court, gathered them in, and sent them to Iowa per- 

the 27th of April, arriving in Iowa on or about the Ist of May; 
and when he had taken that party to Iowa he returned to Staunton, 
got another party ready and returned to Iowa the 15th of May. It is 
perfectly reasonable and logical to suppose that this was the fact. 

Now, I assert—and I challenge anybody to produce evidence to the 
contrary—that there is nothing in this testimony which contradicts that 
theory of the case. If there was an intermediate visit to Staunton by 
Major Shumate the evidence is reconciled. On this hypothesis the men 
who swore at the polls that they were electors, having arrived in Iowa 
on or before the Ist of May, told the truth. Major Shumate told the 
truth, but simply omitted one of his numerous visits to Staunton, Vir- 

inia. Upon this view of the case also the men who came upon the 
witness stand and swore that they arrived in Iowa on the Ist of May 
told the truth. The coincidence of there being a court held in Virginia 
at the time the party was collected to go to Iowa is a stubborn fact testi- 
fied by your own witness. He says that he was there in court time, 
and you can not contradict him. This is better than all the rest of his 
testim: ny; it is a coincidence which he recollects; and it is a cireum- 
stance which could not be true upon the theory of the 15th of May being 
the time when he arrived in Iowa with his party. 

Now, I have said this is a case of conflict of evidence. What is the 
conflict? It is Major Shumate against forty men, all men who swore 
their votes in at the polls against MajorShumate. Someof them came 
on the stand in this case and contradicted the testimony of Major Shu- 
mate that they arrived in Iowa on the Ist of May. 

Major Shumate says that he took a party to Iowa on the 15th of May, 


and that they could not have been there sooner, yet the pay-rolls of 


the coal company in Iowa who hired them show that some of the women 
who are named as being in the party of the 15th of May—I do not 
know how many; five or six of them—worked twenty-four days in 
May and were paid by the coal company for twenty-four days in that 
month. This could not be true and at the same time the testimony 
of Major Shumate be true. If this is disputed, I invite anybody to 
contradict me to show the evidence which controverts my statement. 

Mr. JACOBS. Is there any evidence whatever when those women 
came? 


Mr. McCOID. They are named in the list of the party that he says | 


arrived on the 15th of May. Itisshown that some of the women named 


as belonging to this party worked for the coal company twenty-four days | 


in May. Therefore they could not have arrived, as he says, on the 15th. 
In this direct conflict of evidence you can not believe one man against 
the testimony of almost forty. 

Mr. JACOBS. Did MajorShumate namea single woman who arrived 
on the 15th of May? 


Mr. McCOID. I will give you the names. 

Mr. JACOBS. Did he name a solitary woman ? 

Mr. McCOID. I will give you the names of the women: Annie 
Carter—— 

Mr. JACOBS. Is that Shumate’s testimony? 


Mr. McCOID. These are women who are identified by others as 
being in the party that Major Shumate says arrived onthe 15th of May: 
Annie Carter, Grace Maupin, Mary Carter, Julia Bess, Linzea Robinson, 
Mary Robinson, Minnie Garrison, Mary Ella Garrison, Mary E. Er- 
wine— 


Mr. JACOBS. Who testifies when they came? 

Mr. McCOID. 
states that these women arrived on the 15th of May. 
the basis of your case. Yet the testimony shows that some of these 
= worked twenty-four days in that month for the coal company. 
case of the contestant falls, is impeached by almost forty witnesses on 
the question of his truth and veracity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCOID. I wish tosay this one thing on the part of the Iowa 





Now, the courtsin Staunton, Virginia, are held on the third Mon- | 


Iamreading trom the report of the committee, which | 
This report is | 


Major Shumate, whose testimony must be taken as true or the | 
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Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say on the part of the Iowa 
delegation that we feel it to be our duty to oppose the report of this 
committee, because we believe that Mr. Cutts was elected by a majority 
of the legal votes of his district, and on the law and evidence is entitled 
to the seat accorded to him by the canvassing board of that State 

Mr. CALKINS. I give notice, Mr. Speaker, that in thirty minut 
from this time I will call for the previous question. 1 yield now fifteen 
| minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAcons] 

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, of all the election cases that have be 
deliberated upon by the Elections Committee during the la 
sions of Congress, this perhaps is the most remarkable. It seems to mx 
that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] is more intent as a 
lawyer to stand by and maintain his position than he is to do justice 
in the case. 

In the first place I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
page 1 of his brief, in which he says: 

I allow for the contestee the 2 votes cast for “Cutts.” Also, 1 vote which ¢ 
into the wrong box in Washington Township, and was rejected. 


You have had two hours, and we have not had any 


n 
t two ses 


ot 


And, although that vote was in the wrong box, he claims it for the 
contestee. Yetwhen he makes his second brief he claims that 25 votes 
put into the wrong box should be rejected from the count. 

It was remarked by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Frost] in 
defense of his seat on the floor to-day that probably there was no mem 
ber of the committee who had read the evidence in that case and was 
familiar with the facts. That is very true; we ¢an not read cases cov 
ering six or seven thousand folios; and the consequence was when the 
mantle of Thompson fell on the shoulders of my white-plumed friend 
from Boston he took upon himself the responsibility of making himself 
familiar with the evidence. His known character as a lawyer, and as 
a gentleman led the committee to trust the case exclusively and en 
tirely to him. We were ready to take his word for it. When he came 
in with this first report he admitted the pivotal facet was the coming ot 
these negroes from Virginia. We were ready to take that as the issue, 
and the opinion of the committee swept over his head like a deluge 
upon that evidence, and that evidence alone. 

Now, sir, I say that where a case like this has been submitted to a 
man of his ability and his known integrity we have a right to require 
of him his statements shall be accurate and his law shall be sound 

In the few minutes allotted to me I propose to show that my friend, 
when he found at that meeting of the committee he could no longe: 
stand on the May crowd—he could no longer rely upon those facts—he 
immediately went back into the miscellaneous vote, which up to that 
period, as I understand it, he called even. Then, in addition to that, 
like a bird in the toils, he flutters on until at last he resorts to this 
| claim that the 25 votes cast for Cook which fell into the wrong box 
should be rejected and Cutts declared elected. 

It seems to me a most remarkable thing that our friend, Brother RAN 
NEY, should resort to so many changes of position upon the very sam 
facts. When in the meeting of the committee he brought his first ™ 
port he claimed to be familiar with the facts of the case, and there and 
here arrogated to himself more familiarity, as he hasaright to do, tha: 
ourselves. I call attention to the fact that in writing this report h 
made haste to claim the vote which was cast for Cook in the wrong bo 
in Washington Township for M. E. Cutts, but he had not then antici 
pated the position he was aiterward to take, placing himself in a des 
perate position. After he discovered a point might be made of the 25 
| votes cast for Cook in the wrong box, then I suppose he would be will- 
| ing to give us this one vote which was cast in Washington Township 
| Now I desire, in the few minutes remaining, to point out the fiet 
that Brother RANNEY has gone off with the passion and fury of a lawye: 
| and has not decided or written his report as a judge. It seeems to me 
| 





if anything was needed to illustrate the desperation of his effort to get 

around this difficulty, it is in the testimony offered by Valentine Rader 
jand C. F. Renaud. f am surprised at this fact. In an unguarded 
| moment he exposes himself to a terrible criticism. I hold in my hand 

the evidence of two men claimed not to be naturalized. Now here is 
| the evidence of one of them: 

Valentine Rader, being produced, sworn, and examined onthe part of con- 
testant, deposed as follows 

Question. Did you vote at the last el 
188u? 

Answer. Yes, sir 


ction, held on the 2d day of November, 


| 
| 
| 


Q. Did you vote for a member of Congress for the sixth Congressional district 
| of. lowa? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2. Who did you vote for? 

A. For M. E. Cutts; voted the straight Republican ticket. 
2. At what voting precinct did you vote? 

| A. In Malaka Township, Jasper County, Iowa, 

2. Where were you born? 

A. In Germany. 

| Q. Of what nationality are you? 

|} A. lam a German, 

| Q. When did you come to this country? 

| <A. In the year 1850 or 1851. 

Q. Were you ever naturalized? 

A. No; I got my first paper. 

| Q. State your reasons for voting at the last election. 
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A. I sup I had a right to vote. I took out my first paper in Sheboygan 
County, Wisconsin, and voted there. 

Q. Before whom did you goto make your declaration of intention of becom- 
ing a citizen of the United States? 

A. County clerk. 

Q. The paper you then received from the county clerk at the time you made 
your declaration of becoming a citizen of the United States, wasit the only paper 
of naturalization you ever took out? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. Did your father ever live in this country? 

A. No; he died in the old country. 


Mr. RANNEY claims that Mr. Cutts is entitled to that vote. I will 
now read the evidence relating to another foreigner, unnaturalized 
voter: 

C. F. Renaud, of lawful age, being produced, sworn, and examined op the 
part of the incumbent, deposed as follows: 

Question. State your name, age, occupation, and place of residence. 

Answer. Charles F. Renaud; age, 36; occupation, farmer; Lynngrove Town- 
ship, Jasper County, lowa. 

Q. In what country was you born, and when? 
A. In France; year 1844. 
Q. When did you come to this country? 
A, In the year 1853. 
Q. What naturalization papers have you taken out, and where and when? 
A. I have only taken out one paper. 


One paper; the evidence in this case runs along pari passu with the 
evidence in the other case. 

I have only taken one paper in Mauston, Juneau County, Wisconsin, either 
in 1864 or 1865. 


Question. For whom did you vote for member of Congress, at the last gen- 
eral election in Iowa? 
Answer. John C. Cook. 


That vote Mr. RANNEY says should be rejected, but the other should 
be counted for Mr. Cutts. That is consistency. 

I only mention this, Mr. Speaker, briefly; I have not time in this 
brief argument to discuss the question presented by Judge RANNEY 
with regard to these two parallel cases. He would count one of these 
votes and reject the other. 

Mr. RANNEY. If that is your understanding of what I said you 
ought not to call it your argument; for I said no such thing. 

Mr. JACOBS. Well, I think I can show that you did; the report is 
here before me. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Did not you count one vote one way and want 
to reject the other on exactly the same conditions ? 

Mr, JACOBS. Precisely; and on the same state of facts. Now, it 
seems to me that my able and eminent friend from Boston hascertainly 
been carried away by his professional enthusiasm. Since the first pres- 
entation of the case tothe committee he has made a new case, and every- 
thing occurring since the report that he made before to the committee 
is an afterthought supplied by a shrewd special pleader and technical 
lawyer for the purpose of defeating the force of the facts. 

Now, again, there were several other witnesses who were claimed not 
to have been naturalized, and my friend Judge RANNEY takes the 
position that no admissions or declarations of the party against whom the 
charge is made is competent evidence to prove that he was an alien, 
and not entitled to a vote. Iam surprised, Mr. Speaker, that so good 
a lawyer should take such ground. It is well settled in law that the 
admissions of a voter that his father was not naturalized, and that he 
had never received his papers, that such evidence of all that class of 
persons is held in McCreery as perfectly competent testimony upon the 
question of whether he was himself entitled to vote. In these elec- 
tion cases the technical rules that apply to trials in a court of law are 
not observed or enforced. 

Again, he says that we claim that one poor creature here was crazy; 
and hesays we prove it by the evidence of people who were not experts; 
by the evidence of people who are not doctors, not skilled in the science 
of the brain. What is the proof here? Patrick O’Connor voted the 
Republican ticket. He is shown by several witnesses to be an idiot, 
who did not know enough to eat at the table or to understand when he 
was in the presence of his father or mother. He had been adjudged 
an imbecile. Now, my friend Judge RANNEY takes the ground that the 
evidence of common people upon such a question is not competent to 
prove the absolute mental imbecility of the party offering to vote. I 
do not think, Mr. Speaker, that he will adhere to that opinion. I do 
not think he will maintain that opinion since the court of appeals in the 
State of New York has laid down the doctrine and has enforced it in case 
of murder, upon the trial of the party, that the witness testifying to the 
mental condition of the accused was competent if he stated the facts 
upon which he based his opinion, whether he was anexpert or not; and 
that is the prevailing law of this country to-day, from one end of the 
country to the other. 

Now, as to this man, who had no residence there, I say it was clearly 
proved he had no right to vote. » I have simply extracted from the gen- 
tleman’s brief such facts and such conclusions of law as I thought were 
unsound and untrue, and in the few minutes I have had have tried to 
call attention tosome portionofthem. Butwhen I see a man come be- 
fore the Committee on Elections or before the House and claim to be 
the only man familiar with the record, and that he is absolutely bound 
to have our confidence, it is necessary his facts should be accurate and 
his law should be thoroughly sound. 





Upon the question of Shumate’s my friend from Iowa says 
that Shumate’s evidence is evidence put in against the evidence of fort 
people who swear they were there on the Ist day of May. Now I ask 
this House to judge as to the probability of those darkies swearing to 
the truth. Look at it. Wedonot claim these men were brought away 
from Virginia to colonize for the p of this election. It was too 
long before. But they were there; they came in droves; they came in 
separately in May, June, September, and October; and Shumate testj- 
fied who they were. 

When election came along we all understand how itis. Mr. Cutts 
said to his friends, *‘The country here is full of darkies; most of them 
have come since the Ist of May, and are not voters; you go and pick 
up those darkies.’’ And the evidence in the record shows that the 
darkies were told they could vote—as my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. RANNEY] said, they could vote if they had been one single day 
in the State of Iowa. The darkies thought it would be a good thing 
to do, and relying on the statements made to them they rushed to the 
polls and gave in their votes. 

Then came up the question of a contest, and Mr. Cutts and his friends 
went to the darkies and said ‘‘You are in a devil of a scrape here, and 
must swear yourselves back into the notch of May 1, or else you are 
good for the penitentiary.’’? And thedarkies swore, not that they came 
two days or three days before the Ist, but all swore that they came 
on that particular day six months before. There is nota white manin 
this House to-night who could recollect with the accuracy they did, 
and they did it under dictation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield now to the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr, 
HAZELTON |, the chairman of the sub-committee. 

Mr. HAZELTON. How much time is left? 

The SPEAKER. There are fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I do not know that I want the entire fifteen min- 
utes. I want just time enough to present what I deem to be a few 
controlling facts in this case. Election cases do not turn on long argu- 
ments or long reports or a great volume of testimony. They turn and 
they are to be decided, if they are decided at all, upon a few straight- 
forward, prominent, controlling facts, and upon settled principles of 
law as applied to those facts. 

This case upon the evidence is somewhat close, but to ny mind, upon 
fair examination and frank consideration, the evidence is in favor of 
seating Mr. Cook. His title is clear upon thatevidence. It rests upon 
the testimony of Shumate. It is admitted by all that if Shumate’s 
testimony stands, Cook must be seated, if this House is honest. If 
Shumate can not be impeached, then the argument of my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] falls to the ground, because he builds 
his entire fabric upon the assumption and upon the charge that Shu- 
mate’s testimony is false. All the facts in this case were within the 
knowledge of this man Shumate. 

In Iowa they had mines, in Albiaand Muchachinock. They wanted 
cheaper labor in the mines than they could get in the State of Iowa. 
They employed Shumate to go down to Virginia to his home and bring 
colored men to work in the mines. They paid him forsodoing. He went 
down where he knew and where he could identify men, women, and 
children—every one that he took from the soil of Virginia on the cars to 
the Muchachinock mine. Nay more, he had an inventory of every man, 
woman, and child that he took there; the age, the time they started 
from Virginia, the time they arrived at the Muchachinock mine, every 
one of them. Nay more, when he reached there he gave to this com- 
pany a memorandum of these facts as exactly stated as they could be, 
and which were to be stated exactly on account of the business which 
he was transacting for that company. He took seven men on the 15tii 
of May, and he swears to them and gives their names. I have them 
here. Now, if they arrived with the May party on the 15th of May, in 
the one car that went there in Miy, then these seven men were illegal 
voters. 

Then he swears that he took other lots of these negroes there down 
to October. He swears to thirteen others directly, of whose ages, 
names, the time of their coming and everything about them he took a 
memorandum, who came there from the 15th of May down to Septem- 
ber and October. So that there are twenty-one illegal votes, on the 
testimony of this man Shumate, as against the nine illegal votes which 
all admit this man received, without considering Muchachinock. Of 
our committee, twelve members, Mr. RANNEY himself admits that 
there were only nine any way. 

Now, against those nine stand the twenty-one sworn to from memo- 
randum in the charge of the man whom this company employed to go 
to his old house, among his acquaintances, to their very heartlstones 
and get there negroes whom he had known all his lifetime and bring 
them out there. And now will you impeach the testimony of Mr. 
Shumate? Will you bring on three or four darkies to swear to sonie- 
thing? I will show you, and it is a controlling fact in this case, how 
they might have impeached Shumate if they had wanted to impeach 
him. It will take but a moment. Mr. O'Neal, the foreman and man- 


ager of this company, was a witness called on the part of Mr. Cutts. 
Mr. STEELE. What were his politics? 
I do not know his polities, and I do not care. 


Mr. HAZELTON. 
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He was a Republican, so far as we can get at it, and he would have to 
swear to the truth, would he not? 

He was the manager of this company ; kept the books of the com- 

; received the memoranda from Shumate as he came from Virginia 

in the cars with these negroes. Now, what does he say? Let me read 
it, for it is controlling in this case : 

Q. Have your company an record or memorandum of these colored men who 

came from Virginia, containing the name, , or time of commencing work for 








com , that were brought during the months of March, April, and May, 
temo? AD, i so, is said record or mem« d ible to you or under your 
control? | 


A. We have such a record, excepto age, and the same is accessible to me, but 
not under my immediate control. 

Mr. RANNEY. Allow me to call attention—— 

Mr. HAZELTON. No; you had an hour andahalf. You do not 
seem to be contented with an hourandahalf. I can not understand the 
intense desire of the gentleman to make aspeech beyond the hour and a 
half he has already had. 

Now, as I have said, this very company had the evidence within its 
control by which to impeach Shumate, if he could be impeached. They 
did not have to swear negroes on the loose. They had the record, the 
memorandum, which their manager admits contained the record of the 
time every one of these colored men came there, their names, everything 
but their ages. This man O’ Neal was put on the stand and invoked to 

ut that record in this case, which, if it had been put in and had proved 
that Shumate was a liar, would have elected Cutts, and not Cook. Yet 
they suppressed the whole of it, and until this hour 

Mr. RANNEY. They were all put in. 

Mr. MOULTON. They were put in by force. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Do not interrupt me. As I was saying, until 
this hour this memorandum of which I have read has never been put in 
thisease. Youputinrollsand rosters. You have talked here to-night 
about women who were connected with these men. But on the very 
edge of that roster which you put in was a memorandum in writing—a 
mistake as to these women; they did not come until the 15th, or words 
to that effect. 

Therefore this case is ina nutshell. You can not overcome that 
record. It is like a mountain in the way of a traveler. He may go 
around and around it, but he must meet it and see it. They quibbled 
and worked on this thing and finally said, ‘‘ Have you not a memoran- 
dum or a paper in your office that shows exactly when these twenty- 
one men came who voted illegally ?’’ Andtheysaidthey had. ‘‘Why 
can not you produce it?’’ This manager of the company wanted a very 
honest ballot, and yet he could not produce it, although it was only 
across the street. My God! the Republican party was never made for 
that kind of business. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman does not want to misrepresent. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The Republican party must stand higher than 
that; it must suppress nothing that opens the way to an honest ballot- 
box. It has placed its feet, or undertaken to do so, for twenty years 
now on ballot-box stuffing. It has made declarations in favor of a free 
and honest ballot, grander than any ever made by any party before. 
It has declared its adherence to principle and to an honest ballot-box. 

And yet after three months, four months, six months, the contestee 
had to come back here and beg a supplemental order of the House to | 
enable him to go over this ground again to see if he could not find | 
this testimony, and he could not get it. [Here the hammer fell. } | 
One word more. I say that the Republican party owes it to itself, -we | 
owe it to ourselves, all of us, to be simply fair and honest and square on 
this one case and seat Mr. Cook. 

Mr. BRAGG. And see how it will feel to be honest once. 
“er. 
Mr. MORRISON. If you owe that to yourselves, you owe more than | 
you can ever pay. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the metion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 








[ Laugh- | 





The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House adjourn. 
PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent to lay before 
the House certain bills and resolutions of the Senate relating to print- 
ing connected with Congress. 

_ There bemg no objection, the bill and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

A bill (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act providing for the 
publication of the Revised Statutes and the laws of the United States, 


a June 20, 1876; 
Joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
to instruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census 


oint resolution (S. R. 95 
vised Statutes for the use o 


XIV-—229 


) 
f the Interior Department; and 





| 


viding for additional copies of the Re- | 


Joint resolution (S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congressional 

Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KLOTZ, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 

in the RECORD remarks on House bill No, 7135. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to have passed at this time 
a Senate pension bill. It has passed the Senate three times 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis too late to-night to pass bills. There will be 
ample time for the gentleman to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks the present 


[See Appendix. ] 


| consideration of a Senate bill 


Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CALKINS, that the 
House adjourn, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 30, noes 15; and ac 
» 


cordingly (at 2 o'clock and 5 minutes a. m., Saturday, March 3) the 
House adjourned. 
PETITIONS, ETC 


The following petitions and papers were laid the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and reterred as follows: 

By Mr. CORNELL: The petition of Dewitt C. Gow and others, of 
Cobleskill, New York, for the speedy enactment of a national bank 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. JACOBS: Six petitions of citizens of New York, 
terial reduction of the duty on sugar 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Murphy, Hibben & Co. and others 
merchants of Indianapolis, Indiana, against an increase of duty on 
fashioned cotton hosiery—to the same committee 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: The resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ 
Club of Belmont County, Ohio, protesting against any reduction of the 
duty on wool—to the same committee 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers relating to the pension claim ot 
David L. Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Mrs. G. W. Owen and 2,078 others, 
of Michigan, in relation to the treatment of Indians—to the Commit 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


‘ 


28) 


for ama 
severally to the Committee on 


The following petitions, protesting against the transfer of the revenue 
marine service to the Navy Department, were presented and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: 

By Mr. HUBBs: Of citizens ef Beaufort, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LORD: Of the board of trade of Detroit, Michigan 

sy Mr. MACKEY: Of owners and masters of vessels of Charleston, 
South Carolina. 

By Mr. MURCH: Of merchants and owners of vessels of Cherry 

field, and of 90 citizens of Rockland, Maine 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, Mareh 3, 1883. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a 
J. BuULLocK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceeding was 


m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
read and approved 
CREDENTIALS : 
Mr. BROWN presented the credentials of Alfred HI. Colquitt, chosen 
by the Legislature of Georgia a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to be filed. 
Mr. TABOR presented the credentials of Thomas M 
by the Legislature of Colorado a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to be filed 
Mr. WINDOM presented the credentials of Dwight M. Sabin, chosen 
by the Legislature of Minnesota a Senator irom that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which 


Bowen, chosen 


vere read and ordered to be filed 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the sal 
the second time by its title, and referred to the Committes 
Offices and Post-Roads. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by 
| Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of pro 
| jectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to have 
been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement between him and the 
| War Department, and for which no compensation has been made, was 
read the second time by its title. 
Mr. MORGAN. Task that that 
| that it may possibly be reached. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite impossible to pass it without a reference 
Mr. MORGAN. It is not impossible; it is unusual. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ii is quite impossible to pass it to-day without a 
reference. 


} ries W read 


on Po { 


ot postimasters us 


resolution lie on the table in the hope 
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Mr. MORGAN. I expect thatafter 12 o’clock it will be possible. I 
do not know how it may be before that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps it will be easier to do it after 12 than be- 
fore; but you can not do it before 12, you may count on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota in favor of an appropriation for the construction of a bridge 
across the Saint Croix River nearly opposite the village of Saint Croix 
Falls; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota in favor 
of an appropriation for the construction of a light-house at Grand Marais, 
on Lake Superior; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Fernandina, Florida, 
praying for the preservation and prosecution of the work upon the jet- 
ties at the entrance of Cumberland Sound; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a memorial of merchants, owners, and 
masters of vessels of the States of Virginia, Maryland, and Delaware, 
remonstrating against the proposition to transfer the revenue-marine 
and the Life-Saving Service to the control of the Navy and against the 
establishment of a burean of merchant marine in the Navy Depart- 
ment; whieh was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of keepers and surfmen of the United 
States Live-Saving Service now employed on the coasts of Delaware, 
Maryland, and Virginia, remonstrating against the proposed transfer 
of the revenue-marine and the Life-Saving Service from the control of 
the Treasury Department to that of the Navy Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That James Coffey have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the tiles of the Senate. 

THE LYTLE MONUMENT. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up House bill No. 6408, which is a bill appropriating 
some condemned cannon for a monument to Gengzal Lytle, of Ohio. I 
feel, Mr. President, that I need only mention the name of William H. 
Lytle to enlist the interest and sympathy of every Western man in be- 
half of my request. 

He was a gallant soldier, an able and distinguished commander, an 
eminent poet, and a cultivated lawyer. His memory is cherished by 
all the people of Ohio, by all our countrymen with whom he served in 
the war. A fitting monument is being erected, and the trustees having 
it in charge request this contribution of condemned cannon. The bill 
has passed the House of Representatives. 

1 am informed on good authority that if the bill shall pass, the con- 
demned cannon can be had; and if it shall prove otherwise, as I know 
it will not, no harm can possibly be done. “ 

Mr. INGALLS. We have had a great many bills for this same pur- 
pose reported adversely by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON. This bill was reported adversely, but with the 
consent of the Senator who had charge of it I had it reinstated on the 
Calendar, in order that I might make an investigation as to condemned 
cannon. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from Missouri on this point 
whether there are available condemned cannon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir, there are no condemned cannon. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why should this bill pass? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope it will pass. If the condemned cannon 
can be had, they will be furnished; if not, not. 

Mr. INGALIS. I think thatisinvidious. There have been several 
requests from associations in my neighborhood which have been refused 
and the bills reported adversely, on the ground that there were no can- 
non available for this purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the pending motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
take up the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are no cannon to be furnished. That has 
been reported half a dozen times by the Military Committee. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the Senate will consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas ob- 
ject? 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it very unjust. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no man in the world whom I would oblige 
sooner than the Senator from Ohio; but here are two or three Grand 
Army Posts, composed of friends of mine, who have been refused this 
very thing. I suppose there are a few condemned cannon; but there 
are none of the proper size for these purposes. There are some old 
thirty-two's and sixty-four’s; but the Government does not transport 
them, and the people will not take them when they have a bill passed 
and find out what theyare. The committee are obliged as a matter of 
common sense to report against these applications, and I have refused 
to accommodate some of my own friends, 





Mr. INGALLS. I make no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ! should like to accommodate gentlemen, }y; 
this mistter has been intrusted to me, and I have reported against one 0; 
these measures from the State of Iowa, and against most earnest pro- 
test the Senator from Iowa got his bill put on the Calendar. [ say jr 
the Senate proposes at this session to take up this bill and pass it, | jy. 
tend to move to reconsider in connection with it every bill on that sub. 
ject and pass them all and make the farce complete. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can not be taken up without unanimous eo 
sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Consent is not given. 

Mr. INGALLS. 1 withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from Missouri 0). 


jects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, except that I gave notice that I shall move 
to take up all the other bills. 

Mr. McCDILL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

I move to take up Senate bill 2504. 

I must call for the regular order. 


Mr. VANCE. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to call up a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina is 
on the floor. 

Mr. CALL. 
ing business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. VANCE. 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must have the regular order according to the 
order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VEST. I move to take up the bill (S. 2504) to amend the act 
of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that under the rule 
adopted we must stick to House bills in their order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairhas construed that toappl) 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then firstyou must postpone the Calendar. We 
are onthe Calendar under the Anthony rule for the first hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from North Carolins 
has the floor and has moved to take up a bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must first move to postpone the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is not in order til! 
the morning business is over. The morning hour is subject to the dis 
position of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is understood that this isa field open to ever) 
body, all right. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not at the end of the morning hour, but at the 
conclusion of morning business, whether it is 1 o’clock or any other 
period of time, at the conclusion of morning business the consideration 
of the Calendar begins under what is known as the Anthony rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That applies at the conclusion of 
morning business each day. That being so the Senator from North 
Carolina has no right to make his motion now. 

H. B. LITTLEPAGE. 

Mr. CALL. _ I call for the consideration of a resolution offered by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Florida asks for 
the consideration of a resolution, which will be read. 

Mr. CALL. It is a resolution heretofore offered by me. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CAL! 
yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That H. B. Littlepage be retnstated to the messenger-roll of the Sen- 
ate with compensation from the date of his removal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the grounds of that? - 

Mr. INGALLS. Why was he removed? Can the Senator inform 
the Senate? Has the resolution been acted upon by any committee’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No, sir. |. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move its reference to the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The matter is now before the Com- 
mittee on Con t Expenses, I think. 

Mr. INGALLS. It had better stay there. 

Mr.CALL. This resolution has been recommended by the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A very proper committee. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CALL. It has been reported by that committee and recom- 
mended 


I thought calling wp a resolution was part of the morn 


Not a resolution heretofore offered 
Senate bill 2504 is reported from the Naval Com 


Objection is made to the motion of 


Mr. INGALLS. Ihavemoved thatthe resolution be committed to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits of a question are not to 
be discussed on a motion to refer. 
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Mr. CALL. This resolution has been reported by the Committee on was necessary calling that messenger from attending on that committee 


Revolutionary Claims, and therefore it is not in order to make a refer- | 
ence of it to another committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. CALL. I must correct my statement. The resolution, as it | 
stands, has not been reported by the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims, but they recommend compensation to this man. The motion | 
of the Senator from Kansas is not in order while I am occupying the 
floor. When I am done he may renew it. 

This is a case of extraordinary hardship; and if the Senator trom 
Kansas and the Senate see fit to be entirely indifferent to what is just, | 
what is right, what is fair, what is honorable, and to that which is hon- 
est, and a proper regard for the rules of theSenate, then the Senate and 
the Senator from Kansas can deny the relief asked by this resolution 
and dispose of it in any form they please; but I undertake to say that 
they can not do it, nor can the Senator from Kansas move it consist- 
ently with honorable and just conduct on the part of the Senate, or con- 
sistently with an observance of the rules of the Senate or the practice 
of the Senate. 

Now I will state the facts of the case. When the Democrats came | 
into power in this body they assigned by a resolution and by general 
agreement among the members of the party three minority committees 
to the Republicans. They gave them the appointment of the clerks 
and messengers to those committees, for the purpose of emancipating 
them from the control of the Democratic Sergeant-at-Arms, the Demo- 
cratic concrol of the Senate. When the Republicans again came into 
power these committees were transferred again to the minority, then 
the Democrats. Among those committees was the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, of which the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JoHNsTon } 
was and is the chairman. The Sergeant-at-Arms detailed as messenger 
to that committee the person mentioned in this resolution, Mr. Little- 
page, who was appointed by Mr. JOHNSTON and placed upon the rolls 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms in pursuance of the understanding and of the 
purpose for which the committee was assigned to the minority. 

In the month of August last year Mr. Littlepage, an acceptable person, 
discharging the duties of the position to the satisfaction of tee Senator 
from Virginia, the chairman of the committee, met with a very great 
affliction. His wife and two children died from extreme illness. He | 
obtained leave of absence to go to them while they were sick and re- 
main with them. Two of his children died, and his wile lingered in 
extreme illness for a long period of time. Under these peculiar cir- 
cumstances he was discharged from his position by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms against the consent, against the protest of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of that committee, and he has refused to recognize 
that discharge; he has protested against it; he has kept Mr. Littlepage 
in the performance of those duties. His statement is here signed by 
himself to that effect. It has been exhibited to the Senator from Rhode 
Island i ANTHONY] and to the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES], members of the committee with him, and has received their 
sanction. He has appealed to them, and he appeals to the Senate that 
the condition which was attached by the consent and agreement of | 
hoth parties to the assignment to that committee shall be observed. 
He insists that the Sergeant-at-Arms had no right to withdraw this | 
messenger and leave his committee without a messenger against the | 
general understanding and against the uniform custom of the Senate. 

I happen to know that upon the Committee on Engrossed Bills, of 
which | am a member, by the advice of this body the chairman of that | 
committee has the appointment of the messenger, and his appointment 
is observed and the Sergeant-at-Arms has never interfered with it; on 
the contrary, against the wishes of two of that committee the Sergeant- 
at-Arms appointed the messenger at the dictation of the chairman of | 
that committee, and we submitted and consented to it. 

Now, this young man, discharged at a time of great distress, in com- 
parative destitution almost, without means has been kept in service by | 
the committee and in the performance of these duties, the Senator from | 
Virginia advising him that his discharge was without authority, that 
it was against the custom of the Senate; that it was against the under- 
standing upon the subject, and he has been performing the duties of 
the position from that time to this. He asks, therefore, that this reso- 
lution be passed and that he may be reinstated upon the roll. 

The resolution of the Senate of December 11, 1879, was: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to appoint three additional | 
messengers to the Senate, who shall be assigned to the Committees on Revolu- 
Honary Claims, Private Land Claims, and Engrossed Bills. 

I have stated the object of that resolution. It is not denied that it 
was to place the control of the clerks and messengers to those commit- 
tees with the minority. It will not be denied that when a Republican | 
majority came here they extended the same courtesy to the Democratic 
mivority and that the purpose and the uniform understanding and the 
constant practice of all the committees assigned to each minority was that 
the chairman of the committee itself should control the appointment. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. MayI make a suggestion to my friend? I wasin 

times the chairman of one of the committees named, and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms did appoint a gentleman that he thought would 
be agreeable to the Republican members of the committee; but he al- 
ways exerted the authority, and as we supposed rightly, of when it 





that he was just as much under the control of the Sergeant-at- Arms 


| put back on the rolls or not 


room and putting him ata door or doing anything else with | 


Hil, So 


at 
that time as any ot! er messenger, only that whenever it was convenient 


and proper for him to do duty for that committee he was the mess 
assigned to that committee because it was supposed he was of the same 
political ideas as the majority of the committee, so that if we were hav 


ener 


| ing a little political consultation as to what we would do about some 
| bill or something of that kind the conference could go on without em 


barrassing our Democratic messenger, if we had one, by hearing som« 


| thing he would not like to hear and that we ryight perhaps not wish to 


have him hear. But that was all we ever understood the relation ot 
the messenger was tous. It was a courtesy to appoint a Republican 


| messenger and assign him to that room; but, like every other messenget 


that is assigned to the rooms all around, the practice and as I always 


| supposed the law was that he was just as much a part of the Sergeant 


at-Arms’s torce and subject to his directions as anybody else 

Mr. CALL. DoT understand the distinguished Senator trom Ver 
mont to say that he thinks it would have been right for the majority to 
have allowed the Democratic Sergeant-at-Arms to deprive that e 
mittee of its messenger ? 


cou 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That would have been a question depending upon 
the exigency of the public service. If there were a large number ot 


people at the Capitol, and it was necessary to preserve order at all the 
doors, then I should hold that that committee like every other com 
mittee must go without its messenger for that day or for that week. 

Mr.CALL. But 1 assure the Senator frankly this is a case in which 
there has been no messenger whatever assigned to that committe 

Mr. PLUMB. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Florida. Let 
me appeal to him to consider that this is Saturday, the last day of the 
session; that it is now almost 11 o’clock, and that this matter should 
come up in some effective way on some bill yet to be considered. Ws 
have a great many matters of public importance to act on. I have no 
doubt that he will be perfectly willing himself to pay out of his own 
pocket the little balance of salary that may be due this person rather 
than embarrass the business of this country to the amount perhaps ot 
hundreds of thousands of dollars by this unseemly delay 

MreEDMUN Ds 
vide for the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we ought to go to public business rather than 
attend to private grievances of people about this Capitol, who after all 
get as much as they are entitled to 

Mr. CALL. Ido not agree with my triend from Kansas. I think 
the preservation of the dignity of the Senate, [ think the protection of 
the rights of a private individual is just as necessary as any public busi 
ness. I think it is public business, and I think no more arrant piec: 
of humbuggery can be propounded than that which the Senator trom 
Kansas has just affirmed. The interests of private individuals, who are 
here as citizens of this country, as officers o! 


Che Committee on Contingent Expenses can pro 


this Senate, have a right 


| to be attended to. The Sergeant-at-Arms had no right, and the Sena 


tor from Vermont will admit it, to discharge a messenger assigned toa 
minority committee, and particularly in a case of great personal di 
tress and calamity. 


I have no interest in this. 1 scarcely know this gentleman or hi 
family; but when this case of wrong came to my knowledge I was not 
unwilling to identify myself with the protection even of an obscure and 


an unknown person here. 
Mr. INGALLS I think there is no parallel to this performance 


since the time when Nero fiddled while Rome was burning Hlere are 
hundreds of public measures pending and our time is con umed in 
the frivolous consideration of a question whether a messenger shall be 


| understand this man was discharged 
for cause, and if we intend to preserve the discipline of the official stati 
of the Senate and give the Sergeant-at-Arms the power for which we 
hold him responsible we must not for any nonsense of this kind rescind 
the orders he makes and interfere with the discipline that he tries to 


enforce. I move to lay this resolution on the table 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is not debatabl 

Mr. CALL [ hope the Senator from Kansas will allow me to say a 
| word. 


Mr. FRYE. I object to debate 

Mr. INGALLS. I have moved to lay the resolution on the table 

Mr. CALL. The Senator is taking an untair advantage, as he often 
does, 

Mr. INGALLS. I have moved to lay the resolution on the table 

Mr. CALL. Why, Mr. President— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Order, order! 


The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Debate is not all bole he que 
tion is on Jaying the resolution on the table 

The question. being put, there were on a division —ayes 25, noe 

Mr. CALL I ask tor the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Cle 


proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called Tam paired with the 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. JOHNSTON } 


et 


Rati wart 
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The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bayard, Groome, Lapham, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, MeDiil, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Pugh, 
Davis of T11., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Rollins, 
Davis of W.Va., Hill, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Morrill, Sewell. 

©, * Pendleton, 

NAYS—13. 
Anthony, Garland, Mahone, Walker, 
Butler, Grover, Slater, 
Call, Jackson, Vance, 
Coke, Jonas, “ Voorhees, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Johnston Ransom, 
Allison, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Barrow, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Beck, Ferry, Kellogg, Sherman, 
Blair, George, cee Tabor 
Brown, Gorman, McMillan, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Maxey Williams, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell, Windom. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC-LAND ENTRIES. 

The bill (H. R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. A bill similar to that, identical with 
it in fact, has been favorably reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator let this bill be referred to the 
committee? It can be reported back. Of course it is subject to an ob- 
jection now and it will be then. It will not do it any more harm to 
refer it than to keep it here. 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill has been reported from the committee, and 
one in precisely the same terms is now on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator from Wisconsin examined it? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have examined it. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is precisely the same bill that we reported. I 
examined it yesterday myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconstn ask 
for the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. It provides that in all cases where lands 
reduced in price to $1.25 per acre by the act of June 15, 1880, but which 
have not been offered at public sale at such reduced price, were in- 
advertently sold at private entry by the officers of the Land Department 
between the date of the passage of that act and the date of the receipt 
at the local offices of the instructions of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office relative thereto of October 10, 1881, the entries so inad- 
vertently permitted to be made by innocent purchasers, and which are 
regular in all respects except as f time of entry, shall be confirmed as 
of the dates of entry, respectively, where no valid adverse claim to any 
of such lands had attached prior to the date of such entry. Where lands 
have been entered since the approval of the act, and a greater price paid 
therefor than the reduced price, such excess is to be refunded to the pur- 
chaser or his legal representatives in the same manner as repayments of 
excess purchase-money are made in other cases under existing law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NAVAL CADETS AND CADET-ENGINEEBRS. 

Mr. VANCE. If it is in order now I move once more to take up the 
bill which I have tried so long to get up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order unless the regular order 
is called for, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If nobody objects the Senator from 
North Carolina asks to have a bill considered. 

a VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill No. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I insist on the regular order; at least half a dozen 
Senators here call for it, and I think it ought to be gone on with. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Ohio will give way. This 
bill will provoke no discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire isthe regular order. The Senator will 
have his ee. 

Mr. VANCE. Let me appeal to the Senator. It is a bill to relieve 
from the operation of the law passed last year the cadets at the Naval 
Academy who have already graduated, and if the relief is not afforded 
now they will all be dismissed in June, and it will be too late to do any- 
thing for them. If the Senator will take the responsibility of saying 
this injustice shali stand, very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the statement of a Senator before me that this 


is an urgent matter for immediate eonsideration, I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 





MAaRcna 3, 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2504) to amend the act of August 5 
1882, making appropriations for the naval service. It declares that the 
provisions of the act approved August 5, 1882, making appropriations 
for the naval service, and for other purposes, shall not apply to any nava) 
cadet or cadet-engineer who had been appointed to the Naval Academy 
before the passage of that act. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for q 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CLINTON D. SMITH. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask leave to make a rt from the Committee on 
Pensions. I am instructed by that committee to report back the bil] 
(H. R. 6946) for the relief of Clinton D. Smith favorably, and I ask for 
its present consideration. It is probably the last bill that will be re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions at this session. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for placing on the pension- 
roll the name of Clinton D. Smith, late of Company C, Eighty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of 
the pension of $18 per month now allowed him. 

e bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH A. HENDRICKSON. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. k 
3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told there is an adverse report in that case: 
so that it does not come within the rule, I think. Under the cireum- 
stances it ought not to be taken up. 

Mr. WALKER. There is an adverse report and a minority report. 
I simply ask thatthe two reports be read, and will submit the case upon 
their reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from Ohio that the rule was to consider all pension cases, but yes- 
terday by unanimous consent all cases that were reported adversely 
were ned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. While there are so many favorable reports to be 
considered, I do not think time ought to be taken up in considering 
adverse reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection 
This is a peculiar case. This woman is 66 years of age; her husband 
served in the United States service for sixty years. He was promoted 
for meritorious service in the Mexican war, served in the late war, and 
died without means, leaving this woman without means of support. | 
wish the bill taken up. I desire to make no argument upon it, but 
will submit it upon the two reports—the report of the minority and of 
the majority. They are short. It will not take three minutes to read 
them. I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw the objection and 
let the bill be considered. The Senate will feel better after passing 
such a bill as this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is for the Pensions Committee to manage their 
own affairs. I will not interfere. 

Mr. PLATT. AsI reported from the minority of the committee in 
favor of the bill I can hardly object to it myself. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope it may be taken up. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth A, Hendrickson. It provides for placing on the pension-rol! 
the name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson, widow of Thomas Hen- 
drickson, late a retired colonel,in the United States Army, at the rate 
of $25 per month. 

The Principal islative Clerk read the following report, submitted 
by Mr. MITCHELL July 8, 1882: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3258) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson, examined the same and re- 
rt . 


That it does not appear that the cause of death of Colonel Hendrickson re- 
sulted from disease or injury which arose in service in line of duty. The claim 
of the widow was rejected at the Pension Office, as stated in the record, ‘for the 
reason that the death of Colonel Hendrickson, October 24, 1878, at the age ot 
78 years, had no connection with service in the line of duty.’’ Your committee 
therefore d that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


The Acting Secretary read the views of the minority, submitted by 
Mr. PLatTtT July 8, 1882, as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
(H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson, have exam- 
ined the same, and submit their views in favor of the of the House bill. 
adopting the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House ef Rep 
resentatives, correctly stating the facts in the case, as follows: . 

“Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on , submitted the following re- 
ah? the ter Me the bill GE Re. 3258) granti sion to Mrs. Elizabeth 

“In matter o: gran a pen Mrs. 

A. Hendrickson, your committee, to whom said bill was referred, have investi- 
gated and found as follows: 

“ The petitioner states that she is the widow of the late Colonel Thomas Hen 
drickson, of the United States A: ; that her husband died in Saint Louis, 
October 24, 1878, leaving her so little she has been ob! to run in debt jn 
order to live, her only son being unable to support her; that her prayer for 





1883. 








a pension is based on the consideration of the long and faithful service of her 


“ claim was rejected, according to records of the Pension Office (file No. 
enh, for the reason that the death of Major Hendrickson, October 24, 1878, at 
the of 78 yenee had no connection with service ix the line of duty.’ 

“the official mi'itary pistorz of Thomas Hendrickson, which accompanies the 
pill, is as follows: He first enlisted ber 13, 1819, in the Fourth Battalion of 
Artillery, and was discharged July 18, 1821, for disability. He enlisted again 
July 20, 1823, and wasassigned to Company F, Third Infantry, assergeant; made 
first: sergeant May, 1824, sergeant-major January 22, 1827,and discharged assuch 
July 20, wy expiration of service. He re-enlisted July 28, 1828; was made 
al of regiment June 14, 1829; trausferred to Company G, Sixth In- 
fanty, a8 sergeant, April 15, 1831; appointed ordnance sergeant April 25, 1883; 
pe as such and re-enli une 10, 1833; discharged June 10, 1836, by 
expiration of service. Appointed second lieutenant, Sixth Infantry, July 31, 
1838; Pp ted first lieut t December 3, 1840; promoted captain January 27, 
1853; promoted r, Third Infantry, June 27, 1862. He was brevetted captain 
August 20, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct at the battles of Churubusco 
and Contreras, Mexico, in which he was severely wounded ; brevetted lieuten- 
ant-colonel Jul 1, 1862, for gallant and meritorious conduct at the battle of Mal- 
vern Hill, Virginia, and brevetted colonel March 13, 1865, for gallant and meri- 
torious services during the war. He served in the quartermaster’s department 
at Baltimore up to May 7, 1869, with which his active service closed. 

“Accompanying the petition is a letter from MajorGeneral W. 8. Hancock, 
who served in the same company with him, and relieved him from command 
when he was wounded im the Mexican war. General Hancock says that Hen- 
drickson also served under General Jackson at Pensacola, and that his entire 
service covers sixty years. Also, that his horse was shot from under him at 
Gaines’s Mills, Virginia, and that he was peony retired by an examining 
board ‘on account of incapability, the result of long and faithful service, and of 
wounds and injuries received inthe line of duty.’ General Hancock furthersays 
that he understands the petitioner to be in straitened circumstances, and that 
her case is one of the most meritorious known to him. 

“In view of all the circumstances above set forth, your committee present a 
favorable report on the bill.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD BELLOWS. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. One moment. I wish to call up House 
bill 5674. It is reported unanimously by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and it will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will #he Senator from Alabama give 


way? 

Mr. MORGAN. Temporarily. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Edward 
Bellows. 

The preamble recites that Edward Bellows, upon the 18thof July, 
1866, was by the President, by and with the advice and consext of the 
Senate, duly appointed and commissioned a paymaster in the Navy of the 
United States from the 20th of February, 1866; that on the 28th of Jan- 
uary, 1869, the Secretary of the Navy issued an order declaring that 
Bellows was dismissed the naval service, declared in such order of dis- 
missal to be ‘‘in consequence of the facts appearing upon the record of 
the naval court-martial before which he was tried in November, 1868;”’ 
that on the 22d of January, 1880, the President, through the Secretary 
of the Navy, after investigation of the facts in the case, determined 
and issued an order declaring the order of dismissal illegal and void, 
and annulled and revoked it, because issued contrary to the provisions 
of section 1624, article 36, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and the name of Edward Bellows was thereupon, by order of the Pres- 
ident, restored to the list of paymaster on the Naval Register, next after 
that of Paymaster George A. Lyon, being the original relative position 
held by him on that list, and to which he is entitled by virtue of his 
commission; that on the 16th of March, 1869, while the order of dis- 
missal remained upon the records unrevoked, the President, under the 
mistaken belief that the order was valid and according to law, and that 
the same caused a vacancy in the list of paymasters, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate appointed Leonard A. Frailey, pay- 
master in the Navy, declaring such appointment te be ‘‘vice Bellows, 
dismissed;’’ that by a recent decision and judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Charles M. Blake vs. The 
United States (13 Otto, page 227) the right of said Bellows to hold the 
office is questionable; and that including Bellows the present number 
“a does not exceed the number now allowed by law. 

bill therefore proposes to authorize the President to nominate 
and, with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Edward 
Bellows paymaster in the Navy of the United States, to take rank and 
position on the listof such paymasters in the position where his name 
now stands on the Register as above stated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. uf 


ALABAMA MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished: business, which is the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the pub- 
lic lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral 
lands. The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. McDILL. I to the Senator from Alabama if he will not 
allow me to ask unanimous consent to pass a House bill relative to Dis- 
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trict of Columbia affairs. It is a very important matter, and I do not 
think it will give rise to any debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall not occupy more than five minutes on this 
bill, and then ask the Senate to vote on it. I merely wish to make a 
statement of the facts. I should like to oblige my friend very much, 
especially as this is his last day in the Senate; but I have been inter- 
rupted ever since yesterday morning, and I hope he will not press his 
request. 

I will not venture to explain even what the honorable Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] yesterday evening stated to the Senate. | 
assure the Senate of the United States that this matter has been under 
the most mature consideration, and my colleague and I have really 
been resisting this bill, but we have yielded to popular sentiment and 
demand in our country, which is beyond any coniparison to be com 
prehended outside of the State. I will therefore submit it to the vote of 
the Senate without taking the time of the Senate to explain it further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported to the Sen 
ate if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill ought to be read now. 
tor from Vermont stated objections to it yesterday. 
exactly. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 thought the Senator from Vermont desired to discuss 
this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He discussed it last night. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Vermont made his full opposition 
yesterday, and in order to get forward with the bill I have declined to 
reply, although I was anxious to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. I know nothing about the Senator’s bill, but I had 
some idea that the Senator from Vermont desired to discuss it further 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the question will be put. 

The bill was ordered toathird reading, and was read the third time 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called) 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JoHNsTOoN ]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
We are on a conference committee and shall be for some time. 

Mr. SLATER (after having voted in the negative). I ask to with- 
draw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr 
KELLOGG). 

The result was announced 





The Sena- 
I wish to hear it 


I am paired 


I am paired with 





yeas 34, nays 16; as follows 
YEAS—34. 


Barrow, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Bayard, Fair, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Garland, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Call, George, MeDill, Vance, 
Camden, Groome, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miller of N. Y., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hill, Morgan, Walker 
Coke, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Davis of W. Va., Jonas, Plumb, 
NAYS—16. 

Aldrich, Frye, Logan, Rollins, 
Conger, Harrison, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Davis of IL., Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, Windom. 

ABSENT—26. 
Allison, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Anthony, Gorman, Kellogg, Slater, 
Beck, Grover, McPherson, Tabor, 
Blair, Hale, Maxey, Vest, 
Brown, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Mitchell, 
Farley, Johnston, Ransom, 


So the bill was passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate has just disposed of Order of Business 
No. 1029 in considering unobjected House cases. House bill No. 4676, 
forthe relief of certain officers of the Army, was passed over by mistake as 
aSenatebill. It is Order of Business No. 868. It is a billin which there 
are oflicers from every State in the Union interested. It is simply to 
enable the Secretary of War to adjust and pay the commissioned officers 
from the date of their commission and their entry upon the discharge 
of duty, and embraces those classes of officers for whose relief Congress 
always passes special relief bills. It has been unanimously reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and I hope will now be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
torious bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it a Senate bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a House bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Then there is a mistake on the Calendar ? 


I hope it will be considered. It is a very meri- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. There is a mistake in printing it on the Calendar 
as a Senate bill. It is a House bill reported with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Then it is in order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to have the order read under which we 
are acting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This comes under the order. It is a House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know. I have no objection to the motion; but 
I should like the order to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair). 
order will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate proceed to the consideration of pending pension bills 
after the unfinished business is disposed of; second, to House bills reported 
favorably, commencing at the point reached when the Calendar was last under 


consideration, 

Mr. SHERMAN. What I wish to propose for the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate is that in the consideration of these bills the five- 
minute or Anthony rule of debate be applied. [‘‘All right!’’] 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
is no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by that ? 
that the Anthony rule is to apply? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. All right. 

Several SENATORS. Five minutes, and no Senator to speak more 
than twice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lhope the Senate will not consider it invidious if 
some of us insist upon the enforcement of this rule and object to special 
cases being brought up out of time. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 understand that the entire Anthony rule is included 
in the Senator’s motion. Let there be no mistake about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to House bills. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We have not heard the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are now acting upon a rule which gives pref- 
erence to House bills. I suggest, for the unanimous approbation of the 
Senate, that we adopt what is called the Anthony rule, the five-minute 
rule, so that we may go through these bills as rapidly as possible, and 
clear the docket, if we can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I mean to apply thé rule just as it is. That is 
perfectly well understood, so that bills shall be subject to objection, 
and also subject to limited debate to the extent of five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding. 

THANKS TO PRESIDENT DAVIS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate of the United States are due, and 
hereby are tendered, to Hon. Davip Davis, a Senator from the State of lli- 
nois, for the courteous, impartial, and able manner in which he has presided over 
their deliberations and fulfilled the duties of President pro tempore of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted unanimously. 


RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS. 
Now, I call for consideration of House bill 4676, 


The 


There 


Does he mean 


The Chair hears no objection to that 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
Order of Business 868. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why should not that take its turn? 
right before it on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Objection was made to that, but objection was 
never made to this. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not to-day. Let us see if that can not be passed 
also. lJ ask the Senator from Missouri to let us see if that can not be 
passed without objection. It is a matter of great moment. It has 
passed the Senate twice before. It is a bill in regard to theadjustment 
of salaries of certain postmasters. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must insist on the rule, whatever that is. 

Mr. PLUMB. This comes under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it has been passed over and objected to. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has not been objected to this morning. 


Mr. HOAR. What has become of the bill of the Senator from Mis- 
souri? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HOAR. That comes up of right. 

Mr. PLUMB. I insist on the rule. 

Mr. GARLAND. That was the point reached before. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the bill named by the Senator from 
Missouri was passed over because there was a misprint on the Calendar, 
printing it as a Senate bill when in fact it is a House bill. It has, 
therefore, the right of precedence under the rule as it seems to me. 

Mr.GARLAND. That istrue; butthen I think there are some House 
bills that precede that. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 


I observe a bill 


That is now pending. 





Mr. GARLAND. At what point did we leave off? That is wha: I 
want to getat. Will the Secretary please announce where we left oi» 

The ACTING SECRETARY. Order of Business No. 1029. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, if we go back I want to go to the first case 
under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This case was not taken up when called because 
there was an erroneous print. 

Mr. GARLAND. But although itis an erroneous print, it is not the 
first case; it is not at the point where we left off. We ought to yo on 
regularly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We ought to commence wherever we left off 

Mr. GARLAND. That is what I want. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senato, 
from Missouri was recognized by the permanent presiding officer, ay\ 
his bill taken up. 

Mr. GARLAND. It was taken up as I understand under the jy, 
pression that it was the point at which we left off with the cases on th. 
Calendar, but that is not the fact. There are one or two cases before 
that as I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘It was not taken up under the supposition that it was 
following the point where we left off, because the Senator from Mis 
souri explained that it had been passed over by mistake. 

Mr. FRYE. We can not get at it unless we go on. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iask where we ought to commence under the rule ’ 

Mr. GARLAND. At the point where we left off. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where was that? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think we had better begin somewherg. 

Mr. GARLAND. I to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. As the Chair has decided that this bill is before the 
Senate we might have passed it before this time if we had not discussed 
other matters. I hope now that this bill is before the Senate it wil! 
be dis’ of. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
judgment of the Chair. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Let it be read. 

The bill (H. R. 4676) for the relief of certain officers of the Army was 
read, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con 
sider it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will only say to the Senate that the amendment 
of the committee is to strike out the House bill and insert a substitute 
It is useless to consume the time of the Senate in reading the portion to 
be stricken out. I think the reading of the portion to be substituted 
will be satisfactory to everybody. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committe: 
on Military Affairs, which was to strike out all after the enacting clau~ 
of the bill and to insert: * 


That the joint resolution np ter July 11, 1870, entitled “ Joint resolution 
amendatory of ‘ Joint resolution for the relief of certain officers of the Army, 
approved July 26, 1866, is hereby so amended and shall be so construed that i: 
all cases arising under the same any person who was duly appointed and com 
missioned, whether his commission was actually received by him or not, sli! 
be considered as commissioned to the grade therein named from the date whe: 
his commission was actually issued by competent authority, and shall be en 
titled to all pay and emoluments as if actually mustered at such date: Provide: 
That at the date of his commission he was actually performing the duties of tly 
grade to which he was so commissioned, or, if not so performing such duties 
then from such time after the date of his commission as he may have actual! 
entered upon such duties: And provided further, That any person held as « 
prisoner of war, or who may have been in hospital by reason of wounds © 
disability received in the service in the line of duty at the date of his commi 
sion, shall be entitled to the same pay and emoluments as if actually perfor 
ing the duties of the e to which he was commissioned and actually mu- 
tered at such date: Surther, That this act and the resolution s« 
amended shall not be construed to apply to any cases in which, under the law~ 
and Army regulations existing at the time, there could have been no legal miu- 
ter into the service at the date of his commission, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendmen! 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A m from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERS0ON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the to! 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presiden! 
pro tempore : R ie 

A bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of tl 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purpos:> 

A bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service 1 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and re 
ceivers; 

A bill (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins of the United 
States Army; and 

A bill (S. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin. 


SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 
Mr. GROOME. When we were upon this call some days ago, Order 


The bill is before the Senate in the 





Deded 
of Business 1022, being House bill No. 660, for the relief of Samuel Chase | Mr. PLUMB. It is immaterial entirely for the purpose of House bill 


No. 5200, but when it was reached before for consideration it went 
over without prejudice, and under the unvaried rule of the Senate that 
leaves the bill practically to be considered whenever it may be called 
up by any member of the Senate, and it is in order to call it up at any 
time under the operation of that rule. , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was under the impression 
Mr. PLUMB. That has not been reported favorably from the com- | that the bill called up by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan} 
mittee, I understand. That does not come within the rule. had been passed over informally without prejudice. 

, PATRICK HORAN. Mr. SHERMAN. The order was introduced by me at a time when 
Mr. LOGAN. The bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick _ — eepeseget House bills. 2 was agreed to unanimously. At 

Horan was indefinitely postponed yesterday. He is a constituent of pe ory - oo a = tye — r Aa egy to operate, and 

mine whom I know something about. I was not in at the time, and I a ° = a - ~— a - ~~ ( “ak ect — it ene with 

desire to have a motion entered to reconsider the vote by which the bill a ae ERNE 50 pUbic andaln Alatema, Wespents ay upon that, 

A a . eed : rder of Business No. 1020. The order was put in operation and com 

was postponed indefinitely. Of course as I was not here I can not en- ssomeed ot thet point. Ie Se oale ot } wily seee teeter ond 

ter the motion but I ask some other Senator who was here to enter it. ; ee. ols eed Scena yaaa gran sgh ceases cea 
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Mr SHERMAN, What is the business in order? I ask the Chair 
what is the next business in order? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSecretary will read the next order. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. Order of Business 848. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it is Order of Business 1032. 





: : re that we go on from that time forward and take up the House bills un 
= as OFTIOEn. gk A nenp eee a objected to, and after those are gone through with, we can go back to 
M e AN TI certs be very glad to have the ceniion to ssouneiiiens the beginning of the Calendar and consider the other bills. 

Pe Se — that the bill may be placed on the Calendar . The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it has 

? , « “ . 


: : z thd enlapeaq | beenthe invariable custom to call up at any time bills passed over with 
Ro ogy Let the vote be reconsidered and the bill be placed out prejudice. Bills passed over without prejudice ts be considered 
Mr. LOGAN. That is what I desire. eS re . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and | | 4c: the new rule. The wale wan cen based over without prejudice 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was postponed in- um er the new rule. 1e rule was adopted since that time by which 
snitely will be rded as reconsidered. The bill will be placed on | ¥° Were to commence at a certain place, and we actually commenced 
definite Ya rega ‘ pie at that place, and I think we ought to goon. As I understand the Chair 
the Calendar. ee has properly announced that the bill next in order is Order of Business 


1033, and if so we ought to proceed with that 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is some confusion as to the order of busi- Mr. FRYE. Let us commence somewhere. 


ness. The next bill according to my understanding is the one follow- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such having been the decision of the 
ing the bill relating to public lands in Alabama, that is, House bill | former occupant of the chair the Chair will conform to it; but it is the 
2033. That is where we ended. opinion of the Chair as af present occupied that bills passed over with 
Mr. PLUMB. [I insist that the rule shall be carried out; and that | out prejudice may come up under both rules, and ean be called up at 
we shall take up the bill at the point where the Calendar was last un- | any time. 
der consideration from the date of the adoption of the rule. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what we are doing. 
Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the decision of the Chair on that point. 
I insist that under the rule Order of Business 866, House bill No. 5200, 
should be first considered. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair has already decided this, because the 
Senate took up order of business No. 1029, relating to public lands in 
Alabama. 





That is thisease. The bill referred 
to by the Senator from Kansas was passed over without prejudice, and 
I insist that not only under the Anthony rule but under the rule we 
adopted the other day that bill is next in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. If I had not been satisfied that we should have 
gone back I should have objected to its being passed over at the time 
because it is a very important bill. I was under the impression that 
we should go back at the proper time to it. There is no more impor 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that was decided. It was done by | tant bill on the Calendar, according tomy judgment, than that bill. I 
unanimous consent. 


hope the rule will be enforced, and that we shall go back to that accord 
Mr. EDMUNDS. When the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public | ing to the understanding of the Senate. 
lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral Mr. GROOME. 


lands was taking up yesterday I was under the same impression with 





I simply wish to say in addition that the words 


*‘without prejudice’’ have some meaning orthey donot. If they have 
the Senator from Kansas that it was too far down on the list, but I had | any meaning whatever it must be that the bill can be taken up on the 


an inspection made at the Secretary’s office, as I was not fond of the | vote of a majority of the Senate whenever we proceed to the order of 
Alabama bill, to stop it on that ground if I could, in order to have fair | business on the Calendar. 
play on the Calendar. It turned out on inquiry at the Secretary’s 
office that was the bill last under consideration, and we had reached 


If the words do not have any meaning, then 
those of us who consented that that bill and other bills should be passed 


| over without prejudice have been deceived as to the meaning of the rule 
that number on the Calendar. under the former practice of the Senate. 
Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the matter decided on the case now pre- Mr. FRYE. I understand that the Chair has decided the question 
sented. 


Mr. BROWN. As I understand it we adopted a rule day before yes 
Mr. FRYE. Let the Chair decide it. 


terday that should govern us for the residue of the session in taking up 
5 Mr. BROWN: Was not the Alabama lands bill the unfinished bus- | bills that have been favorably reported, and we then determined that 
; iness when we adjourned last night ? we would commence where we last left offon the Calendar. That was the 
‘ Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; we have justdisposed of that, and now | ruling yesterday, as I understand it, by the then presiding officer. If 
* the Senator from Kansas wishes to go back to an old Calendar. 


any bill has been passed over without prejudice since that rule was estab 
lished, then we ought to go back to that bill, but not to all the bills that 


o.., PLUMB. March 3 is the date of the Calendar I hold in my 
d. 





i may have been heretofore passed over without prejudice under the 
4 Mr. SHERMAN. He wishes to go back to what was the unfinished | Anthony rule. 
: business under an oldorder. We commenced acting upon anorder dis- Mr. GROOME. Nobody proposes to do that. 
i posing of House bills, and reached the bill relating to landsin Alabama. Mr. EDMUNDS. No bill has been passed over without prejudice 
. Mr. PLUMB. The proceedings of the Senate upon the bill to which | since the rule proposed by the Senator from Ohio was adopted 
I refer will show that when it was reached it was passed over without Mr. BROWN. I say that bills which have been passed over without 
prejudice, and under therule of the Senate that leaves it in order when- | prejudice since the rule was adopted should be considered under it 
ever it is called upfor consideration under the rule which requires us to | Under the rule adopted a few days ago we should stick to the Calendar 
consider bills in the order in which they are reached. as it now is and go forward. 
Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from Kansas pardon me one moment | Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of Order of Business 866. 
while I make as tion? If we go back, the bill which willthenbe | Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the reading of Order of Business 1033 
in order is a bill which is under my charge, and I shall ask the Senate | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The difficulty with the Senator from 
to indefinitely postpone it. It is a House bill relating to House elec- | Ohio is that the Chair has decided against him. 
tions, intended when passed to operate on the last election cases, and | The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair it is the 
as that is gone by there is nonecessity for passing it. Soif the Senate | right of the Senator from Kansas to bring up a bill passed over without 
will give unanimous consent to indefinitely postpone the bill, Order of | prejudice. 
Business 848, a bill (H. R. 4666) relating to contested elections, it will | Mr. BROWN. Does that apply to cases that were passed over before 
: cat the knot so far. 


| we established the new rule? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill be indefinitely post- | The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
poned? TheChair hears no objection. | under both rules. 
Mr.SHERMAN. What is the order of business ? Mr. BROWN. I must appeal from the decision of the Chair if that 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No.848. Theorder of business under | is theruling. If the ruling is that we may go back to all the bills that 
the rule introduced by the Senator from Ohio is No. 1033, a bill (H. R. | 


we passed over without prejudice under the Anthony rule before we 
4958) making it an offense to personate a post-office inspector. adopted the late rule, then I appeal from that decision. If the ruling 


It does. The Senate is now acting 
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is that we may go back and take up cases passed over without prejudice 
since we adopted the lute rule, then I have no appeal to make. 

Mr. PLUMB. Order of Business 866 is the only bill in that cate- 
gory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that it is in order 
to take up bills that have been passed over withcut prejudice. From 
this decision the Senator from Georgia appeals, and the question is: 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand us the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Georgia will withdraw the 


a 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting the question.] The ayes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. BROWN. I will not call for the yeas and nays. That would 
take too long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and thedecision of 
the Chair stands as the judgment of the Senate. 


POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. PLUMB. I call for Order of Business 866, House bill 5200. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5200) authorizing the Postmaster-General to re- 
adjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the pro- 
vision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported from the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads were agreed to at a former 
sitting of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report from the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no printed report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have astatement at least from some- 
body to know how much this will involve. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And how many years it goes back. 

Mr. PLUMB. A similar bill has been passed twice by the Senate 
heretofore. This bill is now here on its passage, having passed the 
House. It has been considered by the members of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee. TheSenator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] I have no doubtis 
more familiar with it than lam. I only know that having given the 
matter investigation two or three years ago, it seems to me to be a bill 
that ought te be passed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. In regard to the amount this bill is 
expected to take from the Treasury, I will say that the estimates were 
originally that would take about $500,000, but the amendments made 
by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which have been 
agreed to by the Senate, are of such a nature that it is believed by the 
committee that sum will be considerably reduced, and that the amount 
finally to be taken from the Treasury under it will be considerably less 
than $500,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF DANIEL CARROLL. 


The bill (H. R. 6405) to authorize the Court of Claims of the United 
States to ascertain the amount of damages sustained by Ann C. Carroll 
and Maria C. Fitzhugh, executrices of the estate of the late Daniel Car- 
roll, deceased, by the regrading of the streets around square numbered 
736 in the city of Washington, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. ° 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
to insert: 


That the devisees under the will of the late Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, de- 
ceased, their heirs or assigns, may prosecute a suit in the Court of Claims, ac- 
cording to the rules of practice and proceedings in said court, against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to recover such damages, if any, as they have sustained by 
reason of the change of grade and the regrading of the streets around square 
numbered 736 in the city of Washington; and the said court, if it shall appear 
that said claim for damages has not heretofore been presented or prosecu' 
fore any board of audit established by the provisions of the act of y ap- 
proved June 20, 1874, is hereby authorized to hear and determine the said suit; 
and in ascertaining the damages sustained by the plaintiffs, the court is directed 
to take into consideration the advantages, if any, to the said square numbered 
736, resulting from the change of grade and regrading aforesaid. It shall bethe 
duty of the attorney for the District to defend the said suit. 

Seo, 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the said plaintiffs 
such sum as the Court of Claims may adjudge to be due them, or any or either of 


them, one-half of which sum shall be chargeable to the revenue derived from 
taxation within the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Was that bill passed over without prejudice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the committee who reported 
the bill whether there is any existing general law authorizing persons 
injured by changes in grade and changes in streets in the District of 
Columbia to recover damages ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is not. 
Mr. HOAR. Then I must certainly object to the consideration of 
the bill. There areagreat many persons who have sustained like dam- 


PS — Te 





ages who have no claim against the District of Columbia, if that }. 
tru 


e. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is a very hard case of two old ladies, who 
have been seriously damaged. I thi k each case of this character ought 
to stand upon its own merit. We can hardly afford to pass a general 
law, I think. Thisiscertainly a case where relief is by every 
consideration, and I appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts not ty 
object. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it is a general rule of the common law that 
no land-owner is entitled to by reason of anything that an 
adjacent proprietor does on his own land unless it actually destroys the 
natural support ofthesoil. The United Statesowns thefee in thestreets 
and all the public highways within the limits of the city of Washington, 
and it has a right to raise or lower the grade on that land at its pleas- 
ure. It has a right to appropriate it for the purpose of a public way 
or for any other purpose it shall seefit, and no claim for damages ac 
crues. 

This is not the case which exists in many of our States where the 
Government has merely taken an easement and the adjacent proprietor 
owns the fee over which it passes. The Government has been proceed. 
ing here upon the principle that no right of damages accrues. I admit 
it is a hard principle that when a person has acquired property with 
the understanding that a convenient way passes it, that way should be 
lowered or raised so as to make it inaccessible without great expendi- 
ture and regrading, but that is the existing general law. I remember 
an old gentleman trom my own State who was compelled to come here 
for his health, who sustained damage in this way and was advised by 
his counsel that he had no redress. I do not think that it is fair to 
pick out two old ladies who happen to be very worthy and excellent 
people and make them exceptions tothe entire rule. I therefore must 
object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does one objection carry the bill over? 

Mr. FRYE. It does under the Anthony rule, under which we are 


also acting. . - 
The PRESIDENT tempore. Under the rule, the Chair supposes 
that the bill cay not fe conaydered if it is objected to. - 

Mr. INGALLS. The injustice of the course that has been pursued 
by the Senator from Massachusetts in making a speech against the 
merits of this bill and then objecting to its consideration under a tech- 
nical rule seems very obvious. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to explain. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not want any explanation. Itexplains itself. 

Mr. HOAR. As the hour for the election of a President pro tempor: 
has approached I will waive my objection, if the Senator wants to re 
ply; but in view of the time, I stopped in my own speech in the mid 
dle; so that the Senator’s criticism is not just. 

RESIGNATION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. DAvis, of Illinois). Senators, 
gratitude fails to express the feeling which moves me in responding tv 
the generous expressions in the resolution you have adopted. As the 
presiding officer of this honored body, I have received courteous co 
operation from both sides, and constant, kindness in the discharge of 
official duties and in personal intercourse. 

I ought to be, and I believe I am, fully sensible of the obligation 
imposed by these acts, the more so as I entered upon the duties of the 
Chair almost a stranger to parliamentary practices. Six years have 
passed away sincethe Legislature of Illinois conferred upon me the trust 
which is about to expire by constitutional limitation. I neither souglit 
nor expected an election, which was brought about by a union of difitr- 
ent elements. 

Political convictions have separated me from the two great parties, 
and have subjected my action here and elsewhere to the criticisms o! 
organs of both organizations. 

A public man who steps outside of regular party lines is exposed to 
misrepresentation of his motives and to the charge of weakness in his 
conduct. He gets little credit for the moral courage of self-assertion. 
and none for casting aside ambition in defense of his principles. 

In legislating I have striven to consider measures solely with reference 
to the public good and without the least regard to their political pa- 
ternity. Above and beyond all other objects, my great aim has been 
to extinguish the strife of sections, and to see the Union restored in al! 
its integrity, with refreshed and increased grandeur. 

Thank God, that happy day has at last come. North and South are 
only geographical expressions. Fifty millions of free, happy, and pros 
perous e rejoice in a reunited country, strengthened by the stern- 
est of human trials. ¥ 

I shall carry away with me, and cherish as a solace in private lile, 
the cordial friendships formed here. It will be a constant pleasure to 
reflect upon, that no jar has disturbed the administration of the high 
office I now resign, bidding an affectionate farewell to every member 0! 
the Senate, and to every officer connected ‘with it. 

. Mr. Davis, of Illinois, retired from the chair and took a seat on the 
oor. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Secretary, pursuant to the order adopted yes 
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terday I send a resolution to the desk and ask for its present considera- | 


The AcTING SECRETA2Y. TheSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
THONY] offers the foilowing resolution: 

Resolved, That GzorGE F. Epmvunps, a Senator from the State of Vermont, is 
hereby ehosen President pro tempore of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


ion. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Secretary, I move to strike out the words 
-“‘GgporGE F. EDMUNDS, a Senator from the State of Vermont,’’ and to 
insert ‘‘THoMAS F. BAYARD, a Senator from the State of Delaware.’’ 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is moved by the Senator from Ohio 
thatthe words ‘‘GrorGE F. EpMuNDs, a Senator from the State of Ver- 
mont,”’ be stricken fronr the resolution, and that the words ‘‘ THomas 
F. BAYARD, a Senator from the State of Delaware,’’ be inserted in lieu 
thereof. Is the Senate ready forthe question? [‘‘Question.’?] As 
many as are in favor of theamendment offered by the Senator from Ohio 
will say ‘‘ay;’’ those of a contrary opinion will say ‘‘no.’’ [Putting 
the question. ] The “‘noes’’ seem to haveit; the “‘noes’’ haveit. The 
amendment is rejected. The question recurs en the adoption of the res- 
olution offered by the Senator trom Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ANTHONY] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] are re- 
quested to conduct the President pro tempore elect to the chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS advanced to the Secretary’s desk, escorted by Mr. 
ANTHONY and Mr. BAYARD, and said: 





Senators, I beg to thank the Senate sincerely for the honor it has 
conferred upon me, and to say that I shall endeavor to discharge the 


duties imposed with fidelity. But I think under the law I ought to | 


take an oath of office. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
THONY ], he being the oldest Senator present, to administer it. 

The oath prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862, having been admin- 
istered to Mr. EDMUNDs, he took the chair as President pro tempore of 

e Senate. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Acting Secretary of the Senate inform the President of the 
United States that the Senate has chosen Hon. Grorce F, EpMuUNDs, a Senator 


from the State of Vermont, President pro tempore of the Senate in the place of 
Hon. Davip Davis, ed. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following order; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Acting Secretary of the Senate inform the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the Senate has chosen Hon. GrorGe F.,EDMUNDs, a Senator from 
the State of Vermont, President pro tempore of the Senate in the place of Hon. 
Davip Davis, resigned. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of 
the Agricultural Report for the year 1883. 

HEIRS OF DANIEL CARROLL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the bill 
under consideration is House bill 6405, which will be announced. 

The ACTINGSECRETARY. ‘‘A bill (H.R.6405) to authorize the Court 
of Claims of the United States to ascertain the amount of damages sus- 
tained by Ann C. Carroll and Mariah C. Fitzhugh, executrices of the 
estate of the late Daniel Carroll, deceased, by the regrading of the streets 
around square No. 736 in the city of Washington.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoak], the Chair understands, has the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH], who has charge of the pending bill. It 


would not do to have the bill passed in the shape it isin. It is con- 
t to all the precedents of bills of this character. 
r. ALDRICH. I understood that the Senator from Massachusetts 


objected to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. That I did not know. Has the bill gone over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand so, very much to my regret. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to int a peremptory objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the Senator from Massachusetts did object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdrew the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish toofftr an amendment. In line 21, at the 
end of section 1, after the work ‘“‘suit,’’ I move to add: 


And each party shall have the right to appeal from any final decision in such 
case to the Supreme Court of the United States under the existing rules of prac- 
tice in such court. * 


This bill makes the decision in the Court of Claims final. That is 








contrary to all the precedents we have ever enacted in Congress. Im- 
portant questions of law, as suggested by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, will come up in this case, and it should be subject to review by 
the court of lastresort. The amendment I have offered is the usual pro 
vision in all such cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing to accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas. I think it is very proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas offers 
the amendment. It can not be accepted. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment re 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out all the words from the beginning 
of the third line to the word ‘six’ in the tenth line, in the following 
words: 

That the devisees under the will of the late Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, de 
ceased, their heirs or assigns, may prosecute a suit in the Court of Claims, ac 
cording to the rules of practice and proceedings in said court, against the Dis 
trict of Columbia, to recover such damages, if any, as they have sustained by 
reason of th®change of grade and the regrading of the streets around square 
pumbered 736. 

And insert: 

That all persons who have sustained damage by reasonof change of grade or 
regrading of any street inthe city of Washington may prosecute a suit in the 
Court of Claims to recover such damages as thev have sustained thereby, aceord 
ing to the rules of practice and proceedings in said court, against the District ot 
Columbia. 

Then I wish to amend by striking out, in lines 17, 18, and 19, the 
words: 

To the said square numbered 736, resulting from the change of grade and re 
grading aforesaid. 

And inserting: 

Which have accrued to the real estate of the petitioners thereby 

So as to read: 

And in ascertaining the damages sustained by the plaintiffs, the court is directe«! 
to take into consideration the advantages, if any, which have accrued to the real 
estate of the petitioners thereby. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the amendments of the Senator from 
Massachusetts would make this a general law involving a magnitude 
of interest so great that we certainly ought not to consider it now. | 
shall object to the bill without any disparagement to its merits. 

Mr. INGALIS. Will the Senator withdraw the objection one mo 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the District of Columbia have 
long had the subject of remedies for damages to real es.ate in this Dis- 
trict resulting from change of grades and other operations in engineer 
ing before them for consideration. It is impossible to pass a general 
law bearing upon this subject that will not result in great injustice to 
the community and to the Government. It is necessary that these 
matters should be dealt with as they arise. 

I suppose that most Senators who have been in the city of Washing 
ton long are familiar with the real estate affected by this bill. It is 
known as Duddington, a fragment of a very large estate that belonged 
to Daniel Carroll, of Carrollton, one of the original proprietors of the 
city of Washington. It is in the southeastern portion of the city \ 
large brick mansion, erected in the early part of the century, exists 
there, and the property is surrounded by a brick wall that has fallen 
away in consequence of the grading of the streets that surround the 
block. The ladies living there are the last survivors of that historic 
character. They have been reduced to comparative indigence. The 
property is unsalable in consequence of the operations of the Govern 
ment in grading the streets around it. 

I have never known a case that appealed more strongly not only to 
justice but to generosity. I am aware, and so is the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts, that these amendments will strangle the bill. I do not say 
that that is the intent or the design or the purpose, but such will be 
the result. Unless this bill can be passed as it came from the House 
it can not be passed at all, and these victims of the injustice of the 
Government will continue to have their claim unsatisfied, and it may 
be that their lives will close before justice can be done. One of them 
has died already since this measure has been pending. I shall have 
discharged what I_conceive to be a solemn duty when I have called the 
attention of Congress to the meritoriousness of this claim and pointed 
out the fact that if these amendments are adopted and the measure is 
returned to the House it there will die. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen 
ator from Ohio to object to the further consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts insists on his 
amendments I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts insist on his amendments? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. I know it isa very hard case—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for a vote on the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects to 


the further consideration of the bill and it goes over. 





Mr. INGALLS. 


The Senator from Ohio said if the Senator from 
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was to be debate, he would object. 
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Massachusetts insisted on the amendments, that is, of course if there | of this District, and when other people, who had no more claim fee 
them than the Senator from Ohio or the Senator from Mlinois, were at- 
The Senator from Massachusetts does insist on 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
them. 

Mr. INGALLS 
bate, | think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Senator from Massachusetts wants to cite 
cases, and under the rule he can not take the time. 


Then we can vote, for there will be no further de- 


SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next House bill on the Calendar 
favorably reported will be announced, 

The bill (H. R. 660) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It restores Samuel Chase Bar- 
ney, late a lieutenant in the United States Navy, tothe retired-list; and 
entitles him to the pay of a retired Navy oflicer of the grade which 
he held at the date of his dismissal; but he is not to receive any pay or 
allowance for the period between his dismissal and the date of the pas- 
sage of the act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. | suggest that the bill is not in the usual form. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in this case ? 

Mr.GROOME. There is a House report, and avery fullone. I wish 
to say that I have anticipated the objection of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the form of the bill, and I think that the objection is well taken. 
| have consequently prepared an amendment to meet his point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Che ACTING SECRETARY. 
word ** that,’’ in line 3, to the word ‘* but,’’ in line 7; and to insert: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Samuel Chase Barney, late 
u lieutenant in the United States Navy, to be a lieutenant of the Navy on the re- 
tired-list, and from and after his appointment he shall be entitled to the pay of 
a retired lieutenant of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report in that matter ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Maryland that there is not a Senate report but a House report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Something ought to be said about this claim be- 
fore it passes. 
without prejudice, so as to be in order ? 

Mr. GROOME. Such was the fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that it was 
reached when the Senator from California {[Mr. FARLEY], who reported 
it, was out of his seat, and on account of his necessary absence it was 
passed over, 

Mr. GROOME. ‘The Senator from Ohio, I understand, desires a 
statement of the facts upon which the bill is based. I will state them 
briefly. 

Samuel Chase Barney was a lieutenant in the United States Navy. 
In the Seminole war in 1841 he contracted incipient deafness, which 
was increased in the Mexican war and necessitated his being placed on 
the retired-list of the Navy. 

He married; the seas of matrimony proved tempestuous, and ship- 
wreck resulted. His wife applied to an Lowa court and obtained a di- 
voree, With the custody of the children of the marriage and the exclusive 
control of her property. 
posing that inasmuch as the custody of the children had been given to 
the mother the father had no right to resume it after her death, ap- 
plied to the orphans’ court of this District for letters of guardianship, 
and obtained a decision to that effect. From that decision an appeal 
was taken to the cireuit court, which reversed it and directed the or- 
phans’ court, upon the father giving a suitable bond, to appoint him 
yuardian of the persons and property of his children. From that de- 
cree in turn an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which dismissed it upon the ground that it had no jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter, and declared the decree of the circuit court to 
be in full force, and issued a certificate to that effect tothe circuitcourt. 
When this was done the intermeddler applied to the circuit court for an 
injunction to restrain Lieutenant Barney from exercising any control 
over the persons or estate of his children, with a view to defeating the 
former decree of that court. The bill asking for this relief was not 
sworn to nor was the process prayed for served upon the defendant, 
Lieutenant Barney. 

Under these circumstances Walter D, Davidge, a leading lawyer of 
this District, advised Lieutenant Barney that he was entitled to resume 
the custody of his children. He took possession of them and placed 
them at schools near Catonsville, Maryland. This act was misrepre- 
sented to the President of the United States as an act of contempt of 
the cireuit cout of this District and an outrage upon law and decency. 
Upon that representation the President summarily dismissed L‘euten- 
ant Barney. Lieutenant Barney was never able to ascertain until 1876 
the cause of his dismissal, although he demanded to be informed of it 
within two days after it occurred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What President dismissed him ? 

Mr. GROOME. President Lincoln. 

Mr. LOGAN. What was the cause? 

Mr. GROOME. The cause was that he had taken the control and 
custody of his own children under the advice of his counsel, Mr. Davidge, 





It is proposed to strike out all after the | 





The Chair is informed by the Senator | 


[ask the Chair also whether this bill was passed over | 





She died, and an officious intermeddler sup- | 





tempting to defeat the father’s right to their guardianship. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator say that was the cause of his dis. 
missal? 

Mr.GROOME. That was the cause, as is plainly shown by the House 
report, in which is printed the series of letters which led to the dis. 
missal of Lieutenant Barney. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator must be in error. 
been the cause. 

Mr.GROOME. The Senator from Illinois will permit me to say that 
of course the facts were so represented to the President that he was led 
to believe that this gentleman was guilty of a gross contempt of court. 
and possibly in view of the fact that the bill was filed, although it was 
unsworn to and although no process had been served upon him, \); 
Barney ought not to have attempted to resume the custody of his chi)- 
dren until he had first procured its dismissal. But he afterward brought 
his children into this District and placed them under the jurisdiction 
of the court. Their removal beyond the District was the cause of his 
offending, and I have nodoubt that the facts were grossly misrepresented 
to the President of the United States, otherwise Lieutenant Barne\ 
never would have been dismissed. I think, therefore, having been thus 
dismissed because the real character of his act was misepresented and 
misunderstood, that this tardy measure of justice ought to be done him 
by placing him again on the retired-list. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland « 
question. 

Mr. GROOME. 

Mr. LOGAN. 


That can not have 


Certainly. 
Did this man apply to Congress? 

Mr. GROOME. He was dismissed March 6, 1863. 

Mr. LOGAN. Never mind that. I do not want to take time. 
he ever applied to Congress to be restored to the Navy? 

Mr. GROOME. He has attempted to secure such restoration. 

Mr. LOGAN. When? 

Mr. GROOME. Within a short time after he ascertained the cause 


Has 


| of his dismissal, which as I said was in 1876. 


Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. GROOME. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
make ? 

Mr. GROOME. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
to make. 

Mr. GROOME, I will only add that he applies to be placed on thie 
retired-list for the reason that was his position at the time of his dis- 
missal. 

M. LOGAN. I object to the consideration of this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois objects to 
the further consideration of the bill, and it goes over. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance 
witha resolution of the 26th ultimo, a list of officers of the United States 
Army on duty in Washington, moved that it be printed and recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


THE JEANNETTE INQUIRY. 


He now applies to be put on the retired-list ? 
He does. 


Has the Senator concluded the remarks he wished to 


I will hear what the Senator has to say. 
I do not want the Senator to yield. 1 have a motion 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Committee on Naval Affairs he 
discharged from the further consideration of the letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy transmitting proceedings of a court of inquiry concerning 
the loss of the steamer Jeannette, and that it be referred to the Com 
mittee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER ANIT HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Before proceeding to the next case on the Calen- 
dar I ask leave to make a report on the river and harbor bill from the 
Committee on Commerce. I ask that the report be read. 1 make the 
report subject to any point of order that may lie. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving th: 
report at this time? The Chair hears none, and the report is received 

Mr. CONGER. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to which was referred House bill 7631, ‘* An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” beg leave to submit the 
following report: 

The bill came from the House of Representatives to the Senate at a late hour 
night before last, but its reference to the committee was prevented by the inter 
position of parliamen objections until 2 o'clock yesterday, less than forty- 
eight hours before the close of the present session of Congress. ‘ 

he bill contains two hundred and three items of ee. amounting 
in the aggregate to the sum of $8,000,000 in round numbers. It is manifest that 
a satisfactory examination of these items of ppprepstation. in connection with 
the statements of the Chief of rs and subordinates in charge of the 
works, communi P by the Secretary of War, and upon which we 
are authorized to rely, can not be made in time to report the bill at the present 


session of Congress; much less can it be done in time for action by the Senate at 
this session ; yet without such examination, which it has heretofore been the cus- 
tom of the committee to make, the committee do not feel justified in recom- 
mending the passage of the bill. 
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The importance of the annual appropriation for rivers and harbors can not be | 


i > 
— the country and the facilities afforded by safe and commodious harbors 
are the great securities of commerce against oppressive rates of transportation 
by railroad companies. hers 
We are deeply impressed with the importance of continuing the works and re- 
pairs in our rivers and harbors already commenced and of the danger of great 
joss to the Government if these works are interrupted. 
While, therefore, we are prevented by want of time from making such an ex- 
amination of the biil as will enable us to make a positive recommendation of the 
of the bill, we do not feel at liberty to retain it in committee, and thus 
prevent action upon it by the Senate. 
We therefore report the bill back to the Senate for such action as it deems 
r. 
prope 8. J. R. McMILLAN. 
W. P. KELLOGG. 
JOHN P. JONES. 
0. D. CONGER. 
WARNER MILLER 
M. W. RANSOM. 
RICHARD COKE. 
J. T. FARLEY. 
G, G. VEST. 


Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be printed and lie on the table until | 


to-morrow, under the rule. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed and lie | 


on the table. , 
Mr, CONGER. [I ask that the report be printed in the REcorD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the REecorp, 
having been read 


Mr. CONGER. And also printed as a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

made. 

stated. 
CAPITOL POLICE. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one 
month’s extra pay was announced as the next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over until the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] who reported it comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the joint resolution be passed over without prejudice for the time being. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PERSONATION OF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR. 

The bill (H. R. 4958) making it an offense to personate a post-oflice 
inspector was announced as next in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. GARLAND. On inspecting that bill I find that it is already 
embraced in a bill that was reported from the Judiciary Committee last 
Monday, which was passed. This bill makes it an offense to personate 
» certain officer. That bill was a general one, making it an offense to 
personate an officer or agent of the Government in any capacity. I move 
the indefinite postponement of this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a House bill, and if we strike out the text 
of this bill and substitute the one which we passed on the report of the 
Judiciary Committee, it will go back to the House and the Senate 
amendment will be concurred in there. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am willing to accept that suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and to insert the bill to which the Senator from Arkansas referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
not at the Secretary’s desk at this moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that ought to be done, because that bill 
covers the case of fraudulent representation as to pensioners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Any amendment on the bill now sending it back 
to the House would naturally defeat it. It is scarcely possible that it 


could become a law. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The House may be able to concur in our amend- 
ment. It is a very important matter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there is no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would do no harm to pass the bill even if the 
Senate bill becomes a law. The greater contains the less, and inas- 
much as there is a necessity for some action on the subject, it appears 
to me to be wise to pass this bill; but then I have no special interest 
in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside if there 
be no objection, and the next bill on the Calendar under the existing 
order will be reported. 

FORGING POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS. 

The bill (H. R. 4962) toamend section 5463 of the Revised Statutes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It amends the section 
by inserting after the word ‘‘indorsement,’’ in the seventh line, the 
words ‘‘or receipt.’ 

Mr. HILL. This bill is not one of pressing importance. There has 
been reported from the same committee a joint resolution (H. Res. 333) 
validating certain contracts executed by the Postmaster-General, which 
is of great importance, embracing only a few lines. I ask that the 
joint resolution be considered in place of the bill. 


The bill will be laid aside informally, 


Mr. SHERMAN. We shall come to the joint resolution in a little | 


while. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 





The water channels of communication between the different | 


The usual order to print will be | 
The next bill on the Calendar under the existing order will be 


The Chair supposes that that bill is | 
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| 
| UNanimous consent that for Order of Business 1034. now before the 
Senate, Order of Business 1226 be substituted in its place for present 
| consideration. Is there objection ? k 
Mr. HARRISON. Weshall reach that directly 
| will not interpose now in the order of business. - 
Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not object 
Mr. HARRISON. I do not like to have the regular order intertered 
with in this way. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ject? 
Mr. BECK. I call for the regular order. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky ob 
| ject? , 
| Mr. BECK. 
| larly if I ean. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
| Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. INGALLS. 


I hope the Senator 


Does the Senator from Indiana ob 





L object. 1 want to have the Calendar considered regu 


lhe bill is before the Senate as in 


I should like to hear the section of the statute read 
| which it proposes to amend. 
| Mr. GARLAND. I was going to make the suggestion that the true 
| way is to follow what appears in the bill by saying that the section will 
read as follows. 1 move to amend the bill in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
| Senator from Arkansas will be reported. 
| The ACTING SECRETARY It is proposed to add to the bill so that 
| the section will read: 


Sec. 5463. Any person who shall, with intent to defraud, falsely make, forge 
counterfeit, engrave, or print, or cause or procure to be falsely made, forged 
counterfeited, engraved, or printed, or willingly aid or assist in falsely making, 
forging, counterfeiting, engraving, or printing, any order in imitation of or pur 
porting to be‘a money-order issued by the Post-Office Department, or any of its 
postmasters or agents, or any material signature or indorsement thereon; any 
person who shall falsely alter, or cause or procure to be altered, or willingly aid 
or assist in falsely altering any such money-order; any person who shall, wilh 
intent to defraud, pass, utter, or publish, or attempt to pass, utter, or publish, as 
true, any such false, forged, counterfeited, or altered money-order, knowing the 
same, or any signature or indorsement or receipt thereon, to be fulse, forged 
counterfeited, or altered, shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $5,000 
or by imprisonment at hard labor for not less than two years and not more than 
| five years. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


| The question is on agreeing to the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 

| third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed 
SECTION 


D480, REVISED STATUTES 


The bill (H. R. 4961) to amend section 5480 of the Revised Statutes 
was announced as next in order; and the Senate, as in Committee ot 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration 

Mr. GARLAND. I move the like amendment to that, so that th 
section shall read as follows 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
at this time? 

The PRESI DENT pro te mpore. 
| no objection. 





May [ have permission to make a report 


rhe Chair will receive it if there be 


DAVID 8. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iam instructed by the Committee on 

Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (Hf. R. 151) for the reliet 

| of David 8. Booth, doctor of medicine, to report the same favorably and 

without amendment. 

|} Mr. LOGAN. Iask, if there be no objection, that that bili be acted 

|on. It isa matter that probably will not be reached if it goes on the 
Calendar, and it will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
| unanimous consent that the bill just reported be now considered. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. That is in violation of the rule we are acting 
| under. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
be placed on the Calendar. 


BOOTH. 


asks 


Objection is made, and the bill will 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

| ‘Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent now to take up the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE}. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The next bill in order on the Cal 
endar is Order of Business 1047, being the bill (H. R. 684) to afford as 
sistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government. I hope 
my friend from Maine will not ask to take up the deficiency bill until 

| that bill can be acted on. 
Mr. HALE. Where does the bill the Senator speaks of stand on the 
Calendar? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
to have considered. 

Mr. HALE. I find that there is a conflict between Senators here as 
to which will come up next. The Senator from Rhode Island objects 
tu the bill of the Senator from Wisconsin being next considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I do not object; but I say there are other bills 
which ought to be considered before that is reached. 

Mr. BECK. They will only take the time required to read them. 

Ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bill? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope the Senator from Maine will 
not insist on it just now. 

Mr. BECK. Will not the Senator from Maine 
to see if we can not pass these bills? 

Mr. HALE. I will give ten minutes, and then I will call up the 
appropriation bill. Let it be laid aside for that time. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the appropriation bill just taken up be laid aside informally for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. INGALLS. 

The PRESIDEN 


no objection. 


The third one from where we are now. 
There are two intermediate bills which I shall ask 


give us ten minutes 


Say until 1 o'clock. 


‘*Yes.’’} 
‘T pro tempore. 


Until 1 o’clock. The Chair hears 


SECTION 5480 REVISED STATUTES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (HL. R. 4961) to amend section 5480 of the Revised Statutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment to the bill. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. GARLAND] to make the bill read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 5480 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is 


hereby, amended by striking out the word “ or,” where the same oceurs between 
the words “ defraud" and ** be,"’ in the second line, and inserting in lieu thereof 


the word “to.” 
So as to make the section read: 


See. 5480. If any person having devised or intending to devise any scheme or 
artifice to defraud, to be effected by either opening or intending to open cor- 
respondence or communication with any other person, whether resident within 
or outside of the United States, by means of the Post-Office Establishment of the 
United States, or by inciting such other person to open communication with the 
person so devising or intending, shall, in and for executing such scheme or 
artifice, or attempting so to do, place any letter or packet in any post-office of 
the United States, or take or receive any therefrom, such person so misusing the 
Post-Oftice Establishment shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $500, and 
by imprisonment for not more than eighteen months, or by both such punish- 
ment. Theindictment,information,or complaint may severally charge offenses 
to the number of three when committed within the same six calendar months; 
but the court thereupon shall give a single sentence, and shall proportion the 
ounislunent eapociaiiey to the degree in which the abuse of the Post-Office Estab- 

ishment enters as an instrument into such fraudulent scheme and device. 


Mr. GARLAND. These bills which we have been considering are 
bills that come fiom the Post-Office Committee in reference to postal 
crimes. They reported them entirely out of order, and it will take 
some little time to put these bills in shape. I shall be compelled to 
object to the further consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


over. The next House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


GERMAN NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISVILLE. 

The bill (H. R 
Louisville, Kentucky, was announced as next in order, and it was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
$313.50 to the German National Bank of Louisville, Kentucky, being 
the amount of United States 5-20 coupons inclosed in a registered letter 
and destroyed while in custody of the postal authorities; but a satisfac- 
tory bond of indemnity is to be filed with the Secretary of the Treasury 
before the payment shall be made. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A unanimous report of the Finance Committee. 
It is to pay for some coupons lost in transit through the mail. There 
is ample proof furnished the committee that they were lost. The bill 
provides fora bond of indemnity to the Government in case they should 
ever turn up. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 


The bill (H. R. 604) for the relief of William W. Thomas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
William W. Thomas, of Portland, Maine, of $450, being the amount 
of coupons of United States bonds lost by him, and now unpaid, upon 
his giving a bond of indemnity in double the amount to be paid, with 
sureties, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in line 5, after the words ‘‘sum of,’’ 
to strike out ‘$450’’ and insert ‘‘$309;’’ so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorizedand directed to 
ima W. Ye tee of epane, in the State of Maine, the sum of 
of United States bonds lost by him, and now unpaid. 
The pr sc was agreed to. 


bed Will- 
) oe the 





The bill is objected to, and it goes |, *” . 
Faas will he tate? 8" | Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis, was considered as in Committee 








| 
| 





| fey and Rebecca S. Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis 
. 2911) for the relief of the German National Bank of | 


The next amendment was, in line 28, after “* Thomas,” to insert 
‘*furnishing to the Secretary of the proof of the 


Treasury 
loss and destruction thereof, and;’’ in line 31, before “ ” 


t 
insert ‘“‘said,”’ and after “Secretary ” to strike out “‘of the Treasury : ' 
80 as to read: 


Upon said Thomas Soren to the Secretary of the Treasury 
proof of the loss and destruction thereof, and 
the t to be paid, with sureties 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Printing have leave to sit during the recess 
of Congress. 


satisfact 
ving a bond of of lodemnit Z 
retary. 





ry to said Secre' 


DISPOSITION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


The bill (II: R. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress and 
the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. That bill will lead to considerable discussion. There 
are various amendments to be offered to it; and I suggest that it had 
better go over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope not. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JACKSON. I de. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. 


JUSTICE IN TUNIS. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 303) respecting the administration of 
justice in Tunis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with an amendment after ‘‘Tunds,’’ in line 5, to strike out 
‘“by the Government of France;’’ so as to read: 

Be it resolved, &c., That when the President of the United States shall be satis 
fied that a system for the administration of justice shall be established in Tunis 
in accordance with the usage of civilized and Christian nations, under which al! 
rights of person and property of the citizens of the United States may be fully 
aud permanently protected, he shall be, and is hereby, authorized, by procla 
mation, to declare that the right on the part of the United States and its citizens 
to claim extra-territorial jurisdiction within said territory of Tunis, as secured 


by existing treaties and laws, has ceased, and will no longer be claimed or ex 
ercised. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and fhe joint resolution 
to be read a third time. 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 
J. J. COFFEY AND REBECCA 8. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of J. J. Coffey and Rebecca 8 
of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $2,000 each to J. J. Cof- 
s, being in full 
compensation for salary while J. J. Coffey and Burge Rawle Lewis were 


| kept out of their positions as clerks in the consulate-general at Shang 
It provides for the payment of | 


hai, China, upon their return after testifying in the Seward investigs- 
tion before the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department, 
in 1878 and 1879. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there a report with that bill? 

Mr. WINDOM. There is a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. WIVDOM. The billis unanimously reported by the Cominittee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I do not care for the reading if that is the 
case, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 


GEORGIA REVOLUTIONARY CLAIM. 


The bill (H. R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777 was annoanced 
as next in order. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I object under the belief that that bill will lead to 
pretty thorough debate. 

Mr. BROWN. There will be nodebate. I think if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will hear the report read there will be no debate, and 
I am sure my friend will not object. It is an important matter to my 
State. I appeal to him not to make any objection 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
the Senator from New Hampshire insist on his 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator hears the report, om sure he wil! 
not object. It will not take five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraw his objection? 


Does 
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Mr. ROLLINS. Not at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire | 
isists upon his objection and the bill goes over. 

RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 

The bill (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes 
so as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in 
the Territories was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection carries the bill over. 

WILLIAM BOWEN. 

The bill (H. R. 1768) forthe relief of William Bowen was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been acted on. 
over. It has been indefinitely postponed once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a motion to reconsider pend- 
ing. Would that come under the rule ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

GEORGIA REVOLUTIONARY CLAIM. 


Mr. BROWN. My friend from New Hampshire [Mr. RoLirs] 
withdraws his ebjection to the little bill I had up just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire withdraw his objection to the consideration of House bill 110? 

Mr. ROLLINS. Yes, sir. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777. It proposes 
to require the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the State of Georgia, 
or its lawfully authorized agent, $35,555.42, being for money paid by 
the State for supplies for the troops in 1777, under the command of 
General James Jackson, engaged in local defense for the common cause 
of Independence, and which sum was not included in the account of 
the State of Georgia in the settlement with the General Government | 
under the assumption act of 1790. 

Mr. INGALILS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam perfectly willing to submit the case on the re- 
port if Senators will pay attention to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
BARROW January 6, 1522. 

At 1 o’clock p. m., 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, 
the regular order will be laid before the Senate, being the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWN. 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. BROWN. 

Mr. BARROW. 
a vote on this bill. 
favorably. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have but a fraction of a day remainingin which 
to complete our business, and the most important thing before us is the 
consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. After we have got 
through with that we can take this up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill will be the pending order 
after that. The deficiency bill will be laid before the Senate. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


It ought to be passed 


I ask that this bill be disposed of. 
Not until the apprepriation bill is out of the way. 
The reading of the report has commenced. 


It is a short bill, and has been three times reported 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | 


bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior 


years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 


Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, here- 
tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 
Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 


with, and that the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be | 


acted on as they are reached. 
__ The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
if there be no objection. 


The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill which had been re- | 


| that it is general legislation. 


ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 
_ The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 37 of section 1, to insert: 


To enable the of State to pay Mrs. Caroline C. Marsh, widow of the 
late George P. Marsh, minister of the United States to Italy, the balanee of one 


year’s salary, said year to be reckoned from June 23, A. D. 1882; and to enable 


said ry to pay the necessary expenses of the funeral and burial of the 
late Mr. Marsh, and of erecting a suitable stone at his grave in Rome, $12,500, 
or so much as may be necessary. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 45, to insert : 


To enable the Secretary of State to pay E. J. Mallet, of New York, late consul- 
general to Italy, his unpaid salary for the two years he served as such consul- 





| War, that the deed or deeds to be given to the United Stat 


| whether tn remor 


| of drawings of patents, designs, and trade-marks’’ 
$15,000. 


I hope my friend from Kansas will allow us to have | 


That will be the order of the Senate, | 191 and 229 


general, $6,000; and to enable said Secretary to reimburse the official expenses 
of said consul-general, the sui of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary: Provided, That the Secretary of State shall, on examination, find this sum 


| or any part thereof is legally due. 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 53, to insert 

For salary of consul of the United States at Tangier, Barbary States, $1,000, 
being additional to his salary as provided for in the consular and diplomatic act 
approved July 1, 1882. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
ment,’’ after line 86, to insert: 


For payment of assessments to city of Des Moines, Iowa, upon streets adja- 
cent to the United States court-house and post-office building in said city, as 
audited at the Treasury Department, $2,087.30 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous,”’ after 
line 112, to insert: 

Toenable the Secretary of War to remove all claimsand pretensions in respect 
of the property in the State of Virginia known as Arlington, on which a ceme- 
tery for the burial of deceased soldiers of the United States has been established, 
and which property was taken by the United States for public use in the vear 
A. D. 1864, $150,000; but this appropriation shall not be paid out of the Treasury 
until the Attorney-General shall be satisfied, and so certify to the Secretary of 
sto the end aforesaid 
il warranty and cove 
aim against or in respect of said property, 
and alsoagainst all and every claim for damages 
in respect of, or the use and occupation of said property and also a release by every 
person entitled of all claim for and tothe amount bid, or any part thereof, in be 
half of the United States, on the tax sale of said property 


will convey a complete title and contain covenants of gener 
nants acwainst every manner of c! 


in personam 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Phe next amendment was, after line 1531, to insert 


To enable the Secretary of War to pay to J. C. Burdick $820, to 1 
worth $820, andto C, A. Peck $829, commissioners appointed under the authority 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, entitled “* An act to aid in the im- 
provement of Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,” for services 
in ascertaining and awarding the amount of damages by reason of the flowage 
of lands caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the 
State of Wisconsin. 


M. Wads 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Interior Department, ”’ 
in line 135, to reduce the appropriation ‘for photolithographing or 
otherwise producing plates for the Official Gazette’’ from $4,500 to 
$3,000. 

The amendment was agrec d to. 

The next amendment was, in line 157, to reduce appropriation “ for 
photolithographing or otherwise producing copies of the weekly issues 
from $20,000 to 


as 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 157, to insert: 

For contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Pension Office, $6,500 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 159, 


For repairs to buildings, 4,500 


to insert 
Howard University: 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 164, to insert 
For incidental expenses of the several land offices, $10,000 
The amendment was agreel to. 

The next amendment was, after line 


171, 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may he necessary, to feed a number 


to insert 


| of Piute and other Indians in Nevada, now in a destitute condition, to be avail 


able immediately, $5,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 175, to insert 

For completing the new census-roll of the Cherokee Indians residing east of 
the Mississippi River,as required by law, $600 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, after line 185, to strike out the following 
clause : 

This amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to continue the investigation of Cherokee Indian matters named 
in the act of Congress approved August 7, 1582, $1,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out all in the bill between lines 


I will also object to the portion of the bill contained in 
the reported amendments between lines 240 and 271, on the ground 
The matter has already been acted upon 
on a previous bill by the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ix 
| GALLS] moves to strike out from line 191 toline 239. The question is 
on that amendment. The Secretary will first read the lines proposed 
to be stricken out. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows 
| | The Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians is hereby authorized to institute a suit 
in the Court of Claims against the United States to determine the rights of the 
said band in and to the moneys, stocks, and bonds, held by the United States in 
trust for the Cherokee Indians, arising out of the sales of lands lying west of 
the Mississippi Kiver, and also in certain other fund, commonly called the per- 
| manent annuity fund, to which suit the Cherokee Nation, cqymonly called the 
Cherokee Nation West, shall be madea party defendant. ‘The said Eastern Band 
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shall within three months after the passage of this act file a petition in said court, 
verified by the principal chief of said band, setting forth the facts upon which 
said claim is based. The said Cherokee Nation West shall within six months 
after the passage of this act file its answer to said petition, and said cause shall 
proceed to final determination pursuant to the practice in said court, and such 
rules or orders as the said court may make in that behalf. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall transmit to said court, for the consideration 
of said court, copies duly certified of all records, reports, papers, and other docu- 
ments on file in the Department of the Interior which he may deem necessary 
to said cause or which may be requested by either of the parties hereinbefore 
referred to, and the said parties, respectively, may take and submit tosaid court 
such additional competent testimony as — may desire. And jurisdiction is 
hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine what, if any, interest, 
legal or equitable, the said Eastern Band has in said moneys, stocks, bonds so 
held in trust as aforesaid by the United States, and shall enter a decree specifi- 
cally defining the rights and interests of the said Eastern Band therein, and in 
any moneys hereafter to be derived from sources similar to those out of which 
the existing fund arose. 


| 
When the interest, if any of the said Eastern Band has been ascertained as 


aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, out of the portion of said fund 
adjudged to said parties, respectively, pay all the proper costs and expenses of 
said respective parties of the proceedings herein provided for, each party, except 
the United States, to be liable for its own costs and expenses, and the remainder 
shall be placed to credit of the said Eastern Band and of the said Cherokee Na- 
tion, in accordance with their respective rights as ascertained by the said judg- 
ment and decree of said court. 


In the said proceeding the Attorney-General, or such of his assistants as he 
may designate, shall appear on hehalf of the United States. Either of the par- 
ties to said cause may appeal from any judgment rendered by said Court of 
Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the said courts shall give 
such cause precedence. 

Mr. HALE. These are old controverted subjects that have interested 
these Indians for years. They have been buffeted about from one place 
to another, and at last the House of Representatives has inserted this 
clause and passed it, sending them to the Court of Claims under re- 
strictions and safeguards that the Committee on Appropriations deem 
to be good and wise. Itis not subject to a point of order, of course, 
because the House has adopted it, and it rests entirely with the Senate 
whether the provision shall remain in or out. 

I do not care to discuss it farther except to say that the committee 
think the provision is well guarded. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senate will not strike this out. 
subject to a point of order. 
is in this appropriation bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. We are responsible for its staying in it. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘To begin with, it is a matter in which the United 
States has no pecuniary interest. It is a question arising between the 
different bands of Cherokee Indians; those in the Indian Territory and 
those who have not gone there, an old claim that they have found no 
way to settle themselves. They have been here and asked Congress a 
ureat many times and in a great many ways to aid them in settling this 
claim between themselves. Now both sides are willing to go into the 
Court of Claims to let it be settled there. I hope, now that it is in the 
bill, that this claim will be finally disposed of and for the best interest 
of the Indians themselves. It is doing them great injury to be contin- 
ually contending among themselves over this fund, and one side claim- 
ing that the other has got more than its share. 1 do not know myself 
which is in the right. The Committee on Indian Affairs, who have had 
this subject before them year after year, would be exceedingly obliged 
to the Senate if it would relieve them and refer the matter to the Court 
of Claims where both parties are willing to go. 

Mr. CONGER. There are two amendments to this clause of the bill 
that should be acted on before the motion to strike out is put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not observe that. 

Mr. CONGER. On lines 193 and 194. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations pro- 
pose after the word ‘* United,’’ in line 192, to insert ‘‘ States;’’ in line 
11, after “‘stocks,’’ to insert ‘‘and,’’ and in the same line, after 
* bonds,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and so forth ;’’ so as to read: 

The Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians is hereby authorized to institute a suit 
in the Court of Claims against the United States to determine the rights of the 
said band in and to the moneys, stocks, and bonds held by the United States in 
trust for the Cherokee Indians, arising out of the sales of lands lying west of 
the Mississippi River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amendments will be regarded 
as agreed to if there be no objection. These amendments being made. 
the question is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] 
to strike out the lines which have been read. 

The motion was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 239, to insert: 

That that portion of the Cherokee Nation of Indians residing west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and known and designated as ‘‘ Western Cherokees” or * Old 
Settlers,” by and under the name and style of the “Old Settler Cherokee In- 
dians,"’ be, and they are hereby, authorized to present their claims against the 
United States, by petition to the Court of Claims of the United States, within 
one year next after the passage of this act, to recover whatever balance, if any, 
is justly and equitably due them from the United States under the Cherokee 
treaties of 1828, 1833, 1835, 1836, and 1846, according to the tenor and effect of said 
treaties at the dates of their respective ratifications; and to the end that justice 
may be done, such court shall examine all settlements heretofore made un- 
der said treaties and acts of Congress, and other acts and proceedings relating 
thereto, and correct all errors, if any, that may have been made by any account- 
ing officers or other authority of the Government of the United States in mar- 
shaling and settling the accounts for the said “ Old Settlers,” in improper 
charges, erroneous calculations, misconstruction of laws and treaties, or misap- 
plication of funds, And the said court, in the examination of “Old Set- 


tlers” claim, shal) consider the same with reference to, and be governed by, the 


It is not 
We are not responsible for the fact that it 





| 
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said treaties, laws, acts, and proceedings as relate to or affect said “Old se; 
tlers,” and shall render judgment on the equities of said claims under the saiq 
treaties, laws, acts, and proceedings aforesaid ; and either party may appeal fro, 
said judgment to the Supreme Court of the United States, and said case. y oo 
so appealed, shall have precedence. 

Mr. INGALLS. I raise the point of order that under the rules o; 
the Senate this is general legislation and can not be received on an ap 
propriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
the committee’s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas [M: 
PLUMB] appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 will fora moment. I would rather appeal to 1, 
colleague. I wish to state what has governed me in the action I hav. 
taken in regard to this case as a member of the Committee on Appro 
priations. Ever since I have been in this body I have known ot thy 
existence of these claims and I presume every other Senator has. Noth 
ing is more delicate to legislate about than our relations or the rels 
tions of any white man to an Indian or to a tribe of Indians; and vet yw. 
are constantly besought here to take up claims of this kind and dispos: 
of them. Sometimes we will do it; sometimes not. Finally we hay. 
got to dispose of this subject and put it out of the way. 

There is a disposition I think that formal claims of a kind which ap 
peal to the equity side Gries should go to the Court of Claims as 
a tribunal which will be better able to dispose of them than Congress 
can possibly be. This is so manifestly fair, I think, and so manifest], 
necessary if we are ever to do anything about this matter at all, that | 
certainly hope my colleague will not be unreasonable enough to inte: 
pose an objection unless (as of course is entirely proper) his objection 
goes to any legislation on appropriation bills. 

My colleague nods his acquiescence in that statement. That is a lit 
tle bit late, I think, on the whole, because we have legislated and we 
shall continue to legislate upon bills of this and a similar kind; and 
while we may have a spasm of virtue every now and then which will 
strike off on the point of order some proposition, at the same time some 
legislation will undoubtedly creep into the appropriation bills that pass. 
It can not be helped. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to make a suggestion to the Chair before the 
point of order was decided, but the Chair did not stop to hear me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the suggestion of the Sena 
tor from Michigan? 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to address the Chair before there was a rul 
ing on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There wasnothing to address the Chai: 
upon, because the question had to be decided without debate under th 
rules. The Chair decided it, and the Senator from Kansas appealed 
from the decision of the Chair. Now the Senator from Kansas with- 
draws the appeal. 

Mr. CONGER. I appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. CONGER. I would respectfully call the attention of the Chai: 
to the fact that this is a bill to makeappropriations tosupply deficiences 
for the past year and for prior years, and for other purposes. That is 
the very title of the bill. There is no question with those who have ex- 
amined this subject that the balance of money found due and required 
by law to have been appropriate in a prior year for this purpose has 
failed to be appropriated; and therefore there was a deficiency under 
the award of the Senate, which, by virtue of an act of Congress, deter- 
mined the amount due. Questions have arisen in regard to that; and 
this amendment is in the direction of providing for the payment of that 
deficiency and only in that direction. 

I do not assert positively that it is taken without the rule on that 
ground; I am not prepared to say that; I only made my appeal to call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact, if he has examined this case, that 
the very last action of Congress was to provide that the Senate should 
act as arbitrator in regard to these claims and make an award and that 
payment should be made according to that award that stands there 
unchanged and unaltered by any law of Congress up to this time; but 
from time to time Congress has declined or neglected to make the ap- 
propriation to meet that award. Now, in my judgment, it is just as 
much a deficiency to be provided for either by complying with the law 
and inserting in a bill an appropriation of an amount of money found 
due under the law by the Senate acting as arbitrator, as any other de- 
ficiency that has ever occurred. It should have been appropriated fo 
in good faith on the part of Congress with due respect to the Senate an« 
its arbitrament and decision; it night have been appropriated for at any 
session from that time to this. It is still binding unless otherwise «i 
rected by Congress. That is the situation of this matter. 

Now, if this amendment tends in any way to provide an appropra- 
tion for carrying out the law, or if it defines the means by which an ap- 


The point of order is sustained by th 


I wanted to say, simply for my own justification and 





The question is on the appeal taken 
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propriation shall be made and the amount ascertained, I submit that 
it is within the spirit and meaning of the rule to be put upon this bill. | 
{| think myself, and I say it here without fear of contradiction, that in 
the whole list of claims which have been presented from year to year | 
to the Congress of the United States, there is not one which has been so 
fully settled, not one which has been settled by so high an arbitrating 
power as this, for the law made the Senate of the United States the 
arbitrator in this matter. 

The Senate gave its award. It is unchanged. It has only waited | 
from that time to this the action of Congress making an appropriation | 
tor the deficiency. For twenty-five years, more or less, since that ar- 
bitration of the Senate the claim has stood in the view of the whole 
world as a claim decided by this high body unpaid, unsatisfied, put off 
from time to time as an old claim, as an unworthy claim. Now, sir, 
there is something due to the dignity of the Senate which consented to 
act as arbitrator and made this award. 

1 do not think myself that it comes within the prohibition of the 
rule. I think the means to reach the amount due is properly within 
the purview of this bill and of the power of the Senate under this rule. | 
I saw for twelve and one-half years the old chief of that nation, as ven- 
erable and heroic a man as ever lingered around the seat of any govern- 
ment to maintain the claims of his people, labor from year to year and 
die here in this city with the harness on trying to have the Congress 
of the United States do justice to him and his people. 1 promised that 
heroic old chieftain, Pytchlin, on his death-bed, to do what little I was 
able to do to aid in settling the claim which he left as a legacy to his 
triends here who had supported his claim in Congress, to do whateve1 
i could in my feeble way to bring this matter to Congress and have an 
adjustment of it. It ought to be done. It is an eternal disgrace to 
Congress and to this nation that such an award and such an arbitra- | 
ment has not been carried out in good faith until a whole generation | 
has passed away. 

Now, if there can be any possible view in which the Chair can look at 
this subject in the light in which I have looked upon it and perhaps re- 
view his decision upon the point of order, I hope it may be done. | 
withdraw the appeal. I only wished to present this consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Michigan with 
draws the appeal and there is no question before the Senate. The amend- 
ment has been ruled out. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ District of Co- 
lumbia,”’ after line 295, to insert: 

For contingent expenses of the police court, $400, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 298, after °° 
“and police department; ’’ and in line 299, after ‘ 
‘*‘amount’’ and insert ‘‘amounts;”’ so as to read: 

For fuel for the public schools and police department, $5,000; one-half of said 
amounts to be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| 

| 





schools, ”? 
said,”’ 


to insert 
to strike out 





The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘judicial,’’ in line 306, 
to increase the appropriation ‘* for fees of marshals’? from $120,000 to 
$150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 307, to insert: 


That the sum of $13,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- } 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated to pay 


' 
the salary of the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States and his neces- | ‘ 


sary office expenses, including clerk-hire, to the Ist day of January, 1884. 
| 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 137, to strike out 
the following clause: 


The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to pass to the 
credit of Herbert A. Gill the sum of $150 for services performed in connection 
with the National Museum during the second and third quarters of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881; and to 8. C. Brown $60 for services performed in con- 
nection with the United States Fish Commission during the third quarter of the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1581. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 147 of section 2, 
the following clause: 





to strike out | 
To pay Michael Conlan and Edmund Brockenborough $242.61, being the 


amount withheld from their salaries as messengers in the office of the 
rd of Health from July 1, 1881, to August 7, 1882, $485.22. 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 178 of section 2, after ‘‘transpor- | 
tation, ’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ in the same line, after ‘subsistence,’ to 
—_ out “‘and so forth;’’ and in line 183, after ‘‘ vessels,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘and so forth;’’ so as to read: 
a. disbursements made by Lieutenant John W. Danenhower and Chief- | 
winect George W. Melville, on account of transportation and subsistence of | 
emselves and a portion of the survivorsof the Arctic exploring steamer Jean- | 
hette, in their journe ‘from the Lena Delta to the United States; and for ex- | 
oy of the court of inquiry convened for investigating the cireumstances of 
loss of that vessel, under authority of the joint resolution of Congress, ap- 
proved August 8, 1882, $12,504.64, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


National } 





| ington, used as a branch post-office during the fiseal years S82 and [S83 


} asa branch post-oflice in Washington 


The next amendment was, after line 191 of section 2, to insert 


That from the $50,000 appropriated for the current year for the care and pres 
ervation of such navy-yards or stations as might be closed, not exceeding $89,000 
may be used for maintenance at any or all of the navy-yvards 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clausé 


>>)? 


2 of section 2, inclusive, as follows: 


from line 216 to 


ro pay Thaddeus Thayer, licensed trader on the Lac Court d’Oreilles reser 
vation, Wisconsin, the proceeds of sale of certain pine logs, the property of said 
Phaddeus Thayer, erroneously seized and sold by the United States. which said 
proceeds were covered into the Treasury during the second quarter of L831 
DSV9.20, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, after line 256 of section 2, to insert 

rhe proceeds of all pasturage and sales of timber, coal, or other product of 
any Indian reservation, except those of the tive civilized tribes, and not the re 
sult of the labor of any member of such tribe, shall be covered into the Treas 
ury for the benefit of such tribe under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior shall prescribe; and the Secretary shall report his action in detail to 
Congress at iis next session 


The amendment was agreed to 
Phe next amendment was to strike 
in the tollowing words 


out lines W980 to 30? of section v 


For rent of building corner Third and East Capitol streets, inthe city of Wash 
S630, the 
ostmaster 
vy authorized to rent the said or other suitable premises for use 
District of Columbia, at an annual rental 
not toexceed 3360 per annuum, the same to be paid from the annual appropriations 
for rent, light, and fuel made in the acts making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Oflice Department 


sime to be paid from the postal revenues for those years, and the P 
Gieneral is hereb 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 303 to 333 of section 
» as follows 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
For coroner's jurors’ fees in inquest cases prior to July 1, LSs2, 3 


For work on streets and avenues for the fiscal vear 1882, $5,500. 
‘o meet deficiencies on account of the several items of appropriations for we 
Por t det tof tl 1} it f proj t for tl 


support of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal vear 1882 
M050. 

Che commissioners of the District are hereby authorized to use a sum not ex 
ceeding $240.50 of any unexpended balances of the sum appropriated for school 
purposes by the act making appropriations for deticiencies, approved August5 
ISS2, In making necessary repairs and improvements ou the Amidon, Bannaker 
and Analostan school buildings, and said sum is hereby reappropriated for those 
purposes: Provided, That the $1,200 appropriated by the act approved July 1 


Iss82, for rent of rooms to accommodate the schools until the Jefferson building 

may be expended for said purpose at any time during the present 
And said commissioners are further authorized to apply the sum 
of 9700 of the amount appropriated for rent of station-houses for the « Ure mae Les 
cal year, to the purchase of necessary furniture for the station-houses authorized 
by act approved April 1, 1882: Provided furthe Phat one-half of the foregoing 
sums for the government of the District of Columbia shall be paid from the rev 
enues of the said District 


Mr. ROLLINS. Why are all these matters relating to the District of 
Columbia stricken out? 


is completed 
fiscal year 


I am informed vy parties who are supposed 
to know about them that they ought not to be stricken out, that the 
amendment of the committee ought not to be concurred in 
Mr. HALE. There were no papers that came from the House, or that 
we could get by sending, which in any way covered the details of these 
cases, and for the lack of any information the committee struck them 
out. It may be that when the papers come from the House the com 
mittee will be satisfied. If so, they can be retained afterward, but 
the committee had no information covering the cases. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
f the Committee on Appropriations to strikeout the items which have 


| been read 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 7; 
ho quorum voting. 

Mr. HALE I hope the Senator from New Hamsphire will not in 
sist upon any point here. When the papers are all got in, if they 
justify these claims and these amounts, they will of course go in the 
bill finally 

Mr. ROLLINS 

Mr. HALE If the committee of conference produce the papers and 


vouchers showing the items are proper, there is nothing to do but to 


Ilow are they going in finally ? 


| yield and put them in; but the Senate has no information on the sub 


ject. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I think it more fit and proper that the Senate of the 


| United States should pass upon these matters than for a committee of 


comterence todo it. Ido not like to have all the legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills acted upon by committees of conference. I should 
like to have the Senate occasionally, once in a while, have some voice 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you want the Senate to pass appropriations with 
out any evidence whatever ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I insistthat the Committee on Appropriations could 
have ascertained without much trouble all the facts in regard to this 
matter. It would not have required a very great effort to ascertain 
them all. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose if the Senator from New Hampshire had been 
on the Committee on Appropriations he would have joined in its action. 
There was no information betore the committee showing that these items 
werecorrect. There wasnothing but the face of the bill; there is nothing 
else before the Senate. There is no information on the subject, no 
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estimate. The only thing that could be done was to strike them out. 
Then the Senator objects to the case going to a conference committee. 
It is precisely the kind of thing that must needs go to a conference com- 
mittee. There is no information in this body on the subject. If the 
House has ample information, that will settle it, but surely the Senate 


would not, simply because these items are in the bill, put in by the | 


House, without information pass them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When did this committee get this bill to con- 
sider it? 

Mr. HALE. Yesterday morning. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have never been a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and am not supposed to know much about its busi- 
ness; but here is an appropriation bill that has been considered by the 
House of Representatives and passed there. It is to be presumed that 
House had some information upon this subject. I do not know what 
may be the practice or custom of the Committee on Appropriations, 
but it would seem to me very natural that finding these propositions 
in the bill they would take steps to secure the information that might 
have been before the Committee on Appropriations on the part of the 
House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
mittee on Appropriations, commencing the consideration of this bill yes- 
terday afternoon at 3 o’clock, and having to complete it and report it 
back last night if it was to pass atall, could run around and investigate 


all these matters, when we had nothing before us, when the committee of 


the House had nothing before them except what one member had told 
them verbally, and it was passed by the House under a suspension of the 
rules? 

Mr. ROLLINS. They could do as other Senators have done, either 
representing committees or as individual Senators; they could have sent 
a messenger or clerk to the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
to ask what information they had. 

Mr. HALE. ‘That has been done two or three times, and we could 
not get any information. They did not have the papers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The House committee had no papers, in thiscase. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the Senator who has charge of this bill says that 
the House Committee on Appropriations had no information on the 
subject, then of course the committee is right. 

Mr. HALE. I do not say they had no information, but no papers. 


Presumably they had something asa basis of putting it on the bill, but | 


they had no papers. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Very likely they had before them the commission- 
ers of the District, one or two of them; and as the Committee on Ap- 
proy@iations are within telephonic communicatien of the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, I suggest that they could have availed 
themselves of that information justas well. But I withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 338 of section 2, to insert: 

SENATE. 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the three riding pages of the Sen- 
ate for services from the 5th day of March to the 30th day of June, 1883, $885. 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed to audit and allow an account, amounting to $876, paid by the 
Acting Secretary of the Senate on the 12th of August, 1882, to William Lucas and 
Thomas 8S. Hickman, under the act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government, and for other purposes, approved August 7, 1882. 

‘0 pay necessary expenses of the Senate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, namely: For salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others, $1,377.20; 
for clerks to committees and pages, $9,523; for furniture and repairs of furniture, 
$1,200; for miscellaneous items, 6,000; in all, $16,100.20, 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Edward N. Atherton the balance 
of salary due him by law for discharging the duties of a messenger of the Senate 
from April 1, 1877, to May 5, 1879, $720; said sum to be in full of all claims fer said 
services, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. lI offer an amendment to come in after line 352, 
Let it be read now for information. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

For payment of amounts due to such pame as have received partial pay- 
ments on account of illegal assessments for collection of taxes on ing and 
rope used in the packing and tying of cotton, the amounts that may be due them 
a according to the books of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 

reported by him to Congress, the sum of $20,749.49, 

Mr. HALE. The time for that will be by and by. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* House of Repre- 
sentatives,” in line 384 of section 2, to insert *‘S. P. Bayly $500;” 
and after ‘‘all,’’ in line 384, strike out ‘‘ $9,500” and insert $10,000; ”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 
an wv to the a — yay the ts set opposite their , in 

expenses incurred by them r ively in tested-election cases in 
the Forty-seventh Co: namely : 
$1,000: J. C. 


To J. Floyd King, $00; D, Wyatt Aiken, $708.65; M. E. Cu 
Ge , $1,000; eS See, aged . Fo a aa ms 
‘ m, $700; A. A. Mabson, $500; John W. Jo $800; . She 
ley, $900; 8. P. Bayly, $500; in all,’$10,008.65. — 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on the amendment. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 498 
| Section 2. 
| Mr. HALE. “R. R. Ripley 
|} of “R. P. Ripley.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 
| The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ef the 
| Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 451 to 455 of se 
| tion 2, in the following words: 


of 


” 


should be the name in line 428 instead 


| To pay J. J. McElhone, chief of the corps of official reporters of the House «+ 
} Representatives, for extra services and for clerk-hire paid out by him, $1,000 i. 
| the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 464 of section 2, to insert: 


That there be printed and bound, for the use of the House, the usual number 
of copies of the digest of contested-clection cases, together with an index of the 
same, to be prepared by the clerk of the Committee on Elections, for which and 
for the necessary preparation and superintendence connected therewith there 
shall be paid said clerk the sum of $1,000,and not more than $500 shal! be paid 
before said work is completed. 








The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 472 of section 2, to insert: 


To pay Charles H. Evans $5090 for services rendered the Committee on Wavs 
and Means in preparing statistical information and for other services called fpr 
| by that committee during the present Congress; also to pay Henry Dunlap the 
like surn of $500 for like services rendered the Committee en Ways and Means 

the same to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, lines 99, 100, and 101, to 
strike out ‘‘and certified to Congress, as in the ease of other claims 
under section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878,’’ and insert ‘‘ and paid; ”’ 
and after ‘‘sixty-one,’’ in line 105, to insert “and for such purpose the 
sum of $190,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated ;’’ so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to cause to 
be audited by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury and paid the claims 
of the original owners of lands which were sold for non-payment of United States 
direct taxes, for the — proceeds of the same, under the provisions of the act 
of August 5, 1861, and for such purpose the sum of $190,000, or so much therest 
| as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 
| Mr. BAYARD. I ask why that amendment has been made ? 

Mr. HALE.. This matter is based on a decision found in 14 Otto, 
page 216, in the case of The United States vs. Taylor, which settles ex 
isting law in favor of these cases. They have been presented to the 
Department, have been approved by the Department, and the only ques 
tion arising now is whether they have been formally audited and finally 
passed upon, and the clause that is added by the committee simply 
makes an appropriation if under these formalities they are found to 
be due. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 154 of section 3, to insert 


r expenses of collecting the revenue from customs prior to July 1, 18 
$113,703.92. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 226 of section 3, to strike out 

To pay H. L. Thayer claim for regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 
for same period, $4.08. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 243 of section 3, to strike out: 

To pay H. L. Thayer, claim for barracks and quarters, for same period, $191.52. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 4. 
next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add: 


For the payment of claims audited and allowed by the Second Auditor and Sec 
ond Comptroller of the Treasury under the provisions of theact of August 2, 1882, 
“to authorize the auditing of certain unpaid claims against the Indian Bureau 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury,”’ for services rendered and supplies 
furnished on account of the Indian service, as fully set forth in House Executive 
Document No, 42, second session Forty-seventh Congress, $96,318.71. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations having been gone through, the bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. After line 370 of section 21 move to add: 

For this amount, to pay the salary and mileage of Members and Delegates for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, $5,319.43. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After line 442 of section 2 I move to insert: 


To pay to Henry G. yr. for special report of testimony before the Hous: 
Committee on Foreign irs, first session Forty-seventh Congress, as per #° 
count approved and certified, $162. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. After line 266 of section 3 I move to insert 
To pay to the State of Florida, on the allowance made by the Secretary of War 
under jotnt resolution of Congress a ved March 3, 1881, and reported by him 


to a 22, 1882, the sum of 648.09, in full settlement for Indian wars 
from 1855 to 1861, provi delivered to said State all bonds an: 


4 


The 





there shall 
coupons of said State soauae by the trustee of the Indian trust fund. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Is that open to a point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is legislation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not 
raise the point of order on it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course I do not wish to take the Senator off the 
floor. I merely want to reserve any point of order. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am on the floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. The pointof ordercan be raised atany time, whether 
the Senator is on the floor or not. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There are five or six States provided for in 
the bill to whom compensation is made for expenses of asimilar character. 
The States of Ohio, Maine, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Ken- 
tucky are all provided for in the bill. 

I have to say, in the discharge of a duty to my State, that this mat- 
ter has been adjusted and adjudicated as far as it is possible to do so 
under the legislative department of the Government. The joint reso- 
lution adopted by Congress authorized the Secretary of War to settle 
the claim of the State of Florida upon the United States Government 
in respect to these accounts. The War Department adjudicated them, 
but the matter did not stop there. It went to the Military Committee 
and that committee arrived at a conclusion with respect to this matter 
after fall investigation, and a unanimous report, as I understand, was 
made fixing this sum as due from the Government of the United States 
to one of the States of this Union. 

I merely wish to say that there ought to be, as therealways has been, 
a degree of courtesy or comity between the governments of the States 
and the Government of this great Union. This is not an individual 
claim. It is not a private matter. It is entirely public. Our great 
judicial tribunal, in its administration of the law, recognizes the prin- 
ciple for which I contend, that States are entitled to something be- 
yond individuals in matters of this kind. We know that according to 
their practice they are in the habit of advancing cases in which a State 
fs concerned when a motion is made showing that the public of a Com- 
monwealth are interested in the subject-matter. 

Here is a sum of money which is found to be due from this Govern- 
ment to the State of Florida, and it owes it to itself, to its dignity, and 
to the comity which is due between the States and the Government, 
to make the earliest possible provision for its payment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? When was this account or claim adjusted by the War 
Department ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Very recently; in 1881. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. How long had it been pending? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It had been pending for quite a number 
of years; but I am sure that time does not affect the justice of the 
matter. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
that idea in my head at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say in reference to the inquiry made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin that some two or three years ago I had occa- 
sion as a member of the Committee on Military Affairs to examine this 
claim. I reported the matter tothe committee; the committee reported 
it to the Senate; and after debate in the Senate the claim was passed. 
It is as meritorious and just as much in a line to be appropriated for as 
though it had come in the regular Book of Estimates. There is no 
question about it so far as that part of it is concerned. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. All the claims between States and the 
General Government have been of late years adjusted in this way, and 
very properly, because after a sum is found to be due from this Govern- 
ment to a State, as I say, the Government ought not to higgle and 
interpose technicalities to the payment of so just a matter. I submit 
the proposition to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. HALE. What was the ruling of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No point of order was raised. 
amendment is still open to a point of order being raised. 

Mr, HALE. I thought the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
raised the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He merely made an inquiry. 

Mr. HALE. J (eel constrained to make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On what ground does the Senator 
interpose the point of order ? 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me there is no existing law that provides 
for this appropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There is a joint resolution of Congress. 
What does the Senator call that ? 

Mr. HALE. There is no joint resolution and no statute that in any 
way provides for the payment of this money. It is necessary to pass 
4 law in order to pay it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair finds that the proposed 
amendment provides for paying the State of Florida the allowance made 


I did not make the inquiry with 


The 








by the Secretary of War under the joint resolution of Congress of March | 
3, 1881. The joint resolution of March 3, 1881, provides— 

That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate, asce , and report to Congress as soon as practicable the amount | 
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of claims of the State of Florida for expenditures made in suppressing Indiam 
hostilities in that State between the Ist day of December, 1855, and the Ist day 
of January, 1860. In making such investigation the said Secretary is directed te 
receive and consider such testimony as he may deem necessary or proper foror 
against claims, including the muster-rolls of the State troops, and such other 
official data as may be on file in the War Department. In submitting his report 
to Congress the said Secretary shall not include any payments or allowances 
made by the State in excess of the amounts allowed by law at the time in behalf 
of troops regularly in the service of the United States. 


The Chair does not think that this amendment carries out the re- 
quirements of an existing law. The Chair thinks that the joint reso 
lution was an act merely of inquiry and not of direction and payment. 
So the Chair thinks the point of order of the Senator from Maine is 
well taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. 

That the Attorney-General be authorized and directed to pay to Charles H. 
Reed for services as counsel for the late Charles J. Guiteau such sum as he may 
deem just and reasonable, not to exceed $3,000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Plump]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
insert: 





I move to add after line 338 of section 2 


After line 289 of section 2 


. | move te 


For continuing the payment by the Postmaster-General to the colonies e 
New Zealand and New South Wales so much of the cost of the overland trane 
portation of the British closed mails to and from Australiaas he may deem just, 
not to exceed one-half of such cost, in accordance with the arrangeme 
ized by the provisions of the act of March 1, 1881, making approp 
service of the Post-Office Department, $40,000. 

Mr. HALE. The committee has considered and rejected that amend- 
mend. Therefore I must make the point of order upon it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine make 
the point of order against it as legislation or as a new item? 

Mr. HALE. I think it is open to either objection. It does not come 
by report from any committee, and there is no existing law that justi- 
fies the appropriation. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is an existing law 
1881, under which arrangements have been entered into 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what page of the statutes? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. ‘The proviso at the bottom of page 376. 
Arrangements have been entered into by the Postmaster-General on 
behalf of the Government of the United States and these colonies for 
the payment of one-half the cost of carrying the mails across the over- 
land route, by which the Government obtains an advantage in carrying 
our mails from San Francisco to Australia and back by way of New 
Zealand. This arrangement expires in November next, as I am in- 
formed. 

The Government is under obligation to pay at least to the Ist of 
November, but it is an arrangement that ought to be continued. Itis 
advantageous alike to the United States and its people and to these 
colonies. It has been in operation for six or seven years, and has had 
the approval of everybody so far as Iam advised. The proviso ought 
to have been put into the Post-Office appropriation bill, but by an over- 
sight it was not done. Ihope the Senator from Maine will not insist 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations considered this prop- 
osition and rejected it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
much consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine agree 
with the statement of the Senator from California that there is, under 
the act of 1881, an existing arrangement between the Post-Office De- 
partment and the authoritiesof New Zealand and New South Wales for 
this transportation ? 

Mr. HALL. Iam not satisfied that that is so 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is going on now. ‘The mails are 
being carried under this arrangement at the present moment. The Leg- 
islature of California adopted a joint resolution, which was presented by 
the President of the Senate only a few days ago, setting forth the whole 
case and asking that the appropriation for the service be continued. 

Mr. HALE. This item was not estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there an official report of the Post 
master-General which sets forth that there is an existing arrangement”? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have it not here. 

Mr. HALE. This is not estimated for by the Treasury Department 
or by any Department. 

-_The PRESIDENT protempore. In the absence of official information 
that this arrangement exists, the Chair will be obliged to hold that th« 
amendment is not in order, and so holds. 

Mr. CALL. In line 203 of section 2, after the word ‘‘ who,’’ I mov: 
to strike out the words “‘ rendered voluntary services without compen 
sation,’’ and to insert ‘‘ were furloughed without pay;’’ so as to read 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés in the General 
Land Office who were furloughed without pay during the period from July it 
August 5, 1882, $1,993.98, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Serator from Florida {| Mr. CALL}. 

Mr. HALE. That is subject to the point of order. 
appropriation. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I hope the Senator from Maine will notin- 
sist upon the point of order. During the pendency of the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill last summer it dragged along 
fora great while upon some pointin relation to the distribution of rooms 
in the State Department, and during that time, there being no appro- 
priation, the Secretary of the Interior had to furlough these lulies. I 
hope that the Senator will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Illinois has examined this matter, 
and I have no doubt that he has done so prebably more than I have, I 
will in deference to him withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I am much obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. After the word ‘‘services,’’ in line 369 of section 2, I 
move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to H. B. Littlepage compensation 
as messenger, from August 16, 1882, to March 4, 1883, $791.80, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. I wish simply to state that I offer the amendment at 
the request of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JoHNSTON], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, who is detained from 
the Senate by illness. It is recommended by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. I ask that the communication from 
the Senator from Virginia be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the commn- 
nication presented by the Senator from Florida. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

On the lith of December, 1879, the Senate passed a resolution directing the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to appoint three additional messengers, one for the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, one for the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
and one for the Committee on Engrossed Bills, and it was understood and agreed 
that the messengers so appointed should be designated by those committees 
reapectively. 

After the adjournment of the last session of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms 
removed H. B. Littlepage, messenger to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
without cause and without notice to or sanction of that committee, and there 
has been no messenger to that committee since the removal of said messenger. 
I, as chairman of said committee, as soon as I learned of the action of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, protested against it and told Mr. Littlepage that his removal 
was made without authority, and he has continued to wait upon said committee. 

There are ten messengers borne upon the rolls of the Senate appointed by desig- 
nation of their aepoee committees under resolutions of the Senate to that ef- 
fect, and it is evident that if the Sergeant-at-Arms can remove the messengers 
appointed under the resolutions empowering the committees to designate said 
messengers without the sanction of said committees, then the power to designate 
would be of no avail to said committees and the resolutions passed for the pur- 
pose of giving them that power would be null and void. 

JOHN W. JOHNSTON, 
Chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

We concur with Mr, Jomnston, chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary 

Claims, in asking compensation for H. B. Littlepage. 


H. B, ANTHONY, _ 


Il. L. DAWES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 55, noes 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum voting, the Secretary will 
proceed to call the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. CALL. I hope there will be no opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. If the vote can be taken over again I think that Sena- 
tors realizing the importance of not consuming time will vote, so that 
a@ quorum will be shown to be here, as there clearly is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does the amendment come from any 
committee? 

Mr. CALL. It is recommended by the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. I will state to the Senator from West Virginia, by his consent, 
that I offer the amendment at the request of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. JonnsTon], who is detained from the Senate by sickness. He 
states that Mr. Littlepage has been performing the duties of messenger 
of the committee at his request and by his authority. Whether the 
Senator from Virginia acted on a wrong construction of law or not, this 
man has been doing the service he was directed to perform by theSen- 
ator from Virginia, and he asks the Senate to allow this compensation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that this claim, if it is 
ene, has been and is now before the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses. It was also before the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
— interested were heard by the Committee on Appropriations, and 

believe that committee was unanimous in thinking that the Senate 
ought not to take any notice of it. 

I understand that for cause, for insubordination, as it was stated to 
the committee, and for neglect of duty, as the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] says, Mr. Littlepage was dropped from the rolls some 
time last year, and the reason of his removal was in writing furnished 
tohim. Noduty whatever has been performed by Mr. Littlepage since, 
and a person regularly designated for the pu has been caring for 
the room of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, he having been 
so assigned by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 





This is not only a case of dollars and cents, but it is one to determing 
whether we shall support the Sergeant-at-Arms in dismissing a man 
who he believes has neglected his duty in any way. I think it is hardly 
a thing that the Senate ought to take hold of, especially when a com- 
mittee has looked into it and thought it ought not to report favorably 
I understand from the Senator from Florida that it was reported from, 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. That is a very singular com- 
mittee to report a claim arising not within revolutionary times, byt 
this year. That is the committee also for which it is claimed this gen- 
tleman performed the services. It hardly is the proper place for the 
claim to come from. I hope the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CALL. I offered the amendment at the request of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. JoHNsTON ], who is about to retire from the Senate. 
He has made a statement in writing, and I will say to the Senator from 
West Virginia that no man stands higher for truth, for high and hop- 
orable character than the Senator from Virginia who is about to retire. 
He has denied the statement nrade by the Senator from West Virginia, 

I am moved by kindness and a sense of justice and by a knowledge 
of the suffering and destitution of the man’s family. The Senator from 
Virginia has stated in writing to the committee, and it has been read 
here and has been reported to his associates on that committee, that Mr 
Littlepage was discharged without cause in his opinion and his judg- 
ment. He has strictly the right as a Senator, exercised by the several 
chairmen of committees, particularly the Committee on Engrossed Bills, 
of which I am a member, of retaining a messenger. 

The Senator from Virginia claims the right which he says has always 
been accorded since he has been here, to authorize the messenger. Ho 
denies that there has been any other messenger performing the duties 
of that committee, and he asks as a matter of personal justice to him- 
self, in which he is joined by his associates upon the committee, that 
this man shall have the compensation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senator from Florida 
to speak of the Senator from Virginia as being a high-toned, honorable 
gentleman. Nobody questions that. 

Mr. CALL. There is his statement, which speaks for itself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator says that the Senator 
from Virginia denies what I have stated, and that is his reply. I never 
made a statement of the case until just now that I know of. This is 
a case entirely with the officers of the Senate, and is not one in which 
the Senate ought to interfere unless they want to take the appointment 
and control of the whole organization, and the responsibility for good 
order and behavior here from the Sergeant-at-Arms. If Senators think 
they should do that, then the amendment ought to be agreed to. If 
we believe that the Sergeant-at-Arms ought to be responsible for the 
proper conduct of everything belonging to the Senate, then we ought 
not to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This grows out of adispute between our esteemed 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JoHNsToN], who is about to leave us, and 
who during the closing hours of his term is confined at his residence by 
illness, and our very efficient Sergeant-at-Arms. I do not know any- 
thing about the merits of the case, but I certainly could not have voted 
for the resolution of the Senator from Florida introduced to restore this 
man to the rolls of the Senate, because I think if we hold the Sergeant- 
at-Arms responsible for the good order of the Senate he should be al- 
lowed to select his own instruments for carrying out our wishes in this 
respect. But I think, out of regard for the Senator from Virginia, who 
is about to leave us, this little amount should be allowed to pass with- 
out objection. I certainly would not wish to rebuke the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, for he has removed this man for cause, and I have no doubt for 
sufficient cause. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that we may have a vote. I do not think that 
we can afford to take any morestime on this little matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam on the committee with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ANTHONY], and I join with him in suggesting that this 
man, under the circumstances, ought to be paid. I had understood 
that in the arrangement of committees here those that fell to the other 
side of the Chamber were to be officered as those committees themselves 
desired, and, as I supposed, the messengers as well as the clerks, under 
ordinary usage, would be selected by the chairmen, That was one of 
those committees, and the committee felt as if the chairman ought to 
have had his voice. I do not know whether there was sufficient cause 
for removal or not, but, as the Senator from Rhode Island has said, this 
man has attended upon such duties as the chairman of the committee 
has required. The Senator from Virginia is now absent, and in his be- 
half the committee felt that if would be a good thing to adopt the 
amendment. I hope it will be agreed to. ' 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Massachusetts 18 
a member of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims? 

Mr. DAWES, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has not a regularly employed mes- 
senger attended to that committee-room independent of Mr. Littlepage? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know of my own personal knowledge. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Such is my information. 

Mr. DAWES. Al the labors of that committee are very 


arduous, I have not been able so much to attend to the details of the com- 
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mittee as I should have done had I not been employed on other commit- 
tees. I have not information personally about what has been transpir- | 


ing in the committee, but the Senator from Virginia has had a good deal 
of other kinds of committee work to be done in that committee-room 
which this gentleman has contributed to relieve the Senator from in 


that way which those attendant upon committees are in the habit of | 


doing. aa | gs 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that a regular mes- 
senger employed for that purpose has attended the committee-room all 
the time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | 


amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 13; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This matter is of sufficient importance to justify 
arecord of the votes. I ask that the yeas and nays be recorded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida, because it appears from the communication of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that he had retained this man under the impression 
that he had the right so to retain him, and that the man performed the 
services of messenger to that committee. Without entering into any 
question as to the right of the Senator from Virginia, it is very evident 
that he, as an honest man, put a construction upon the resolution un- 
der which certain messengers were appointed which has induced him 
to retain this man in the service of the committee. If that is the case 
and the man has performed the duty, the small pittance which it will 
take to pay him is not much out of the public Treasury, and at the same 
time it would relieve the man and it would relieve the Senator who has 
employed him, if he has made a mistake, from paying him out of his 
own pocket. I shall therefore vote for the amendment. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. The words ‘‘ as messenger ’’ should be stricken out. 
He has not been a messenger and there is no justice in paying him asa 
messenger when the committee could have had the services of a mes- 
senger by applying to the Sergeant-at-Arms under the rule of the Senate. 
We are now proposing to declare that this man was a messenger when 
he had been stricken from the rolls of the Senate by the Sergeant-at- 


Arms, whom we hold responsible for the discipline and good order of 


his subordinates, declaring that he was a messenger still. 

I believe that allemployés of the Senate are required to take an oath 
of office before they enter upon the discharge of their duties. Weare 
establishing here a vicious and pernicious precedent by saying thatafter 
a messenger or employé has been discharged and is no longer respon- 


sible to the Sergeant-at-Arms or anybody else, and is not under the | 
So . ~ 


sanction of an oath, he may be employed at the will of the chairman 
of a committee without any responsibility to any person whatever. I 
think that this is going too far. 

I do not know anything about Mr. Littlepage, or whatever his name 
is; I never saw him to my knowledge; but he was not a messenger; he 
was discharged for cause; and to say that he shall be paid as a messen- 
ger is a falsification of the record. It is an injustice to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms; it is a blow at the dignity and control of the Senate. If it 
is desired to pay him a gratuity, and those who know best about the 
matter think it is advisable, I have no objection, but he was not a mes- 
senger and should not be paid asa messenger. I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘as messenger.’’ 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the criticism of the Senator from Kansas 
is very just and that the words ‘‘as messenger’’ should be stricken out. 
Let it be a gratuity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment I shall propose will be 
agreed upon by the Senate. I move to strike out ‘‘ messenger’? and 
insert ‘“‘employé of Senator Joun W. JOHNSTON, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kansas accept 
that amendment? Otherwise it can not be received, it being an amend- 
ment in the third degree. 

Mr. INGALILS. 1 understand that under the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that is a correct statement of the relation he sus- 
tained toward the committee. If the committee desires to say that 
irresponsible persons, without the sanction of an oath, having access to 

the committee-rooms and to the files and to the body of the Senate, 
are to be employed at the caprice of anybody, then adopt the amend- 
ment as it was offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Virginia acted upon an interpre- 
tation of the resolution of the Senate which it very wellbore. I re- 
member when the resolution was called up in the Senate and passed 
Giving six additional messengers for certain committees, the messen- 
ers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms on the recommendation 
of the chairmen of the committees, I called attention to the fact that 
there would be a divided authority which might lead us into conflict 
and into trouble. It has grown into that condition sooner than I ex- 


The Senator from bine gy itseems from his own report, did not rec- 
ognize the authority o 


the Sergeant-at-Arms to remove this messen- 





| ger who was appointed upon his recommendation, and he takes the 
ground that if the Sergeant-at-Arms should remove him and then un 
| dertake to appoint another, it would be without his recommendation. 
and that he had no right to do it; that those messenvers wert appointed 

for the purpose of being assigned to the committees under the control 
of the chairmen of the committees, and so the resolution was viewed 
at the time. It was stated at the time those messengers were author 
ized to be appointed that those committees needed additional messen 
gers and needed messengers who would be under the control of the 
chairmen, so that the messenger might remain with the committee a 
cording to the will and pleasure of the chairman to do the duty thut 
the committee required of the messenger, putting him upon a ditlerent 
ground in that respect from the ordinary messenger of the Senate whom 
the Sergeant-at-Arms could change trom one committee to another at 
his pleasure. 

This case of divided authority has come up. The honorable chair 
man of that committee, whom we ail know so well how to respect, to 
honor, and to love, has taken occasion to differ with the Sergeant-at 
Arms in respect to the jurisdiction to remove Mr. Littlepage. I do not 
think that in deciding this question it is at all necessary for us to cast any 
slur upon the Senator from Virginia. He has acted honorably and prop 
erly in this matter and with suflicientand proper firmness if he believed 
that he wasright. He could not at his own pleasure bring t 
to the attention of the Senate whenever he chose to doit. He informed 
the messenger that his services would be required at the committee, 
whether Mr. Bright saw proper to remove him or not, and so the mat 
| ter wenton. Hedid not consider that he was interfering with Mr 


his subject 


Bright’s right to exercise discipline over men who were under his con 
trol, believing that the resolution of the Senate put Mr. Littlepags 


under his controlaschairman of the committee. Suppose he was wrong 

aboutthat. Mr. Littlepage has rendered the service. He might have 

been engaged in other employment. He had the security of a number 
pio} 


| of Senators that he was to continue a messenger and receive his pay. 

In passing’ upon this subject, although the Senate may not be in 
clined to sustain the view of the Senater from Virginia on this mat 
ter, it is not necessary to say that he is a person in the employment ot 
the Senator from Virginia, forin that view of it of course the Senate would 
have as much right to pay my servant at home as to pay the servant of 
the Senator trom Virginia in the Senate 

But we have brought on this difficulty by the peculiarity of the reso 
lution we have passed, which should not have been adopted, to which 
| the objection was made at the time, and now having invited the trouble 
and the Senate having gone into it, I think it is as little as we ean do 
to pay the man we thus imposed on the Senate and the country without 
censuring him at all. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from Alabama is mistaken in sup 
posing that this messenger was one of the messengers appoirtted by the 
resolution of the Senate for additional messengers, to be selected by 
the chairmen of certain committees. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the way I have understood it, from the 
reading of the paper at the desk 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that it is not so, but that he was one of 
the messengers regularly appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms. I say 
this because the matter came before the Committee on Contingent Ex 
penses, and if we had supposed that he was a messenger where there was 
any power of selection on the part ef the chairman of the committee I 
think we should have treated the matter differently from what we did 

Mr. FRYE. This little claim of $700 has occupied the Senate two 
and a half hours of the last two days of this Congress. I would a great 
deal rather some wealthy Senator would pay it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend 
ment of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of my amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will be first in order. It will be 
reported. 

The ACTINGSECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ messenger ’ 
and to insert: 


Employé of Senator Joun W. Jounstron, chairman of the Committee on Revo 
lutionary Claims, 


So as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to H. B. Littlepage compensation 
asemployé of Senator Joun W. Jounxston, chairman of the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, from August 16, 1882, to March 4, 1883, $791.80 

Mr. FRYE. That is too bad. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say only a few words. There is a messen- 
ger at the room of the committee of which I am chairman. I do not 
know his name. He is sent*there by the Sergeant-at-Arms, as every 
other Senator understands messengers are sent tothe committees. The 
messenger in this case was discharged by the Sergeant-at-Arms for not 
attending to his duties. The facts are that the Sergeant-at-Arms one 
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evening had to perform himself the duty of this messenger. If we are 
going to propose to pay everybody a Senator may employ because he 
disagrees with the Sergeant-at-Arms, it is setting a very bad precedent, 
and I do not believe in it. We have no right to do it. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms has a right to deal with the employés according 
to the manner in which they perform their duties, and the Senate ought 
not to interfere with his duties. Although I have the highest respect 
for the Senator from Virginia, yet he, in my judgment, in the employ- 
ment of this man did that which he had no authority todo. I do not 
propose to support a Senator in doing that which he had no authority 
to do any more than I would the Sergeant-at-Arms. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms did exactly what he had the right to do; the Senator did exactly 
what he did not have the right to do. I am opposed to paying a dollar 
to this man. 

Mr. HALE. In order to bring the matter to a close, I move to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr, CALL. I ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the motion debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. FRYE. I make the point of order. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal tothe Senator from Maine. The Senator from 
Virginia is absent, and I am simply doing what he requested me to do. 
He is sick at home and his term expires to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw his motion to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. HALE. For a moment. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] may be right 
or wrong. The Senator from Virginia gives this statement on his per- 
sonal knowledge. I understand that when this occurred this poor man 
was waiting upon his dying children, two of whom died the same day. 
1 understand that he is a man of excellent character and that he has 
discharged the duties of messenger of that committee with entire sat- 
isfaction from the beginning. 

Mr. HALE. If we can have the roll-call at once upon the amend- 
ment, I will withdraw my motion to lay iton the table; otherwise I 
shall insist upon it. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Cav]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of the amendment I offered? 

Mr. HALE. That was voted down. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TAnor]. Ido not know how he would 
vote on this question, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GROOME. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER], who is absent from the Chamber; otherwise I should vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Anthony, Garland, McDill, Slater, 
Barrow, Grover, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Jackson, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Morgan, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Kellogg, Rollins, Williams. 
Farley, Lapham, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—23. 
Bayard, Frye, Hoar, Plumb, 
Camden, George, Ingalls, " 
Cockrell, : a Loeen ; oem oa 
Conger, ale orrill, wyer, 
Davisof W.Va. Harris, Pendleton, Sherman. 
Edmunda, Harrison, Platt, 
ABSENT—26, 

Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Allison, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Beck, Ferry, Lamar, Tabor, 
Blair, Groome, McMillan, Vance, 
Butler, Hawley, McPherson, Windom. 
Coke, Hill, Miller of N, Y., 
Davis of I., Johnston, Mitchell, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. After line 108 of section 3 I move to insert: 
Forcompletion of the Sandy Point light-house, Chesapeake Bay, State of Mary- 
land, $15,000, 


Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order that that increases an appro- 
priation already made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Maine will not make the 
point of order. An appropriation of $25,000 was made, but it is not 
suflicient to complete the light-house. It will require $15,000 more. 
It is a very important point on the Chesapeake Bay; indeed the turn- 
ing-point of all vessels. The appropriation was made a year ago, and 
the Board of Trade of Baltimore, as well as the Light-House Board, 
think it is absolutely necessary for the safety of the trade of that bay. 

Mr. HALE. It is an ungracious task to insist upon points of order 
against amendments offered by Senators who are really earnest and 
faithful in their duty in pushing them, but I know of no ether way to 





get this bill through and keep its amount down to a reasonable sum 
than by insisting upon proper points of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I offered 
the amendment and had it referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, but unfortunately it was not acted upon. I submit that the 
point of order does not hold in this case. 

Mr. HALE. TheCommitteeon Appropriations considered the amend- 
ment and rejected it. The committee called in officers from the Light- 
House Board and put on one or two matters specially recommended by 
that board as being the most important. While this was stated by the 
secretary of the board to be an important matter, it was not put first 
as not being one of first-class importance; and the committee believe 
that itcan wait. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine insist 
on the point of order? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the end of line 352 of section 2 I move to add: 

For payment of amounts found due to such persons as have received partial 
payments on account of the illegal assessment and collection of taxes on bag- 
ging and rope used in the packing and eet cotton, the amounts that may: 
be due them respectively, according to the ks of the Commissioner of Jn- 
ternal Revenue and reported by him to Congress, the sum of $20,749.49. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator does that will he permit me to 
make a statement for just a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The purpose of the amendment is to carry into exe- 
cution section 3220 of the Revised Statutes, which requires the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, subject to regulations to be transmitted 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, on appeal made to him, to remit, re- 
fund, and pay back all taxes erroneously or illegally assessed and col- 
lected, &c. It is the general clause of the statutes requiring the pay- 
ing back of taxes illegally collected, assessed, &c. 

The amounts in reference to this matter, as I am informed, have been 
stated on the books of the Treasury Department. The books of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue show the amounts as stated. A 
bill was brought into Congress and passed giving the names of the dif- 
ferent persons who were to receive this money, but by some misadven- 
ture, which I am unable to explain, some names were omitted. 

If you notice the amendment which I offer, it isto make an appropria- 
tion to pay the money to the claimants whose claims are found adjusted 
upon the books of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It increases 
noappropriation. It is a mere deficit. I expect it is as clearly a defi- 
ciency asany other feature of the bill, being merely to execute the stat- 
ute. It gives no authority by which this money can be paid to any 
claimant unless it has been already adjusted upon the books of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. It saves the parties from suffering in 
consequence of a mistake of somebody. I do not know whose fault it 


‘| was in omitting their names at the time the former appropriations were 


made to carry into execution the statute. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senate has these claims submitted to the De- 
partment which has jurisdiction over them, and they are there exam- 
ined, pass the auditors, pass the comptrollers, and are sent in by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as a regular estimate, it will then come within 
therule. I take it it does not now, not being reported by any com- 
mittee and having no law to justify it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not suppose that this subject was really sub- 
mitted to the Department. It was the intention, of course, but the 
deficiency appears clearly upon the books of the Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be obliged to sustain 
the point of order if it is insisted upon. 

Mr. HALE. I insist upon it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine raises the 
point of order that the amendment is within the rule relating to amend- 
ments to appropriation bills. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It becomes necessary to cure 2 provision of exist- 
ing law in respect to the library, and to have a legislative provision put 
on this bill. I will explain itinamoment. The Joint Committee on 
the Library is composed of three members of the Senate and three mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. They have power under the 
general provisions of law to pass upon the accounts of the Library, and 
it is always necessary during the recess of Congress. Ordinarily that 
has been done by the three Senators on the committee, the Senate being 
a continuing body, but the office of one of the Senators on the present 
Committee on the Library will expire to-day, and he will have to be re- 
sworn before he can act again. Therefore it is very doubtful whether 
the legal duty imposed on the Joint Committee on the Library could 
be performed under the peculiar organization of that committee. The 
Committee on the Library t, in order to cure that difficulty, the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The AcTING SecreTaRy. After line 369 of section 2 it is proposed 
to add: 


That the portion of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Library on the 
part of the Senate shall, during the recess of Congress, exercise the powers and 
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discharge the duties conferred by law upon the Joint Committee of Congress 
upon the Library. 

Mr. HOAR. There is an omission in that sentence. If the Senator 
from Ohio hears it read again he will see that he left out some words. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘*Theportion remainingin office as Senators’’ itshould 


sad. 
ner. SHERMAN. The Senator thinks it should be a majority? I 
suppose the three can perform the duty. 

Mr. HOAR. But my friend does not understand me. It is a mere 
accidental omission of a word he intended to use. 1t does not say what 
portion. It says that a portion of the Committee on the Library shall 
do so and so. It should say ‘‘the portion remaining in office.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that modification. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment will beso modified, 
and reported as moditied. 

The amendment as modified was read, as follows: 

That the portion of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Library on the 
part of the Senate remaining in office as Senators shall, during the recess of Con- 

, exercise the powers and discharge the duties conferred by law upon the 
Point Committee of Congress upon the Library. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What are those duties? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can read them from the statute: 

The unexpended balance of any sums appropriated by Congress for the in- 
erease of the general Library, together with such sums as may hereafter be ap- 
propriated to the same purpose, shall be laid out under the direction of a Joint 
Committee of Congress upon the Library, to consist of three members of the Sen- 
ate and three members of the House of Representatives. 

It is necessary every week and every month to approve bills of dis- 
bursements made by the Librarian under this clause. They have to be 
approved by this committee of Congress in order to pass the Treasury. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] being a member of the 
committee his term expires to-morrow, so that there will not be even 
three members of the committee to continue in existence. It is neces- 
sary to supply that defect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to offer an amendment to complete an amend- 
ment already agreed to. I move to add after line 369 of section 2: 

To pay Hon. John C. Cook $250 for newspaper and stationery allowance for 
the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
From the committee ? 

Mr. HALE. It comes from the House of Representatives. It is to 
meet the case of a member who has been sworn in since the House sent 
the bill over to us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there provision made for the Representative 
from Missouri who was seated last night? There will be one or two 
more seated to-day. We had better put in enough to cover the con- 
tingency. 

Mr. HALE. Iam putting them in as fast. as they are sent to me 
from the House. They were unable, of course, to put them in the bill 
when it was reported to that body, because the seating had not taken 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better put them in in a Jump sum 
to cover those who will be seated between this hour and 12 to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I hope we may finish the bill. 
more to present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam pressed to offer an amendment, and I am 
assured it has been recommended by the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. I am not familiar with the matter, but I offer it as I agreed 
todoso. After the word ‘‘services,’’ at the end of line 369 of section 
2, I move to insert: 

To enable the Acting Secretary of the Senate to pay T. D. Keleher the sum of 

70, the same being the difference in pay received by him as laborer on the 
rolls of the Senate and that received by a messenger from December 1, 1881, to 
March 1, 1882. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there is any law for that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I stated all I know about it. It received the 
approval of the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has it been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations? 
Mr. VOORHEES. 

tions. 

Mr. HALE. 

ropriations. 

r. VOORHEES. I say it has been recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Committee on Contingent Expenses had regu- 
lar yurisdiction of this matter, and reported upon it favorably, and sent 
the report to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have been so informed. 


Where does that amendment come from? 


I have nothing 


It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


It has not been recommended by the Committee on 


I have stated my in- 
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formation. There are members of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses now on the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to see the r port they made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I donot think they made any report. At least 
IT am not advised that they did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana move 
this amendment in pursuance of the direction of the ¢ 


' ) ommittee on 
| Contingent Expenses? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; I can not state that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to sustain the 


point of order, the rule being that the amendment must be moved un 
der the direction of a committee 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the amend 
ment striking out from line 303 to line 333, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not 
because—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Chair will to the Senator 
from Delaware that the question now is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Comhmittee of the Whole, except the one reserved 
Does the Senator from Delaware rise to that question? 

Mr. BAYARD. I was about to remark that there was 
ment adopted in Committee of the Whole that I would be disposed to 
reserve, but I shall resort to another method of remedyingit. Itison 
page 13, under the judicial title increasing the appropriation made by 
the House of Representatives for the fees of marshals $30,000, making 
the sum $150,000. The Senator from Maine gave me the report of the 
Attorney-General, but it was not clear to me that the amendment in 
creasing the appropriation $30,000 was authorized by that report. Cet 
tainly the House of Representatives did not think so, having the sam 
information before them. But I would rather appeal to the judgment 
of the committee, who have examined it more earefully than I, and | 
shall therefore not oppose concurrence in the amendment, but I shall, 
when the bill is through, offer a resolution to ascertain something in 
regard to the irregular use and employment of special deputy marshals 
at Congressional elections. I believe not only that it is a wrong per s¢ 
and creates an interference not in the cause and aid of purity of elee- 
tions, but it has become a gross abuse for the payment of considerable 
sums of money to a number of mere political strikers and partisans 
and there have been men appointed who were not warranted in law to 
serve at the points where they were so employed, in towns having less 
than 20,000 inhabitants, in direct violation of the statute to that effeet 

I shall offer a resolution of inquiry touching an election which I my 
self was a witness of, in which I think there was a gros of the 
law and a violation of its plain features. I shall not seck to 
amend this bill in that respect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except the one reserved 
on the request of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. RoLiriNs] 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment reserved on the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. It will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
struck out from line 303 to 333, inclusive 
words: 


inclusive, of section 2 
That amendment will be reserved. 
desire to offer an amendment to the bill, 


Stivts 


in amend 


s abuse 


further 


, of section 2, in the following 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


For coroner’s jurors’ fees in inquest cases prior to July 1, 1882, $06 
For work on streets and avenues for the fiseal y 


ear DSS2, 83.500 


To meet deficiencies on account of the several items of appropriations for the 
support of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiseal year 1882, 
H.00 

The commissioners of the District are hereby authorized to use a sum notex 
ceeding $2,540.50 of any unexpended balawces of the sums appropriated for school 
purposes by the act making appropriations for deficiencies approved August 5 
ISS2, in making necessary repairs and improvements on the Amidon, Bannaker 
and Analostan school buildings idsaid sum is hereby reappropriated for those 
purposes: Provided, That the $1,200 appropriated by t! act apy ved July 1, 
1882, ‘for rent of rooms to accommodate the schools until the Jefferson build- 
ing is completed,’ may be expended for said purpose at any time du r the 
present fiscal year And said commissioners are further authorized to apply 
the sum of $700 of the amount appropriated for rent of station-houses for the cur 
rent fiscal year to the purchase of necessary furniture for the station-houses au 
thorized by act approved April 1, 1882: Provided further, That one-half of the 
foregoing sums for the government of the District of Columbia shall be paid from 
the revenues of the said District 

Mr. ROLLINS. I hope the amendment recommended by the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations will not be concurredin. J suggested in Com 
mittee of the Whole that there might be some mistake about this mat 
ter, and I have taken pains to secure possession of the papers wh 
before the Committee on Appropriations on the part of the House of 
Representatives. I have carefully examined those papers so far as the 
limited time would allow me, and am satisfied that the items of appro- 
priation are correct. The papers are here and are accessible to any of 
the members of our Committee on Appropriations. I hope the: 
ment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator has examined the papers carefully and 


ch were 


mend- 
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is satisfied that the appropriations in the bill are covered by vouchers 
and recommendations, I do not object. 

Mr. ROLLINS. There seems to be a voucher for everything, and all 
is satisfactorily explained. I think there can be no question but what 
the appropriations are all right. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. After line 333 of section 2, I move to add: 

That the salaries due all employés of the District of Columbia for services dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1883 and 1884 shall be paid in full, notwithstanding stoppages 
in the accounts of the District contmissioners heretofore reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. 

I will just state the effect of that amendment. Certain stoppages 
have been made against the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
on account of the payments which were made to employés for extra 
services during the last year. The Comptroller now holds that he can 
not pay to these clerks still in the employ of the District any portion 
of their wages until he has deducted all the sums thus paid, notwith- 
standing they were paid on the orders of the commissioners and paid 
for services actually rendered. They are still pending; and it will dis- 
organize the entire clerical force of the District if this or some similar 
provision is not passed. " 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 1 should be glad if the Senator would 
inform us to what extent this has gone. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amount that is charged against these forty-odd 
employés of the District is about $16,000, The amendment does not in 
any way relieve anybody from any legal responsibility, but simply re- 
quires the Comptroller to pay the salaries of these employés during the 
coming fiscal year, notwithstanding the payments that heretofore have 
been made to them upon the order of the District commissioners, and 
does not in any way determine the legality or illegality of the pay- 
ments made. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But I understand the Senator to say 
it requires money to be paid. Is it with the consent of the commis- 
sioners? Do they approve of it ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment was prepared by one of the District 
commissioners. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest the word ‘‘ suspension.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It appears singular that such an 
amendment is necessary to require any payment that should legally and 
lawfully be made. I do not understand why such a measure is neces- 
sary to have the employés paid any amount that is due them under the 
law or under the employment of the commissioners. I do not under- 
stand the cause. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state how it occurs. The commissioners hav- 
ing some extra work to do, employed persons then in their employ on a 
salary fixed by law to do that extra work. For instance, they would 
make a contract with one employé to make up a certain tax-list and 
pay him $400 for it, for extra work outside of the ordinary time. The 
Comptroller stopped that in the first instance against the District com- 
missioners, and now holds that he can not pay the employé his regular 
wages currently earned, but must stop against him the entire amount 
of $400 taken out of his wages. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Why was it stopped? 

Mr. PLUMB. Because the Comptroller holds that it isa double salary 
within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is just the point. There isa 
law to prevent the payment of double salaries, and I can not see why 
these particular employés should be paid double salaries. Of course 
the amendment changes existing law, and it is subject to the objection 
of being introduced to-day. I do not wish, however, to object if it is a 
proper thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it is undoubtedly a proper thing to do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. We havea Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I should be glad to know whether they approve of this 
amendment, or whether they think it ought to be done. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from West Virginia 
raise a point of order? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I object to its consideration to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an amendment, and can not be 
subject to an objection to consideration like a resolution; but a point 
of order may be made that it is a legislative proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I thought it was offered asa separate 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pending bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
changes existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of or- 


Let the amendment be reported. 


It is offered as an amendment to the 


I make the point of order that it 


er. 
Mr. VOORHEES. For the sake of saving future Congresses from a 
chronic annoyance, I wish to offer an amendment. The amendment 
was ruled out on the point of order in Committee of the Whole, and I 





shall appeal to the Senate, hoping that no point of order will be made 
and that the subject-matter of it may be sent to the court as provided 
for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 338 it is proposed to insert: 

That that portion of the Cherokee Nation of Indians residing west of the Mis. 
sissippi River, and known and designated as “ Western Cherokees" or “ Ojd 
Settlers,” by and under the name and style of the “Old Settler Cherokee In- 
dians,”’ be, and they are hereby, authorized to present their claims against the 
United States, by petition to the Court of Claims of the United States, within 
one year next after the of this act, to recover whatever balance, if any 
is justly and equitably due them from the United States under the Cherokees 
treaties of 1828, 1833, 1535, 1836, and 1846, according to the tenor and effect of said 
treaties at the dates of their respective ratifications; and to the end that justice 
may be done, such court shall examine all settlements heretofore made under 
said treaties and acts of Con , and other acts and proceedings relating 
thereto, and correct all errors, if any, that may have been made by any account. 
ing officers or other authority of the Government of the United States in mar- 
shaling and settling the accounts for the said “Old Settlers,” in improper 
charges, erroneous calculations, misconstruction of laws and treaties, or mis 
application of funds. And the said court, in the examination of said “ Old Set- 
tlers"’ claim, shall consider the same with reference to, and be governed by, the 
said treaties, laws, acts, and proceedings as relate to or affect said “Old Set- 
tlers,"’ and shall render judgment on the equities of said claims under the said 
treaties, laws, acts, and proceedings aforesaid; and either party may appeal 
from said judgment to the Supreme Court of the United States, and said case, 
when so appealed, shall have precedence. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If that is subject to the point of order I propose 
to make it, because I do not think it ought to be put on the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5200) authorizing and directing the 
Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in 
accordance with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hen- . 
drickson; 

A bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the 
operation of the laws relating to mineral lands; 

A bill (H. R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands; 

A bill tr R. 5674) for the relief of Edward Bellows; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural 
Report for the year 1883. 

GEORGIA REVOLUTIONARY CLAIM. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill laid aside for the consideration of the appropriation bill. 
The title of the bill will be reported. 

The AcTINGSECRETARY. ‘A bill (H. R. 110) to refund to the State 


of Georgia certain money expended by said State for the common de- 
fense in 1777.” 





Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President 
Mr. BROWN. At 1 o’clock we were reading the report of the com- 
mittee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has the floor. 
ROBERT L. M’CONNAUGHEY. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am instructéd by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of 
Robert L. McConnaughey, to report it without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bili be considered now. I will state to the 
Senate my reasons. It is a very simple bill. TheSenators from North 
Carolina called my attention to it inthe committee, but we had so much 
business there that it escaped me, and therefore I have not heretofore 
reported it. Itisa good bill. It is sound. 

Mr. HARRISON. We can not hear what it is the Senator requests. 

Mr. MAXEY. The bill is a House bill granting $200 toa party for 
carrying the mail for two months. The service is admitted. It is a 
House bill, having passed that body. The man has never got his pay; 
and it is reported favorably to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. LI object. Let it go on the Calendar. 
reach it there if we go along with the cases on the Calendar. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there is no objection the report will 
be received and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

TRANSPORT-BOAT PLANTER. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by a majority of the members of the 
Committee on Finance who were present to report without amendment 
the bill (H. R. 7626) authorizing a reappraisement of the steam trans- 


We shall * 
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boat Planter, captured by Rebert Smalls, and for a distribution of 
roceeds thereof. 
Prvhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 5 , 
Mr. BAYARD. That bili may be from the Committee on Finance, 
put I never knew that it was considered in the committee before. 
Mr. MORRILL. As I stated, I report it from a majority of the com- 
mittee who were present. We have had no formal meeting; it is im- 
ible to have one; but there are six members of the committee who 
have consented to the report. | 
Mr. BAYARD. I merely say that the bill never had been considered | 
in committee, and I never heard of it until the Senator spoke of it just | 


The report will be received if there 





W. 
m The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Delaware to object. The Chair thinks it is not the report of the 
committee, objection being made. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 

Ordered, That Louis A. Von Hoffman & Co. and William H. Newman have 
leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers filed by them in sup- 
port of their claim against the United States (Senate bill No. 595). 

DELAWARE CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is important that there should be a brief execu- 
tive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for a 
moment. I have a resolution of inquiry which I should like to have 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draw his motion? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will renew it again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw the motion ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Delaware will be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate the names of the special deputy marshals employed at the Con- 
gressional election held in New Castle County, Delaware, in November last, and 
whether they were qualified voters of the election districts in which they were 
soemployed, and whether any of them were so employed in any town or city | 
having a less population than 20,000 izhabitants. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reception 
and present consideraticn of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Deiaware ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAYARD subsequently said: I offered a resolution of inquiry 
this morning, and the consideration was objected to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. He informs me now that he withdraws the objection, 
and I ask that the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have examined the resolution and see no objec- 
tion whatever. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
enrolled bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home 
located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. INGALLS. I renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. , 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After fifty-three minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to offer a resolution. 

_ ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks unan- 
imous consent to offer at this time for present consideration a resolution 
which will be read. 

The resolution was read, and considered by unanimous consent and 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Does the Senator from Kansas with- 





agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing as at present constituted be author- 
ized to sit during the coming recess of the Senate, and instructed to examine and 
—— on the following subjects : 

- The public printing and binding with a view to a 
of work and expenses. 

2. The management of the Government Printing Office and Bindery. 

%. The Wages paid to different classes of employés. 

4. The necessity for the branch offices of the Government Printing Office and 
their cost, including the printing of the Official Gazette of the Patent Office. 

5. The number of public décuments printed, with suggestions for its reduc- 

6. The distribution of public documents, with suggestions for its improvement 
and for the sale of public documents. 2 : 


committee be authorized to employ a stenographer, and that the 
expenses of the committee and its clerk and the compensation of the 


reduction of the quantity 





| for such cases instead of this individual case being included in the 











stenographer be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 


ARMY REGISTER 
Mr. ANTHONY. [ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
present consideration. It comes from the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was considered by. unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the Army Register for 
for the use of the Senate. 


LSS be 


printed 
NAVAL REGISTER. 

Mr. ANTHONY offered the following resolution; which was consid 

ered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copix 
the use of the 


s of the last Naval Regi be printed for 


ster 
Senate. 

DIRECT TAX SALES. 
Mr. MAHONE. Under date of 26th of February there was a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury making a report of cer- 


tain lands that were sold for taxes in certain of the States. I notice 
the RECORD states that the communication was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance and ordered to be printed; but it does not so appear by 
the indorsement on the communicationitself. I ask that the order be 
entered for the printing of this document 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has it not been printed ? 

Mr. MAHONE. It has never been printed 
been some mistake about it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Virginia st 
an official communication touching the subject of tax sal 
the Senate and was referred without an order to print 
anorder to print be nowentered. Isthereobjection ? 
none, and the order is made. 


Chere to have 
ites thas 
es was sent to 
Ife asks that 
The Chair hears 
ESTATE OF DANIEL CARROLL. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the attention of the Senator trom Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] toapoint lam disposed tomake. Whenthere came up, 
under the standing order, early this forenoon, a bill for the relief of a 
family named Carroll, whose land had been injured by the grading of 
one of the publicstreets, | moved anamendment to make a general law 

pro 

visions of the law alone; and upon that amendment being offered, thi 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuERMAN], who had not otherwise objected to 
the bill, interposed an objection. Since that proceeding I have seen 
gentleman who appears to me to be worthy of confidence, who says t 
all similar cases to this, where suchimprovements were made, wereco 

sidered by a board of andit of the District of Columbia under a lay 
formerly existing, and that ina very large number of such cases damage 
were paid; that this case came after the abolition of that board of audit 
so that the claimants were unable to receive their damages by reason o 
the abolition of the 
cases. 

Under those circumstances I ask unanimous consent that when the 
present order 1s disposed of the Senate may go back to that case unde 
the pending rule, and that I may be permitted to withdraw the amend 
ment which I moved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the number of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I donot remember. It is the Carroll cass 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is House bill No. 6405, Order of Business 1011. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that when the bill now under consideration shall 
have been disposed of the Senate return to Order of Business No, 1011 
for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the same rule as before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it isso ordered. The bill regularly under consideration is 
House bill No. 110. 

REPORT HEALTH OFFICER 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the 
printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the 
District of Columbia, to report it favorably, and ask 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sena 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, a 


b 


board which had jurisdiction to allow them in sue 


Can the Senator state to the Chai 


O} 


DISTRICT 


rv its present 


f the Whole, 


te, ordet : on 
nd puss 
INQUIRY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to make a report from the Committee om 
Printing. The Secretary of the Navy communicated to the Senate the 
record of the proceedings of the court of inquiry convened investi- 
gate the circumstances of the loss in the Arctic seas of the Jeannette. 
It was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the question of 
printing to the Committee on Printing. The Committee on Printing 
instruct me to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That-—— 


Mr. BROWN. I do not want to makeany objection, but the Georgia 
bill ought to be disposed of. 


JEANNETTE COURT 


or 


to 











3672 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--SENATE. 


Marcu 3, 





Mr. HAWLEY. This is a short matter. 
Mr. PLUMB. I object, not to the report being made, but to the 
present consideration of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill is before the Senate. 
GEORGIA REVOLUTIONARY CLAIM. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (11. R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will resume the read- 
ing of the report that was interrupted when the Senate proceeded to 
other business 

The Acting Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the re- 
port submitted by Mr. BAkrow January 8, 1883, as follows: 


The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money expended by said State 
for the common defense in 1777, submit the following report : 

On the 3ist of October, 1777, by order of the governor and executive council of 
the State of Georgia, Thomas Stone and Edward Davis were empowered as 
oeommissioners to purchase from one Robert Farquhar, of Charleston, South 
Carolina, certain necessary goods and supplies for the use of the Continental 
troops at Savannah, Georgia, then in active service under the command of Gen- 
eral James Jackson, The purchase was made, the goods delivered, andthe con- 
tract fully performed by Farqubar on hispart. By the terms of the original pur- 
ehase the price of the goods, which amounted in the then currency to £63,606, 
was to be scaled, if paid in Continental money, at the rate of $8 to every 32s. 6d, 
Carolina currency. The debt was not paid when it fell due. 

In the year 1784 Farquhar died, leaving a daughter, Elizabeth W. Farquhar, 
who, in 1789, married one Peter Trezevant of London. By his will Farquhar 
had appointed Alexander Chisolm his executor and made his daughter Eliza- 
beth his sole legatee. 

In November, 1789, Chisoli applied by petition to the Legislature of Georgia 
for payment, but it was refused and he was recommended to pursue Stone and 
Davis, the commissioners, This he declined to do, but instead, as executor as 
aforesaid, instituted suitin the circuit court of the United States against the State 
ef Georgia, returnable to April term, 1791, for the recovery of hisclaim. This 
case was, upon a plea tothe jurisdiction, ** quashed by the court” and wasthere- 

n renewed in the Supreme Courtto August term, 1792, and at February term, 
1794, judgment was rendered for the plaintiff and a writ of inquiry awarded. 
Afterward on June 9, 1794, the plaintiffs attorney served a notice of the in- 
tention to exccute the writ of inquiry on the first Monday in the following Au- 
gust, which was never done, as this case and al! similar suits against the States 
were swept at once from the records of the court by the consti‘ utional amend- 
ment, under the decision in Hollingsworth et al. vs. Virginia (Peters’ condensed 
Report, note, vol. 2, page 675). 

Meantime, in 1793, Peter Trezevant, as husband of Elizabeth Farquhar and 
armed with a power of attorney from the executor, Chisolm, applied a second 
time to the Legislature of Georgia, producing the books of account of Robert 
Farquhar, containing the original entry in hisown handwriting and proving the 
actual! delivery of the goods to the agents of the State by Arthur Fort, esq., who 
was a member of the council atthe time the purchase was made. It was shown 
also that loan certificates had been issued tothese agents, Stone & Davis, leaving 
no room for doubt that the goods were received. pon this evidence the Legis- 
lature, by joint resolution at the next session, resolved : 

“That the auditor should be directed to issue audited certificates to the amount 
ef £7,566 10s, 1d., expressing in the certificate that they were issued for Continen- 
tal army supplies, furnished in October, 1777, and that the attorney of the execu- 
tor shall, on the receiptof said certificates, give a fulland ample discharge of all 
elaims against this State. (Journal, 1791-'94.)"’ 

In pursuance of this action of the General Assembly, seven certificates were 
fasued, aggregating the sum named, of one of which the following is a copy : 

£1,000. No, 184. 
STATE or GrorGia, December 9, 1794. 

These are to certify that the State of Georgia is justly indebted to Peter Treze- 
vant, or bearer, the sum of £1,000 for supplies furnished the Continental army in 
October, 1777, which said sum will be received in payment of any purchases 
made by him of confiscated property, that may have been sold pursuant to the 
act of attainder, or to be otherwise provided for by the Legislature. 

ABRAM JONES, Awditor. 

Trezevant accepted the certificates and executed the requisite receipt. 

Two of the certificates were parted with to third persons by Trezevant, and 
were never again heard from, leaving in his hands five, aggregating £5,000. 
With these he appeared again before the Legislature of Georgia in 1838, proved 
the genuineness of the signatures by Seaborn Jones and John A. Jones, esqrs., 
two gentiemen of high character and sons of Abram Jones, the auditor, and 
asked for the paymentof his claim. A commission was thereupon appointed 
by resolution of the General Assembly, composed of Jos. Henry Lumpkin (after- 
ward chief-justice of the supreme court of Georgia), Dr. C. Campbell. and Will- 
iams Law, the latter the recognized leader of the Savannah bar, and afterward 
a judge of the superior court; who, after a laborious and thorough investiga- 
tion, reported in favor of the payment of these certificates by the State, without 
interest. In speaking of the certificates, the commission said: 

“The reasons that have now been assigned force upon us the conviction that 
the debt acknowledged was really due to Mr, Trezevant, and that the certifi- 
cates to him were properly issued.” 

And they finally disposed of the case with the following report: 

“The reasons which have now been assigned have brought us to the conclu- 
sion that the State is bound by every ae of honor and justice to redeem 
=e certificates held by Mr. Trezevant by the payment of the £5,000 called for by 

m.** 

For satisfactory reasons they declined to recommend the payment of interest. 

It appears that no further action was taken by the State until the year 1847 when 
the Genera! Assembly passed an act in accordance with the finding of this com- 
mission, providing for the payment to Trezevant of the sum of $22,222.22, which 
was the exact principal of the debt without interest. For thisamount 6 per cent. 
ten-year bonds of the State were issued January 1, 1848, and on January 1, 1858, 
when they matured, were paid by the State; the whole amount then paid being 
$55,555.42, principal and interest. This is the case as between the State of Georgia 
and Trezevant. 

In the year 1787 Congress by ordinance provided for the creation of a com- 
mission fo audit the claims of the several States against the United States on 
account of payments made for the common defense during the war of the Revo- 
lution, and in 1790 the First Congress passed an act reorganizing the commission 
and providing for the payment of all claims which hed Geen previous to Septem- 
ber 24, 1758, allowed by the States. Afterward this act was amended and the 
comniission continued. By all these enactments the obl n of the United 
States to refund tothe States all money paid by them for common defense 
was recognized and acted upon. This claim of Trezevant had not then been 


Objection is made, and the Georgia 





| 





allowed by the State, as Trezevant was then suing the State in the circu 
and also appealing in vain to the Legislature, so it could not be 
by the commission, and was not included in the settlement betwe. 
and the United States. 

After the payment of this debt by the State, application was made to the 
Thirty-sixth Congress to have the amount refunded. © memorial upon this 
subject was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims in the Senate 
who unanimously reported through Mr. Nicholson in favor of its payment, usin: 
the following language: ; - 

“The case is therefore the plain one of the duty of the National Government to 
assume the payment of the expenses of the general military defense. The Reyo. 
lutionary war debts of all the States were assumed upon this principle in 1799 
and its correctness is not now open to question.” ’ 

This report was made February 28, 1860, and the bill was not reached upon the 
Calendar, The matter was again brought before the Forty-third Congress, and 
was a second time referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, fro» 
which another favorable report was made May 7, 1874, by Mr. Jounsroy, jy 
which the following language is used : 

“ Your committee are unable to see any good reason why the United States 
should not pay this debt. It was a valid claim against the State of Georgia; jt 
—_ paid by her and is already covered by the spirit of the law of August 5. 

‘ le 
"or some reason the bill wasnot acted upon by the Forty-third Congress. 
he matter was again brought to the attention of the Forty-sixth Congress 
and was referred to the Committee on Claims, in the House of Representatives, 
from which, on January 16, 1880, through Mr. Samford, an elaborate and com. 
—— report was made favorable to the payment of the claim, in which 
they say: 

“The State of Georgia paid, on the Ist day of January, 1858, the sum of $5.- 
555.42, incurred in the common defense, and this sum has never been refunded 
to her. Your committee think it should be paid, and recommend the passage 
of the accompanying bill.” 

For some reason it again failed to reach a vote, and reappeared in the present 
Congress and was once more referred to the Committee on Claims in the House 
of Representatives, from which, January 19, 1882, through Mr. H.G. Trrver, a 
favorable report was made; and at the present session, on the 6th day of Decem- 
ber, 1882, the bill passed the House. 

The precedent has been established of paying claims of this identical nature 
: —_ report of the House committee above referred to alludes to two cases, as 

‘ollows: 

“In 1832 the State of Virginia presented to Congressa claim fora large amount, 
which had been adjudged to be due from the State under an agreement by which 
certain troops were raised for the particular defense of the State, and notwith- 
standing the claims of Virginia under the assumption act had been audited and 
settled, Congress assumed the liability because it was incurred in the Revolu- 
tionary cause, and provided for its payment in an act passed in that year. 

“Again, by an act passed by the Forty-first Congress, July 8, 1870, $678,362.41 
was allowed and paid to the State of Massachusetts for interest paid by her on 
money expended on account of the war of 1812 with Great Britain. By an 
agreement between Massachusetts and Maine, the State of Maine became en- 
titled to one-third of this sum.” 

This policy has been steadily adhered to in all subsequent wars in which any 
expense has ever been incurred by any State on account of the common defense 

Your committee conclude that this claim of the State of Georgia is just and 
should be paid, and therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


itcourt, 
acted upon 
en the State 


ESTATE OF DANIEL CARROLL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The understanding was thatnow we should go back 
and take up Order of Business 1011. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatrt in the chair). The Chair 
is informed that an order was made to return to the bill suggested by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6405) to authorize the Court of Claims of the United 
States to ascertain the amount of damages sustained by Ann C. Carroll 
and Maria C. Fitzhugh, executrices of the estate of the late Daniel Car- 
roll, deceased, by the regrading of the streets around square numbered 
736 in the city of Washington. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause and in- 
serting a substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is withdrawn. The question is on the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The title should be amended so as to read ‘‘A bill 
for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the title will 
be so amended. The Chair hears no objection. 

DISPOSITION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. When Order of Business 1047 was 
reached this morning its consideration was objected to by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. I understand that he is ready to with- 
draw the objection to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his objection to the consideration of House bill 684? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senate 
will return to the consideration of that bill, Which will be read. 

The nate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (1. R. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress 
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and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de- 
against the Government. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
good deal at length some time ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will not be 
ent time unless called for. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to amend section 4 by striking out, after 
the word ‘‘taken,’’ in line 6, the words: 


Did not give any aid or comfort to said rebellion, but was throughout the war 
loyal to the Government of the United States, 


And inserting: 
Was loyal to the Government of the United States at the time when such stores 


or supplies were taken or furnished, and did not thereafter give any aid or com- 
fort to the said rebellion, but continued loyal to the Government, 


So as to read: 


Sro. 4. In any case of a claim for supplies or stores taken by or furnished to 
any part of military or naval) forces of the United States for their use during the 
late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petitien shall aver that the per- 
gon who furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom such supplies or stores 
were taken, was loyal to the Government of the United States at the time when 
such stores or supplies were taken or furnished, and did not thereafter give any 
aid or comfort to the said rebellion, but continued loyal to the Government, and 
the fact of such loyalty shal) be a jurisdictional fact; and unless the said court 
sball, on a preliminary inquiry, find thatthe person who furnished such supplies 
er stores, or from whom the same were taken as aforesaid, was loyal tothe Gov- 
ernment of the United States throughout said war, the court shall not have juris- 
diction of such cause, and the same shall, without further proceedings, be dis- 


The bill was read and considered a 


ead at the pres- 


As the clause now standsin the bill it requires parties who furnished 
stores and supplies to have been loyal throughout the war. Under the 
proclamation of the President, authorized by act of July 17, 1862, a 

t many took the oath prescribed and furnished supplies after the 
at which they took the oath of allegiance and received amnesty. 
The rule of the Quartermaster’s Department is simply this: 


When it is shown that, before the taking ofthe property, the claimant had 
taken the oath of amnesty and allegiance under the President's proclamation 
and lived up to it, this office holds heirs loyal and entitled to privileges of the 
act of 4th July, 1864, 

There are a great many cases now pending in the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment falling within that rule where parties furnished supplies and 
stores aiter the date at which they took the oath of amnesty and alle- 
giance, and they fall within the benefits of the act of 1864, and ought 
to be allowed to get the benefits of this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The act authorizing the Quarter- 
master-General to receive and pass upon claims for quartermaster and 
eommissary stores became a law on the 4th day of July, 1864. It was 
subsequently amended; but since 1864 persons in the loyal States, in 
the State of Tennessee, and in two or three counties of West Virginia 
were ander that law authorized to file their claims in the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department. The time within which such claims could be filed 
expired, I think, on the Ist of January, 1880. It was extended from 
time to time up to 1880. So I assume that all existing claims were filed 
prior to that time. 

This bill if it becomes a law will not apply to the action of the 
Quartermaster-General in settling any claims on file in his office. Itis 
true that if the Quartermaster-General or theSecretary of the Treasury 
should send these claims to the Court of Claims for the purpose of be- 
ing examined, then the provisions of this act would apply to them, but 
the Quartermaster-General considers himself fully competent to exam- 
ine and dispose of those claims, so that the probability is that none of 
those claims er at least very few of them will be sent to the Court of 
Claims even if this bill becomes a law. 

But without any regard to the merits of this amendment I desire to 
say that all those whoare friendly to the passage of the bill think if any 
amendment be added to this bill at the present stage of the session it 
will be utterly impossible to get the action of the House of Representa- 
tives upon it, and consequently the bill will fail. I consider the bill a 
very meritorious bill indeed, and hope it will pass. I regret that the 
Senator from Tennessee has considered it his duty to offer this amend- 
ment and I hope the Senate will vote it down. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do hope the Senator from Tennessee will not 
insist upon this amendment. I am besieged by letters daily to offer 
amendments to this bill to include another class of claims upon which 
the Committee on Claims has acted favorably and reported a bill that 


now stands upon the Calendar reported. by the Senator from Tennessee | 


himself. If one amendment is adopted we shall have to go into other 
amendments. This bill provides for a certaim class of claims. If we 
amend the bill we kill it and lose all. Now why not let this go through 
and depend upon future legislation to meet other classes of claims? | 
trust the Senator will withdraw his amendment and let this bill £0 
through, instead of practically killing it by an amendment. 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, the bill as it now stands is not per- 
and it is not a proper consideration to address to me or to the Sen- 
ate that we should withdraw proper amendments in order to let an im- 
proper bill go through or, at least, a bill in an improper shape. This 
amendment is in exact accordance with the law. These claimants 
eaght to have the benefit of any legislation that may be adopted by 


ess, 
Mr. BUTLER. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will not insist 
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on his amendment. The provisionsof this bill have been substantially 
considered by the Senate and by the other House quite a number of 
times; and I trust my friend from Tennessee will not insist on his 
amendment, but allow the bill to pass. As has been said by the Sen 

ator from Missouri, if it is found to be imperfect we can amend it here- 
after. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he can approxi 
mate the number of claims that Congress will be relieved of by virtue 
of this bill should it become a law? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is not possible for me to answer 
that interrogatory with any definiteness. The bill, as the Senator from 
South Carolina knows, proposes to authorize Congress, or any com 
mittee of Congress, or any head of any of the Executive Departments, 
to send a claim to the Court of Claims for the purpose of ascertaining 
the facts and reporting the facts to Congress or to the head of a De 
partment, who sends a claim to the court. 

The trouble that the Committee on Claims has with claims that are 
presented to that committee is to arrive at the faets. A half bushel 
of papers will be thrown down before us without, in many cases, any 
brief or any statement of the case, and we are expected to take up 
those papers, go through with the whole of them, and winnow the 
wheat out of the chaff. 

Mr. BUTLER. And nearly all ex parte. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. All ex parte 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certified by justices of the peace whom nobody 
knows anything about. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The evidence consists of letters and 
all sorts of papers that would not be competent testimony in any court 
I will say that during the present Congress about eight hundred claims 
have been sent to the Senate Committee on Claims. That committee 
has reported nearly four hundred of them; about four hundred of them 
still remain in the committee-room. I have no doubt that if these 
claims had been sent to the Court of Claims and the facts had been re 
ported to the committee we could have reported upon the whole of them, 
and I have no doubt the Senate would have been 
them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON | 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARLAND. Some few weeks ago when this subject was before 
the Senate I stated some objections that I had to the bill. I still have 
the same objections, and I am satisfied in my own opinion that the 
friends of this measure overestimate its value. I do not believe it is 
going to accomplish the end which its friends seem to think it will, and 
if I followed my own convictions about it I should object toits further 
consideration; but the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON], who are old members upon 
the Committee on Claims and have had to go through these matters in 
all varieties and shapes, seem to be so well convinced that some good 
will result from this tiat I shall not make that objection. I will al- 
low the consideration of it, so far as I am concerned, to progress, and 
shall give it my support, believing at the same time that it is going to 
fall very far short of their expectations. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


able to dispose of 


ENROLLED BILL 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 

its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 

rolled bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 

ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 

ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 
signed by the President pro tempore 


SIGNED. 


and it was thereupon 


PRESIDENTIAL 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
*-RUDEN, one of his Secretaries, announced that the President, had on 
the 2d instant approved and signed the following acts 
An act (S. 2316) for the relief of Daniel Breed; and 
An act (S. 1342) authorizing the trustees 
amend a certain plan of subdivision of sa 
records of the District of Columbia 
The message also announced that 
stant approved and skmed the 


APPROVALS. 


. 


of the Isherwood estate to 
id estate recorded in the land 


the President bad on the 3d i 
following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
Jefferson City, in the State of Missouri; 

An act (S. 1785) for the relief of David 
Mordecai, composing the commercial 
timore, Maryland; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) providing for the termination of arti- 
cles numbered 18 to 25, inclusive, and article numbered 30of the treaty 
between the United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty, con 
cluded at Washington, May &, 1871. 

JOHN LITTLE 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up Senate bill 1327, Order of Business 1158. 


Mordecai and J. Randolph 
firm of Mordecai & Co., of Bal- 


AND HOBART WILLIAMS 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraskaasks unan- 
imous consent to take up Senate bill 1327. 

Mr. MAXEY. There isa bill that comes before that relative to the 
removal of disabilities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Nebraska that the Senate is proceeding under the Anthony rule 
to consider only House bills. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I understand that, and I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I appeal to the Senate to give unanimous consent 

to the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas object? 

Mr. MAXEY. I had forgotten one thing. I do have a little court- 
esy about me. 1 withdraw the objection for the simple reason that we 
are about unfortunately to lose the services of the Senator from Ne- 
braska to-morrow, and on that ground as a matter of personal favor to 
him I withdraw the objection, not however waiving the principle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The bill (S. 1327) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to adjust and settle the claim of the legal owners of said lease, and when 
adjusted to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise sppoepeess, 
the amount actually expended by them in purchasing said lease, and in prospect- 
ing for and mining coal, coal mineral, and fire-clay as aforesaid, and on which 
they were prevented from realizing a profit, or from recovering by the said ac- 
tion of the Government of the United States: Provided, That said amount shall 
not exceed the sum of $20,000, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
SAUNDERS February 8, 1883: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1327) for 
the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and respectfully report: 

The bill sets forth that on January 22, 1870, the United States, by its superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, Samuel M. Janney, for the northern superintendency, 
and Thomas Lightfoot, agent for the lowa tribe of Indians, and the lowa tribe 
of Indians, by its delegates, leased to Ephraim D. Pratt, Lorenzo B. Williams, 
and John McCague, of Omaha, Nebraska, for the term of twenty-five years, all 
of the lands of the lowa tribe of Indians in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, 
dor the purpose of prospecting for and mining coal and coal minerals, including 
fire-clay; that the Omaha Coal and Mining Company, a corporation existin 
under the laws of the State of Nebraska, became the owner of the fe mowe | 
lease ; that by subsequent assignments of said lease from the Omaha Coal and 
Mining Company to Jonas Gise, and from Jonas Gise to John Little and Hebart 
Williams, the said John Little and Hobart Williams, on November 10, 1875, ac- 
quired an interest in said lease; that the said John Little and Hobart Williams, 
before acquiring an interest in said lease, were assured by Barclay White, su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs for the State of Nebraska, that the right to pros- 
pect for and mine coal and clay on said tract of land under said lease had been 
sanctioned and allowed by the Government of the United States; that by virtue 
of said lease, and the assignments thereof, and the assurance given by the su- 
—— of Indian affairs for Nebraska, the sajd John Little and Hobart 

Villiams entered upon said land and began prospecting for and mining coal 
and clay, and while so engaged they were, by order of the United States Gov- 


ernment, enjoined from prosecuting said work; and that the said John Little 


and Hobart Williams invested and expended the sum of $20,000 in acquiring an 
interest in said lease, and in opening and operating the mines, which sum, nor 
any part thereof, have they ever recovered, and were prevented from recover- 
ing or from realizing a profit on the same by the said action of the United States 
Government, 

The Se >-retary of the Treasury is authorized and required by the bill to pay to 
the said John Little and Hobart Williams the sum of $20,000, the amount of money 
by them expended in purchasing said lease, and in prospecting for and mining 
coal, coal mineral, and fire-clay, as aforesaid, 

There is not sufficient evidence before the committee to establish the fact that 
John Little and Hobart Williams are the sole assignees of the lease taken by 
Pratt, Williams, and McCague, nor that they actually expended the sum of 
$20,000 and never realized any part of it; yet as the ‘nts of the Government 
represented that the lease was valid, the parties injured are entitled to compen- 
sation for what was actually expended and lost through the action of the De- 
partment; and the committee therefore report back the bill, and recommend the 
passage of the following substitute therefor: 

“A bill for the relief of the assignees of the Omaha Coal and Mining Company. 

** Be i enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized and required to adjust and settle the claim of the Tegal owners 
of said lease, and when adjusted to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the amount actually expended by them in purchasing 
said lease, and in prospecting for and mining coal, coal mineral, and fire-ciay, 
as afores.id, and on which they were prevented from realizinga profit, or from 
recovering, by the said action of the Government of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That said amount shall not exceed the sum of $20,000." 


Mr. COCKRELL. Thisisabrief case. This case undertakes to make 
the Government of the United States and the tax-payers of the country 
responsible because an Indian agent made a lease to somebody of land. 
Now, we should look to see the authority that these parties had in law 
to represent the United States, and bind them by this lease. This re- 

ort is remarkable. The whole first page of it simply sets forth the 

ill, and then it says: 

There is not sufficient evidence before the committee to establish the fact that 
John Little and Hobart Williams are the sole assignees of the lease taken by 
Pratt, Williams, and McCague— 

No evidence before the committee that these gentlemen are the as- 
signees, or the sole assignees— 

There is notsufficient evidence * * * that theyactually cnpended the sum 


of $20,000 and never realized any part of it; yetas the aa of the Gpvernment 
represented that the lease was valid, the parties injured— 





By the false representations of agents who had no authority to make 
any representation at all— 
are entitled to compensation for what was actually expended and lost through 
the action of the Department; and the committee therefore report back the bill 
and recommend the passage of the following substitute therefor. ’ 

These Indian agents had no authority to make any verbal represent- 
ation. They had no authority to make any lease outside of the stat. 
utes of the country. They are not general agents of this Government: 
it has none. The law prescribes the duties and the powers and the 
rights and the authorities of its officers, and I ask that the Senate be 
advised where the provisions of law are authorizing these parties ty 
make this lease and bind the tax-payer of this country. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator from Missouri is mistaken when he 
says that it was an Indian agent who made thesecontracts. They were 
made by the superintendent for the northern superintendency, and his 
action was approved by the Indian Department. This lease was given 
to parties there to prospect for coal and stone, &e., coal mainly. There 
was a transfer or two made, and afterward it fell into the hands of the 
firm of Little & Williams, who made a discovery of coal. About that 
time the question was raised as to whether the Government had a right 
to lease Indian lands for the purpose of digging for coal. It was de 
cided by the Department of Justice that they had not that right. of 
course the work stopped. These men were ready to go on with their 
contract as they are to-day, and the contract was made with the super- 
intendent and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as will 
be found by the papers accompanying the bill. 

The report, I will say, is made up mainly from the language used by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He says he does not find proof 
that Little & Williams are the real assignees in this case. Therefore 
he recommends that the bill shall beso changed that it shall read that 
the “legal owners,’? whoever they may be, should be entitled to the 
money actually expended; not $20,000 or any othersum, but the amount 
actually expended in prospecting, &c., when they were prevented from 
prosecuting their work, as has been stated, by the action of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

These gentlemen did their part. They made their contract. They 
were successors to the original owners of this franchise; they were 
stopped in the midst of their work; and now, as the best thing they 
ean do, they ask to get back the money they expended. That is all 
there is of it; that is what the committee recommend. The Senator.will 
find inthe papers accompanying the bill a report from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, giving almost the exact language of this bill, and rec- 
ommending that it be passed in justice to these men because they can 
not go on and prosecute their work. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. Did any advantage result to the Government from this con- 
tract? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Government was to have some advantages 
from the contract. It was to have a certain percentage of what was 
realized. Of course, on the discovery of coal, it would belong to the 
Indians, being on Indian land, but the Government would have gotten 
more than the individuals. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator from Missouri made the point 
that the agents had no authority. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The papers come from the Interior Department; 
they are not mine. They are the papers made out by the Interior De- 
partment. This bill is recommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The pointI make is that there was no law which 
gave those agents any right to make that kind of a contract, and these 
parties negotiating with them negotiated at their risk, and knowing 
that the Government of the United States was not responsible. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. But this contract was made and was approved. 
They only ask in this bill the amount they actually expended. The In- 
rior Department thinks they are entitled to it, just in the language of 
this bill; that is, that somebody is entitled toit, and the Department 
says, let the legal owners of this franchise get the benefit of it, and not 
Little & Williams unless they can prove that. they are the actual owners. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, the Department of Justice has 
decided that this whole thing was void, that there was no authority in 
law to make this leasein any shape or form. Now, they come in and 
say that the Government of the United States must be responsible be- 
cause these Indian agents, without any authority of law and in viola- 
tion of it, made a contract with parties to go on Indian lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion. The Government had delegated certain rights and powers, as it 
was supposed, to those having charge of the Indians. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the law authorize? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In pursuance of that power certain officials, rep- 
resenting the Government of the United States, for the benefit of the 
United States, and especially of the Indians, entered inte acontract for 
the discovery of coal and for mining it. . When a private citizen nego- 
tiates with a public fanctionary clothed with the authority of the Gov- 
ernment within the lines of its territory, and, as he supposes, within 
the limits of his authority, I presume he is not called upon to go tothe 
Department of Justice to know whether the persons are clothed with 
lawful authority and whether they are doing the acts which they are 
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authorized to do in their authority. It is sufficient for the private 
citizen to take that for granted when he is negotiating with a person 
who is representing the Government. : 

The Senator from Missouri shakes his head. If within the line of 
his business, if within the line of his duty he is negotiating with a rep- 
resentative of the Government does he bold that it becomes his duty 
to go and inquire of the Department of Justice whether that agent is 
authorized ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; not to the Department of Justice to make 
a lease of land, which everybody knows can not be done. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is it necessary for him to carry with him ¢he 
statutes of the United States and the decisions of the courts to ascer- 
tain whether a Department can contract with him through a person 
pretending and presumed to be and actually clothed with authority 
trom the Government? It is not required. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. We must know the law and not vio- 

ate it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That would be 
a fearful doctrine that no man dare negotiate with an agent of the Gov- 
ernment. The Department from which this man came approved the 
action taken; the Indian Bureau approved the contract before any work 
was done. Do gentlemen say that a man must, notwithstanding the 
approval of the Department, employ a lawyer to examine whether the 
Department transcended their power and authority? That can not be. 
A private citizen suffers enough at the hands of the Government with- 
out being required to do that; and at this day it is almost impossible, 
as gentlemen well know, for a man having aclaim against the Govern- 
ment to get it. This claim could have been enforced against a private 
citizen if a private citizen had made such a contract; but the Govern- 
ment made it; it was made through the Indian Department, which rep- 
resents that branch of the Government. It would be an intolerable 
doctrine that a citizen dare not negotiate with the agents of the Gov- 
ernment. All we ask in this case is that these men shall be repaid the 
money actually expended. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 
whom did the benefit inure resulting from this expenditure, if to any- 
body 
contract was made by which they were to develop coal if they found it 
there. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. They got no title to the land? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They had the privilege to go there; they went 
there; the money was expended; the question was brought to the De- 
partment of Justice, and they said the officers of the Government had 
transcended their power. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska give way for me 
to make a motion for a recess? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Wait till we dispose of this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. We can not do it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will stop and let the vote be taken. 
league is unable to stay here after the recess. 

Mr. MORRILL. If we take a recess at all we ought to take it from 
now until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Can we not vote on this bill without further de- 
bate? I will stop. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will not gentlemen consent to vote on this mat- 
ter if I stop? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill must be investigated a little further. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Vermont if he will with- 
draw his motion and permit me to make a motion to go into executive 
session ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think there will be ample time for that when we 
come back, I move that the Senate now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move an executive session. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion for a recess takes pre- 

lence. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are quite a number of nominations on the 


My col- 


e. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] moves that the Senate now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 
The motion was to. 


The Senate accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) took a 
recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recess having expired, the Senate 
Tesumes its session. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order. 
JOHN LITTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending business is the bill (S. | 


1327) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That bill was taken up and elicited considerable 


9 
Mr. VAN WYCK. To the Government and these individuals. A | 


} 





| 


To 


third reading, read the third time, 





more than it has been yet. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SauNpERs] 
is not here, and it was taken up rather by mutual consent to accomo- 
date him. I ask that we go back to the regular order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Was the bill taken u 


+} 
p sudyject to ob- 


jection? 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was taken up by general consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But it being bi 
Chair can not set it aside. It requires a motion 

Mr. COCKRELL. This can not be allowed to stop all other business. 
I move that it be laid on the table. The Senator from Nebraska is not 
here, and it is a bill that requires debate 


‘fore the Senate the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill lie on the table 
The motion was agreed to 
POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now I hope we shall proceed under the order 


Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for 

Mr. DAWES. What is the regular order, Mr. President ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the considera 
tion of House bills on the Calendar. The next bill in order is Order of 
Business No. 1107, being House bill 5661, to modify the postal money- 
order system, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask unanimous consent to tal 
pension bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
for that purpose 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pension bills have had their day, 
had better go on with the regular order 
pension cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. At some time I hope 
up this pension bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN 


ceupa Ilouse 


The Chair will recognize the Senator 


1d I think we 
We have disposed ot the 


the 


Senate will allow me to get 
We had better go on with the regular ordet 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill under 
House bill 5661, which will be read 

The bill (H. R. 5661) to modify the postal money-order system, and 
for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 


1S 


consideration 


" ‘ 
ered to 


ab 
and passed 


MESSAGE FROM TIE 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPneERson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the ac 
counting officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act 
of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and 
for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FRANK 
Hiscock of New York, Mr. GrorGr M. Ropeson of New Jersey, and 
Mr. Cox of New York managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 


HOUSI 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of the German National Bank of 
Louisville, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Clinton D. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5200) authorizing the Postmaster-General to readjust 
the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision of 
section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866; and 

A bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of J. J 
Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis. 


Cott ®y ind Rehec« >) 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILI 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiences in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 
14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other 
purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the snid bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres 


| ident pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 


, and it is a bill that will have to be discussed a great deal | and Mr. CocKRELL. 
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KIRK W. NOYES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the next 
House bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 5653) for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Kirk W. Noyes, of Paw Paw, Van Buren County, 
Michigan, the pay and allowances due him for services rendered as 
first lieutenant of Company D, First Michigan Sharpshoofers, from 
January 1, 1865, to May 1, 1865, deducting therefrom such compensa- 
tion as he may have received during that period as first sergeant of that 
company. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there a report on that bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ] re- 
ported it. I am afraid our general bill may not reach the case. 

Mr. HARRISON. This bill was reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LARCENY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 7226) to punish larceny from the person in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that whoever in the District of Columbia commits larceny from 
the person of another shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and shall, on 
conviction thereof, be punished by imprisonment not more than six 
years, or by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonmcnt; and whoever in the District of Columbia attempts to com- 
mit larceny from the person of another, by any overt act done with in- 
tent to commita larceny, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, on conviction thereof, be punished in the police court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by imprisonment in the District jail not more than 
one year, or by fine not exceeding $500, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is one thing I should like to ask the Senator 
from North Carolina. I see the omission of a clause which is com- 
monly in bills of thiskind. Where the punishment is inflicted it is not 
left in the discretion of the court or jury. Would the language em- 
ployed be construed that it should be in the discretion of the court? 

Mir. VANCE. I have not the bill before me; I do not recollect the 
words. Let it be read again. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill reads that the person shall ‘‘ be punished 
in the police court of the District of Columbia.’’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I know; but I refer to the preceding section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The first section reads as follows: 

That whoever in the District of Columbia commits larceny from the person 
of another shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and shall, on conviction thereof, 


be punished by imprisonment not more than six years, or by a fine not exceed- 
ing $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment, 


Mr. LOGAN. I merely wanted to know if that would be construed 
to be in the discretion of the court. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It would be in the discretion of the court. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
DISTRICT TAX BILL. 


The bill (H. R. 6929) to provide for the collection of taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a bill of some ninety pages. I do not 
suppose it can be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I donot understand that the Senator from Missouri 
ebjects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply remarked that it is a bill of some eighty 
er ninety pages, and I did not know whether we had time to consider 
it to-night. 

Mr. INGALLS. I propose to ask the Senate to reject the amend- 
ment that was reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
to the bill, and to consider the bill as it came from the House, to pro- 
vide for an assessment of property in the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Acting Secretary commenced to read the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall object to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland objects 
to the present consideration of the bill, and it goes over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolutions: 

A bill (8, 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act providing for the 
publication of the Revised Statates and the laws of the United States, 
approved Jane 20, 1876; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congressional 
Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 
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Joint resolution (8S. R. 95) providing for additional copies of the iu. 
vised Statutes for the use of the Interior Department; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
to instruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census 
reports. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con. 
current resolution of the Senate for the printing of the report of the 
National Academy of Sciences on sorghum sugar, and the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate for the printing of 10,000 additional copies of 
the proceedings of the Yorktown centennial celebration. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to th» 
concurrent resolution of the Senate for the printing of the report of the 
Commissioner of Education for 1881, with amendments, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


“SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the pending business may be laid aside 
until I can make a report from the conference committee on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa presents from 
a committee of conference a report which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for 
sundry civil yy of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
been unable to agree. 

WM. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAMES B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of Ue Senats 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 

Managers on the part of the Hous: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The question is on concurring in the 


report. 

MMe ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senate will observe that this 
is a general disagreement, but I desire to state that the conferees have 
substantially agreed upon the various items of appropriation in the 
bill, the real subjects of difference being the matters of legislation pre- 
sented to the Senate in the original bill from the House, namely, a pro- 
vision for the sale of military’ reservations, a provision altering and 
changing the law with regard to the homes for vélunteer and disabled 
soldiers, the provision with regard to the ratification of the Sioux treaty, 
and the provision with regard to the repeal of the pre-emption laws and 
other provisions in connection with that repeal. 

Mr. BECK. Did we not disagree also in regard to the Chelsea Hos 
pital and the Brooklyn navy-yard provisions? 

Mr. ALLISON. I omitted to say that we disagreed also with refer 
ence to the provisions for sale of lands of the Brooklyn navy-yard an« 
the Chelsea Hospital. 

These being matters of substantial difference the Senate conferees did 
not feel that they had any power or authority to agree to these matters 
of legislation. Confessedly the provisions with regard to these various 
matters, or at least three of them, are ineffectual and imperfect and re- 
quire substantive amendment im order to accomplish what the House 
propose todo. With reference to these matters of substantial difler- 
ence the conferees desire the judgment of the Senate. 

I will say that there is one other matter of difference which does not 
relate to a provision for legislation. The House insist that they shall 
have the power to pay their own employés and officers of every name 
and nature one month’s additional compensation, and they decline to 
consider that question with the conferees on the part of the Senate un- 
less the Senate will yield that point. I will say that the conferees on 
the part of the Senate have refused to yield the point unless also it 
shall contemplate a similar provision for the officers and employ(s o! 
the Senate. They should stand upon a par, whatever that may be, in 
the judgment of the Senate conferees. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire toknow from the Senator from Iowa whether, 
while the conferees on the part of the Heuse demand the right to allow 
such compensation to theirown employés, they deny to the conferces on 
the part of the Senate the same right in respect to the employ¢s of the 
Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. They donot. They are willing that we shall mak: 
any adjustment we choose with reference to our own employés. 

Mr. FRYE. Why is not that right? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa matter which we have not yet agreed 
upon. The Senate is brought face to face with the question whether 
we shall permit the House of Representatives to put upon these bills 
such legislation as it sees proper without an opportunity for a full and 
fair consideration of the matters of legislation by the proper commit- 
tees of the Senate. As all these matters are new to the Committee on 
Appropriations, not having been referred to that committee by any of 
the standing committees of the Senate having a jurisdiction of the 
questions involved, it is for the Senate to say what it will do in the 

ises under the circumstances. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this is not a new question. It comes 
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up every year in one shape or another with different aspects, but al- 
ways the same. The question is presented to the Senate now whether 
legislation independent of appropriation bills shall be forced through 
Congress under the pressure and by the aid of the necessities of the 
Government for appropriations. 


I think Congress has reached a point where a more serious question | 


can hardly be presented than whether one branch or the other shall 
surrender its right to consider the wisdom of independent legislation 
under the pressure of the necessity for appropriations. I will go as far 
as any Senator can be called upon to go to provide this Government 
with the means of carrying on the current needs of the Government; 
but when it comes to the question whether in order to be provided with 
the necessary appropriations to carry on this Government there shall 
go along with it that which this branch or the other shall deem to be 
unwise and imprudent and hasty independent legislation, it comes to 
be a very serious question in my mind whether the Government of this 
country shall be thus carried on. 

There is but asingle measure in all the independent legislation brought 
into this bill that I have any considerable interest in; but for either 
branch to say that the necessary demands of this Government for the 
means to carry on its current functions shall be dependent upon the 
question whether one branch or the other shall surrender its convic- 
tions as to the wisdom of independent legislation, having no reference 
atall to the appropriations of this Government, reaches further than any 
consideration that can be presented as to the immediate necessity of meet- 
ingthedemandsof the Government forappropriations. It were better for 
the Government to make its stand here, and, if necessary, force an ex- 
tra session of Congress, than for either branch to surrender its free and 
fall and deliberate consideration of the wisdom of every independent 
measure that may be presented to Congress. For it to have behind it, 
torcing it through either branch of Congress, the necessity of the Gov- 
ernment for appropriation, is to bring to bear upon the consideration 
of independent legislation a power unknown to the Government and 
fatal to deliberate legislation in either branch. 

I hope that the conferees, whoever they may be, to whom this bill 
may be committed again, will understand that there is committed to 
them as grave a question as ever has been committed to cemferees, to 
determine whether either branch shall be permitted to consider upon 
its merits any independent legislation, or shall be forced to the alterna- 
tive presented by the other branch, that you shall take this legislation 
or have noappropriation for the necessities of the Government. There 
¢an be no more’serious question presented. Everything had better be 
surrendered here this might than to surrender the independence of this 
hody in deliberating upon the wisdom of any measure. I do not care 
whether these measures be wise or not, they have no business in an ap- 
propriation bill, for an appropriation bill should be stripped of every 
other consideration but the wisdom of the appropriation itself. 

Mr. BECK. I desire te ask the Senator from Massachusetts, as he 
has had long experience, a question somewhat to guide my own action 
as one of the conferees on this bill. It isadmitted that the legislation 
now on the bill sent from the House, so far as it relates to the repeal of 
the pre-emption laws and other matters, is fatally defective as it stands. 
It isalso admitted that the legislation relative to the inmates of soldiers’ 
homes is fatally defective as it stands. I desire toask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if the confereeson the part of the Senate would have the 
right to amend those provisions by independent legislation, for they 
must be amended by legislation, whether we should be in order in so 
doing as conferees? Suppose we attempted to do that, would our action 
be in order under the rules of the Senate? 

Mr. DAWES. According to my idea of the power of conferees it 
would be a departure from the proper practice for the Senate conferees 
to undertake to incorporate into this independent legislation new mat- 
ter that had never been presented to either branch for its consideration. 
T have no doubt that it is within the power of the conferees to consider 
any particular measure, any particular feature, to correct any mistakes 
in it, but to introduce into it independent legislation not in the meas- 
‘ure itself submitted to the board of conferees is a departure so far from 
the power of a board of conferees that in my opinion it would be, if I 
may be permitted the use of the word, a usurpation on their part. 


Thope the Senate conferees, the same conferees, if this bill shall be | soldiers in the soldiers’ homes of the country 


Tecommitted to them, will understand that the Senate feels as the 
House has upon former occasions, that to undertake to crowd independ- 
ent and important legislation through either branch under the force 
and power of the necessity of the Government for appropriations to 
‘arry it on is to avail itself on the part of either branch of a power un- 
known in the history of this Government in its economy and in the 
very branch upon which it is founded. 

In my opinion the remaining hours of this session can not be better 
spent than in emancipating this branch or the other, if need be, from 
the unwise and dangerous power which has crept in upon the legisla- 





we shall accomplish enough to entitle us to the approval of this nation, 
in whatsoever else we may come short of our duty L hope no board 
of conferees appointed by this body will surrend r its convictions upon 
the wisdom of this independent leislation to any consideration of the 
necessity of providing appropriations for the Government 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, i am very sorry that 


that the situation is 
as it is in reference to the conferees, both on the part of the House and 
the Senate. I have very decided opinions in regard to what ought to 


be done on one or two of the questions that are in controversy. 
I have noticed here in the Senate on the different bills that have been 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, where general legislation 
has been placed upon appropriation bills by the House of Representa 
tives, when the bills came before the Senate, the Senate committee hay 
ing added amendments, or in other words, having put on legislation 
also, on a point of order the legislation put on by the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate after mature deliberation has been stricken 
from the bills, and the legislation put on by the House has been left in, 
whether proper or not. The rule that has at least been supported by 
argument in the Senate is that no legislation of a general character ought 
to find its way into an appropriation bill in either House of C 
As to the legislation on the sundry civil bill I desire to say 
words. So far asIam individually concerned I would much 
bill should fail than to have one portion at least of the legislat 


ONUTOSS 
a tlew 
rather the 
on adopted 


which has been put upon it by the House of Representatives. With 
out going into detail as to the different propositions in the bill put on 


by the House of the character of gene 
tion to two. 


ral legislation, I y 


ll call atten 


In this bill the House of Representatives saw proper to repeal what 
are known as the pre-emption acts. There are quite a number of them 
It is impossible, examining that question as we did, to make legisla 
tion of a proper character in reference to that particular yx without 
an examination, and a considerable examination, too. Whether it be 
proper as a general bill before Congress to repeal the acts giving pre 


emptions to the people of this country is not the question I now propose 
to discuss, but the manner in which it is done. It is well known that 
in the examination of this question the various statutes in rete 
it were not examined here in the Senate. The question was not exam 
ined in the Senate. The House legislation was stricken out by a vote 
of the Senate; in other words, the Senate coneurred with the Appro 
priations Committee in striking out the proposition, for the reason that 
it had not had examination in the Senate or by any committee of the 
Senate. This is a very important question. It is very important for 
the Senate of the United States to understand whether they desire te 
repeal the laws that allow the people of this country pre-emption on the 
Government lands. It is a very important question to a great many 
poor people all over this country as to whether the law under which 
they themselves have been acting for years shall be stricken down on 
an appropriation bill without any opportunity of an examination by one 
branch of Congress. 

Whether the House of Representatives have fairly e 
question 1s not for me 
the subject 


nee to 


c<amined this 
to say, nor do I say it; but the importance of 
is such that the provision ought not to be placed on an ap 
propriation bill without at least an opportunity of examination. It is 
well known that these bills came to the Senate but recently, this bill 
within the last few days, and there has not been, on account of the mul 
tiplicity of appropriation bills, an opportunity for the committee to 
examine all the various questions that have been placed on the bills. 

There is another question on this bill to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate, for I feel very deeply in reference to it, and that 
is the portion of the bill coming from the House which provides that 
the poor, lame, halt, blind, and decrepit soldiers inthe soldiers’ homes 
shall have their pensions taken away from them for the support of the 
soldiers’ homes for which we provide every year. ‘This proposition was 
tried in one of the courts of this city. An attempt was made by the 
Soldiers’ Home at Washington city to deprive these soldiers of their 
pensions and use them for the benefit of the home; but by a pensioner 
applying to the Court of Claims the court decided that the law gave the 


| man his pension and there was no power to take it away from him ex 


tion of Congress, that has forced through Cengress many a time that | 


kind of legislation which outside of an appropriation bill would never 
fing a ratification by independent deliberation and action in one or the 

other branchof Congress. 
Sir, if we shall come out at the end of this session entirely emanci- 
from that new and dangerous power which is creeping in upon us, 





cept by his own consent. In this bill it is provided in regard to the 
, numbering thousands 

that all above $5 of their pensions shall be taken possession of by the 
officers of the soldiers’ homes and used for purposes other than the pur 

pose for which the pension is given to the soldier. I say to the Senate 
I would stand here, if my physical power would allow me to do it, un 

til the final adjournment of the Senate before I would see such an out 

rage and robbery perpetrated on the poor soldiers who are in these 
homes; and I give ice now that this bill will have astruggle such as 
no bill has had in the Senate Chamber before a conference report em 

bracing that provision shall ever pass this body. 

* The very idea of a pel it to aman for his benefit The 
idea of a soldiers’ home is that it shall give a home to those who have 
no home for themselves, to the 


not 


910Nn 1S togive 


me-legged, the one-armed, the lame, 
the blind, and the needy soldiers of thiscountry, where they have had 
an honorable discharge, and where they are in such a condition that 
they can not support or maintain themselves, that they shall have the 


opportunity of having bread and bed at the Government homes made 
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for the soldiers of thiscountry when they become old and decrepit. But 
this bil! goes upon the theory that if the poor pittance of a pension of 
$8 a month shall be given to a soldier, and you allow him entrance 
into a soldiers’ home, a portion of that pittance shall be taken away 
from him. Why? Whenever this Government, with its hundreds of 
millions of dollars in the Treasury, feels that a man who has been 
placed in a home by the laws enacted by the representatives of the 
American people becomes so niggardly, so stingy, so mean that it will 
rob the soldier of his pension because he is in a home, I say that Gov- 
ernment is not worthy of the respect of a poor old pensioned soldier. 

This is one of the provisions that the Senate of the United States is 
asked to agree to without consideration merely because it is a provision 
of general legislation placed upon an appropriation bill, and, forsooth, 
unless we agree to this robbery, this outrage, this wrong on the part of 
the Government of the United States, we are to have no appropriation 
bill. If that is the case, let us have no bill. If the representatives 
elected by the people of this country can not maintain themselves be- 
fore their constituents unless they shall become so economical as to take 
the poor pittance that is given to the poor and starving soldier and rob 
him of it for the purpose of moving the machinery of the Government 
as applicable to soldiers’ homes, I say it is time for us to stop and halt 
in that direction. Whenever my constituents say to me they have no 
further use for my services because I will not agree to a robbery of the 
poor and the unfortunate in this country, I say it is time for them to 
call me home, and I will go. 

There are other features of weneral legislation in this bill almost 
equally obnoxious to which we are asked to agree or else the bill must 
fail. In some of the appropriation bills that have been presented to 
the Senate propositions have been made to put legislation oa them that 
was honest and fair and just legislation, but the Senate failed to agree 
to such provisions because they were general legislation on an appro- 
priation bill. ‘Twice within the last few days, in reference to a propo- 
sition that no man supposed other than that it was fair and right for it 
to be adjudicated, for it to be examined, it was determined by the Sen- 
ate it should not find a resting-place in an appropriation bill, because 
it was general legislation. If legislation is to be placed on such bills 

‘let the Senate of the United States determine that the Senate shall have 
consideration of matters of legislation on appropriation bills as wellas 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MAXEY. Do I understand the Senator from Illinois to say that 
an attempt has been made to repeal the entire homestead laws upon an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. LOGAN. I say that the pre-emption laws are propesed to be 
repealed in this bill by the House of Representatives and will be repealed 
if we consent to it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask the Senator if he has ever heard in any portion 
of the United States in any recent canvass of any movement made pub- 
licly or otherwise by the people asking for a repeal of the homestead or 
pre-emption laws ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I never have; and I repeat that whether it is the right 
thing to do or the wrong thing it certainly is the wrong thing to do on 
this bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. It does not come from the people. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. To return to the other proposition that I 
was discussing, I wish the Senate to understand it. We have had the 
question in reference to soldiers’ homes before us in the Military Com- 
mittee. I do not hnow whether the Senator trom Texas understood 
what I said, that after providing thousands and thousands of dollars for 
the support of the soldiers’ homes all over this country they wind up 
by taking the poor soldier’s pension and depriving him of it if he finds 
a resting place in a soldiers’ home. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will pardon me I will say that I per- 
fectly understood it. I know that we investigated that matter critic- 
ally and carefully in the Military Committee; and I say here in the pres- 
ence of the Senate that no appropriation bill can take hold of that great 
question and present such legislation as either House of Congress ought 
to adopt. 

Mr. LOGAN. It took an investigation of weeks, and I might say of 
months to determine the question in reference to one of these homes 
in order to provide a law that was ample forthecorrection of the evils; 
and in that very law we deny the right to take the pensions away from 
the soldiers for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. President, I say, and I mean what I say, that so far as I amcon- 
cerned as one Senator I would see half a dozen extra sessions before I 
would allow this wrong to be perpetrated that is attempted to be done 
in this bill, at least according to my judgment of right and wrong in 
the premises. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to show to the Senate one single proposition 
which it is proposed by the House of Representatives that the Govern- 
ment shall stop unless the Senate will ratify. Here is a solemn treaty 
we entered into with the Sioux Nation, by which we covenant with 
them that— 


No treaty for the cession of any portion or part of the reservation herein de- 
scribed, which may be held in common, shall be of any validity or force asagainst 
the said Indians unless executed and signed by at least three-fourths of all adult 
male Indians occupying or interested in the sane. 


Here is an agreement entered into by the chiefs and headmen alone, 





without regard to other members of the tribe, and an alternative 
sented to us by the House of Representatives that the Governmen 
stop unless the Senate will agree with them in violating a solemn treaty 
entered into by us with the Sioux Indians. That isone of many propo- 
sitions that they propose to us the alternative here to-night in the - 
hours of the session, that unless we will do this great wrong and violate 
this treaty obligation, whatever of necessity for the Government ther. 
is in this bill shall be lost. Sir, I would rather see the Government stoy, 
all its functions than to be forced by any such operation as this into : 
violation of a solemn treaty entered into by the Government with these 
Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad indeed to sce that 
the Committee on Appropriations appreciate the importance of the ques- 
tion now submitted to them. I have no doubt they have been de 
em for several years by the weight of labor that is throw, 
suddenly upon them near the close of each session of Congress.  T} 
practice of overloading appropriation bills has arisen within the ]as; 
twenty-five years. Prior to that time it rarely occurred, because in th. 
early history of the country there was but one, then there were two o; 
three, then four or five appropriation bills, and they were rarely loaded 
down with any extraneous legislative matter. But in recent years, sinc: 
the close of the war especially, nearly every appropriation bill has con. 
tained a great many legislative provisions. 

I remember very well when this contest was first presented in tho 
Thirty-fourth Congress. I was then a member of the other House. 
The House of Representatives undertook to put a limitation upon the 
executive power in an appropriation bill. The Senate at once took a 
decided ground against it and a fierce conflict arose between the two 
Ifouses, lasting for more than a month. It ended first in the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, and then in Congress again being convened in extra 
session, when the House of Representatives was compelled to abandon 
that legislative provision. Four years afterward, in 1860, the Senate 
of the United States undertook to add a great multitude of items not 
embraced in an appropriation bill sent from the House, cumbering it 
with legislative provisions, and then for the first time, I believe, in the 
history of the Government, this question was formally brought before 
the two Houses, the Senate insisting upon their power to amend ap- 
propriation bills to any extent they might desire, and insisting that 
they could add conditions and qualifications toall appropriations wher- 
ever made. The conferees on the part of the House resisted that, and 
insisted that while they were willing to grant the appropriations in 
many cases that were asked for, they would not grant them on the con- 
ditions imposed. 

During that session an agreement was reached between the conferees 
of the two Houses, and that rule prevailed for some years. The con- 
ference on the part of the Senate, I remember, was composed of Mr 
Seward, Mr. Hunter, of Virginia, and Mr. Toombs, of Georgia. Th: 
conferees on the partof the House were the Senator from Vermont [ Mr 
MORRILL] and myself, and I forget who was the other conferee. After 
a consideration of the very question that is now presented to the Scnat 
the conferees of both Houses agreed, and both Houses agreed, that. 
whenever either House made a proposition which was objected to by 
the other the House making the proposition must recede from it. Act- 
ing upon that rule in that case the Senate receded promptly from every 
objectionable amendment it had put upon the appropriation bill. 

Sir, that is the rule of Parliament. The whole theory of two Houses 
of Congress or of Parliament depends upon the cheerful assent of both 
Houses to every proposition contained in the bill. It is true that in an 
appropriation bill there must be a great multitude of appropriations 
and they must go together; but whenever either House dissents trom 
anything it is right and proper to strike out that objectionable feature. 
Especially where either House proposes legislation to an appropriation 
bill, the rule is universal and uniform that the House proposing the 
provision shall recede from all that is objected to by the other House 
That is the only theory upon which any wise legislation by two Ilouscs 
of Congress or the two Houses of Parliament can be carried on. 

There is in Parliament a still more guarded rule. The House of 
Commons will not allow the House of Lords even to amend an appro- 
priation bill. It is now the law of Parliament that the House of leers 
can not strike out any clause of an appropriation bill. The power ex- 
ercised by the House of Commons had been greatly abused, and there- 
fore it was that the framers of our Constitution gave to the Senate ample 
power to propose amendments to all kinds of bills. The Senate may 
propose legislative amendments to an appropriation bill if they choose, 
but when those legislative amendments are seriously objected to by the 
other House they ought to be abandoned. There is no other safe rule. 

The proposition may properly be made to the Senate or House in the 
closing hours of a session that it is important to pass a certain legislative 
provision; and if the proposition is submitted to the other House and 
their conferees agree to it, and there is no dissent between the two 
Houses, then there is no great objection to putting on such a provision. 
It is often a matter of great convenience near the end of asession. But 
where either House doubts even as to the propriety of any legislative 
amendment it ought to be at once dropped. Upon no other basis, upon 
no other principle can the two Houses ever maintain any independent 
relations to other. 

I never have known and never have read of a case like that which is 


is pre- 
tshall 


ply 
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presented in this bill. Here is a bill called the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. It embraces a great multitude of objects of appropriation. | 
The bil embraces a greater variety of topics than any other appropria- 
tion bill. The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill is 
one thing, the naval appropriation bill is another; the Army appropri- 
ation bill is another; but here is the sundry civil appropriation bill, em- 
bracing a great mass of miscellaneous matter. ‘To this bill there ought 
to be no legislative provision whatever, or if such a provision is offered 
by one House it ought to be only such a one as would be consented to | 
cheerfully by the other House. | 

The idea that we can be compelled, in the expiring hours of this Con- | 
rress, to undertake to regulate how pensions shall be paid to soldiers, 
whether when they resort to military asylums they shall be deprived 
of their pensions, or whether on the other hand that principle which 
has been for years part of the law of this country, giving to the settler 
a pre-emption, a prior right to the land which he settles upon and cul- 
tivates, where he breaks thesoil or cutsdown the trees—that we should 
undertake to repeal this mass of laws, which have been growing in pub- 
lic favor from the time they were started, at this hour of the session, 
without debate and without consideration by the proper committees, is 
a monster of absurdity; it is wrong. 

Sir, I would see this bill defeated over twenty times; I would come 
back again in extra session and spend all summer and all next winter 
rather than see this system of legislation grow any greater than it is. | 
As I said, twenty-five years ago, when a single provision was added by | 
the House that was objected to by the Senate, it excited an angry de- 
bate for six weeks and compelled an extra session of Congress. The 
Senate refused even then to agree to what I considered at the time a 
righteous provision, and the House receded. Two years later, when 
the Senate undertook in the same way to force obnoxious provisions on 
the House, the House indignantly resented it and would have laid the 
bill on the table if the Senate had not promptly receded. 

I agree with the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Iowa that 
we ought to put a stop to this plan; that the time has come when we 
must take our ground. If we put anything on an appropriation bill 
that the other House object to, or even doubt about, we ought at once 
to abandon it. When we propose an amendment to such a bill, and the 
Housé conferees meet the conferees on the part of the Senate with a 
firm denial, and say that the House is opposed to the proposition, or | 
that the House has not had time to consider it, or that it involves new 
principles of legislation, the Senate ought at once to abandon their 
proposition, however dear it may be or however strong it may be in 
the judgment of the Senate. When the House propose to put legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill, and say, ‘‘ We will not make the ordinary 
provisions for the support of the Government in carrying on the oper- 
ations of the Government unlessthe Senate will agree to that which the 
Senate does not desire to agree to,’’ then, as a matter of course, all we 
have to do is to say, ‘‘ Very well; we will not agree,’’ and there is the 
end of it. 

I donot believe that the House of Representatives will ever put them- 
selves in that position. They may desire to accomplish some objects 
of legislation and they may press it upon the Senate conferees, but I 
believe in the good sense and sober judgment of the members of the 
House of Representatives. I believe that they will feel that their 
tights would be more jeopardized by the adoption of this rule than 
others would be. The Senate is more likely to put on these obnoxious 
provisions. Therefore the House ought to be willing to adopt the rule 
of 1859, which was where any proposition is made by either House, 
either legislative ora casual appropriation, and is objected to by the other, 
it should be at once abandoned so that the bill should be the joint judg- 
ment of both Houses upon every item, whether of appropriation or 
legislation. 

I should be willing to say, not as a matter of instruction but as a | 
matter of principle to be applied not only to this bill but to all others, | 
that wherever a legislative provision is objectionable to either House 
it should be at once abandoned by the House proposing it, and wherever 
a new item of appropriation is proposed not provided for by existing 
law it ought at once to be abandoned whenever objected to by either 
House, 80 that the appropriation bills shall be exactly what they were 
intended to be—a mere medium of carrying into execution existing law. 
That is the true principle, and if that principle is adopted there will 
be no difficulty in making an appropriation bill. 








MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(8. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report 
of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 
also announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for printing 10,000 additional copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1882. 
The farther announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution for the printing of 3,000 copies each of the bulletins 
of the Burean of Ethnology of the Smithsonian Institution, Nos. 1 to 12, 
inclusive, with the necessary illustrations for the use of the Bureau of 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain 
money expended by said State for the common defense in 1777 


; ; ; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempor 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (IH. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GARLAND. Has the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] mad 
any motion for instruction or for any action of the Senate on this matter ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the Senator from Arkansas 
that I have not asked for instructions, but desired the views of Senators 
with reference to what should be the conduct of any future conference 
upon these questions. 

Mr. GARLAND. To present the question to the Senate, I move that 
the Senate further insist on and adhere to its a , and 
ther conference. 

Mr. BAYARD. And appoint the same contere 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes; that can be incorporated 

Mr. PENDLETON. That would be done, 

Mr. INGALLS. A motion to adhere 
have been at least two conferences. 

Mr. GARLAND. I find, if the Senator from Kansas pleases, that 
there is a difference of opinion in the authorities upon that point. But 
he wants to get at just whatI do. Iam willing, if that is the sense of 
the Senate, to put the motion in this shape: That the Senate further 
insist upon its action and ask for a further conference, and that the same 
conferees shall be appointed. 

Now, I will say butavery tew words, Mr. President. TheSenator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has made this matter so perfectly plain that it 
occurs to me it is unnecessary to add anything to what he has said 
and we can see at once the difficulty we shall be in if any other rule is 
adopted than that he names. The House of Representatives have an 
express rule against putting general legislation on an appropriation 
bill. The Senate has Rule 29, that prohibits it from putting any amend 
ments of general legislation upon an appropriation bill. It is *‘amend- 
ments’’ under ourtwenty-ninth rule, because the Senate can only amend 
an appropriation billand can not eriginate it; it is a general rule inthe 
House because the House originates appropriation bills. 
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rhere is no 
power on the part of one House to compel the other House to obey its 
rules; but when the are brought together and they say, 
** Here is legislation upon an appropriation bill,’ the first question that 
presents itself is where did the legislation come from; who proposed 
it? If it turns out that the Senate proposed it, it is the duty of the 
Senate to recede from that; if it turns out that the House proposed it 
first, it is the duty of the House to recede, according to the precedent 
established in 1859, as cited by the Senator from Ohio; otherwise this 
matter would be perpetual; we should not even through the solution 
of an extra session of Congress meet that difficulty, because the same 
thing could be repeated. If the House had originated the proposition 
and was disposed to be defiant and not yield to the rule, as laid down 
in the two manuals, all the Senate can possibly do is to insist upon its 
action, and move for a further conference, and let the same three Sen 

ators be the conferees on their part, with the understanding that they 
shall insist upon what was done, in the hope that the better judgment 
of the House may come to it, and inall instances upon this bill as they 
have proposed the general legislation they will recede from it. 
the motion I indicated. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I desire merely to express the hope 
that the vote of the Senate may be unanimous upon this subject. There 
is no time more opportune than the present to declare by the voice of 
this body that appropriation bills, bills to provide money to execute 
existing laws, shall not be the vehicles for general legislation. Tf we 
can express this now, and express it unanimously, it will be most ben 
eficial. 

As the Senator from Arkansas has well said to-day upon the touch 
and the test of a question of order all general legislation melts away 
from an appropriation bill, and the reason for it is obvious. It is nota 
question as to the merit of the proposition between us and the House 
it isas tothe manner. That is the point. 

Appropriation bills are essential, and they must be passed in the reg 
ular time for the support of the Government; but the two Houses may 
differ, and wisely differ, and their differences ought to be expressed and 
continued so often as they exist until good sense and mutual accom 
modation shall bring them together; but there are some things about 
which the two Houses can not differ. There are some things that may 
not be drawn in question; and among them is the continuance of the 
Government under which we live. Upon that subject, an essential, 
we are not at liberty to differ. Therefore it isthat all questions touch- 
ing general legislation must depart from bills to execute existing laws 
which are taken as the common consent of both Houses. 

I am glad to see on this occasion a disposition to unanimity in the 
Senate on each side of the Chamber to the wholesome doctrine that 


conterees 


I make 
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appropriation bills shall be confined to the providing of money to execute 
existing laws. If we desire to change general laws let us take the 
proper occasion, present them, amend them, debate them, and differ 
npon them if you will, and the country can survive although the two 
Houses may differ; but in regard to the moneys necessary to carry on 
and pay the expenses of this Government there could be and there ought 
to be no differences as to the necessity of finding thatsum. There is 
the principle that lies in this matter. 

There must be no coercion by one House upon another. We can not 
let the life of the country, the existence of the nation, depend upon the 
differences of opinion between the two Houses. There are essentials 
and non-essentials. We may differ about the last, we can not differ 
about the first. 

Let us therefore, not in a spirit of contention but in a spirit of the 
broadest arrangement and comity, inform the co-ordinate branch of this 
Legislature that when we come to provide moneys essential to continue 
this Government, our voice is as one; but when it comes to changing 
existing laws we claim the rightto differ and to debate the proposition 
and to place the continuance of good government far beyond the reach 
of our temporary differences. 

That I hold is essential, and upon that I concur with my friend from 
Illinois and every gentleman who has spoken on that side of the Chamber 
as well as on this, that we should present a unanimous voice to the co- 
ordinate branch of the Legislature, not as I say in the spirit of dispu- 
tation and difference, but upon a broad principle that all reasoning and 
thinking men will agree is essential for sound and proper and whole- 
some legislation. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, when I came to the Senateabout eight 
years ago an appropriation bill came from the House to the Senate 
covered over with important legislation. There was considerable crit- 
icism about that. The House wasthen Democratic. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], then a Senator as now, made about the same 
argument that he has made to-night. I believed then that he was 
right. I have always felt that the system of putting legislation on an 
appropriation bill was vicious, 

At the present session we had the Army appropriation bill. About 
that I was prepared to express a pretty decided opinion. I do not think 
it was discussed for twenty minutes here before the Senate became 
satisfied that the legislation that came up on that bill was unwise. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], who is a fine soldier as we 
know, did attempt to ameliorate some bad legislation on it by putting 
in a modification; but he himself admitted that it was better that it 
should all go out, and fortunately I think it all did go out. So I say 
in regard to this measure. 

Take the matter of pre-emptions, the laws concerning which have 
been on the statute-book more than forty years. My judgment is that 
the Committee on Public Lands ought to take that matter up and most 
thoroughly investigate it before any action should be taken. Take the 
provision in regard to the soldiers’ homes. The Military Committee, 
I know, have expended much time and much thought upon that mat- 
ter. It is a complicated and intricate question and can not be settled 
in the expiring hours of the session upon an appropriation bill. 

So on general principles the House which starts legislation in an ap- 
propriation bill not belonging there, not pertaining to it, should give 
way. Why? Because to put it on is in its very nature coercion. It 
is saying to the other House, ‘If you do not pass the legislation which 
we send to you, not appropriate, not germane to the bill, the wheels of 
the Government must stop.’’ It is not fair. 

I believe, as was stated so well by the Senator from Ohio, whenever 
this House or the other starts original legislation on an appropriation 
bill, when the other House objects to it, the House starting it should 
graciously yield the question and let us have an appropriation bill pure 
and simple, precisely as the committee did in regard to the Army ap- 
propriation bill; precisely as the committee did in regard to the naval 
appropgiation bill, so well managed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Haff]. We should come to a determination to let the appropriation 
bills be pure and simple, and let legislation come to us through the ap- 
propriate committee. Nobody doubts that each House has the right to 
form its own rules and regulations; but see the difficulty we at once get 
into here. A bill comes to us from the House originally with legisla- 
tion upon it. The Senate committee attempts to better that. Rule 29 
comes in and says we can not allow on an appropriation bil! that char- 
acter of legislation, and coming from the Senate committee, if the point 
of order is made it has to go out, and all we have to do is to strike out 
the legislation which the House has put in it, and then it goes toa con- 
ference. 

I have taken the same position when the House was Democratic, when 
the House was Republican, when the Senate was Democratic, and when 
the Senate was Republican; and notwithstanding that the House will 
again soon be Democratic, I assert here to-night that in my deliberate 
judgment, aftereight years’ experience, there is nothing more dangerous 
than to allow legislation on appropriation bills, Ican give an instance 
right in point. My attention was called to it in the Military Committee 
by the Senator from Illinois four or five years ago. He came into the 
committee-room one morning very indignant, and asked if we knew 
anything about the increase in the retired-list. There was not a man 
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on that committee who knew it. Why? Because the measure had 
never been referred to us; and yet there was an increase of from three 
hundred to four hundred on the retired-list on that bill in one 


si 
line, thus increasing the annual expensesof the country at least $150, ny 
That escaped the attention of the Appropriations Committee. It was 


unintentional on their part. It is impossible in looking over all these 
things for every line to be minutely inspected and passed upon, as it 
would be if each particular matter of legislation should go to the appro- 
priate committee ina separate bill. That is the right way to do it, ang 
then hold every committee responsible, the Judiciary Committee for 
what comes from that committee; the Military Committee for wha, 
comes from that, the Naval Committee for what comes from that, and 
soonallthe way through. Hold each committee responsible, and what- 
ever legislation may be enacted let it come from the appropriate com- 
mittee. Then the Senate can act advisedly, because they will have the 
advice and recommendation of the appropriate committee and will have 
much more assurance that the legislation has been carefully examined, 
Take the Appropriations Committee, I care not how wise they may be 
they can not take all the legislation that has topass through the Senate 
and give to the Senate that character of information which would enable 
us to adopt enlightened legislation. I think we had better just set a 
rule and let an appropriation bill be an appropriation bill, and every 
other bill be what it purports to be upon its face, coming from the ap- 
propriate committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. I donot wanttostopthis debate. Indeed the conferees 
on the part of the Senate sought thedebate. Iam entirely content thatit 
may go on, because it is strengthening our hands and we are obtaining 
the expression of the Senate on both sides, But I rose to ask that our 
report might be acted upon. I believe the Senateagrees with us. The 
bill has one hundred and three pages. We have a good deal to do with 
it yet; it has to be enrolled, and this Congress expires by limitation in 
a very few hours. I rose to ask that the vote might be had, but I de 
not desire to cut off debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not detain the Senate long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Davis, of Illinois, in the chair). 
Will the Senator from Kansas allow the vote to be taken? 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the report is adopted I want to say what I 
have to say in this connection. I venture, in opposition to the views 
which have been stated, to express the hope that the committee will 
consider and the Senate in its turn will consider not the question as to 
whether there is legislation on the appropriation bill butas to the char- 
acter of the legislation. 

It is only four years, I think, since the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber unanimously voted that the House of Representatives had a right te 
impose whatever terms it would upon an appropriation of money, and 
carried that doctine so far as to compel the adjournment of Congress 
without the appropriation of the necessary money to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, and compelled also the President of the United States to as- 
semble Congress in extra session in order to supply that lack. I am 
glad to see that they now deprecste what they then favored. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator will pardon me, he need not congrat- 
ulate his Democratic brethren. There was no ome more opposed to it 
than the Senator who now addresses the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam afraid this independence will be somewhat short- 
lived. Iam fearful now when they can make a point by it they will 
resume their old position. 

Mr. BAYARD. Before the honorable Senator became a member ot 
this body I protested against this practice on the part of his associates 
in both Houses. 

Mr. PLUMB. I appeal from the protest of the Senator to the vote 
which he cast four years ago on the question. He voted with his Dem- 
ocratic associates unanimously,in favor of legislation which the House 
put upon an appropriation bill, and for the assertion of the doctrine 
upon the part of the House that they had a right to impose whatever 
terms they would upon the appropriation of money. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is absolutely and totally mistaken, and 
has not the faintest ground for the assertion he now makes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I appeal to therecord on that point. 

Mr. BAYARD. He need not appeal to the record; he may appeal 
to me. 

Mr. PLUMB. It wasa unanimous Democratic vote. Ifthe Senator 
from Delaware was an exception, still what I say lies at the deor of his 
party, if it does not lie at his door. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not talk of party now. I merely wish to say 
that the Senator’s citation is unfortunately incorrect so far as I am con- 
cerned in every particular. : 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, we are very near the close of a session 
of Congress which we can not extend if we would. I say that now, at 
this moment, it would be the part of wisdom, the part of patriotism, to 
put not only legislation upon this appropriation bill but legislation o! 
a kind entirely apart from anything which it contains with reference 
to the appropriation of money or the objects for which money should 
be appropriated. I believe that if it were possible to-day to put upon 
the bill the measure which passed the Senate providing for the electoral 
count it would be statesmanship todoso. The failure to pass that bill 
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will be of infinitely more concern to the Senate, to Congress, and to the 
country, than the enforcement of Rule 29. I shall hope that when this 
Congress adjourns, so far at least as this bill is concerned, it will have 
something else to put upon its banner when it goes before the country 
than that we have enforced an arbitrary rule of this body to the ob- 
struction of necessary legislation. 

All rules of this kind of course are subject to exception. We ought 
to consider the necessity for the legislation which is sought to be put 
upon the bill, its wisdom in terms. Of course if it did not come from 
the appropriate comnuittee, 1 it has not been properly considered, if by 
reason of that there is doubt as to its scope, as to its accomplishment, 
if it should be passed, that is proper to be said, and in saying that to 
stand upon it as a valid objection, and call that to the attention of the 
other House. But simply to say irrespective of the merits of the legis- 
lation, confessing that the legislation itself is good, *‘ we will stand upon 
the naked fact that our rule prohibits us to put it upon the bill,” is, I 
think, putting us in a very weak, indefensible attitude. 

I say this legislation ought to be considered with reference to its 
merits. I say that we ought not to stand arbitrarily upon the rule 
and say to a co-ordinate branch of the Legislature which has done its 
duty according as it understands it to be and in accordance with its 
own rules, that we will enforce our rule in such a way as not only to 
prevent them from accomplishing what they desire but that too with- 


out discussion as to the merits of that which they propose to us. Their 
dignity is equal to ours; their responsibility is equal to ours. It is not 


fair treatment to a co-ordinate branch of this Government to say sim- 
ly that we refuse concurrence in the proposition that they send to us, 
use we have got a rule which limits what we ourselves may do, 
and we will not permit them to do that which they deem to be proper, 
and estop ourselves trom considering it upon its merits. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word with reference to this legis- 
lation which I omitted to say when first up. The bill which I hold 
in my hand contains ninety-one printed pages. * It embraces every vari- 
ety of appropriation for every Department of this Government. Its 
detail requires minute and careful examination. It was read for the 
first time at our Secretary's desk last Saturday—one week ago this day. 
It was then ordered to be printed. It came to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for the first time on Monday morning of this week. It 
embraces within its provisions five different topics of legislation, which, 
under the ordinary rules of procedure of this body, would be considered 
by five different committees of this body—the Committee on Public 
Lands, the Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and soon. Not one of those committees has given the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations a single indication, during either the last session 
or this, that a single measure proposed in the bill by the House is neces- 
sary legislation. No petition, no memorial, no resolution of this body, 
no remarks of any Senator on this floor indicated that any one single 
item on this bill with reference to the legislation upon it should be con- 
sidered by the Senate at this session. We were confronted when we 
came to examine this question with all the complicated legislation with 
reference to our homestead laws, with reference to the timber-culture 
acts, with reference to our pre-emption laws which have stood upon our 
statute-book uncontested for forty years. 

Mr. BECK. There are $3,000,000 of scrip outstanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. And, as the Senator from Kentucky well advises 
me, byaseries of acts passed during the last ten years, the Government of 
the United States, under existing law, has issued $3,000,000 of its own 
scrip for public surveys, and upon the face of that scrip has declared 
that it shall be receivable in payment of pre-emptions. Yet the bill 
by this singular provision strikes down the value of that serip without 
making any provision with reference to it. 

So the Committee on Appropriations did not feel in the hurry of the last 
week of thesession that it could take up these great questions and consider 
them with reference to the legislation which is proposed by the House of 
Representatives. I make no doubt, and I do not question the fact, that 
they have matured this legislation; that in the judgment of the House 
of Representatives it is wise and just legislation; but our Constitution 
provides that before these questions shall be incorporated into our stat- 
ute laws they shall pass through the ordeal and judgment of the co- 
ordinate branch with the House of Representatives, the Senate of the 
United States. 

Therefore, the Committee on Appropriations did not feel itself able to 
recommend to the Senate whether this legislation was wise or unwise, 

’ and now, with the last hours of Congress expiring, in a conference com- 
mittee we are asked to report to the Senate as conferees amendments 
2 these measures of legislation with reference to all these great ques- 

ions. 


For that reason the committee on the part of the Senate have pre- 


Senators upon some of these propositions and not to prolong the debate 
further. I wish to say, so fir as the repeal of the pre-emption laws is 
concerned, that a petition by telegraph at the last meeting in the West 
ern States, sent to me within the last two or three days. represents some 
35,000 people gathered together to remonstrate against that repeal 

Sir, I have lived all my life of manhood in the midst of a people more 
than one-half of whom own their farms, who have bought them and lived 


| upon them under the pre-emption law of 1841 and the amendments 


| since that time. 





Sented these grave questions to the consideration of its associates for | 


the purpose of ascertaining their judgment, and I am glad to know that 
they are in such unanimity of sentiment with reference to the difficulties 
which surround us. 

I hope that the House will be notified that we are willing to make 
another effort to come to an agreement. 

Mr. CONGER. There seems to be a desire to have the opinions of 
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It has become a part and parcel of the patrimony of 
the people that they may go under those laws and find homes. This 
changes the whole system of forty-two years’ experience in that country 
This compels the pre-emptor under the pretended homestezd clause to 
wait two and a half years before he can perfect title. 

I will notsay it, but from what I do know about it I believe that the 
origin of this attempt to repeal the pre-emption laws of the country 
exists in the desire of speculators in land, pine lands, river lands, in the 
fair lands, to prevent pre-emptors from getting homes upon them, and 
enabling the speculator to lay his hand in the tute 
lands of the North and upon all the v 
in the arid countries of the West 

That is what I believe, and I say as my opinion h 


re upon the vast pine 
aluable places along the rivers 
re, and I believe 
I shall be joined by many Senators, that if by some misfortune, if by 
some error of judgment or lack of resolution, if by some loss of back- 
bone or some weakness of knee-pan, the committee of the Senate should 
yieid in this matter and report a conference agreement to repeal the 
pre-emption laws, to compel the soldier to release his pension to com- 
ply with several of the provisions of this bill, there are many in the 
Senate who rather than see such a law passed would exercise the giftsof 
speech they may have until the constitutional limit of this Congress 
cut off the possibility of the passage of such a law as that 

Even if the committee of conference should agree, 1 do not fear the 
passage of a conference report striking down the pre-emption laws 
There is power in individuals and there is power in the Senate to pr 
vent its passage in the next sixteen hours, and, thank God, time can 
come and prevent such an enormity as the repeal of these laws and the 
change of the pension law to the soldier who is invited to the home of 
the soldier in this nation. 

Those are my sentiments about this matter; and whether it be to 
stand by the committee of conference in insisting upon the amendments 
of the Senate striking out these clauses, or whether it be to occupy the 
time that they may yield to prevent the passage of the bill, they have 
my views upon the necessity of it in either case, and I am but one of 
several others who have expressed the same opinion. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be no trouble in finding Senators to occupy 
the time. 

Mr. CONGER. TheSenatorfrom Maine says there will be no trouble, 
whatever this committee may do, to occupy in a patriotic manner the 
few hours remaining after that committee shall report, to prevent the 
passage of such provisions into law. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not rise to prolong the debate. It would not 
be in order, I suppose, to instruct the conferees of the Senate, because 
in that event their conference would be no longer full and free. I hope, 
however,the conferees on the part of the Senate will understand that it 
is the unanimous opinion of the Senate that they should adhere to the 
amendments of the Senate with regard to the sale of military reserva 
tions, pensions to occupants of soldiers’ homes, the items with regard to 
naval expenditures, the proposed repeal of the pre-emption laws, and 
the ratification of theSioux agreement. I give notice that if they return 
and report another disagreement, I shall present an ultimatum in the 
shape of a metion that the Senate adhere. 

Mr. GARLAND. My motion is that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and ask for a further conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendments to the sundry civil bill and 
ask forafurtherconference. [Putting the question. | 
The Chair will appoint the same conterees. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Chair will announce that it was the 
unanimous voice of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no dissenting voice what- 
ever. The Chairappoints Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BECK as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

BULLETINS OF THE BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following con 
current resolution of the House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
printed at the Government Printing Oflice 3,000 copies each of the bulletins of 
the Bureau of Ethnology of the Smithsonian Institution Nos. | to 12, inclusive, 
with the necessary illustrations, for the use of the Bureau of Ethnology 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER EDUCATION ISS] 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a resolution of the Senate returned from 
the House in regard to the publication of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Education. I ask that it be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER iaid bejore the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of the 


The ayes have it. 


be 


OF 
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Senate for the printing of the report of the Commissioner of Education 
for 1881, which were: 

In line 4 of the resolution to strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert 

In line 5 to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve.’’ 

In line 6 to strike out “‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘ five.’’ 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
GorMAN, and Mr. BLAIR were appointed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the Senate has imposed upon the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor the duty of conducting some very im- 
portant investigations during the vacation, and the further duty of 
taking testimony in regard to subjects connected with American labor. 
It will not be in my power as a member of the committee to attend to 
those duties during the vacation, and I ask to be excused from further 
service on the committee during that period, and that another Senator 
who will have the time to devote to the discharge of those duties be sub- 
stituted in my place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown] 
asks to be excused from service upon the Committee on Education and 
Labor. The Chair hears no objection, and leave is granted. The Chair 
appoints the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] in place of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I wish to ask consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up the bill for the organization of a provisional government 
in the Territory of Alaska. As it is known to Senators, we have abso- 
lutely no civil governmentin that vast Territory now. ‘There is already 
a considerable population, and one that will be greatly increased dur- 
ing the coming season. If there is no objection, I should like to call 
up the bill reported by the Committee on Territories and offer in its 
— a substitute which provides not for a full Territorial organization, 

ut for the necessary executive and judicial officers, in order that there 
may be some security to life and to property in that Territory. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to the very important measure 
which the Senator from Indiana has called up; but after that I give 
notice that I shall insist on the regular order, which is proceeding with 
the Calendar of House bills under the rule of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I am sacrificing myself a very decided preference for the Calendar 
because of the importance of this bill which I now present. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought if I gave the notice now I should not seem 
ungracious to the next Senator who asked for a similar favor. I en- 
tirely accord with the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FRYE. The shipping bill is of more importance to thiscountry 
than the bill providing for a Territorial government in Alaska. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is House bills re- 

rted favorably. The first is Order of Business 1134, being House 

ill 7240. 


‘* six,’ 


DISTRICT REAL-ESTATE ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. INGALLS. House bill 6930 was passed over at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. Itis Order of Business 
1130. It was reported adversely from the fact that it was incorporated 
in the bill of the House 6929, Order of Business 1129, which proposes 
to revise the entire tax system of the District. This bill, which was re- 
ported by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], merely pro- 
poses to levy an assessment on the real estate in the District for the 
year 1883 and every third year thereafter, and there is no objection to 
its consideration. Itis very important that it should be passed. I ask 
that it may be taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow the bill that has been 
taken up to be passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. There has been no bill taken up and this is the next 
in order, and under the Senator's own resolution I ask that we proceed 
with this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A bill has been announced as being up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Announced out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, announced asnext in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Kansas has the right to call up a bill which was passed by informally. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6930) to levy an assessment of the real estate in the District 
of Columbia in the year 1883, and every third year thereafter; for pur- 

of taxation. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
and section 15: 

That in the payment of delinquent taxes assessed under the provisions of 
this act, drawbacks heretofore issued in pursuance of law shall be receivable in 


payment thereof. 
I trust that amendment will not be adopted. 


I offer an amendment to come in between section 14 


Mr. GORMAN. 





Mr. ALDRICH. It should not be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. This bill is for the assessment of property in the 
District of Columbia, and has nothing whatever to do with the collec. 
tion of taxes. The amendment ofiered by the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. PLUMB] opens. up a very wide question about drawback certi(- 
cates heretofore issued, about which there is great controversy. Tho 
effect of the amendment will necessarily be, in my judgment, to destroy 
the bill and also to do a very great injustice to the tax-payers of this 
District. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
‘he amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLump]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. DONOHOE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of William H. Donohoe. It provides for 
the payment to William H. Donohoe, late a private in detachment of 
the Signal Corps, of $300, for the balance of veteran bounty due him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DUPLICATE SAN FRANCISCO MINT CHECKS. 


The bill (H. R. 3220) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in 
certain cases by the superintendent of the mint of the United States at 
San Francisco, was read. 

The preamble recites that Henry L. Dodge, as superintendent of the 
United States mint at San Francisco, did, on January 13, 1881, draw 
three checks upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York, all dated on that day, and all payable to Robert B. Hill, or order, 
one for $20,000, one for $19,500, and one for $2,500, which were deliy 
ered to Hill in purchase of silver bullion for the United States; that it 
was thereafter made to satisfactorily appear to Dodge that these checks 
had been, in due course of business, sold, assigned, and delivered to 
Wells, Fargo & Co.,a banking and express corporation, having an oflice 
at San Francisco, and that after such sale and delivery, and while in 
the custody of the corporation, the checks had been destroyed by fire; 
and that thereafter, on the 25thof February, 1881, upon the application 
of the corporation, Dodge, as superintendent, did issue and deliver du- 
plicate or second originals of all three of said checks. The bill there- 
fore ratifies and confirms all acts of Dodge, as such superintendent, in 
issuing these duplicate checks, but the corporation is, within three 
months, to execute and deliver to the Secretary of the Treasury a bond, 
with sufficient sureties, to be approved by the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at San Francisco, conditioned to indemnify the United 
States against any loss or damage that may arise by the issuance of 
these three duplicate checks. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS. 


The bill (H. R. 5300) to amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, relating to contracts under the War Depart- 
ment, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United States Statutes at Large, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe rules 
and regulations to be observed in the preparation, submission, and 
opening of bids for contracts under the War Department,’ by striking 
therefrom everything following the words ‘‘ War Department”’ and sub- 
stituting for the part of the act so stricken out the following words: 

And he may require every bid to be accompanied by a written guarantec, 
si, by one or more responsible 8, to the effect that he or they under- 

e thatthe bidder, if his bid is acce , will, at such time as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of War orthe officer authorized to make acontract in the prem- 
ve bond, with good and sufficient sureties, to furnish the oye pro- 


or to perform the service required. If after the acceptance of a bid and a 
notification thereof to the bidder he fails within the time prescribed by the Sec- 


retary of War orother duly authorized officer to enter into acontract and furnish 
a bond with good and s ent security for the proper fulfillment of its terms, 
the Secretary or other authorized officer shall proweed to contract with some other 


person to furnish the supplies or perform the service required, and shall forth- 
with cause the difference between the amount specified by the bidder in default 
in the proposal and theamount for which he may have contracted with another 
party to furnish the supplies or perform the service for the whole period of the 
pro lto be chommed ep inst the bidder and his guarantor or guarantors, 
and the sum may be immediately recovered by the United States for the use of 
the War Department in an action of debt against either or all of such persons. 


Mr. SEWELL. This is a bill relative to the character of the bonds 
given under contracts for furnishing supplies to the War Department, 
conforming them to those given in the Navy and Post-Office Depart- 
ments. There is a report in the case; but as this is a bill prepared by 
the Department and recommended by the Secretary of War, I take it 
there is no practical necessity for having the report read. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that this is a very improper way to 
describe a statute. There isnosuch thingas volume 20 of the Statutes 
at Large. That is amere binder’s mark on the outside of the volume. 
There are a half dozen years and a half dozen chapters 58 in some vol- 
umes of the statutes. 





1883. 








Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow the re- 
port to be read? It will explain the case. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam speaking of the title of the bill and the desecrip- 
tion. Volume 20 of the Statutes at Large contains the statutes for 
the years 1877 to 1879 inclusive. Each session has chapter 58; and 
there is no authority for publishing these in such volumes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the title of the act amended is given in 
the body of the bill. me , 

Mr. HOAR. Let the description be read again. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


That chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United States Statutes at Large, entitled | 
“ An act to authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe rules and regulations to 


be observed in the preparation, submission, and opening of bids for contracts 
under the War Department,” be amended by striking therefrom everything 
following the words “‘ War Department,” and substituting for the part of the act 
sostricken out the following words—— 

Mr. HOAR. There is no necessity for reading further. If the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey regards this as an important bill, as the subject- 
matter is apparent in the body of the bill, although the same mistake 
occurs both there and in the title, I will not insist, on the last night of 
our session, upon having it go back to the House to be lost perhaps on 
such an objection; but it is a very slovenly and vicious kind of bill that 
the House have sent us. di ; ; 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the bill is sufficient to identify the statute 


refe to. wks. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not insist, if nobody else does, on sending it 
back. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MIXED COMMISSION WITH VENEZUELA. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 277) providing for a new mixed commis- 
sion in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1866, with the United 
States of Venezuela, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the word ‘‘as,’’ to strike 
out ‘the claimants may offer’’ and insert ‘‘may be material;’’ so as 
to read: 

Which commission shall be authorized to consider all the evidence presented 
before the former commission in respect to claims brought before it, together 
with such other and further evidence as may be materia). 

Mr. LAPHAM. On consultation with the members of the commit- 
tee we have concluded, as the amendments reported are merely formal, 
thai it is better they should be disagreed to and the resolution passed 
as it came from the House. I hope this amendment, therefore, will be 
rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in 
line 21, before ‘‘awards,’’ to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘ such.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

POST-ROUTES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7327) to establish certain post-routes. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose thereis no necessity forreading all of that 
bill, but I should like to have the last route under the head of ‘‘ Mich- 
; ” 


Mr. HALE. I think the rule of the Senate requires all bills to be 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

_ The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill till reach- 
ing the first amendment reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-R which was, under the head of ‘‘ Alabama,’’ in line 8, to 
strike out ‘‘Attalla’’ and insert ‘‘ Atalla.”’ 

Mr. MAXEY. Let the amendments be considered as agreed to un- 
less objection is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 2mendments will be stated as 
they are reached in the reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let all the amendments under each State be 
adopted at once. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this bill has been printed and lies onour tables 
and is manifestly a formal matter, I move to dispense with its reading. 
This has been done a dozen times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I have offered before a substitute for this bill; I intend 
to offer it again, and the Senate can vote it down if it pleases. 
there ever was a bill that is a farce year by year it is this bill; and the 
very ion made by the Senator from Missouri clearly shows it. 
I move to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to place such mail facilities 
on the several highways established by law in the States and Territories as the 
public interest in his judgment requires. 


That is all there is of the bill, or ever was in it. 
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Mr. GARLAND. Lagree with the Senator from Kentucky: but the 
difficulty about that is that we are now acting on a House bill and we 
had better not touch that. If we send it back we shall probably get 
nothing. ; 
| Mr. BECK. 
| the amendment. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better dispense with the reading, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection rhe 
question is on the amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
| Post-Roads, which are printed with the bill. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
| were concurred in. 
| Mr. HILL. lofferfrom the committee the followingamendment 
Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator to say there would be 
no amendmentsoffered to this bill, but they would be to the next bill. 








I did not think of that. I beg pardon. 1 withdraw 


Mr. HILL. Except three amendments to correct misspelled words. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. Under ihe head of ‘‘ Kentucky,” in line 


180, after the word “‘ to,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘“ Eagle’? and in- 
sert ‘‘ Engle;’’ so as to read: 
From College Hill to Engle. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. In line 193, I move to strike out 


and 
insert ‘* Williamsburgh;’’ so as to read: 


“Whitley C,H.” 


From Williamsburgh, via Mullis and Evans, to Carpenter. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In line 265, I move to strike out ‘ 
“*Baldwyn;’’ so as to read: 

From Baldwyn to Ryan's Well 


Baldwin "’ and insert 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. 


In line 501, I move to strike out ‘‘ Ungelina’’ and in 
sert ‘‘ Angelina;’’ so as to read: 
From Rockland, via Worden's Ferry, on the Angelina River, to Boren Mills, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 

Mr. HILL. There is a supplementary bill of the same character 
which I desire to have taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7679) to establish certain post- 
routes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading of the bill will be dis- 
pensed with, unless there be objection. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, printed with 
the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I submit the following amendment: After line 
der the head of ‘‘ Florida,’’ to insert: 

From Lake Eustice to Tavarez. 


~~ 
de 


», UD 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. Under the head of ‘‘ Michigan,’’ after line 162, I move 
to add: 


From Alpena to Thunder Bay Island, via Sugar Island 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Under the head of ‘*‘ Minnesota,’’ after line 188, I move 
to insert: , 

From Evansville, in Douglas County, via Elbow Lake, to Herman, in Grant 
County, Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. After line 215, under the head of ‘‘ Missouri,’’ I move 
to insert: 

From Cuba, Crawford County, Missouri, to T. E. Renick's farm, in Franklin 
County, Missouri, on Bourbois River. 

From Sedalia to Lookout, in Pettis County, Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Under the head of ‘‘ Nevada,”’ after line 221, I move 
to insert: 

From Genoa to Alda Mill, in Red Cannon mining district, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the head of ‘‘ Missouri,’”’ in line 208, I 
| move to strike out ‘‘ Weanbleau ” and insert ‘‘ Weaubleau;’’ so as to 
read: 

From Wheatland to Weaubleau, Hickory County. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. After line 258, under the head of ‘‘ North Carolina,’’ I 
move to insert: 

From Sutton’s to Hall's Cross-Roads, in Franklin County. 

From Wilmington to Myrtle Grove Sound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I offer the following amendment: On page 5, after 
line 170, under the head of ‘*‘ Maryland,’’ I tmove to insert: 

From Poplar Springs, via Florence and Daisey ,to Woodbine,in Howard County. 

From Farlie to Mills’ Cross-Roads, to Hainesville, to Werlin Station, in Kent 
County. 

‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 13, under the head of ‘‘ Tennessee,’’ after 
line 298, I move to insert: 

From Gasto Boonshill. 

From Sumacto Young. 

From Bolivar, via Pine Top, Minnie, Montezuma, to Henderson. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SLATER. I move to amend, on page 12, under the head of 
**Oregon,’’ by inserting after line 271: 

From Howard's to Mitchell's. 

From Baker City, via Lenox’s, Biggs’, O'Brien's, and Clover Creek, to La- 
grange. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the head of ‘‘ Missouri,’’ after line 215, I 
move to insert: 

From Long Branch to Rome, in Audrain County. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. BROWN. It seems to me there are two or three of the printed 
bills here, and it is difficult to get at the facts exactly as to what bill 
we are acting on. I move, under the head of ‘‘ Georgia,”’ after line 91, 
to insert: 

From Gaddistown to Canada, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
DISTRICT RELIGIOUS CORPORATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the order adopted the Senate 
will proceed with the consideration of House bills on the Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 6236) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to amend sections 534, 536, 537, 541, 
and 542 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia so as to read respectively as follows: 


Sec. 534. Such society or congregation may assume a name, and any number 
of trustees, not exceeding ten, who shall be styled trustees of such society or 
eongregation by the name so assumed, may be elected or appointed accordin 
to the rules or discipline governing the church or denomination to which sai 
society or congregation may belong. 

Sec. 536. The trustees shall hold office during the period stated in their cer- 
tificates, and vacancies in tue office of trustee may be filled by election or ap- 
pointment as provided in section 534; and rules and regulations may be adopted 
in relation to the management of the estate and the duties of trustees, or for 
their removal from oflice, in accordance with the rules or discipline governing 
the church or denomination to which such society or congregation may belong, 
not hey oe with the Constitution of the United States and the laws in force 
in the District. 

Sec. 537. At the expiration of the term of service of any of the trustees, one 
or more successors may be elected or appointed, as provided in section 534, and 
a certificate of their appointment or election shall be made, verified, filed, and 
recorded as provided in section 535. 

Sec. 541. The trustees shall have power, under the direction of the society or 
congregation or the authority by whom they were elected or appointed, to sell 
and execute deeds and conveyances of the property authorized to be held by the 
society or congregation; and such deeds or conveyances shall have the same 
effect as like deeds or conveyances made by natural persons; but no deed or 
conveyance shall be made so as to defeat ordestroy the interest or effect of any 
grant, donation, or bequest, and all grants, donations, and bequests shall be 
appropriated and usedas directed by the person making the same. 

Sec. 42. The trustees shall have power, under the direction of the society or 
congregation er the authority by whom they were elected or appointed, to exe- 
cute mortgages, or deeds of trust in the nature of mortgages, upon the estate 
and property which any society or congregation are authorized to hold, or to 
Jease the same for a term not exceeding ten years. And such mortgages, deeds, 
and conveyances shali have the same effect and be enforced by the same reme- 
dies and proceedings as like mortgages, deeds, leases, and conveyances made 
by natural persons. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARZEL ALTMANN. 

The bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize Marzel Alt- 
mann to enterone hundred and sixty acres of public lands, or less, in a 
body, in any of the land districts in the State of Minnesota, as a home- 
stead, after a bona fide residence of six months thereon, and subject to 


all the provisions of the homestead act except as to limit of time of 


residence thereon. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PRINTING OF INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF BILL, 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form 1,500 copies of the act 


at the present session entitled “* An act to reduce internal revenue, and for other 
purposes,” for the use of the Senate. 





WITHDBAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That A. S. Meguire have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate all of the papers in the claim of Thomas J. League. 


DAMAGES IN PATENT-INFRINGEMENT CASES. 


The bill (H. R. 6018) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the recovery of damages for the infringement of patents, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Senator from Maryland to 
object to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I move that the Senate take up the bill 
notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. That can not be done under the order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly we can do it. 

Mr. HOAR. Not under the Sherman order. 

Mr. FRYE. That can not be done under the rule adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks this point has not 
been raised before. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think there is anything in the rule to in- 
terfere with the control of the Senate over a bill which is reached in 
regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is to consider House bills 
and House resolutions which have been reported favorably and which 
are on the Calendar. It is governed by the Anthony rule; and if objec- 
tion is made to the consideration of a bill it can be proceeded with by a 
majority. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to interfere with this bill, because I am 
bound not to do so; but I think the Chair is wrong in his ruling. The 
Anthony rule provided expressly that there should be a certain order 
of business unless otherwise ordered. It is that which authorizes a 
Senator to move to proceed to a matter that is objected to under the 
Anthony rule. The Sherman rule made no such exception; but the 
Sherman rule required that we should go on with the House bills un- 
objected to in their order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not say ‘‘ unobjected.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it was that we should go on with House 
bills, and then—— 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
I thought he was to make an argument—— » 

Mr. HOAR. I did not object to the bill. I hope the Senator will 
have consent to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Here is the Sherman rule, and not a 
word is said on the subject of an objection. The Senate is to proceed 
to the consideration ‘‘of House bills reported favorably, commencing at 
the point reached when the Calendar was last under consideration.”’ 
There is nothing said about unobjected cases. 

Mr. HOAR. There was a subsequent unanimous consent at a later 
period that the right of objection should attach under the Sherman rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When was that done? 

Mr. HOAR. After the Sherman rule was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That may have been done when the 
present incumbent was not in the chair. 

Mr.GORMAN. Anamendment was adopted to that effect this morn- 
ing, on motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Indiana can object to every other bill 
on the Calendar and finally reach this. 

Mr. HARRISON. How can I reach it by objecting to everything? 

Mr. HOAR. You can then get this up. 

Mr. HARRISON. I can move to take this up in competition with 
eyery other Senator’s motion to take up somethingelse. I insiston my 
motion, and I wish to say just a word or two upon it. 

This is a bill in which the people, certainly of the Western States, 
have a very vital interest. It is known to every Senator, especially of 
the Western States, that our people have been subjected to a most in- 
tolerable grievance and outrage in connection with these patent suits, 
There are pending now in the United States circuit court of my State a 
large number of such cases. They are brought against farmers and 
others who purchase innocently small patented articles. In the great 
majority of cases in the courts the amount claimed in the way of dam- 
ages is not more than $10, and yet persons living two hundred miles 
from the place where the Federal court is held are sued by the owners 
of patents for the pittance of $10, when the marshal’s fee for serving the 
writ is twice as much as the amount of damages demanded in the ac- 
tion. 

So gross has been this outrage and so oppressive is this practice that 
it is bringing the Federal jurisdiction into disrepute with many people 
in the West. 

I ask the Senate now to sustain me in an effort to pass this bill. I 
am not asking to gotoextremes in this matter; 1 am notasking for legisla- 
tion that will not recognize the fuir and just rights of inventors. I be- 
lieve in securing to the men whose genius and thought devised these 
great inventions, or even the smaller ones, fair compensation; but I do 
not believe that the law should tolerate any longer a practice so unjust 
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and oppressive as this is. I ask the Senate to sustain me in having 
ape action upon the bill, that we may secure against any recovery 
lor costs at least men who are prosecuted under these circumstances. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the bill be read, Mr. President, so that we may 
understand the debate in reference to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I was simply going to say that in my judgment 
this bill involves avery great question, which ought to be carefully con- 
sidered. Thereare a great many rights covered by it. I think, under 
the rule adopted this morning, other bills to which a single objection 
has been made have gone over without the slightest controversy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What was the rule adopted? 

Mr. GORMAN. During the morning hour the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] moved that the Anthony rule be applied toall 
bills that come up under the order offered by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], and under that asingle objection disposes of any bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Anthony rule was applied to 
it the whole provision of the Anthony rule would apply, and that 
allows a majority to take up a bill notwithstanding an objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire to obstruct legislation, and as the 
Senator from Indiana thinks that this bill is important and that it can 
be considered to-night I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the bill be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6018) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the recovery of damages for the infringement of patents. 

.The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in any suit hereafter brought, in any court having jurisdiction in patent 
cases, for an alleged use or infringement of any patented article, device, process, 
invention, or discovery, where it shall appear that the defendant in ‘such suit 
purchased the same in good faith for his own personal use from the manufact- 
urer thereof, or from a person or firm engaged in the open sale or practical ap- 
plication thereof, and applied the same for and to his own use, and not for sale, 
and not in any manufacturing process, if the plaintiff shall not recover the sum 
of $20 or over he shall recover no costs against the defendant, unless it shall also 
appear that the defendant at the time of such purchase or practical application 
had knowledge or actual notice of the existence of such patent, or unless the 
defendant puts in issue the plaintiff's right to recover anything in the suit: Pro- 


, That nothing herein contained shall apply to articles manufactured out- 
side of the United States. 


Sxc. 2. That in all suits hereafter brought as aforesaid against a defendant 
ether than a manufacturer or seller of such patented article, device, process, in- 
vention, or discovery, the plaintiff shall, at the commencement of such suit, de- 
posit with the clerk of the court in which the same is commenced the sum of $50 
as security for the costs and expenses of the defendant in such suit; and if the 
defendant shal) finally prevail in such suit the court shail allow costs, and a 
reasonable sum, not exceeding $50, for counsel to the defendant, the sum so de- 
a to be applied ~! the clerk toward the payment of said costs and counsel 

. A failure by the plaintiff to make such deposit shall, on motion, be ground 
for the dismissal of the suit. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have some amendments to offer to the amend- 
ment of the committee. In line 12 of the first section, I move to strike 
out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In lines 12 and 13, I move to strike out “he 
shall recover no costs against the defendant’’ and insert ‘‘ the defend- 
ant shall recover costs.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator from Indiana feels it neces- 
sary to move this amendment. I sympathize entirely with him in his 
desire to prevent imposition upon the people of the country by those 
persons who are selling patented articles, but I am glad to say that the 
committee has considered this matter very carefully, and I believe that 
the amendment reported by the committee will effectually prevent it. 
I do not think the Senator from Indiana in his zeal, and smarting, per- 
haps under injuries which have been inflicted upon his constituents, 
eught to go so far as to destroy all property in patents or to put any 
burden on honest patentees which is too hard to be borne. I hope this 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not care to make any argument upon it. It 
seems to me that the object of the amendment of the committee was to 
protect a person who bought a small article where the damage to be re- 
covered would not be more than $50, if he was an innocent buyer. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the committee has got a very severe 
system and an efficient remedy, especially with the amendment already 
made by the Senator from Indiana, without going further; and if you 
go further you will do a thing which is unjust in itself, and which is 
liable, to say the least, to very grave constitutional doubt. 

The amendment provides that anybody who sues a person under a 
claim that he is infringing his patent must pay into court a sum of 
money to secure the defendant’s costs. In the next place, if he does 
not recover more than $50 he does not get any costs himself; and he 
deposits $50 as security for the costs and expenses of the defendant. 
Then, in addition, you give this defendant what you give to no other 
defendant in the courts of the United States, an allowance for reason- 
able counsel fees, so as to make the plaintiff pay for the defendant’s 
lawyer. Now, if you go further than that and say that a man who 
has gota good claim and who does not happen to prove quite $50 dam- 
ages shall pay the whole costs, you have done what it seems to me isa 
very great injustice, and I think it is very doubtful in a constitutional 
point of view whether you can provide for the recovery of costs against 





a man to whom you gave aright to the exclusive use of his own in- 
vention by the Constitution. He has established his invention; he 
has established his right; and still you say he shall pay the costs pro- 
vided he does not recover over so much. 

There are cases where you give a man a choice of two or three courts 
and you say that if he brings suit in the Supreme Court when he has 
got a lower court, a magistrate’s or a common pleas court, the plaintiff 
shall not recover costs because he has no right to go to this high court 
except on a suit of a certain amount and he makes his claim of damages 
there at his peri]. But this is the only tribunal open to the pat- 
entee for a right which is clearly his by the Constitution, and which 
in the case supposed in the statute he establishes. It seems to me if 
you deprive him of costs, make him pay the defendant’s lawyer, and 
make him deposit before he starts what you require of no other claim- 
ant, asum of money, it is pretty harsh to go further and say that the 
other side shall recover costs against him. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator misinterprets the provision 
we are now considering. Under the first section the plea of being an 
innocent buyer without notice would be simply a defeat of costs; it 
would not be an answer to the suit atall. It would simply be a plea 
or suggestion as to the recovery of costs in the case; and the provision 
as toattorney fees does not apply in thatatall; it applies simply ina case 
where the party is defeated upon his claim for an infringement or for 
an unlawful use of a patented article and the defendant prevails on the 
merits. That is the only one case in which he can recover counsel fees 
under this bill. 

Then it has no relation to what I am discussing in the amendment I 
propose in the other section, because the provision as to counsel fees 
does not apply to that class of cases; and unless the plaintiff in such a 
case is made to pay costs, the effect is this: he recovers the $20, $30, or 
$40, or whatever it may be; he sues a man who he knows is an inno- 
cent buyer and against whom he can not recover costs; puts him to the 
expense of summoning witnesses two hundred miles from where he lives 
to prove the fact that he bought innocently, and yet puts him in for his 
own costs. I donot think it severe to say that when that man sues in 
the Federal courts for a petty cause of action like this he shall pay the 
costs unless he recovers enough to show that the action was really proper 
to be brought. Ifa man brings an action in one of the circuit courts 
in a county in Indiana, when he could sue in the defendant’s township 
before a justice of the peace, he would have to pay the costs. 

Mr. HOAR. But I suppose Indiana, like every other State, affords 
a@ man a tribunal where if he has a good claim he can establish it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly; the local tribunal. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Indiana a question ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator know of any instance in our laws 
where a person recovering not more than a certain sum for damages shall 
be obliged to pay costs to the defendant, although on the merits the 
plaintiff prevails? Does he believe that such a provision is clearly con- 
stitutional? I know he does not want to get any unconstitutional pro- 
vision into this bill, for that would simply defeat his object. 

Mr. HARRISON. Isee nothingin the world unconstitutional about 
this. The provision is only that if a man sues in a certain jurisdiction 
and does not recover a certain amount he shall pay the costs. Many 
of the States have such provision in their laws. It is true, as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has said, that under our State laws another 
opportunity is afforded him; but under the patent laws there is none. 
That is the very trouble. If these suits could be prosecuted in the im- 
mediate neighborhood where the men live, the burden would not be 
so great as it isnow. Itis absolutely a judicial outrage to bring a man 
one hundred and fifty or two hundred miles to answer in the Federal 
courts for a small sum like this. 

Mr. HOAR. I have given great thought and study to the endeavor 
to devise a fair and just remedy which shall cut up by the roots the 
abuse of which the Senator from Indiana complains; but I admit very 
frankly that I approach this question from the point of view of a person 
representing inventors and patentees, and largely sympathizing with 
them. Representing or sympathizing with an honest patentee I hope 
does not lead anybody of a fair and just mind to sympathize witha 
blackmailer. I only want to look out for common justice to that class 
of men who I am sure the Senator from Indiana will join with me in 
demanding ought to have their just and fair rights; that is, the honest 
inventors. The defendants in the suits where honest inventors’ patents 
are infringed are not poor farmers, are not men at a distance from the 
places where the courts are held, are not men unable to employ law- 
yers; they are great and powerful corporations, railroad and manufact- 
uring companies who desire to take without compensation the product 
of the brains of these inventors. 

Mr. HARRISON. I say to the Senator that that class of persons will 
get no protection under the bill as it is. 

Mr. HOAR. It seemstome thatthe amendment reported by the com- 
mittee is sufficiently strict, and that the Senator from Indiana would 
insure the passage of the bill without resistance here or in the other 
branch of Congress if it goes there, if he could possibly concur with the 
committee in not presenting this part of his amendment, whick seems 
to us unjust. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I have yielded to the committee a great deal. I | Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think the question will arise. 


am not sure that the sense of the Senate would not accept the House 
bill as it stood; but I.am not pressing that point and I do not desire to 
argue this further. I ask a vote of the Senate on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Indiana to the amendment of the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. TI offer another amendment. In line 15 of sec- 
tion 1 I move to strike out the word ‘‘actual’’ before ‘‘ notice’’ and 
insert it before the word ‘‘ knowledge;’’ so that it will read ‘‘had ac- 
tual knowledge or notice of the existence of such patent.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it better undoubtedly. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. One otheramendment. In line 16 of section 1, 
after the word ‘‘patent,’’ I move to insert ‘“‘and that the article or 
thing purchased or used by him was an infringement of such patent.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. How could he know a profound question of law? 

Mr. PLATT. I hardly think the Senator from Indiana on reflection 
will insist upon that. It seems to me it is going entirely too far. If 
he has knowledge of the patent he ought not to come in and claim to 
be an innocent purchaser. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me illustrate what thequestionis. The suits 
with which our people are most troubled are the driven-well suits. The 
question there was one of infringement between two patents. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States recently, only eight judges sitting, 
divided four and four on the question whether the patent used infringed 
on Green or whether his was the better patent. Some persons may 
know that Green had a patent; but are they to be charged as not having 
bought innocently unless they know there is an infringement and that 
the article they are buying is an article that the dealer has no right to 
sell? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 16 of section 1, after the word 
*patent,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘and that the article or thing pur- 
chased or used by him was an infringement of such patent.” 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest whether something like this would not be 
nearer what the Senator claims: ‘‘ And of the claim that such use was 
an infringement of the same?’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection to that? 

Mr. PLATT. Very well; let the amendment be modified in that 
way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
state his proposition ? 

Mr. HOAR. After the word ‘“patent,’’ in line 16 of section 1, in- 
sert ‘‘and of the claim that such use was an infringement of the same.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana accepts the 
modification of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana as modified to the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. One other amendment. In section 2, lines 7, 8, 
9, and 10, read: 

And if the defendant shall finally prevail in such suit, the court shall allow 
costs, and a reasonable sum, not exceeding $50, for counsel, to the defendant, 

I do not think there should be any provision there for the recovery 
of costs. That follows as a matter of course, and it might be a limita- 
tion on the preceding section. I move to strike out the words ‘costs 
and;’’ soas to read ‘‘ the courtshall allow areasonable sum.’’ Of course 
he recovers costs if he prevails. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRISON. And put in the word ‘‘ fee’’ after ‘‘ counsel.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Now I desire to give notice that during the considera- 
tion of the remaining House bills on the Calendar reported favorably I 
shall insist that the effect of the order of the Senate is that one objection 
carries a bill over; that it is subject to the five-minute rule of debate, 
and that it is not in order to move to take upa bill, notwithstanding 
the objection, until the Calendar is completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquired of the Reporter, 
and he said his notes showed that the Anthony rule was applied to the 
Sherman order, and the Chair thinks if it applies in one respect it 
applies in all. 


Will the Senator from Massachusetts 


” 


The question is on the amendment of 





Mr. HOAR. When the question arises I will state my view. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair - 
may not be here then; but the Chair in advance states that he under- 
stands the whole Anthony rule applies, not one portion of it alone. 
The Reporter says that was the motion adopted; and one part of the 
Anthony rule is that when a bill is objected to the Senate may proceed 
to consider it, notwithstanding the objection, by a majority vote. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted on its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appro- 
priations for sunary civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1834, and for other purposes, agreed to the further 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FRANK Hiscock of New York, 
Mr. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH of Ohio, and Mr. JosepH C. 8. BLACK- 
BURN of Kentucky, managers at the further conference on the part of 
the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message alsoannounced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government; 

A bill (H. R. 5653) for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 5661) to modify the postal money-order system, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7226) to punish larceny from the person in the District 
of Columbia. 

EXTRADITION OF FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 


The bill (H. R. 7289) to confer upon the senior associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the absence or inability of 
the chief-justice of said court, the powers and duties now conferred upon 
said chief-justice relative to the extradition of fugitives from justice 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ERNEST F. UNLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 3243) for the relief of Ernest F. Unland was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Ernest 
F. Unland, of Pekin, Illincis, of $796.71, being the amount paid by him 
in error on the 18th of October, 1880, into the United States Treasury, 
to effect a compromise of a judgment of forfeiture and costs held by the 
United States against the distillery and premises of the City Distilling 
Company of Pekin, the judgment and costs having already been quashed 
by executive pardon of August 24, 1880, granted to the owners of the 
distillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LICENSES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 6928) to regulate licenses in the District of Columbia 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Distriet of Colum- 
bia with an amendment. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the amendment, which was 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to suggest to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, or to the Senator having this bill in charge, that it is hardly 
necessary to consume time in considering it, inasmuch as a substitute is 
reported for it. Ifthe substitute be adopted and sent to the House no 
one can think for a single moment thatitis possible for our amendment 
to be concurred in so that it may become a law. Hence I think we 
had better devote the time to other business. 

Mr. McDILL. I hope the Senator will not make objection. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I hope we shall go through with the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. _I will not interpose an objection. 

The reading of the matter proposed by the amendment to be substi- 
tuted for the House bill was resumed and concluded, as follows: 


That it shall be the duty of every person who is required by the provisions of 
existing law to have a license to sell liquor by retail, to be drunk on the — 
to keep the same at all times displayed in a conspicuous position in his place o 
business, and to exhibit the same on demand of the proper officer; and it is 
hereby made the duty of the major of police to see that no person required to 
have a license to sell liquor by retail to be drunk on the premises shall be en 
in such business without the proper license ; and he is hereby authori to 
direct any member of the police force to enter any premises where there are gocd 
grounds for believing that the provisions of law relating to the sale of liquor at 
retail to be drunk on the premises are being violated, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether there is any such violation. 

Src. 2. That every place, ——— kept by apothecaries, where distilled or fer- 
mented liquors, wines, or cordials are sold in quantities less than one pint, orto 
be drunk on the premises, shall be — nsa bar-room, sample-room, or tip- 
ping hous. And the possession of distilled, fermented, or other intoxicating 


quors, with the means and appliances for carrying on the business of d. 
ing of the same, to be drunk where sold, shall constitute the premises a r 
ppling-house within the meaning of this act. 


oon, bar-room, sample-room, or ti: 
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And no spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors shall be sold except in compliance 
with the provisions of this act, nor to minors, nor intoxicated persons, nor on 
Sunday, nor shall any bar or other place where liquors are usually sold be open 
on Sunday during any part of the day or night; and all such places shall be kept 
closed after 12 o’clock midnight and until 4 o’clock in the morning. 

Sec. 3. Thatany person violating any of the provisions of this act shall be liable 
to a fine not exceeding $200, and in addition thereto his license may be revoked 
by the commissioners, And it is hereby made the special duty of the police de- 
partment to promptly arrest and bring before the proper officers all persons 
who may violate any of the provisions of this act, and see that they are duly 
prosecuted to final trial and judgment. 

Sec. 4. That the police court shall, upon complaint duly made before the judge 
thereof for that purpose, issue a warrant against any person for the violation of 
any of the provisions of this act, which warrant may be addressed to any police- 
man, and made returnable before the police court. Such judge issuing such war- 
rant shall keep a docket, stating the names of the persons issued against, the 
date, to whom directed, for what offense, and on whose information. 

Sec, 5. That the fines, penalties, and forfcitures provided for in this act shall 
be imposed by judgment or sentence in the police court upon information filed 
therein, on behalf of the District of Columbia, by the attorney of the District, or 
by his regular or special assistant, as nearly as possible in the mode prescribed 
in the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to establish a police court for the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 17, 1870. 

Sec. 6, That in all informations it shall be sufficient to set forth, in brief and 
clear terms, the nature of the charge which may be preferred against any indi- 
vidual or individuals; and no information shall be quashed on account of mis- 
nomer, technicality, or mere clerical errors, where the matter complained of is 
stated so as to clearly indicate to the party accused the matter or thing which 
he is called on to answer; but all such errors may be amended in the police 
court, on motion, at the time of trial, or on — to the criminal court. 

Sec. 7. That in any case of appeal from the decision of the police court to the 
eriminal court of said District, in which the defendant shall on appeal be duly 
convicted of any violation of any of the provisions of this act, and shall fail im- 
mediately to pay or secure the payment of such fine, penalty, or forfeiture im- 
posed by law for such offense, such person shal] be committed to the workhouse 
till such fine or penalty and costs thereon be paid; but in no case, in the event 
of non-payment, shall such imprisonment be for a period less than tive nor 
more than ninety days for any one offense. 

Sec. 8. That all fines, penalties, and forfeitures imposed for any violation of 
any of the provisions of this act, upon information, filed as aforesaid, shall be 
— and applied to the use of the District unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided, 

Sec. 9. That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to create a revenue in the 
District of Columbia by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs 
personal property, and for other purposes,” approved June 19, 1878, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read as follows: **That there shall be, and hereby 
is, levied a tax or license of $2 each per annum upon all dogs owned or kept in 
the District of Columbia, said tax or license to be collected as other licenses in 
seid District are or may be collected; and it shall be unlawful for any person to 
keep or harbor any animal of the dog kind until he has complied with the pro- 
visions of this act; and any personso unlawfully keeping or Lerbestnn any dog 
shall, on conviction thereof, be liable to a fine of not more than $20 for each 
offense.” 

Sec. 10. -That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. And this act shall take effect from and after its passage. But it shall 
not be construed and held to release or extinguish any fine, penalty, forfeiture, 
or liability incurred under any other law or ordinance of the District of Colum- 
bia, but the same shall be prosecuted to final trial and judgment the same as if 
this act had never been passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. McDILL. I wish to amend section 3 by adding after the word 
‘fact,’’ in the second line, the words ‘‘or any act relating to licenses.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McDILL. I want to add the same words after the word ‘‘act,’’ 
in the fourth line of section 4. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to: 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended was 
concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
@ third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES IN GEORGIA. 


The bill (H. R. 6683) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
the Ogeechee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, in 
the State of Georgia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK DRONEY. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have put on its passage a House pen- 
sion bill. It isOrder of Business 1065, being the bill (H. R. 718) grant- 
ing ® pension to Patrick Droney. It was passed over. I will state to 
the Senate the exact condition of it. There was an adverse report in 
this case; but since it was made, the Senate in another case, upon full 
discussion and upon the yeas and nays, reversed the decision of the 
committee, and this is a case precisely like the one that has been passed 
by the Senate on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It does not follow that the Senate 
will adhere to its decision. 

Mr. DAWES. I know; but if the Senate does not adhere, that will 
be the end of it. The report of the committee, which was adverse, was 
overruled by the Senate on full discussion and on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JACKSON. It was understood that adverse reports should not 
be taken up. 
Mr. DAWES. I know it can not be done except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I call for the regular order. 
The next House bill will be stated. 








DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The bill (H. R. 6597) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. [object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not object 
tothe bill. It isasimple bill allowing these people to enter the courts. 
It affects a great many people in my State. 

Mr. GARLAND. It isa simple bill that the Senate has sat down 
on three or four times. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will not sit down on it at this hour of the 
night. 

Mr. GARLAND. Isay that it will be debated here until 12 o’clock 
to-mor:ow, the time for the session to expire. I object to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It will be impossible to dispose of this bill in the 
remaining hours of this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objectionis made. The question is, 
Will the Senate proceed to the oensideration of the bill, notwithstand- 
ing the objection? [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 
it. 

Mr. McDILL. I eall for a division. 

Mr. FRYE. If this is taken up the rest of the Calendar is gone. 

The question being put, the ayes were 11. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays on the consideration of 
this bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. [raise the point of order that under the rule adopted 
this morning a single objection will cause any bill to be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not tell unless he sees 
everything that has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the yeas and nays will be ordered, and then 
we can dispose of the bill in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the point of order is withdrawn, 
the yeas and nays can be taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can dispose of it quicker by taking the yeas 
and nays than by discussing the point of order. 

Mr. GROOME. The President pro tempore has ruled several times 
to-day that a single objection takes a bill over. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it does, but I move to consider this bill not- 
withstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
when the rule was adopted. 
ing up the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 33; as follows: 


The President of the Senate was here 
The yeas and nays are demanded on tak- 


YEAS—20. 


Allison, Ingalls, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Nevada, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Conger, Kellogg, Mitchell, Tabor, 
Harrison, MeDill, Plumb, Vance, 
Hill, McMillan, Sawyer, Van Wyck, 

NAYS--33. 
Blair, Frye, Lamar, Rollins, 
Brown, Garland, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Call, George, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Vest, 
Coke, Groome, Morgan, Walker, 
Davis of Il., Harris, Morrill, Williams. 
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Platt, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Pugh, 
Fair, Jackson, Ransom, 

ABSENT—23. 

Aldrich, Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, 
Anthony, Cockrell, Hampton, Pendleton, 
Barrow, Dawes, Johnston, Saunders, 
Bayard, Farley, Jonas, Voorhees, 
Beck, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Windom. 
Butler, Grover, Logan, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills'and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 ofthe act providing for the 
publication of the Revised Statutes and the laws of the United States, 
approved June 20, 1876; 

A bill (H. R. 5300) to amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, relating to contracts under the War Depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief William H. Donohoe; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congr-sional 
Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RrecoRD; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 95) providing for additional copies of the Re- 
vised Statutes for the use of the Interior Department; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
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copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 
and 


Joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
to instruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census 
reports. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

The bill (i. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and 
to amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. COKE. This is a bill of considerable length, containing fifteen 
pages. It is anexceedingly important bill. It will lead necessarily to 
a great deal of debate, because it makes radical changes in the naviga- 
tion laws; it changes a number of sections of the Revised Statutes, it 
makes changes in the tariff laws, and makes very general changes with 
reference to the entire subject of American shipping. I do not believe 
that such a bill as this should be taken up at this time of night. I do 
not believe that it can be examined properly in the time that intervenes 
between now and final adjournment. ‘To take it up now and act upon 
it would not allow that consideration which the importance of the sub- 
ject entitles it to receive. 

I therefore, in view of these facts, while I dislike to make an objec- 
tion, ohject to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER.”’ I could not hear what the Senator from Texas said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAvIs, of Illinois). He objects to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Texas will not object. 
the Senator to hear me just one moment. 

Mr. CONGER. I wanted to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan has the 
floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I will givewayin a moment. Preparatory to amo- 
tion to take up the bill, notwithstanding the objection, I desire to say 
that the House and the Senate at the last session by joint action ap- 
pointed a joint committee to examine this matter, to listen to the com- 
plaints of shipping men and the requests of shipping men as to amend- 
ments of the law. That joint committee met and spent several days 
in taking the testimony and opinions of men on the subject of improve- 
ments in our shipping laws. They reported to the House and to the 
Senate by way of a bill and a report the result of their examinations. 
They spent a great deal of time in pursuance of the joint order of the 
two bodies. The House passed in an amended form the bill reported 
by the joint committee. 

While the bill does not go to the extent which the select committee 
desired, still it does take up the subject of the burdens and imperfec- 
tions of the laws and makes recommendations to Congress for an im- 
provement of those laws. 

This bill is the result of the House action upon the subject. The 
Senate Committee on Commerce, of which the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CoKE] is a member, were unanimous in their recommendation of the 
main provisions of the bill as the joint select committee were unani- 
mous in reporting the bill which was presented to this body. 

There are provisions in this bill which probably the Senate would 
not adopt. There is one provision im the bill with which the Senate 
would not concur, and a provision in the amendment of the Senate 
Committee to the bill which perhaps might not be agreed to. Aside 
from those two provisions, two sections of the bill, I do not think there 
is a single objection in the mind of any one whatever to the passage of 
the remaining portion of the bill. 

I hope we may submit to theSenate the bill, make the amendments 
which the Senator from Texas and I desire, and send the bill back to 
the House for their concurrence in our amendments. I hope the ob- 
jection will be withdrawn, and that we may take up the bill and see if 
we can not amend it so that it shall be satisfactory to all and becomea 
law, and do that which we have been trying for years to do, pass some 
law for the benefit of American transportation and commerce on the 
high seas. This is a step in the right direction, and when properly 
amended, I think there will be no objection to it. There can be none 
except to those matters relating to the change of tonnage tax and the 
contracts for carrying the mails. I have heard no objection from any 
one except to those two provisions. With the exception of section 15, 
which relates to the tax on tonnage, and section 22, which relates to the 
carrying of mails, I have not been advised that there is any objection 
to any of the provisions of the bill, even by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator if he is also willing to strike out sec- 
tion 14? 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. VEST. 


I ask 


That is the present law. 
That is existing law. 
There is no doubt about that section. It is the law now. 

Mr. COKE. Why re-enact it if it is already the law? 

Mr. VEST. Because the committee thought the enactment ought to 
be consistent entirely and that the acts ought to be systematized and 
go together. That is no new enactment. 

Mr. CONGER. There was a provision in the bill as reported by the 
select committee in addition to that section. The House struck that 
out and left the law just as it is, as I understand. Section 15 is one in 





which there are changes in regard to tonnage, and section 22 in regard 
to thecarryingof the mails. I understood from the Senator from Texas 
and from others that with those two sections considered and perhaps 
stricken out, to all the other sections as yet there was no objection. I 
ask the Senator from Texas to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COKE. With the understanding that the section relating to ton- 
nage and the section relating to postage shall be stricken out, I with- 
draw my objectien. 

Mr. CONGER. I can not say what the Senate may do, but I say for 
myself I am willing that these two sections shall be stricken out. 

Mr. COKE. With that understanding I withdraw the objection. 

ee Now I will yield to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]. 

Mr. FRYE. The objection having been withdrawn, I do not wisk 
to say anything. 

Mr. CONGER. 
of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I feel an 
intense interest in the provision which the Senate committee have put 
on for the carrying of the mails; and also in section 15, relating to ton- 
nage, but from inquiry, and careful inquiry, I have satisfied myself that 
if we put those two provisions into the bill it is the end of the bill. 
Therefore reluctantly I consent in behalf of the ship-building interests 
which I represent that those two sections may be taken out of the bill. 

Mr. COKE. I make no objection to the consideration of the bill. 


WILLIAM D. MARTIN, 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senate to allow me to make a report from a committee at this 
moment. The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3837) for the reliefof William D. Martin, direct me to report it 
without amendment, and with the recommendation that it be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present re- 
ception of the report? The Chair hears none. Does the Senator from 
Tennessee ask for its immediate consideration ? 

a HARRIS. No, sir; I simply desire-that it be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has charge 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


UTAH COMMISSION. 


Mr. BROWN. I introduced the other day a resolution instructing 
the Public Printer to print the report and the rules and regulations in 
the case of the Utah commissioners. The Public Printer sent a mes- 
senger to see me about it, to know where he could get the rules and 
regulations and oaths prescribed by the Utah commissioners. I senta 
message to the Secretary of the Interior asking for them, and he sent 
me a copy of what he had. I was able to procure from the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs], now in the chair, a pamphlet that he 
had bound, but he could not guarantee that they were really the regu- 
lations. I sent that to the Secretary of the Interior and had it eom- 
pared, and I was unable to make out what was exactly the report. I 
want now to introduce a resolution instructing the Utah commission- 
ers to report those facts, together with certain other facts that some of 
us think are essential, because we think they have transcended their 
legal boundary, and ask that they be instructed to make the report on 
the first Monday of December next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent to offer at this time a resolution. It will be read for 
information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Utah commissioners are hereby instructed to report to the 
Senate on the first Monday in December next all rules and regulations adopted 
by them, with copies of all oaths prescribed for voters and for all officials of 
every character in the Territory of Utah, together with all removals from mon 


if any, and all appointments to office made by them. And that they re 
whether by their order or direction or by virtue of my by rescribed by them 
any person or  pameees in said Territory has or have n denied the right to 
vote or to hold office on account of the opinion of such person or persons on the 
subject of polygamy, or bigamy, or as to the lawfulness of polygamy or bigamy. 
And that they report whether such cases not ordered by them have come within 
their knowledge in practice. 

Resolved, That said commissioners are further instructed to report what num- 
ber of persons, as nearly as they can ascertain, have been excluded from voting 
or holding office on account of the practice or the alleged practice of polygamy 
or bigamy, who have not been convicted of such practice in any court having 


competent jurisdiction to try and on conviction to sentence such persons to be 
punished according to law. 


Mr. FRYE. How did that get in here in place of the shipping bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent to consider the resolution at this time. The Chair had 
it read for information in order to call for objection. 

Mr. BROWN. It is simply calling on the Utah commissioners to 
make a report. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like before that goes through to inquire of 
the Senator from Georgia if the law creating those commissioners im- 


posed upon them the duty of reporting to either branch of Congress upon 
its order? 


Mr. BROWN. Iam notcensuring them for not having reported, but 


I propose to call upon them to report to the Senate. 
The Senator does not understand my question. 


Mr. HOAR. I do 
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not understand that the Senate of the United States has a right to order 
any public officer to do anything except in the case of heads of Depart- 
ments, where the law reserves that power to either branch of Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. Tosaveany further trouble I object to the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to object unless the Senator could answer 
that question affirmatively. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie over under the rule until to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. Then it will only have to lay over two minutes, as it 
lacks but two minutes of being midnight, and I will call it up to-mor- 


row. 
Mr. FRYE. I call for the regular order. 


PRINTING OF TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I have two small matters from the Committee on 
Printing which I should like to have attended to now, if they are to be 
attended to at all. I report favorably from that committee a resolution 
which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form 1,500 copies of the act passed 
at the present session entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal revenue, and for other 
purposes,” for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution at this time? 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely a similar resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Printing two hours ago at the instance of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is precisely the same resolution. 
reported back. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution at this time? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


THE JEANNETTE INQUIRY. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 5,500 addi- 
tional copies of the “ report of the proceedings of the court of inquiry to inves- 
tigate the loss of the steamer Jeannette in the arctic seas’’ be printed, of which 


1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House, and 1,000 
for the use of the Secretary of the Navy. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order will be proceeded 
with. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and toamend 
the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understand that section 15 is agreed to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. FRYE. I will vote myself to strike it out. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then section 22 down to and including line 30 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with, and the amendments will be acted upon alter the bill is 
read. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to section 15. 

Mr. COKE. If in order I will move to strike out section 15. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is not in order until the read- 
ing is concluded. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is, on page 9, to strike out section 13. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest that on page 10, at the end of section 14, 
in line 14, these words should be inserted: 

: F eens That this section shall not apply to vessels built prior to January 1, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce to strike out section 13. We 
have not yet reached section 14. 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator from Delaware will permit the question to 
be taken first on the pending amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will await action on the amendments of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out section 13, which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 13. Thatall masters and owners of vessels shall have the right to ship and 
pay off the men they employ and that all laws or parts of laws requiring the pay- 
ment of any remuneration to the shipping commission for the shipment of sea- 
men, if shipped by said masters or owners, be, and the same are hereby, repealed : 


ided, ‘That the duties performed by the shipping commissioner at home 
ports shall be performed by the collector of the several ports of the United States, 


Is there objection to the reception of 


It is now 


Is there objection to considering the 





The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out, after ‘‘ section 14,’’ the words: 
That aaaiion 2514 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as follows: 
* Sec, 2514.” 
Mr. VEST. That is a mere formal amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Delaware will now be received. 
Mr. BAYARD. I suggest, if it be agreeable to the committee, that 
I should move an amendment now at the end of section 14, after the 
words ‘‘ legal representatives,’’ to insert : 


Provided, That this section shall not apply to vessels built prior to January 1, 
1883. 


The suggestion of the Senator from 


The obvious necessity for the amendment I think will appear, as 
without it there would be no limitation for recoupment against the 
Treasury for vessels built at any time in the history of the Govern- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the amend- 
ment now if there be no objection, but other amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce are still undisposed of. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendments of the committee be disposed of 
first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection ts made, and the next 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce will be reported. 

The next amendment of fhe Committee on Commerce was to insert as 
section 22 the following: 

Sec, 22. That section 3976 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and all 
other compulsory laws and parts of laws that oblige American vessels to carry 
the mails of the United States arbitrarily or that prevent the clearance of vesselg 
until they shall have taken mail matter on board, be, and the same are hereby 
repealed ; and that section 4009 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
is hereby, amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows, to wit: 

“Sec. 4009. For transporting the mails of the United States between any port 
of the United States and any foreign port, or between ports of the Atlantic and 
ports in the Pacific, touching at any foreign port, asum not exceeding #1 per 
mile, on the trip each way, of actual nautical miles traveled between terminal 
points, for each trip actually made; but such service shall be performed only 
under contract entered into by the Postmaster-General, after legal advertise- 
ment, with the lowest responsible bidder, and the aggregate amount to be ex- 
pended for such service shall not exceed $1,500,000 perannum. The ships with 
which such contracts shall be made shall be ships of American registry only, and 
eontracts shall be fora term of not less than four years; and the general laws reg- 
ulating the transportation of inland mails shall be applicable to such contracts, 
except as herein provided. And all vessels engaged in such contracts shall in 
time of war be subject to purchase or charter by the United States at reasonable 
rates; and all foreign vessels or sailing vessels carrying the mails of the United 
eng 3 may be allowed a sum not exceeding the sea postage now allowed by 

aw.’ 

Mr. COKE. [ask the Senate to non-concur in this amendment of the 
committee. I hope it will be disagreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that amendment will not be pressed 
and I will make noargument against it. It is asubsidy, and therefore 
it ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say in justice to the committee and this 
whole subject that the remark of the Senator from Delaware is not cor- 
rect. This is not a subsidy in any sense of the word whatever. It is 
open to bidders; it is exactly like every bid for mail contracts on land 
in the United States, the same law and the same provision, with what 
we have not had in land contracts, a limitation of the amount govern- 
ing the discretion or power of the Postmaster-General to be paid per 
mile on the route and a limitation of the whole amount to be used in 
this service, it in any event not to exceed $1 per mile going and return- 
ing and as much less as the bids may be, and not to exceed in the ex- 
penditure for the sea-service in carrying the mail $1,500,000. The pro- 
vision is exactly the same and for the same object, but with more carefal 
limitations than is made on all thestar-routes and on all the steamboat 
routes for carrying the mail on our inland waters and on land. 

I am sorry to hear the Senator from Delaware say that this is in any 
sense a subsidy, because the committee took particular pains to make 
it a matter of contract open to bids from anybody and everybody who 
might come in complying with the requirement that it should be an 
American vessel. 

I do not know whether it will be best to adopt or reject this pro- 
vision. If the provision be rejected, then section 15 should be. Under 
our present tonnage laws all vessels, foreign and domestic, pay a duty 
of 30 cents per ton per year. The result of it is that our American 
vessels making long voyages, perhaps six months, ten months, a year, 
or more than a year, as some of them do, into the remote island re- 
gions, Australia and that region, with whieh they trade, pay 30 cents a 
ton per year for one voyage or less than one voyage a year it may be, 
or for half a year, while foreign vessel’ passing between the United 
States and Liverpool, Bremen, or Havre, which make ten trips a year, 
pay but 30 cents a year tonnage. 

The object of the committee was not to oppress our own vessels by 
increasing the tonnage tax, but to make vessels which have the benefit 
of our lights and our harbor improvements pay the same tonnage dues 
that the English law charges upon American vessels. We have made 





and that no fee shall be charged for said services. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


in section 15 the law correspond exactly with the English law under 
different heads, as there is a tonnage tax which includes light tax, 
sound tax, harbor tax, and things of that kind. 
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Our object was to make a change in the tonnage dues and make con- 
tracts with out own lines of vessels to carry the mails under a contract 
and under bids open to all. The two go together. The result would 
be in changing this tonnage tax to increase the burdens upon our own 
lines making short trips back and forth to Europe, to which we were 
all opposed and should be opposed. If such a law were enforced, the 
remedy for the hardship upon our own vessels would be in giving them 
these mail contracts, not a subsidy but a right to earn more money by 
carrying the mail for the reason that they would have to pay increased 
tonnage under the section. 

These two sections should go or fall together. I believe it would be 
well to make our tonnage dues correspond to the English tonnage dues, 
but I do not believe it would be well to do it unless we can pay for mail 
contracts made with any vessels or lines that desire to enter into them 
subject to the limitations and restrictions provided in this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ‘agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce to insert sec- 
tion 22. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret, sir, that I should not have had more oppor- 
tunity to discuss a bill of this importance, but the impression has been 
given to me that the amendment was not to be pressed. 

The question of the repeal in section 22 of the obligatory features com- 
pelling all American ships to carry the mails is a very debatable one. 
It would seem harsh in one respect, but there is the fact in connection 
with it that the mails are after all the ver? arteries of commerce itself, 
and tle vessel that carries the letters carries the orders to fill her with 
cargo. Merchandise is commanded by correspondence, and the vessel 
whose duty it is or whose interest it is to become the carrier of mer- 
chandise must therefore be benefited by carrying the correspondence 
that demands transportation. 

I do not propose to argue that question in theabstract or the general 
policy, nor do I care now to open up a question that is almost endless, 
if we were to consider, in the few hours left of this session, the policy 
or impolicy of paying bounties toships in theshape of subsides. I have 
declared myself too often in opposition to the payment of public moneys 
for private ends in that. way, whether it be by means of the protection 
per se of a tariff or by means of a bounty directly paid to ships, as pro- 
posed in this case. 

I only can say that I hope the amendment will not be pressed by those 
having charge of the bill and that it will be defeated in Committee of 
the Whole, because I am satisfied when the bill comes into the Senate 
it will be open to opposition upon the principle of granting subsidies to 
private individuals to assist them in their private undertakings and for 
their own behalf. 

I hope the amendment will not be accepted by the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President — 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me'to 
take up a case that will take buta moment. It is the second case 
on the Calendar. It relates to a constituent of mine, and I am com- 
pelled to be absent from the Senate on a conference committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let the shipping bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. Informally. My bill will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to lay aside the pending order informally in order that 
the Senate may consider House bill No. 301. 


STEPHEN P. YEOMANS AND ANDREW LEECH. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (IT. R. 301) for the relief of Stephen P. 
Yeomans and Andrew Leech. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay Stephen P. Yeomans, late register of the United States land of- 
fice at Sioux City, Iowa, $7,500, in full for all extraordinary services or 
expenses rendered or incurred by him during his term of office as such 
register, and to pay Andrew Lecch, late receiver of the United States 
land office at Sioux City, Iowa, $4,050, in full as indemnity for all ex- 
traordinary expenses incurred by him during his term of office as such 
receiver. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the shipping bill, and the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Commerce to insert section 22 asa 
new section. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] has characterized the proposed section which provides for the pay- 
ment of ocean postage as a subsidy. I desire simply to say that I have 
never voted for a subsidy; that I never propose to vote for one; and I 
want the Senator from Delaware to make good his assertion that this is 
a subsidy. The postage which is paid on the inland routes of the United 
States has no assailants; itis conceded tobejustand proper. The special 
committee on shipping unanimously reported that the same principle 
should apply to the ocean routes. I ask the Senator from Delaware if 
he does not think that principle to be correct and just ? 

Under the laws of the United States as they now exist, a stearaship 





which carries the mails of the United States 5,000 miles receives 2 cents 
for every letter; and the proof before the special committee of which I 
was a member was that the expenses of carrying the mails from the 
steamships in San Francisco up to the office of the consul at that port 
exceeded the total amount of the postage received by the line in carry- 
ing the letter for 3,000 miles. Does the Senator from Delaware say 
that that is right? Is there a Senator upon this floor who will stand 
here to-day in his place and say that is just or proper ? 

I have no connection with any mail line whatever. I have not the 
slightest connection with Mr. John Roach, with the Northern Pacific 
Line, or any other line. I do not know a stockholder. I do not know 
an officer. I simply, as a member of the committee, have recommended 
that the same sort of postage should be paid upon the ocean routes as is 
paid upon the inland routes of the United States. Is there any Senator 
here who will stand in his place and say that this principle is not cor- 
rect? I pause forareply. Ifthe Senator from Delaware will say now 
that the same principle should not apply upon the ocean as upon the 
land, I want him to say it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not expect to argue the principle and the very 
much-vexed question in regard to this matter of ocean mail carriage; 
but there occur to my mind very obvious differences between a route 
within our own territory and through our own territory of mail facili- 
ties for our own people and the connection between foreign lands and 
our people. I do not mean to say that there is not a general serv- 
ice of the same character, but I do mean to say that there is a different 
practical effect between carrying the mai) throughout the continuous 
territory of a single government and transporting it across the ocean to 
a foreign people and a different government. 

I am not prepared to state all the incidents and the philosophy of the 
question, but there is a very obvious distinction between carrying mails 
from route to route and point to point within the territory of the United 
“sen mg and expanding their transportation over the high seas to foreign 

ands. 

The very fact of correspondence by mail is a tie in human intercourse 
all the stronger within a country and weaker without the country. 
You can not expand the mails as they were expanded some years ago 
from what was then the frontier, where the home of the Senator from 
Missouri now lies, to the Pacific coast, without touching territory that 
has become the habitation of American citizens. Where once there 
was a wilderness there are now populous and thriving towns. Where 
once there was a desert are now active scenes of trade and intercourse be- 
tween our own people, and nothing has tended so much to create that 
as the extension of mail-routes. It is the communication by mail that 
brings men closer together, that creates commerce, that creates inter- 
course, and by creating commerce and mtercourse creates the postal 
revenue that makes what is called a self-sustaining mail-route. 

Such things can never occur by sea, and they do always occur by land. 
When the Senator from Missouri asks me for a difference between the 
two, I think I have answered him reasonably; I do not say satisfactorily 
to him, perhaps not fully to myself or to the Senate, but I have given 
him an answer why a mail-route across the trackless ocean is different 
from a mail-route across the land embraced within the territorial juris- 
diction of the United States. A mail-route is an artery of life on the 
land, but it can not be so termed upon the sea. Thesea is not within 
the jurisdiction of the United States: it is the common territory of all 
people and of all governments, over which we have no more control than 
they; perhaps to-day we have less. 

I did not mean in using the word ‘‘subsidy’’ to offend the sensibil- 
ities of any Senator who has voted against subsidies. I only meant to 
say that in effect if we voted one million and a half of money to-day 
for the highest bidder upon ocean mail-routes, the condition of ship- 
building and ship-owning in this country would probably leave the 
bids without active competition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
Senator’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. VEST. I hope his time will be extended. This is a very im- 
portant question and there ought not to be any limitation on debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the Senator 
from Delaware will proceed. * 

Mr. BAYARD. I was not aware that the five-minute rule had been 
adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is very important that there should he an exec- 
utive session as early as possible, and on that account I hope that the 
rules will be enforced, so that we may save all the time that can be 
properly devoted to those matters. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Delaware will permit, I will ob- 
serve that I interposed an objection to the consideration of this bill 
which would not have been withdrawn if the friends of the bill had 
not agreed that sections 15 and 22 should go out of it; and I do not 
see how any debate can properly be had on those sections. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had that impression. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not press that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. For afew moments only. There aresome nomina- 


The 


tions that should be referred. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs]. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I say one word ? 
mitted to state one fact. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 
ator from Delaware will proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to assure the Comiaittee on Commerce 
of my appreciation of the care which they have bestowed upon this bill, 
of my sense of its great importance, and of my great desire that it should 
become a law; and I must apologize for the fact that I stand here to 
criticise their measures at a time when I did not expect to be called on 
to do so, that I am not able to do so more satisfactorily and at greater 
length, for just in proportion to the importance of measures comes our 
duty to consider them carefully. 

I only say this lest my friends who have charge of this bill may sup- 
pose that I have the slightest desire to obstruct its passage. I had the 
idea in common with the Senator from Texas that this proposition 
would not be pressed. 

Mr. VEST. I will say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
executive session. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to say a word. 

Mr. FRYE. Will not the Senator give ten minutes to finish the 
bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
upon the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will move for an executive session at 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion for an executive session 
is withdrawn for the present; and the Senator from Missouri has the 
floor upon the pending question. 

Mr. VEST. Iam so anxious to pass some sections of the bill that I 
shall give way to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry&] without answer- 
ing the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 

Mr. FRYE. When the bill was taken up, as a friend of the bill, as 
a friend of this section, and as a member who has fought for a provision 
of this kind for ten years, and recognizing the condition of the Senate 
at this moment, recognizing what a division of the Senate might de- 
velop, recognizing the fact that an executive session is a necessity, rec- 
ognizing the fact that the other House is within ten or twelve hours of 
dissolution, recognizing the importance to our shipping interests of the 
enactment into law of the earlier provisions of this bill, I stated that, 
notwithstanding I was as strong and warm a friend of what the Senator 
called a ‘*subsidy’’—I would just as lief he should call it that as any- 
thing—notwithstanding I am as warm a friend as there is on earth of 
that provision, I consented that, so far as I was concerned, it should go 
out of this bill, and I hope now that section 15 will go out of the bill, 
and that then the bill will be passed and sent to the House before the 
ten minutes are up. 

Mr. CONGER. I made the same statement myself, that I should be 
willing both sections should go out. I merely wanted to explain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce, adding section 22 to the bill. + 

The question being put, it was declared taat the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COKE. _ I move to strike out section 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York calls for 
the yeas and nays on the previous amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Lhope theSenator will notdothat. The Senator knows 
perfectly well Iam as desirous of having that part of the law of the 
jand as any Senator here can possibly be, and I have been over to the 
Tfouse to see what can be done, and I am entirely confident that unless 
these sections are stricken out the bill can not become a law. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Lobject to the Senator telling us what 
ean be done in the House in regard to this measure. I had the honor 
of being a member of the joint committee which considered this whole 
question. There were other items of vast importance that were put 
into it that were believed to be important by that entire committee, par- 
ticularly the one relating to drawbacks, which were not only stricken 
out by the House, but which the Senate committee, after fully consid- 
ering it, decided to leave out, and they put in place of it this one in 
regard to carrying the mails by ocean. 

What the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Michigan have 
said in regard to the injustice of compelling American ships to carry 
these mails for the sea postage could be elaborated and hours of talk 
could be made upon it, and figures could be brought here to show that 
the pay they now receive is a mere bagatelle, and that in many cases 
it is not even sufficient to pay the cartage for carrying the mails from 
the post-office to the dock and from the steamer and delivering them 
to the post-office in the foreign country. Still you compel every Ameri- 
can ship, before she can sail out of a port, before she can get a clearance 
anywhere, that she shall take on board and furnish suitable room and 
accommodations for carrying all such mails as may be delivered to that 
ship by a postmaster or by a consul in any foreign country where our 
ships may touch. 


I ask that I may be per- 


TheSen- 


The Senator from Kansas moves an 
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I do not hesitate to say that there is not enough in this bill worth 
talking about or worth delaying theSenate fora single moment, except 
the amendment which is now proposed to be given away by the friends 
of this measure and by Senators who rise here and tell us that they 
have fought for this measure, and they are willing to continue to fight 
for it. There are a few little burdens taken off the shipping interest 
in this bill, but they are insignificant. 

The trouble with our merchant marine to-day is not the cost of 
building ships, it is not consular fees, it is not advance wages, it is not 
the shipping commission, but it is the fact that it does not pay to run 
ships. Ifthe American people want to revive their merchant marine, 
they can only do it by paying suitable and fair rates for carrying for- 
eign mails. Allother nations do it. Out of $250,000 which weare pay- 
ing yearly for carrying foreign mails, more than $200,000 is paid to for- 
eign steamship companies, and less than $50,000 to American steamship 
companies. 

If we want to do anything to revive American shipping, we can only 
do it by putting in some such provision as this. It is not in any sense 
a subsidy; itis simply that the Postmaster-General shall contract with 
the lowest bidder for the carrying of the foreign mails, and he is limited 
in the price which he shall pay to $1 per mile, and he is limited in the 
total amount which he can contract to a yearly expenditure of one 
million and a half of dollars. 

We collect to-day out of the tonnage tax alone more money than itis 
proposed in this bill to pay te all American ships for carrying the mails. 
We collect out of the tonnage tax upon foreign steamships coming into 
our ports and foreign sailing vessels about $1,500,000, and that is all 
that under any circumstances would be given to American ships for 
carrying the mails. The money which we thus take into the Treasury, 
I insist, can not be better expended, it can not be appropriated for any 
more worthy purpose than for the perpose put into this amendment and 
uttached to this bill. If that is to fall, then I do not hesitate to say 
that the bill instead of being an act to encourage American shipping, 
to build up an American merchant marine, will simply prove a delusion 
and a snare, and that there is little or nothing in it. 

I stand here to protest against the friends of this measure, against those 
who have worked in the committee to perfect it, giving it away in this 
way and saying that it is done simply because if this shall be put in 
the bill will be defeated in the House. We have no right to consider 
that question at all. The committee have given this subject full and 
fair and open consideration, and as one of the committee I demand that 
the sense of the Senate shall be tested upon it. For that reason I de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to say that I see no necessity for this 
provision. Only a few years ago when this same question was before 
the Senate we had a communication from the Postmaster-General stat- 
ing explicitly that he had no difficulty in having the mails carried for 
the regular sea-postages. 

Why, therefore, should we attempt now to increase the expenses of 
the Postal Department by giving the sum named in this section? The 
Postmaster-General has not informed the Senate that he has any diffi- 
culty in having the mails carried at the regular sea-postages, and why 
we are sO anxious to spend the public money in this manner, which will 
inure to the benefit of the private interests of John Roach to the prej- 
udice of other men engaged in building vessels, I can not tell. Gen- 
tlemen may think the compensation is not adequate, and yet the own- 
ers and masters of vessels are perfectly willing to take the mail and 
carry it to every part of the world at the present sea-postage allowed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to say that 
there is no American ship which can clear from any American port ex- 
cept on condition of carrying the mails for the postage ? Consequently 
they have no option as to whether they will carry the mail, for they 
must carry the mail or they can not clear. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. A communication from the late Postmaster- 
General stated explicitly, as my colleagues on the Post-Office Commit- 
tee will doubtless remember, that he had no difficulty in having the 
mails carried. Can the Senator from Kansas state that the present 
Postmaster-General has met with any difficulty whatever in having 
the mails carried over the sea? Iam sure there never has been any 
complaint from the Postmaster-General that he was unable to have the 
mails transported for the present sea-postage. 

I can see no reason, therefore, for depleting the Treasury to this 
large amount for that service, when it is not required by the Postmas- 
ter-General or by the postal service. Gentlemen dislike a mail sub- 
sidy, and I suppose no member of the Senate or of the committee who 
has had the bill in charge desires to give away the public money, but 
at the same time that is the effect of it. Wecan have the mails carried 
as effectively for the sea-postage as we can for this pay. There is no 
complaint, there never has been any complaint, that the mails of this 
country can not be transported across the seas for the regular sea-pay. 
Why, therefore, should we appropriate hundreds of thousands and 
millions of dollars to have a service performed that hasbeen performed 
in the past and which can hereafter be performed for the regular sea-pay ? 
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Mr. VEST. I do not want to diseuss this question. The Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GROOME] suggests that I should not do it now; 
but I do not choose that what has been said by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY] that this is a subsidy, and that this is a pay- 
ment to Mr. John Roach, should go without notice. I have not the 
slightest sympathy with the views of Mr. John Roach on the question 
of American shipping; and if any gentleman will do the special com- 
mittee on shipping the honor to examine the testimony that was taken 
and the questions which were put by the members of that committee 
he will see that I was not at all insympathy with Mr. John Roachand 
with his views in regard to the causes which have produced the pres- 
ent decline of American shipping. 

I do not propose, as a matter of course, at this late stage in the ses- 
sion to go into a discussion of what I believe are the reasons why the 
maritime interests of the United States have come to their present con- 
dition. To-day of the entire commerce of the United States 85 per 
cent. is carried in foreign bottoms, and only 15 per cent. in American 
bottoms. The great question presented now to the American Congress 
is why is this thing so? I have in my hand the answers of the Post- 
master-General as to the amount paid to steamships for carrying the 
ocean mails of the United States. ‘Two hundred and eighty-seven thou- 
sand dollars is paid to American vessels for carrying the mails of the 
United States, and over $5,000,000 is paid to-day to foreign steamships 
and to foreign vessels. What the committee wish to do is to increase 
the amount of postage paid to American vessels if possible. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] says that this is a 
subsidy paid to Mr. John Roach. It is notso, Mr. President. That 
simply amounts to the assertion that Mr. John Roach alone can build 
these steamships and can carry the mails. The fact is now that one 
single line, I speak of the transatlantic lines, that from Philadelphia 
to Liverpool, which is partially in the control of American owners, has 
been compelled to put its ships under the British flag, for, as the pres- 
ident of that company told me to-day, out of eight steamships two of 
them only are under the American flag and six of them are under the 
British flag, and out of seventy-nine lines in transatlantic commerce 
really but two American steamship lines are engaged in that great 
traffic and commerce. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. INGALLS. I renew my motion for an executive session. 


It 
will not take ten minutes. 


Mr. VEST. If we go into executive session that will be the last of 
the shipping bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, noes 20; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the Senate be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish, if I may be allowed to say a word, that the 
Senate would consent to a very brief executive session for the purpose 
of referring nominations on the table. It may not require more than 
five mimutes. It is very essential, because they can not be reported if 
they are not referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Missouri will consent to take a 
vote upon the passage of this bill in the next few minutes, would it not 
be better that we dispose of this bill, and then everybody will be ready 
to go into executive session ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the vote be taken again on going into executive 
session. [‘‘ No objection.’?] 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand from the Chair that a quorum is in 
the Chamber. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, a quorum is in the Chamber. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So the record will be right. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. Af- 
ter twenty minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VANCE. There is a little bill on the Calendar, giving a con- 
stituent of mine $200, which has been favorably reported. I ask for its 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND). There is already a 
pending question before the Senate. The Senator will have to move to 
postpone the consideration of the pending order. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to call it up. I will not 
take amoment. That favor hasbeen extended toseveral otherSenators! 

Mr. INGALLS. What has become of the shipping bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatispending, and the Senator from 
North Carolina asks unanimous consent that it be laid aside for the 
purpose of taking up the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the Senator from Maine say to that? 

Mr. FRYE. I want to go on with the shipping bill. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from North Carolina asks 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam very sorry he does. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to ask the same favor for the purpose of hav- 
ing the same reply. I ask to take up House bill 7462. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the request of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. Of course I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (IH. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the Amer- 
ican merchant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying 
trade, and to amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge 
of seamen, the pending question being on the amendment of the Com- 
= on Commerce to insert section 22 as an additional section in the 

ill. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], I believe, 
asked for the yeas and nays on the pending motion. 

Tlie PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays have been ordered 
on the demand of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VEST. In order to get any portion of the shipping bill through 
I hope the Senator from New York will withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays and let this objectionable section be stricken out and let us 
get just as much of the bill as we can. 

Mr. FRYE. I join with the Senator from Missouri in making the 

uest. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want simply to say that unless section 22 be stricken 
out the shipping bill is not going to pass. The question of shipping 
is one of those things that the people of my part of the county are not 
supposed to know all about. Ido not know, of course, the many regu- 
lations that apply to it, and many things that personsof experience and 
interest in the matter know; but I look at the thing from the stand- 
point of the whole country. I want that which ministers to the com- 
merce and the prosperity of the entire country. I want something 
which gives us an outlet at the mouth of the Mississippi for the flour, 
the wheat, the pork, and the beef of Kansas and of Missouri, and ofall 
the Mississippi Valley. We have had here, presumably under the aus- 
pices and by the direction of those who live on the eastern shores of this 
country, who have been potential in its legislation, obstructive legisla- 
tion in regard to the shipping interests of the country. They havecon- 
trolled it; they have made it; they have imposed upon this country a 
hide-bound policy; they have built a Chinese wall around it, and have 
prevented the development of the internal portion of the country in 
order to minister to their own profit. They have seen fit for some pur- 
pose or other to introduce a shipping bill. They huve become dissatis- 
tied with their own policy. 

So far as this bill is concerned, irrespective of section 22, it is a mat- 
ter of no possible consequence, as I understand it, to anybody except to 
the people who maneuver the few wooden ships represented by the ship- 
building interest of the State of Maine and some few localities of that 
kind. If we can not have a policy which shall minister to the foreign 
commerce of this country, which shall give it a chance to be enlarged, 
to be developed, to carry all the products of this country under the 
American flag, if it is to be carried on upon the two-penny policy that 
has heretofore prevailed, if they are nursing and keeping up specific in- 
terests, then I do not want any shipping billatall. I donot think any 
shipping bill will be passed at this session unless we can have a better 
consideration of this question and from a better standpoint. As part 
of my remarks I send up to the desk to have reaad—— 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will allow it to be printed in his re- 
marks, and not have it read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The five minutes of the Senator from 
Kansas have expired. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can not kill the bill by reading documents. 
Now, Mr. President, I want to say to my friend—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Missouri has already 
spoken on the amendment, and under the rule he can not speak again. 

Mr. VEST. I have spoken once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A Senator can not speak twice, under 
the rule. 

Mr. VEST. I have not spoken twice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator spoke on the amendment 
before the Senate went into executive session. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment adding section 22 as an additional section, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment, after the word 
‘*port,’’ in line 13. I move to strike out the words ‘‘a sum not ex- 
ceeding $1 per mile, on the trip each way, of actual nautical miles trav- 
eled between terminal points for each trip actually made.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I have not spoken on this question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has the floor, 
if he wants it, first. 


I will yield to the Senator from Missouri. 


Mr. PLUMB. 
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Mr. VEST. I believe there ought to be free shipping. I have an 
amendment pending here in favorof freeships. The Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] says he will vote for it; but I do not believe that at 
this stage of the session that amendment can be properly disposed of. 
In the mean time I recognize the fact that there are certain amend- 
ments to the shipping laws that ought to be made. The State of Mis- 
souri has not one single ship, and yet I know and feel that the mari- 
time interests of the United States affect that State as much as they do 
the States upon the Atlantic seaboard. 

The Senator from Kansas says that this is no time to consider such a 
bill as this. It istrue, sir, that we can not go into this whole question 
of free ships, that we can not now at this stage of the session discuss the 
question entirely; but we can make one step in the right direction, and 
there are certain sections in this bill about which there can be no sort 
of controversy. ‘There are sections in this bill about which Senators 
from the Atlantic seaboard, from the Pacific seaboard, from the Mid- 
dle States, from the Western States haveall agreed. Why can not we 
take up these sections of the bill and pass them? The question as to 
postage can be disposed of now by putting it off till next session. Ido 
not insist upon it, although I believe in the principle that is asserted 
in the amendment that the committee has offered; but all I ask now is 
that we should take up this bill and pass upon the sections about which 
there can be no dispute from any quarter of the Union, from any Sena- 
tor, whether he represents a State upon the seaboard or one of the in- 
ternal States in this country. 

Mr. BAYARD. Why not ask the Senator from New York to with- 
draw his call for the yeas and nays and let us go on then? 

Mr. VEST. I have asked the Senator from New York to do that. 
Let us go on just as far as we can at this stage of the session, and then 
at the next session let us take up the same question and try to framea 
perfect measure. Let us then take up the reports that have been made 
and dispose of the whole question. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator from Missouri has ap- 
pealed to me to withdraw my demand for the yeas and nays. In con- 
nection with the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Michi- 
gan I gave a great deal of attention to this measure. We came to the 
unanimous conclusion that has been reported here to the Senate; and 
particularly upon the amendment relating to the repeal of the present 
compulsory laws compelling American ships to carry the mails there 
was not a single dissenting voice; and so it was upon the other propo- 
sition contained in the amendment, by which the Postmaster-General 
is authorized to contract, after advertisement, by perfectly open bidding, 
for the carrying of our mails ata rate not exceeding $1 per mile actually 
traveled upon the high seas, limited also in his total expenditure to a 
million and a half dollars. 

We believed that in that section alone we were doing more for the 
cause of the American marine, for the building up of our merchant ma- 
rine, than in all the other sections which are contained in this bill. And 
I do not hesitate to reiterate my faith that there is more in that one 
single section than in all the other sections combined; for if the evidence 
taken by the joint committee of the two Houses of Congress proved 
anything, it was that the trouble with the American merchant marine 
to-day was in the cost of running, that it was more expensive to run 
American vessels with American seamen and American oflicers than’ to 
run foreign vessels; and the question how this difference could be met, 
‘how we could encourage our own merchant marine, was answered very 
largely by this proposition put into this bill. 

But, Mr. President, as both of the members of the sub-committee 
who served with me, the Senator from Michigan and the Senator from 
Missouri, have here publicly on the floor of the Senate abandoned their 
own child and their own proposition, and have now appealed to me to 
withdraw even my demand for the yeas and nays, I suppose I must do 
so. But, Mr. President, there has been no obstruction in my demand 
for the yeas and nays. I simply desired to test the judgment of the 
Senate upon this question; but it is looked upon by those two Senators 
and perhaps by a majority of the Senate that that is obstruction. As 

I say, the members of the committee who were particularly instru- 


supply deficiencies inthe appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore 
ay from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, having met, after 

ull and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3,9, 10, 11,13, 21 
31, 41,42, and 530. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 4,5, 6,7,8, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17$, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 44, 48, 49,51, and 52; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the following: 

‘And the salaries ducal! District employés for current servicesshall be paid in 
full, notwithstanding suspensions heretofore made in the accounts of the com- 
missioners of the District by the accounting officers of the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$11,319.43; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“To pay D. F. Murphy, Official Reporter of the Senate, for extra services and 
for clerk-hire paid out by him, $1,000, for the second session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert as a new paragraph after said amendment the follow- 


ing: 
” Fro pay Charles Carter for cleaning extra room of Committee on Appropria- 
ions, Ags 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert as a new paragraph after said amendment the 
following: 

“To pay W. B. Green, forclerical work in completing the records ef the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, a sum equal to one month’s pay, $180." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: Thatthe House recede from ita disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the word “ second” 
and insert ‘“‘seventh;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 
WM. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
FRANK HISCOCK 
GEO. M, ROBESON, 
8. S. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Will the Senate agree to this report? 


99° OF 


ym wee 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The report was concurred in. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, 
and to amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry, This bill is now 
before the Senate by a vote of theSenate. As I understand, that takes 
it out of the limitation of debate imposed by the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding of the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair. 

Mr. VEST. What is the question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to strike out certain words, which 
will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before those words are read, I move that the Anthony 
rule be applied to this bill. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from South Carolina moves 
that what is known as the Anthony rule as to the limitation of debate 
be applied to the consideration of this bill. The question is on that 
motion. 





mental in proposing this amendment and putting it on the bill have 
themselves publicly abandoned it and appealed to me to withdraw my 
call for the yeas and nays; and although I feel that it is unwise, al- 
though I feel that we are sacrificing nearly everything that there is in 
the bill, I feel bound to yield to their judgment rather than to be found 
obstructing this bill. _ I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Imove to consider the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
notwithstanding the objection the Senate continue the consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I offer a privileged report from a conference committee. 
The Acting Secretary read the report as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the umendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to 





The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. 
13, page 14, the words: 

A sum not exceeding $1 per mile, on the trip each way, of actual nautical miles 
traveled between terminal points, for each trip actually made, 


The amendment will be read. 
The amendment is to strike out, in line 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce, upon which the yeas and nays 
were ordered, but the call was withdrawn. The Secretary will now 
| report the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. That amendment was rejected on a vote of the Sen- 
ate, and the yeas and nays being withdrawn it stands rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such is the fact. The ‘amendment 
was rejected by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. Then section 22 falls. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the state of the question. 

Mr. COKE. I move that section 15 be stricken out. 

That motion has been made and car 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ried. 
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Mr. COKE. 
carried. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I move the adoption of the committee’s amend- 
ment to section 153. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the adoption 
of the committee’s amendment to strike out section 13, which will be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Acting Secretary read the section proposed to be stricken out, as 
follows: 

Sec. 13. That all mastersand owners of vessels shal] have the right to ship and 
pay off the men they employ, and that all laws or parts of laws requiring the 
payment of any remuneration to the shipping commission for the shipment of 
seamen, if shipped by said masters or owners, be, and the same are hereby, re- 

yealed: Provided, That the duties performed by the shipping commissioner at 
10me ports shall be performed by the collector of the several ports of the United 
States, and that no fee shall be charged for said services. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out of section 14 the following 
words: 

Sec. 14. That section 2514 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
follows. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. What has become of section 22? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 22 was stricken out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table 
House bill No. 7611, to adjust the salaries of postmasters. The ofrasion 
of it is the change from the 3-cent to the 2-cent postage, and it is very 
important that the bill pass. I have examined it and mostof the com- 
mittee have, though we have not had a formal meeting. I think there 
will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the next bill on the list, the Dakota land- 
district bill, take its place first, and then I will yield to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SAWYER. Why not let this bill go through? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the bill in- 
dicated by the Senator from Wisconsin by title. 

The Acting Secretary read the title of the bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust 
the salaries of postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and it will be read. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAKOTA LAND DISTRICTS. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask the consent of the Senate to allow me to call up 
a House joint resolution, which will not take more than five minutes. 
I have not before asked the Senate for such a favor. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is objection, it requires a vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. 
object. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
bill in order under the rule. 

The bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the 
Territory of Dakota was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON AND ATLANTIC RAILROAD. 


The next House bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6625) to au- 
thorize the Washington and Atlantic Railroad Company to extend a 
railroad into and within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. BUTLER. I movethatthe Senate take a recess until 10 o’clock 
in the morning. [‘‘No!’? ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have a few cases left. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate take a recess 
Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

LOUISA F. STONE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
House bill on the Calendar under the rule. 

The bill (H. R. 6889) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F. Stone was con- 
sidered as inCommitteeofthe Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Mrs. Louisa F. Stone, widow of the late Dr. Thomas J. Stone, of $170 


I did not know the Chair had declared that motion 


If the Senator will allow one bill to pass I shall not 








for professional services rendered by her late husband to the United 
States troops stationed at Leonardtown, Maryland, during the months 
of October and November, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A biil (H. R. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann; 

A bill (H. R. 3220) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in cer- 
tain cases by the superintendent of the mint of the United States at 
San Fransisco; 

A bill (11. R. 3243) for the relief of Ernest F. Unland; 

A bill (H. R. 6236) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

A bill (H. R. 7289) to confer upon the senior associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the absence or inability 
of the chief-justice of said court, the powers and duties now conferred 
upon said chief-justice relative to the extradition of fugitives from 
justice; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) providing for a new mixed commis- 
sion in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1866, with the United 
States of Venezuela. 

E. 8. MONTELL. 


The bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. 8S. Montell, executrix of the 
estate of James E. Montell, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to E. S. Montell, executrix of the estate of James E. 
Montell, deceased, of Baltimore, Maryland, $859.20, or so much thereof 
as the executrix shall prove, to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, that James E. Montell expended in the purchase of 
revenue-stamps to stamp seventy-two cases of smoking-tobacco pur- 
chased by him from S. Rosenfeld & Co., of Baltimore, upon which a tax 
had been previously paid under the revenue laws in force at the time of 
its manufacture and sale, but which was made liable to be stamped 
under the act of July 20, 1868, thus requiring a double tax on the same 
tobacco. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Cc. H. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 6308) forthe relief of C. H. Miller was considered asin 
Committee of the Whole. It provides forthe payment to C. H. Miller of 
the sum of $318, being the amount of three Oregon war bonds numbered 
860, 861, and 862, for $100 each, and the accrued interest, purchased by 
him of Patrick Miller, of Portland, Oregon, in 1870, as to which there 
has been an alleged defective assignment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES KORTZENBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides forthe payment to 
Charles Kortzenborn of $125 for the redemption of certain internal-rev- 
enue stamps for a special tax which he purchased in the year 1875 and 
never used; but the stamps are to be delivered to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to be canceled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAINT VINCENT PORT OF ENTRY. 


The bill (H. R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, 
a port of entry, inlieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ° 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ABBIE SHARP. 

The bill (H. R. 306) for the relief of Abbie Sharp was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not reported favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported without recommenda- 
tion. It will be laid aside, not being reported favorably. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to know what the rule is. 
excludes adverse reports only. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it includes only favorable reports. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to know what it is. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate was in these 
words: 


First, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pending pension 
bills after the unfinished business is disposed of ; second, to House billsreported 


favorably, commencing at the point reached when the Calendar was last under 
consideration. 


Several SENATORS. Proceed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The rule 


The next bill will be reported. 
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MAIL CONTRACTS. 


oon 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts exe- 
cuted by the Postmaster-General was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It validates and declares to be in force the contracts execu- 
ted by the Postmaster-General for routes numbered 6772, in the State 
of New York, under advertisement of February 10, 1881; 3266, in the 
State of Massachusetts, under advertisement of February 10, 1881; 
23532, in the State of Illinois,under advertisement of June 20, 1879; 
10295, in the District of Columbia, under advertisement of March 10, 
1882. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Cc. W. BUTTON. 

The bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the costs of adver- 
tising property levied on by the collector of United States internal rev- 
enue in the fiith district of the State of Virginia was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Charles W. 
Button, editorand proprietor of the Lynchburgh Virginian, of $80.93, the 
balance due him on account for advertising the sale of property levied 
on by E. Boyd Pendleton, late collector of the United States internal 
revenue for the fifth district of Virginia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH WESCOTT & SON. 

The bill (H. Rt. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $3,468 
for the purpose of paying Joseph Wescott & Son, of Portland, Maine, 
a balance due to them for cut granite furnished by them, under contract 
and otherwise, for the construction of two stairways in the east wing of 
the State, War, and Navy Departments building in Washington, and 
to reimburse them for cut granite omitted by mistake from their esti- 
mates for that contract, and for other granite ordered by the Government 
independently of said contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT L. M’CONNAUGHEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Robert L. McConnaughey was 
read by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was reported to-day. 
there objection to its present consideration ? 
and it will be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It provides for the payment to Robert L. McConnaughey, of 
North Carolina, of $200, for carrying the mails in the year 1866 on route 
No. 5151, in the State of North Carolina. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DR. DAVID 8S. BOOTH. 

The bill (H. R. 151) for the relief of David S. Booth, M. D., was read 
by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was reported to-day, and 
is subject to objection. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It provides for the payment to David 8. Booth, of Sparta, Ran- 
dolph County, Illinois, of $1,781.89, in full payment of all claims he 
may have against the Government of the United States for bounty due 
him as assistant surgeon on board of the ram Queen of the West on 
account of the capture and destruction of the rebel vessels A. W. Baker, 
Moro, Berwick Bay, and City of Vicksburg, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. MARTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 3837) for the relief of William D. Martin was read by 
its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was reported to-day. 
there objection to its present consideration ? 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to William D. Martin, 
of Bedford County, Virginia, $47.25, being the amount of tax assessed 
and penalty imposed for non-payment thereof, which was collected from 
and paid by Martin to the collector for the fifth district of Virginia, upon 
forty-seven gallons of brandy which were swept away and destroyed by 
a flood in the James River, in November, 1877, and without fault or 
improper negligence of Martin. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK HORAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan was read 
by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is 
The Chair hears none, 


Is 


This bill was reported to-day. Is 


there objection to its present consideration? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was read. 











Mr. PLATT. Let that bill be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that he was mistaken. The bill was not reported to-day, but was 
reconsidered to-day and restored to the Calendar. The bill is now be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Patrick Horan, late a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department of 
the United States Army, with the same rate of pension to which a pri- 
vate soldier would be entitled for like disabilities. 

Mr. PLATT. Was that reported favorably ? 
day and objected to and passed over. 

Several Senators. Let the report be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL February 27: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 6501, grantinga 


pension to Patrick Horan, have examined the same, and report: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, in the consideration of the above bill, re- 
port as follows: 

“The petitioner, Patrick Horan, of Joliet, Illinois, was enrolled on or about 
September 15, 1861, as a teamster of the quartermaster’s department, by Captain 
G. E. D. Diamond, at Saint Louis, Missouri. He was never discharged, but paid 


last at Fort Riley, Kansas, and sent back to Saint Louison the 28th of November, 
866 


It was up the other 


““ While serving as a teamster he was taken prisoner of war at the battle of 
Poisons Springs, and was confined at Camp Ford, Tyler, Texas, from about April, 
1864, to about the middle of February, 1865. While a prisoner he was without 
shelter or covering of any kind, an«d in June, 1864, was exposed to a rain-storm 
of fourteen days’ duration. During his confinement he duga hole inthe ground, 
inwhich heslept. In consequence of his exposure and suffering he was stricken 
with paralysis, from which disease he has been suffering to the present time. 

“*Tils statement as to his imprisonment, exposure, and incurrence of paralysis 
in rebel prisons is corroborated by the testimony of Henry B. Clark, himself an 
inmate of said prisons, and by the testimony of John B. Arnold, of the Chicago 
Mercantile Battery. 

‘The evidence also shows that prior to and on his arrival at said prison he was 
insoundhealth. Thetestimony of neighbors, of Joliet, Illinois, shows that upon 
his return to Joliet, after the war, he was afflicted with paralysis, which has con- 


se he the present time, making him completely unable to perform any phys- 
ical labor. 

“Dr. W. Dougall, of Will County, Illinois, states that since 1874 petitioner has 

been under his treatment; that he has carefully studied his case; that he is suf- 
fering from “locomotor ataxia,’’ caused by exposure and sleeping upon damp 
ground; that it gradually grows worse; is incurable, and will soon render him 
entirely helpless. His claim was rejected by the Pension Office, on the ground 
that petitioner was not in the military service of the United States, and therefore 
does not come under the general provisions of the pension law; but the Pension 
Bureau is of opinion that bis claim is a meritorious one and should be allowed 
by “special act ;’’ and that, if such special act is granted, the pension should com- 
mence from the date of its passage at such rate as the claimant, upon examina- 
tion, may be found to be entitled to. 
“Your committee find the facts set forth in the above report substantially cor- 
rect. There can be no doubt from the evidence on file that his disability orig- 
inated while in the discharge of his duties as teamster in the Quartermaster’s 
Department; in other words, he was performing actual service for the Govern- 
ment and while so engaged became permanently disabled, and, as is stated by 
examining surgeons, “he is incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by man- 
ual labor,’’ and “* his disease is incurable.” 

“Your committee believe this to be a meritorious ease, and in justice the claim- 
ant should receive the relief asked for, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bil.” 

Mr. PLATT. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut ob- 
jects to the consideration of the bill. Under the rule it goes over. 


SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 


Mr. GROOME. This morning, upon the objection of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], a bill upon the Calendar, No. 1022 in the 
Order of Business, went over. The Senator from Illinois has since ex- 
amined the bill and no longer objects. Iask that it may now be taken 
up and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. 
Chase Barney. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to go back on the Calendar and take up a bill, the 
title of which has just been read. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (I. R. 660) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney. 

Mr. GROOME. I move to amend the bill by striking out all after 
the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 3, and insert—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Is there a report in that case? 
like to hear it. 

Mr. GROOME. There is a voluminous report made by the commit- 
tee of the House at this Congress. The Senator from Illinois, who ob- 
jected this morning, has examined that report carefully and is satisfied 
that the bill ought to pass in its amended form. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like a brief statement of the facts. 

Mr. GROOME. I made a statement this morning to the Senate, 
but I can make it again if required. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to know what the bill means. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘that,’’ in line 3, and insert: 


The title will be read. 
A bill (II. R. 660) for the relief of Samuel 


Ifthere is I should 


The President be, and he hereby is, authorized, if he deems it proper, to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Samuel 
Chase Barney, late a lieutenant in the United States Navy, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy on the retired-list, and from and after his appointment he shall be 
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entitled to the pay of a retired lieutenant of the Navy, but the said Samuel Chase 


Barney shall not receive any pay or allowance for the period between his dis- 
missal from the Navy and his reappointment by authority of this act. 

Mr. PLATT. I thinktheSenator from Maryland ought to state what 
this man was dismissed from the Navy for. 

Mr. GROOME. I willstate that inasingleword. This gentleman 
was unfortunate in his marital relations and his wife obtained a divorce 
from him and the custody of the children. After her death litigation 
ensued about the guardianship of the children, and the father took 
possession of them after a decree of the circuit court that a decision of 
the orphan’s court giving another party the guardianship was coram 
non judice and that the father was entitled to the guardianship. That 
act of the father was misrepresented to the President of the United States 
in such terms that he summarily dismissed the officer. This bill is to 
reinstate him, and thus to right as far as may be the wrong which was 
done him and which, so far as the President was concerned, was doubt- 
less done unintentionally. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was there a court-martial ? 

Mr. MORRILL. When were the facts ascertained ? 

Mr. GROOME. It never could be ascertained until 1876, when Mr. 
Robeson was Secretary of the Navy, what the cause of the dismissal 
was. The officer demanded the cause in a few days after the dismissal, 
but could get no reply to his communication and never did ascertain 
the cause until Mr. Robeson informed him in answer to inquiries made 
by him that the only cause ascertainable by the records of the office 
was certain letters making charges against him of misconduct in taking 
possession of his children. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. PUGH. I now ask the Senate to take up the House joint reso- 
lution 338. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to take up a House resolution, which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read by its title the joint resolution (H. Res. 
338) in relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the 
United States, for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the inven- 
tion of said Read, and by him alleged to have been used pursuant toa 
contract or arrangement made between him and the War Department, 
and for which no compensation has been made. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has that been read before ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t has been read twice, once to-day, 
and is subject to objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object until there is some explanation made. 

Mr. PUGH. The resolution explains all the facts on its face. Dr. 
Read claims that he was the inventor of the present system of pro- 
jectiles and that the Government of the United States, under a con- 
tract with the Secretary of War, tried experiments with the projectiles 
and that they went into use in the Government service and are now in 
use by the Government. He claims that under that contract he was to 
receive such compensation as a board of Army oflicers, appointed by the 
Secretary of War, should find that he wasentitled to upon all the facts. 
This is a resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to appoint that 
board with power to investigate and report all the facts and the value of 
the projectiles to the Government, if any; what use was made of them 
by the Government, if any, and to report all the evidence to the next 
Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have an indistinct recollection, Mr. President, 
that some claimant of this name (whether it is the same individual or 
not I do not know) had an invention of this kind that he sold to the 
confederate government and subsequently himself went into the rebel 
service, which he had an entire right to do if he saw fit. If this isthe 
same individual and the same claim and it is a fact that his invention 
was used by the enemies of the Government of the United States by 
his consent and procurement, I should hesitate some time to give my 
consent to the resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate to allow the investigation to be made 
by this board of all the facts in regard to it and in reference to the 
character of the claim The use that the Government has made of the 
invention does not conclude the Government against making any in- 
guiry when this board makes its report. It is a matter open for all 


time. 
Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator state to me who Dr. Read is? 
Mr. PUGH. He lives in the city of Tuscaloosa, Alabama. 
Mr. INGALLS. Was the invention used in the confederate army ? 
Mr. PUGH. I understand that it was. 
Mr. INGALLS. And sold by him? 
Mr. PUGH. 


I do not know whether there was a sale or an appro- 
priation by the confederate government without his consent or with it. 
1 understand that it was used and that it has been in use by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States since the close of the war and before, and 
that it is now in the use of the Government. 





Mr. INGALLS. If Dr. Read should succeed in securing compensa- 
tion from the Government of the United States after having sold his 
invention to the Confederate States and having it employed against the 
United States he would be a very fortunate man. 

Mr. PUGH. I donotclaim that he is entitled to anything under the 
report of the board until Congress allows it to him upon the evidence 
that is found by the board. 

Mr. INGALILS. I think I shall object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects. 
The resolution can not be further considered. 


CLARA WIBLE. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. From the Committee on Pensions I desire to re- 
port two House bills which should have been reported a few days ago 
and placed upon the Calendar. I ask consent to report them at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks unan- 
imous consent to report at this time two bills from the Committee on 
Pensions. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (H. R. 3267) granting a pension to Clara Wible was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It pro to place the name of Clara 
Wible, widow of John M. Wible, deceased, on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has it been considered in committee ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It has been considered in committee and is re- 
ported by the committee. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it a short report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3267) grant 
ing a pension to Clara Wible, have examined the same, and report as follows: 

e facts are substantially stated in the House report, which your committee 
a as its own, including recommendations thereof: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
3267) granting a pension to Clara Wible, has had the same under consideration, 
and begs leave to submit the following report: 

* The claimant is the widow of John M. Wible, who, according to the evidence 
before this committee, was killed in an en nent with the forces of the con- 
federate general, John Morgan, at Salem, oy July 10, 1863. 

“ Wible belonged to a command composed of citizens of Orange, Harrison, and 
Washington Counties, Indiana, under the command of Major J. A. Cravens, 
organized to repel the invasion of the State by said Morgan. 


** Major Cravens and others testify tothe death of John M. Wible at the time, 
place, and circumstances above set forth. 

“The command was not mustered into the service of the United States, and 
therefore the widow is not entitled to sion under the general pension laws. 
Congress, however, has ted relief in similar cases by special legislation, and, 
being of opinion that this is a case equally meritorious, the committee reports 
favorably on the bill and asks that it do pass.”’ 


The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


JOHN GLENN. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I send up the other bill. 
stantially the same as in the other case. 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2294) granting a pension to John 
Glenn. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of John 
Glenn, late a member of the Indiana State Militia, who was wounded 
and disabled in the Morgan raid in July, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to have somebody on the committee 
explain to us a little about that case. During the raids of John Mor- 
gan and others there were a great number of citizens of Ohio and ad- 
joining States who turned out to repel the invasion. I found it a little 
difficult to say a word against a pension to the widow of a man who 
was killed, but here is a pension for a man who was wounded in re- 
pelling one of those raids. If the Committee on Pensions say it is all 
right I shall make no particular objection any further. But there were 
thousands of people who turned out any length of time from one up to 
three or four weeks all over that country, and finally Morgan went back. 
It isa little difficult to tell where the line isto bedrawn. Perhaps not 
everybody who got sick during those few weeks should have a pension. 
I will not object if the Committee on Pensions say it is right. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The committee have reported it, sir. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


The facts are sub- 
I ask for its present consid- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce inter- 
nal-revenue taxation. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 

the enrolled bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and 
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for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 
RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. No. 1089 in the Order of Business is precisely 
similar to a bill that was passed by the Senate and sent to the House 
and is now on the Speaker’s table there. This bill has been reported 
favorably from the Committee on Territories. It was passed over on 
the objection of the Senator from Kansas; but the Senator from Con- 
necticut assures me that the Senator from Kansas has withdrawn his 
objection. I therefore ask that the bill he taken up and passed. It 
‘will only take a second. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the 
Revised Statutes so as not to exclude retired Army officers from hold- 
ing civil office in the Territories. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
.» third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hope not at this moment. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will yield for 
# moment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. RoLiiys]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

MEMORIAL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAvis, of Illinois, in the chair) 
presented a memorial of the Legislature of Montana in regard to the 
military reservation at Fort Keogh; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

YACHTS. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. TheCommittee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1226) toamend section 4214 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to yachts, have instructed me to report it back with- 
out amendment and ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
vill, which proposes to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to read: 

Sec, 4214. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause yachts, used and employed 
exclusively as pleasure vessels or designed as models of naval architecture, if 


built and owned in compliance with the provisions of sections 4133 to 4135, to be 


on terms which wili authorize them to proceed from port to port in the 
United States, and b: 


y sea to foreign ports, without entering or clearing at the 
custom-house. Such license shall be in such form as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. The owner of any such vessel, before taking out such license, 
shall give a bond in such form and for such amount as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, conditioned that the vessel shail not engage in an 
trade, nor in any way violate the revenue laws of the United States, and shall 
comply with the laws in all otherrespects. Such vessels, so enrolled and licensed, 
shall not be allowed to transport merchandise or carry passengers for pay. Such 
vessels shal] have their name and port placed on some conspicuous portion of 
their hulls. Such vessels shall in all respects, except as above, be subject to the 
laws of the United States, and shall be liable to seizure and forfeiture for any 
violation of the  eagatoeng of this title: Provided, That all charges for license and 
inspection fees for any pleasure vessel or yacht shal! not exceed $5, and for ad- 
measurement shall not exceed 10 cents per ton. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to « third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GRAIN-SHOVEL PATENT. 


Mr. CALL. I have a motion here to which I think there will be no 
objection from any quarter. On the 29th day of May, 1882, I asked the 
Senate to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 1057) for the relief 
of George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and George V. Watson was in- 
dlefinitely postponed. The bill was postponed upon the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who consents now, inasmuch 
as no further action can be had, that it shall be reconsidered. I ask 
unanimous consent, so that it may come before another Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks for a 
reconsideratién. 

Mr. CALL. There is no objection to the reconsideration. It is sim- 
ply in order that the parties may come before the next Congress with- 
out prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not understand what advantage a reconsider- 
ation would give them im the next Congress. That patent has been 
quite fully discussed. It is an application for the renewal of a patent, 
which has been discussed here and rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. What isthe patent? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the grain-shovel patent. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator from Connecticut sees any advantage to 
any one in opposing the motion, I have made it at the request of the 
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Is there objection to the reconsidera- 





Senator from New York and other parties, and if there is objection te 
it I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I! voted against that on my best judgment and after 
much consideration. I feel bound to object. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Iask, Mr. President, to take up the Senate resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections for the 
relief of Mrs. Underwood, widow of John C. Underwood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; there is objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection carries over. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask permission to take from the table a House bill 
which will take but a moment. It is in relation to a bridge. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Ido not understand that an objection carries the 
Underwood resolution over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York moves 
to take up the Underwood resolution. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If there isa bill under consideration, I will wait 
until that is disposed of. 


M KRELL. The case is simply this 
M AN. Let my bill be acted on. 
Mr’ LAPHAM. I will wait until the bill is disposed of. 


ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The PRESEDING OFFICER. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Illinois will be reported. 

Mr. LOGAN. It was reported yesterday and I have had it lying om 
the table, andI ask it to be taken up. Three bills came over from the 
House, one for the Missouri River, which has been passed, one for the 
Connecticut River, which has been passed, and this for the Illinois, 
which has not yet been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was referred, but has it been re- 
ported back? The Secretary says not. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to discharge the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not referred, the Secretary 
says. It is lying on the table, having been read twice. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge 
across the Illinois River, extending from a point within five miles of 
Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within five miles of Farrow- 
town, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYTLE MONUMENT. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 
6408) granting eight condemned cannon to be used in the erection of a 
statue to the memory of General William H. Lytle, of Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an adverse report. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope there will be no objection. 

Several SENATORS (to Mr. COCKRELL). Do not object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Justiceis justice, and rightis right. There have 
been about one hundred of these bills reported adversely and postponed 
indefinitely. If this is taken up I shall insist on reconsidering all of 
them and having them all passed and having the Senate go back upon 
its record and upon the record of the committee. I object. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will agree to take up anything the Senator 
wants. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects; 
therefore the bill is not before the Senate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to take up the bill, notwithstanding the 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

The bill was read. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Thatbill was reported adversely; it was postponed 
indefinitely; and that vote was by consent reconsidered, not for the pur- 
pose of being passed. There was no such intimation; and I say to the 
Senator from Ohio if he had intimated that that was the purpose of the 
reconsideration it would not have been reconsidered. Now, itis not 
fair, it is not right, that the Senator should come in at this time and 
undertake to pass it in such a style. 

Mr. PENDLETON. A bill is never reconsidered for the purpose of 
not being passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects; 
and the Senator from Ohio moves that the bill be considered notwith- 
standing the objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6408) granting eight con- 
demned cannon to be used in the erection of a statue to the memory of 
General William H. Lytle, of Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move anamendment. I ask the Secretary to 
get the record of all these other bills that were postponed, so that I can 
offer them al! as amendments to this bill. 





Let the bill be read for information. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not all together? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will offer each one separately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills are not here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A page can go to the document-room and get all 
the condemned-cannon bills, every one of them. The Senator from 
Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, is deeply in- 
terested in one of these bills, and he had it put on the Calendar, so that 
it has not been indefinitely postponed. That is Senate bill 2321. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate postpone this for a 
moment until these other bills can be got? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move to postpone this bill temporarily with a 
view of making a motion. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will not object to a temporary postponement. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
1745. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1745) to authorize the President to 


restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him upon the retired-list of Army officers. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. HAMPTON. There is a report. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear’ it read. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will read the report, and I beg to say to the Sen- 
ate that it is the unanimous report of the Military Committee: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1745) to 
authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army, and to place him upon the retired-list of Army officers, beg leave to re- 
port: 

That an examination of the papers shows the following facts: Captain Ten 
Eyck entered the volunteer service as a — ate, and was commissioned as a cap- 
tain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry in 1862. In 1863 he was brevetted 
major, United States Army, for gallant conduct, and at the battle of Chicka- 
mauga he wastaken prisoner. Afterhisexchange he rejoined his regiment, serv- 
ing with it on the western frontier until 1871, when he was dropped from the 
rolls under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 15, 1870. Asa general 
rule the committee have not recommended the restoration to the Army of offi- 
cers dropped under the operation of this act, and they make an exception in the 
case of Captain Ten Eyck only for the following reasons : 

In 1870, while on sick leave, and a confirmed invalid on account of diseases 
contracted in the line of duty, he was ordered before a medical board for examina- 
tion, with a view to retirement. This board, composed of two Army surgeons, 
while admitting the chronic character of the disease from which Major Ten Eyck 
was suffering, re Re go him as, in their opinion, fit for duty. But his health has 
not been resto: and certificates from a large number of prominent physicians, 
_ laid before the committee, show that from the time of his examination to the 

present he has been a great suffererand a confirmed invalid. This fact indicates 
that the examining board were mistaken in the opinion they expresséd, that 
Major Ten Eyck would be fit for duty. Subsequent events have shown that his 
health had been permanently impaired at the time of his examination, afid that 
he can look for no improvement in the future. In view of these facts your com- 
mittee regard this case as an exceptional one, where justice requires that Major 
Ten Eyck should be placed on the retired-list. They therefore recommend the 


passage of the bill asamended by adding in the twelfth line the words “ and pro- 
v ided further that he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of this 
act.’ 


Now, Mr. President, I simply have one word to say. The certificates 
brought before the committee from the most distinguished surgeons 
prove that Major Ten Eyck was at the time of his examination a con- 
tirmed invalid, and he is now probably on his death-bed. I am told 
that he will hardly live until he can be placed on the retired-list. As 
this is a unanimous report from the committee, I ask the indulgence 
of the Senate, and request that the bill may be 

The amendment reported from the Committee on “Military Affairs 
was to add to the bill: 


And provided further, That he shall receive no pension from and after the pas- 
sage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

LYTLE MONUMENT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri movesan 
amendment to the bill of the Senator from Ohio, which will be read. 

. The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to deliver, if the 
same can be done without detriment to the Government, to the Dubuque Vet- 
eran Corps, Dubuque, Iowa, four condemned cast-iron cannon and twenty can- 
non-balls, to be placed on their lot in the Linwood Cemetery. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hoped that when the bill called up by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio was taken up the Senate would quietly content itself 
with voting it down; but I confess that the Senator from Missouri is 
quite right in principle in desiring to add all the rest of the rejected 
bills. The Committee on Military Affairs, as I think the Senate has 
been informed several times, inquired into this matter and was entirely 
willing that these various people erecting monuments should have their 
condemned cannon if there were such on hand. 

We found on inquiry there were no more left of the kind adapted to 





this use. I told the Senate the other day that there are a large num- 
ber of old cannon still at some of the forts and some of the stations near 
the cities which areso large that nobody will carry them away. The 
Government does not transport them and deliver them. It merely 
gives permission under these bills for people to goand get them. There 
are no cannon left, and we have been denying a Jarge number of these 
applications. I have assisted in denying one from my own State. I 
explained the state of facts and it has been accepted gracefully by the 
people concerned. Now I hope the Senate will vote the whole thing 
down. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to inquire whether the adverse report 
on all the bills for giving condemned cannon all through the country 
was made with any refereace to having four Jett for this bill? 

Mr. PLATT. This was reported adversely. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This was reported adversely and indefinitely post- 
poned, but a motion to reconsider was made. 

Mr. CONGER. It would look a little as if the adverse report upon 
all the rest would leave an opening for somebody to come in now. If 
that is the case, I should like to know it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there be nobody else to do it, I move to lay the 
bill on the table. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope that will not be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] moves to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen min- 
utes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 3 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes a. m.) took arecess until 4 o’clock, at which time it reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
conference committee on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for prior years, and for those certified as due 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 
of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropria- 
tions, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore 


A bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of Stephen P. Yeomans and Andrew 
h; 


A bill (H. R. 6683) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Ogeechee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, in the 
State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. '6930) to levy an assessment of the real estate in the 
District of Columbia in the year 1883, and every third year thereafter, 
for purposes of taxation. 

RECESS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam just informed by an officer of the House that 
the sundry civil bill has only just got to the House. I think we had 
better take a recess for ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we may take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me to introduce a resolution first. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 7. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. Having 
called three names without a response, 


Mr. HAWLEY. No one has answered to his name. I ask leave by 
unanimous consent to withdraw my motion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I only asked the privilege of submitting a reso- 
lution, to which the Senator objected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut to ask leave to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was going to ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
it in the interest of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not require unanimous con- 
—_ It can be withdrawn by leave of the Senate, as the Chair under- 
stan 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw it, if I may do so by the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the Senator 


from Connecticut have leave to withdraw his motion for a recess” 
[Putting the question.] The ayes have it. 











1883. 





Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the demand for the yeas and nays 


seconded? Only two Senators rising, not one-fifth of the Senators pres- | 


ent, the yeas and nays are not ordered. The motion for a recess is 


withdrawn. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call up the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill and ask the Senate to adopt it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
eonference report on the sundry civil bill, so called, be now taken up. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it will be read. 

The report was read, as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 
and for other urucees, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 36, 31, 38, 40, 43, 56, 57, 
38, 67, 73, 74, 77, 83, 84, 88, 89, 90, 91, 99, 102, 112, 116, 119, and 185. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 13; 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 32, 35, 39, 
41, 42, 48, 49, 51, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 72,75, 76, 78, 81, 85, 86, 87, 93, 94, 95, 96, 
100, 101, 103, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 
128, 129, 130, 131, and 134, and agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 2and3: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2 and 3,and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of **$1,500”’ insert “*31,800;"’ and in lieu of 
** $2,500” insert **$3,000;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed insert ** $630,000 ;”” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment inser, 
** $485,700; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $361,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and a to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out the language pro to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, and strike out in line 6, page 10 of the bill, the word “‘ten”’ and insert 
“seven;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: Strike out the language proposed to be inserted by said amendment, 
and in line 8, page 10 of the bill, strike out “fifteen and insert “‘ twelve ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: On page 36, line 10 of the bill, after the word “ approved,” in- 
sert ‘*‘ March 3;°’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$275,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $25,000;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 80, and agree tothesame withan amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $60,000 ;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from itsdisagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $425,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $100,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lines 8and 9 of said amendmentstrike out the words “‘ for the tracts 
occupied by” and insert “to the United States in trust only for the benefit of;” 
and in line 10 of the amendment, after the word * Osages,”’ insert ‘‘ now occupy- 
ing said tract, as they respectively occupy the same, before the payment of said 
sum of money;”’ and after the word “money,” in line 11, strike out the balance 
of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the saime with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert: 

“For the purpose of procuring the assent of the Sioux Indians as provided by 
article 12 of the treaty between the United States and the different bands of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians made and concluded April 29, 1868, to agreement made 
with said Sioux Indians transmitted to the Senate February 3, 1883, by the Presi- 
dent, with such modification of said agreement as will fully secure to them a 
title to the land remaining in the several reservations set apart to them by said 
agreement, and to the Santee Sioux the proceeds of that portion of theirseparate 
reservation not allotted in severalty, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, to be immediately available and to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disay reement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out the la age pro to be inserted by said 


amendment, and in line 10, page 10 of the bill, strike out “1,000” and insert 
**700;”” and the Senate 
Amendment numbe 


to the same. 
29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3699 





the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
$10,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the 
| amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amend- 
| ment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, and strike out after the word * dollars,” in line 26, page 21 of the bill, down 
to and including line 4, page 22; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 





“POR THE NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


‘For compensation and personal expenses of members of the board, $10,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $1,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$1,000;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert ‘‘ forthe enlargement and construction of such military posts 
as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $200,000;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out of said amendment the words “for West India re- 
ports, $4,000," and in lieu of “$12,000” insert ‘* $7,000;”’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $42,500;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same, ; 

Amendment numbered'47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out “ fifty’? and insert “thirty-five; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and a » to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In line 27, page 32 of the bill, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” insert 
“the same to be immediately available ;” and in lines 3and 4 of said amendment 
strike out the words “ next fiscal,” and add after the word “ year” ‘ 1884;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In tine 16, page 33 of the bill, after the word “‘ law,” in- 
sert “and exclusive of officers detailed for Arctic Sea service ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of “forty-five” insert ‘‘ twenty-five,” and after the 
word “‘ mules,” in line 14, page 34 of the bill, insert the words ** and six horses ;"" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of $4,500” insert ‘‘$3,100;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *' $57,651.75; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$2,000;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the word “and,” 
insert the words “ not exceeding ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to ° 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2,500,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$1,402,000;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 132 and 133: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senatenumbered 132 and 133, and agree to the 
same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and the 
matter proposed to be inserted by said amendments insert: 

“To enable the Acting Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House to 
pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, re- 
spectively, borne on the annual and session rolls, on the 3d day of March, 1883, 
one month's extra pay at the rate of compensation then paid them by law, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 

“That a joint commission consisting of three Senators, to be appointed by the 
Presiding Oflicer'of the Senate, and three members-elect of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall dur- 
ing the recess of Congress consider the question of the salaries and compensation. 
of the officers and employés of the Senate and House, respectively; and also. 
the number of such employés necessary for the official transaction of the busi- 
ness of the two Houses, and shall report tothe two Houses on the second Mon- 
day of December next their conclusions with reference to the whole subject, and 
shall recommend legislation respecting the same, if in their judgment any leg- 
islation is necessary.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senat« 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report. 

The report was concurred in. 
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CAPITOL POLICE. 


Mr. INGALLS. Upon the Calendar is a joint resolution (H. Res. 
281) to pay the Capitol police one month’sextra pay. It was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate A 
2, 1882, and reported August 8, 1882, by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON], from that committee. For some reason the Senator from 
Towa is unwilling to call up the joint resolution, and requests me to do 
it. As all the other employés have received additional compensation, 
I can see no reason why the same benefaction should not be extended 
to the members of the Capitol police. I therefore ask that the joint res- 
olution may receive the action of the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the joint resolution be read the 
third time? [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 
The ‘‘noes’’ have it; and the third reading of the joint resolution is 
refused. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
of 10 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes a. m., 
Sunday, March 4) the Senate took a recess until 10 o’clock a. m. 


I move that the Senate take a recess until the hour 





MORNING SESSION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o’clock on Sunday, March 4). 
The recess having expired, the Senate resumes its session. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (8S. 
R. 138) concerning the erection of a memorial column at Washington’s 
Headquarters at Newburgh, New York. 

The message also announced that the House had a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 367) making appropriations for the alteration of inter- 
nal-revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing blanks for rebate; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution for the printing of 8,000 extra copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of Forestry. 

The message announced that the House insisted on its amendments 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate for the printing of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1881, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. R. T. VAN Horn of Missouri, Mr. Joun A. ANDER- 
son of Kansas, and Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, the man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R.151) for the relief of David S. Booth, M. D.; 

A bill (H. R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, 
a port of entry in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 1226) to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to yachts; 

A bill (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so 
as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the 
Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


3837) for the relief of William D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son; 

A bill (H. R. 3267) granting a pension to Clara Wible; 

A bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the costs of advertising 
property levied on by the collector of United States internal revenue in 
the fifth district of the State of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Robert L. McConnaughey; 

A bill (H. R. ‘oe; for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn; 

A bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. 8. Montell, executrix of the 
estate of James E. Montell; 

A bill (H. R. 6308) for the relief of C. H. Miller; 

A bill a R. a for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in Greene 
County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the 
Territory of Dakota; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts executed 
by the Postmaster-General. 


PREPARATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE DIES, ETC. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate a joint resolution received from the House of Representatives. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 367) appropriations for the al- 
teration of internal-revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing 
blanks for rebate, was read the first time by its title. 


a7 granting a pension to John Glenn; 


just been read be now taken up for consideration. 





Mr. ALLISON. The resolution just read is one that ought to pass 
at this session. I ask that it may be considered now. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the House joint resolution the title of which has 
Is there objection? 
The joint resolution was read the second time at length and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is made necessary by the passage of the in- 
ternal-revenue bill yesterday. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
‘time, and 


CAPITOL POLICE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, last session the House 
of Representatives passed a joint resolution, No. 281, and yesterday or 
this morning early I understand that it was called up and voted down 
without much consideration. The fact is that all the employés at both 
ends of the Capitol have been allowed an extra month’s compensation 
except the Capitol police. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to ask the Senate to reconsider its decision this morning and 
put this resolution on its passage. I believe it to be right and just that 
the Capitol police should be treated as all others have been treated here. 

I ask that the vote of this morning rejecting the joint resolution be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I only desire to add that this resolution proceeds on 
the supposition that the Capitol police are entitled first of all others to 
the consideration of having an extra month’s pay, and I trust the mo- 
tion to reconsider will prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
moves that the vote of the Senate taken to-day by which the third read- 
ing of this House joint resolution was refused be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thevoteisreconsidered. The joint 
resolution will now be read for information. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one month’s 
extra pay was read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question now is, Shall the joint 
resolution be read the third time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply mean to say that I want to vote against 
the proposition, but I do not intend to call for the yeas and nays. I 
am opposed to all these itions introduced in the last hours of the 
session to appropriate money out of the Treasury to pay people for serv- 
ices they have not rendered, or rather to pay them for time in which 
they have not worked, and to increase their pay under the name of a 
nominal bounty by allowing thirty days’ additional pay. I simply wish 
to vote against it. I know it tobeineffective. For many years I know 
such resolutions have but they are not right. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have usually, perhaps uniformly, 
voted with the Senator from Ohio in the directs on he now indicates; 
but here is a distinction, and a very broad one. The entire force of the 
Capitol at both ends have been allowed an extra month’s salary, but 
the police in some way have been omitted. This resolution was passed, 
it will be seen by reference to it, by the House at the last session and 
sent over here and recommended unanimously by the Committee on 
Appropriations. Iam this morning directed by that committee to call 
it up, believing it to be just. I agree with the Senator from Ohio, and 
Iam glad to say that the Committee on Appropriations at the two 
ends of the Capitol have now come to the conclusion that hereafter 
they will prevent this, and make the practice more uniform generally, 
directing by law what shall be paid, and when it shall be paid, and 
not have these continual extras at the end of the session. This ought 


to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply say that that virtuous resolution has 
been announced on the passage of every measure of this kind for the 
last twenty years; the next year they will not do it, and they will never 
do it again, and yet every year at the end of the session appeals of this 
kind are brought to Senators and we yield. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand it is proposed to make 
a law for the future. I hope there will be no change of it and no reso- 
— to give extra allowances hereafter. Thisis meritorious and ought 


0 pass. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution to a third 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


The question is on ordering the joint 


LIST OF PENSIONERS. 


Mr. BECK. The Secretary of the Interior sent us on the first instant, 
and it is now on our table, @ response to a resolution calling for an al- 
phabetical list of the ioners on the roll January 1, 1883. I want 
to call it up and ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky pre- 
sents from the Committee on App ns a@ communication from the 


Secretary of the Interior on the subject of alphabetical lists of pension- 
ers and moves that it be printed for the use of the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [I offer the following resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be continued as now constituted 

until the first Monday of December next, and that it have authority to sit dur- 

ing the vacation to consider bills to revise the pension laws and continue the 


examination ordered by the Senate as to extortion by agents or attorneys in 


pension and other claims, and shall have power to send for persons and papers, 
and to employ a stenographer; and the expenses shall be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that come from the committee through its 
chairman ? ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The chairman is not here. | 

Mr. INGALLS. I desire to be informed, is it the action of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is the wish of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it the action of the committee ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir, the action of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Have they voted to have this resolution passed ? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Notby vote, but’ they have expressed their opin- 
ion. 

Mr. INGALLS. _I then object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion can not be considered. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had a concurrent resolution 
authorizing the Committee on Enrolled Bills to correct a clerical error 
in the bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m also announced that theSpeaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7327) to establish certain post-routes; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent 
to lay before the Senate a resolution from the House of Representatives 
on the subject of correcting an error in an enrolled bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resol: the Senate concurring), That the Com- 


wed oy Ge House of Representatives 
mittee on Enrolled Bills be, and they are hereby, authorized to correct a clerical 
error in the bill of the House (H. R. 7611) to 


ust the salaries of postmasters, by 
inserting after the word “‘two” the word “hundred,” under the third class, 
where the gross receipts do not exceed $2,700. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 
business the doors were reopened. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FORESTRY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate a House concurrent resolution, which will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That there be printed 8,000 extra 
copies of the third annual report of the Commissioner of Forestry, transmitted 
tothe House in May last by the Commissioner of Agriculture ; 5,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 
1,000 copies for the Commissioner of Forestry. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hope it will be considered at once. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itmay as well be considered at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island can 
report it. 

WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Pursuant to notice I gave last night I move to call 
up the resolution for the relief of Mrs. Underwood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the Calendar, un- 
der the Anthony rule. The Senator from New York moves to lay aside 
the Calendar for the purpose of taking up the resolution he has indi- 


cated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be done. Jt will take all morn- 
ing and nothing else will be done. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It can not take buta little time. 
dane. . 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Before thatis called up, I ask consent 
to take up the House resolution about printing the forestry report and 
act uponit. I did not understand that anybody objected to it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I did not design to interfere with that. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FORESTRY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that under 
the statute there should be the reference of the resolution to the Com- 


I trust it will be 





Mr. ANTHONY. That is so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the committee ready to report. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive the report. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I will say that this resolution comes to us too late 
for us to get an estimate, although we have an idea of what the cost of 
the work will be. It is very late to send us resolutions for printing of 
this kind; but I have consulted my colleagues on the committee, and 
they have concluded to report it favorably without amendment and 
ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous eonsent, and concurred in. 


That reference has been made. Is 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
LAPHAM] now moves to lay aside the Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say ane word before this motion is put. 
This resolution, which is a Senate resolution, coming from_the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, grants the widow of the late John C. 
Underwood—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the resolution to which the Senator refers is a Senate resolu- 
tion now upon the Calendar. He is entitled, therefore, to call it up 
without laying the Calendar aside under the regular order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I supposed that was so, and I asked to take it up 
with that view. Now I desire to say in reference to it that this is a 
resolution for the relief of the widow of the late Judge Underwood, of 
Virginia. He was chosen, by what was known as the Peirpont govern- 
ment, one of the Senators to represent that State in this body. Mr. 
Segar and Judge Underwood were elected at the same time. Neither 
of them was ever permitted to take a seat in the Senate, and yet the 
government which chose them was the recognized government of the 
State of Virginia for more than two years. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JOHNSTON], now a member of this body, was appointed a 
judge by that government and administered justice in that State for a 
period of nearly two years. Judge Underwood died, leaving a widow 
and a daughter, and they are in needy circumstances. They ask now 
simply that the amount of money which he expended in good faith in 
his efforts to secure a seat here shall be reimbursed by this resolution. 
I can not see why any one can object to it. There are repeated instances 
in the history of this body in which members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who were receiving their pay as members of Congress during 
all the time, have been granted compensation for their efforts to secure 
seats here which were unavailing. The books are full of precedents in 
favor of just such relief as is asked in this case; and in the case of Mr. 
Segar, who was chosen at the same time with Judge Underwood, the 
same committee, the Committee on Privileges and Elections of this 
body, reported in his favor two years ago that he should be paid the 
sum of $5,000 to cover his expenses while he was making his efforts to 
secure a seat here. 

There is another precedent, and a very striking one, and that grows 
out of the election of Hon. George Vickers, a Senator from Maryland, 
set by the Senate in 1872. I have the report of the committee of this 
body signed by Judge Thurman, Mr. Rice, Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Hill, and 
Mr. ANTHONY—a report made, if I remember aright, by Mr. Thur- 
man from the Committee on Privil and Elections, The committee 
state the question raised by the following letter: 

JUNE 8, 1872. 
Hon. HENRY B. ANTHONY, 
President pro tempore of the Senate : 
Hon. Philip Francis Thomas was elected to the Senate of the United States 
by the Legislature of Maryland, for six years, commencing on the 4th of March, 
1867, and ending on the 4th of March, 1873. 
Mr. Thomas was not admitted to his seat, and did not receive any compensa- 
tion from the United States. 
On the 7th of March, 1868, George Vickers was elected to the Senate for the 
balance of the term, ending March 4, 1873. 
Under the late decision made in the case of Hon. Mr. Ransom, of North Caro- 
lina, am I not entitled to compensation from March 4, 1867, to March 4, 18687 
GEORGE VICKERS. 
And they report— 


That, according to the practice of each House of Congress since the passage of 
the act of July 12, 1862, Mr. Vickers was entitled to pay commencing March 4, 
1867. His case differs in no essential particular from that of Mr. Ransom, Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, in which this construction of the act was approved by 
the Senate at the present session. But Mr. Vickers did not draw his pay for the 
year commencing March 4, 1867, to which he was entitled. 

Your committee report the following resolution and recommend its adoption : 

Resolved, That George Vickers, a Senator from Maryland, is entitled to receive 
pay as such for the year commencing March 4, 1867. 

A. G. THURMAN. 

B. F. RICE. 

M. H. CARPENTER. 
JOSHUA HILL. 

H. B. ANTHONY. 


There is a much stronger case than this. Now it is said that Judge 
Underwood held the office of district judge in the State of Virginia dur- 
ing the period covered by his efforts to secure a seat here. What of 
that? Suppose he did hold such office. He had a right to choose be- 





mittee on Printing. 


tween continuing in that office and becoming a Senator, and he had a 
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right to make all reasonable and proper efforts to secure his seat here, 
which of course would have vacated his office of judge. If he spent his 
salary in an honest effort to secure his seat here, as this report finds he 
did, why should he not be reimbursed ? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is a very strong case; and 
when we come down to the fact that this amount of money was given to 
Mr. Segar, who was elected at the same time, it seems to me that the 
discrimination against this poor widow and her daughter would be an 
unjust discrimination and reflect discredit instead of honor upon the 
Senate. 

Now, I do trust that on this legislative yesterday, a day occurring in 
a season when, in the opinion of the Christian world the minds of men 
are chastened and purified, a day given to noble and charitable and 
patriotic deeds, the Senate will not so far forget itself as to refuse to 
this widow and her daughter that which was given to the gentleman 
who was elected with the husband and father at the same time. I 
trust that even my friend from Missouri, who is so vehement at times 
in his denunciation against these measures, will remember that this act 
will reflect credit upon him as well as upon all the rest of us. ‘‘So 
shines a good deed in a naughty world,’ and I commend the maxim 
to the consideration of my friend from Missouri. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION FOR 1881. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask leave to submit a report concerning the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the resolution for printing the an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Education for 1881. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
for the present consideration of the conference report made by him. 
Will the Senate now consider the report? The Chairs hears no objec- 
tion, and it is before the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the resolution to print 32,000 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1881, having met, after 


a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend totheir 
res| ive Houses as follows: 


hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
of Representatives numbered 1 and 2. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same withan amendmenf as follows: Insert in lieu of the pro- 
posed amendment the word “twelve.” 

JOS. R. HAWLEY, 

H. W. BLAIR, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


R. T. VAN HORN, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
J. C. SHERWIN, 
Mamagers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 7 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have some few objections to the 
passage of this resolution. It will take me an hour or two probably, or 
more, to get all the data together which will be presented to the Senate 
before this resolution is acted upon, 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the resolution yet been read ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not hear it. I should like to hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Maria G. Underwood. administratrix of John C, Underwood, deceased, 
the sum of $5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of said John 
C. Underwood in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 

Mr. INGALLS. Have the committee made any report in writing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is 
no report in writing. It was reported by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections May 19, 1882. 

Mr. LAPHAM Yes, sir, there is a report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report in writing. 
the Senator from Missouri yield for the reading of the report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
LAPHAM May 29, 1882: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Maria G. Underw , administratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased, 
asking payment for salary and mileage of the said John C. Underwood from the 


4th of March, 1865, to the 4th of March, 1871, have considered the same, and re- 
spectfully report: 


Does 


That on the 9h day of December, 1864, the petitioner's intestate was duly 


elected a Senator from the State of Virginia, for the term of six years from the 
4th day of March, 1865; thathe received a certificate of such election in the words 
and figures following: 


“ VIRGINIA, to wit: 


“ The Legislature of this State having, on the 9thday of December, 1864, in pur- 


suance of the Constitution for the United States, chosen John C. Underwood, 
esquire, a Senator from this State for six years from the 4th day of March next, 
I, Francis H. Peirpont, being governor of the Commonwealth, do hereby certify 
the same to the Senate of the United States. 


“ Given aneee my hand and the seal of the Commonwealth this the l4th day of 


December, 1 
= = OF VIRGINIA. } F. H. PEIRPONT. 
- the governor: 
“Ww. J. Cowine, 


“Secretary of the Commonwealth.” 


That the said John C. Underwood duly presented his certificate and creden- 
tials as aforesaid, on the 9th day of March, 1865, to the Senate of the United 
States, and made efforts to obtain his seat in the said Senate, traveling from his 
home in Virginia to the city of Wash from time to time, and incurred a 
very considerable expenditure of time and money in so d 
day of the election of said John C. Underwood one Joseph 
elected a Senator from said State, and —— his ; 
that neither the said Segar nor the said Underwood were admitted to take their 
seats in the Senate; that the said Segar duly presented his memorial to the 
Senate during the Forty-fifth Congress, at its second session, asking payment 
for his salary and mileage as Senator from the 9th of December, 1 to the 4th 
of March, 1869, which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and the committee reeommended the passage of a resolution in words and fig- 


ures arene: : 

** Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Joseph the sum of $5,000, in full compensation for his expenses 
Vinee his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State of 

7. nia. ” 

Which resolution was adopted by the Senate, and the amount therein named 
was paid to the said Segar. The report of the committee in Segar's case con- 
tained the following statements: 

“If the petitioner had been admitted to the seat which he claimed, his mer 
and mileage would have amounted ty more than $21,000. He wasnot admi , 
and having never performed the duties of a Senator, under the most recent prece- 
dent he is not entitled to compensation and m as such. By the same 
precedent, if he prosecuted in good faith and on reasonable unds a claim for 
such seat, he should be allowed a moderate compensation for the expenses in- 
curred by him in such prosecution. ”’ 

On the 23d day of February, 1863, the Legislature of Virginia assembled at 
Wheeling, in said State, the r portion of the State, including the city of 
Richmond, its former seat of government, being then in rebellion, and elected 
one Bowden a United States ator from that State. Said Bowden was admit- 
ted to his seat, the Senate thereby recognizing the legal existence of the Legis- 
lature which elected him. West Virginia, including the city of Wheeling, was 
then erected into a separate State. The Legislature of Virginia, after such for- 
mation of a new State, assembled at the city of Alexandria, and continued the 
functions of a State Legislature of Virginia. Said Bowden died on the 2d of 
January, 1864, and said Segar was elected to succeed him atthe same time of the 
election of John C. Underwood, as aforesaid. 

The committee in Segar’s case further reported as follows : 

“The Alexandria government was recognized as a valid State organization by 
President Lincoln in his amnesty proclamation of December 8, 1863. It gave ite 
constitutional assent to the adoption of the thirteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and its assent istreated by Mr. Seward in his proe- 
lamation announcing the adoption of the amendment as necessary thereto. 

‘** Under these circumstances the petitioner was well warranted in presenting 
his claim toa seat in the Senate. the practice then prevailing were now acted 
upon he would receive full salary and mileage. The Senate in the cases of Ray 
and MeMillan, at the present session, preferred to allow to such claimants only 
a compensation for reasonable and moderate expenses. As this is a new rule, 
it would be clearly unjust to uire of claimants to furnish minute items and 
vouchers. We think the sum of $5,000 a reasonable and moderate allowance to 
Mr. Segar for three years’ prosecution of his claim. We therefore recommend 
the passage of the accompanying resolution.” 

The cases of said Underwood and Segar are alike in all respects, except the 
terms for which they were chosen. It is true no actual service as Senator was 
rendered by either, but each stood ready to perform his duties whenever the 
Senate should allow it; that the said Underwood performed no such service was 
the fault of the Senate, not his. The —— fully justify the allowance to 
said Segar and the allowance asked by the petitioner. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has frequently paid large ~ums of money to unsuccessful contestants 
for seats in that body; and the Senate, at the same session during which the 
allowance was made to Segar, also paid Messrs. Ray and McMillan, and has also 
paid two claimants for seats from the State of Georgia, although none of them 
were allowed to occupy their seats in the Senate. The valuable services ren- 
dered by said Underwood to the Government in its struggle for national su- 
premacy are matters of history and need not here be ted. We think the 
sum allowed and paid to Mr. Segar isa ae which should be followed ia 
this case, and recommend the passage of the accompanying resolution : 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Maria G. Underwood, administratrix of John C. Underwood, di 
the sum of $5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of the said Joha 
C,. Underwood in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 


COMPILATION OF TARIFF LAWS. 


; that on the same 
r was also dul 
entials to the Senate ; 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer an order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following order. 


Ordered, That the Committee on Finance of the Senate prepare a compilation 
and index of existing tariff laws, together with tabulated com tive state- 
ments of the rates of duties and imposts under the several tariff acts since the 
organization of the Government; and such other statistics relating thereto as 
the committee may deem proper. 


| Mr. COCKRELL. [should like to amend that so as to include the 
| rates under the existing tariff act just passed. 

| Mr. MORRILL. This will include that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it is all right. 

The order was agreed to. 





WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
| the Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to the adminis- 
tratrix of John C. Underwood. 
| Mr. LAPHAM. I ask that the memorial of Mrs. Underwood be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri has the floor. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to listen to the memorial. These things 


| will have to be read anyway. 





/ 
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The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Memorial of Maria G. Underwood, administratrix of J. C. Underwood. 
The undersigned, a citizen of Virginia, respectfully asks your attention to these 


ts: 

On the 8th day of December, 1864, John C. Underwood waselected United States 
Senator by the Virginia Legislature (see credentials on file in the secretary’s 
office) for the term of six years from rch 4, 1865. He at once presented 
credentials, and as in duty bound to his State and himself made the usual effort 
to obtain the seat, and in passing hitherand thither between the seat of Govern- 
ment and his home in Virginia incurred necessarily very considerable expend- 
iture of time and money. 

Now, as the action of the Senate induced his election as Senator by the Alex- 
andria Legislature, and this expenditure and expectation. is not the Senate re- 
spons.ble for it, and bound alike in consistency and justice to make some indem- 


nity? 

Phis seems the manifest equity, if not the law of the case. Nor is precedent 
wanting. The House of Representatives very recently voted $5,000 to each of 
four uns contestants. And the Senate itself paid the two Georgia claim- 
ants, though they had not occupied seats for a moment; andthe Senate has paid 
Messrs. McMillan and Ray of Louisiana their expenses, and Hon. Joseph Segar, 
who was elected on the same day and by the same Legislature as your memo- 
rialist’s husband, the sum of $5,000, the Senate committee having, without divis- 
ion, reported that resolution. 

upreme Court, too, in the case of a gee vs, West Virginia, has affirmed 
ity of the Wheeling or West Virginia government, and in doing that it 


The 
the oan 
settled also the legitimacy of the Alexandria government; for the two are in 


rinciple, origin, progress, and result as identical as any two human things 
om by peel ity be, the latter being, indeed, a fac-simile or duplicate of the 
former, 


The State of West Virginia, formed of and by the poral poopie of Northwest 
Virginia separating from the old State, which had , is styled by the 
court “the new: State ;’’ and in reciting the creation and history of the 
‘State of West Virginia,” itsays: ‘‘ The first step taken in this matter was taken 
by the organic convention of the State of Virginia, which, in 1861, reorganized 
that State and formed for it what was known as the ‘ Peirpoint government,’ 
an organization which was recognized by the President and by Congress as the 
State of Virginia, and which passed the four statutes set fortli in the exhibits in 
the bill of complaint.” 

Under this government we lived from May, 15863, till it was supplanted by 
military rule, a 1867, under the reconstruction acts,and under it we had the 
blessings of a well-ordered, peaceful, and free government. We had a judiciary 
worthy of the palmiestdaysof Virginia. In hercourt of appealsshe had Judges 
Jo and Moncure, the peers o cer Roane, John Wickham, and Daniel 

1, while in her circuit courts she jurists who would do honor to any _ 
ernment. One of them was JOHN W. JOHNSTON, now one of her Senators in - 


gress. 
A | aap meaning that wasformed under circumstances so interesting and hon- 
orable deserves respect, sympathy, and admiration. 

A een is a government, and a State a State, without regard to size. 
The little State of Delaware, scarely equal in extent toasingle county in Virginia, 
is as much and as proud a State as her empire sister, New York, just (to use an 
illustration of Vattel) as a ‘‘ dwarf is as much a man asa giant, and thesmallest 
republic as much a state as the greatest empire.” 

ut the one basis on which this claim immovably stands is, that the action of 
the exalted body invited him to seek and to accept, through the Alexandria 
legifature, a seat in this body. Its faith is pligh and ought to be sacredly 
observed. Public faith has been denominated the philosophy of nations, and 
in SS eaees of your memorialist the Senate is as much bound in honor to 
do all it can to allow your memorialist pay to the time the Alexandria govern- 
ment was su led by the 
est on the public debt. 
‘' Hon. John C. Underwood performed no actual service as Senator, it is true; 
neither did the two Georgia Senators who were fully paid. But he was ready to 
do the duties of a Senator whenever the Senate should allow him. That he did 
not was their fault, not his. 

For these several reasons, the action of the Senate itself, the recognition by 
Congress of the basis of the claim, the obligations of the public faith, and, lastly, 
the opinion of the Supreme Court, whose decisions are to all wise and good cit- 
izens the highestof American law, your memorialist respectfully asks your hon- 
orable bodies to make her, as administratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased, 
such allowance as to them in equity and good conscience shall seem fit. Whether 
she shall receive a session’s pay, or pay until the termination of the Alexandria 
government, or any at all, she submits to your judgment. 

MARIA G, UNDERWOOD, Administratriz. 


On this resolution the Senator from 


reconstruction measures, as it is to pay the inter- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Missouri is entitled to the floor. 


SALARY OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask, before the Senator from Missouri proceeds, to 
make a report from the Committee on Finance on the bill (H. R. 6682) 
bo the salary of the collector of customs of the district of Chicago, 

inois. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there be no objection I ask for the consideration of 
that bill. This is a bill to reduce the salary of the collector of customs 
at Chicago, and it is only about ten lines. Ishould he very glad if the 
Senate would allow it to be acted on. It has been in that committee 
fora year. The salary is now paid in fees, which amounts to some- 
times twice the amountof this. This fixes the salary at $7,000 and re- 
quires him to pay the balance of the fees over into the Treasury of the 
United States. I hope the Senate will allow the bill to pass. It will 
take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to consider at this time the bill just reported from the 
Committee on Finance. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. It provides that from and after 
the 30th of June, 1882, the salary of the collector of customs of the dis- 
trict of Chicago, Illinois, shall be $7,000 per annum, in lieu of all sal- 
ary, commissions, fees, and charges now allowed by law as compensa- 
tion of that officer. All feesand emoluments now received by him and 
applied to his compensation under the provisions of existing law, from 


and after the 30th of June, 1882, are to be accounted for and paid inte 
the Treasury of the United States. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 


Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Illinois to say this 
was a reduction. 
Mr. LOGAN. Ido say so. 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the present compensation? 

Mr. LOGAN. That isa matter I can not state. It ranges, I am 
told, from $10,000 to $14,000 in fees and commissions. This requires 
the fees to be returned to the Treasury and the officer paid a stipulated 


salary. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask if the reading was correct that this is for pay- 
ment from and after the 30th day of June, 1882, so that it is retro- 
spective? 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not think that will affect the bill. 
it to go back to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill, and it is before the Senate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WIDOW OF J. C. 


I do not want 


UNDERWOOD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to the adminis 
tratrix of John C. Underwood. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state in about three sentences this case as 
it _ to me, and I have the leave of the Senator from Missouri 
to do it. 

This is a case where the petitioner’s husband incurred certain ex- 
penses in prosecuting a title to a seat in the Senate. The committee 
propose to reimburse those reasonable expenses—not to pay the salary. 
The salary would amount to $22,000. The reasonable expenses are but 
$5,000. The petitioner’s husband held another office under the United 
States at the time, that of judge, and drew a salary for that office. 

Now, it is settled upon the precedents of the Senate, from the begin- 
ning of the Government, that where there is a reasonable and fair ground 
for claiming a seat in this body, it is a public duty to prosecute that 
claim and bring it to the judgment of the Senate, and persons so doing 
are reimbursed. There was very clearly a reasonable ground of claim 
in this case. 

The petitioner’s title to a seat in the Senate rests upon the same con- 
stitutional authority as the assent of the State of Virginia to its division 
and the creation of the State of West Virginia stands. It rests upon 
the same constitutional authority as one of the amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. So it is clear that the petitioner is 
within the class of precedents which allows a compensation for actua! 
expenses incurred in the prosecution of a reasonable claim. 

Then, does the fact that the petitioner’s husband held another United 
States office furnish 4 reason why these reasonable expenses should not 
be allowed? That also is settled by abundant and recent precedent. 
A person holding the office of Senator of the United States, exercising 
its functions and drawing its salary, has four or five times within the 
last few years been held entitled to the reasonable expenses incurred 
in defending the title. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from Louisiana 

{Mr. KELLOGG], and I think one or two others holding this United 
States office and drawing its salary have been awarded by the Senate 
and have received from the Senate the actual expenses or a portion of 
the actual expenses so reasonably and necessarily incurred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator which one of the 
Senators towhom he refers held a United States office which disqualified 
him from holding the position of Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. None of them. They held a United States office as 
Senator. The office of Judge of United States court wasa United States 
office which disqualified the holder from receiving the position of Senator 
when his title was conferred; and thereby of course he would have va- 
cated the United States office of judge. ‘The question 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HOAR. No, let me finish this sentence, if you please. 

The question is, was it this man’s public duty ? Suppose he had beem 
a postmaster, suppose he had been a district attorney, suppose he had 
been an officer of a State, a governor, elected Senator, and there was a 
fair and reasonable ground of claim, was there any reason on earth thas 
he should not prosecute that claim? Was it not his duty? Suppose 





my honorable friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who graces one 
of the seats from that State, had in the close contest which he has just 
passed through, by fraud, or by a legal judgment, or in any other way 
been denied the seat to which he has been elected, would it not have 
If that be true, 


been his duty to prosecute his claim, his public duty ? 





This 


then suppose he had been a postmaster, or a governor, or a judge. 
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is not a question of two salaries; it is a question of whether the man 
sitting as judge or governor, or acting as postmaster, or district attorney, 
or whatever else, ought to employ a lawyer, to summon witnesses, to 


employ proper and just and pure agencies to prosecute his claim to a as = 


seat here. If that is denied him he goes on with his old office; if that 
is allowed him he vacates his old office and takes his seat as Senator. 

Mr. GARLAND. I want to ask the Senator a question. Does the 
Senator remember the reasons alleged for the non-admission of Under- 
wood to a seat? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam unable to state at this moment. 

Mr. GARLAND. Why was he not admitted, does the Senator rec- 
ollect, because this is a matter of importance to govern other cases that 
may arise? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not suppose I can state a clear constitutional rea- 
son. As I understand it, the persons then governing the country were 
divided somewhat about the legality of the existence of the State of 
Virginia. The State of Virginia died out and ended for a while; but 
the State of Virginia was a constitutional State. The little fragment 
at Alexandria and the little fragment at Fortress Monroe or Yorktown 
or wherever else performed as great duties as ever were performed by a 
State in this Union. If the State of Virginia were not de facto, and 
being de facto, then for the time being de jure a constitutional State, 
there is no thirteenth amendment. If it were not de facto and there- 
fore for the time being de jure a constitutional State, you, sir, have no 
title to the seat which you hold ” *! my inte] the State of West 
Virginia [addressing Mr. DAvis, of West Virginia]. 

This is not a question of the legality of all the proceedings during 
the war. It is a question whether it was not an honest public duty of 
aman chosen by a State, or by a community which had as much show 
of title to deem herself a State and with a title to a seat unquestioned 
from the Legislature acting for and governing so much of the territory 
of Virginia as was not in rebellion—whether it was not his public duty 
to prosecute that title, and whether therefore we should not reimburse 
him his expenses so incurred. The Senate having that question before 
it, has decided it once. The colleague of this man, whose title to a seat 
stood on precisely the same ground, was allowed his compensation for 
prosecuting that title. 

Is there a Senator on this floor who, if he had been chosen Senator 
from the State of Virginia, with a Legislature, with a governor, witha 
share in the adoption of the constitutional amendments and which had 
given its constitutional assent to the division of that State, would not 
have felt it his duty to himself and his people to present that claim ? 
It can not make the slightest difference that, while his lawyer and his 
witnesses were presenting the claim here, he was performing the func- 
tions of another office elsewhere. It is not two salaries, but expenses 
that we are talking about. There can not be any more reason for deny- 
ing this allowance than there would have been for denying to the hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas or from South Carolina or from Louisiana, 
while they were performing so ably the duties of Senators of the United 
States, a reasonable compensation for defending the title which they 
owed not to themselves but to the community which had honored them 
to defend by all reasonable and constitutional and honest methods. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who is a great constitutional lawyer, to answer this proposition: John 
C. Underwood was duly appointed and confirmed a United States 
judge on the 25th day of January, 1864—— 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to offer 
a privileged resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose I shall have to yield to my good friend. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be a by the House of Representatives, to wait 


upon the President of the United States and inform him that Congress having 
finished its business is now ready to close its session by adjournment. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall this committee be ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
names the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] and the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] as the committee. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 138) concerning the erection of a memorial 
column at Washington’s Headquarters at Newburgh, New York; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 367) making appropriations tyr the altera- 
tion of internal-revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing 
blanks for rebate; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one month’s 
extra pay. 








WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BROWN. I wish to offer an order for the withdrawal of some: 
rs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask him to yield until I obtain an order for the- 
withdrawal of papers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BROWN. I submit the following order: 
draw peeky wy hice of the he aye —s 8 ee —— tia 
unfavorable report in said case, the papers in the case in which a bill the 
Senate at the present session to papay to fee State of Georgia $27,175.50, money 
advanced by said State for the defense of her frontier against the Indians from 
17% to 1818, and not heretofore repaid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Georgia a qnes- 
tion for information before the resolution passes. I ask whether the 
State of Georgia has not another claim pending against the United States; 
and would it not be, in view of that fact, very important that copies 
of these papers under the rule should be left on the files of the Senate? 

Mr. BROWN. I do not expect anything else than to conform to the 
rule. I understand that when there is an adverse report copies should 
be left. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that this is a case 
where the rights of Georgia were made so plain at this session that the 
bill passed the Senate with very little opposition, but it failed to be 
reached in the House of Representatives. It is desired that the agent 
of the State should be authorized to withdraw the 

Mr. BARROW. Furthermore, Mr. President, the claim to which 
the Senator from Missouri refers is one that these papers will throw no 
light upon at all. It is entirely a different transaction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the order submitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]? 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be reported again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The order was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. Are those the papers upon which fhe claim of the 
last century was allowed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is unable to inform the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BROWN. I can not hear the Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Gentlemen in the rear of the seats 
are appealed to to cease conversation or withdraw to the cloak-room. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the request is executed. 

Mr. CONGER. I inquired whether the papers referred to were those 
accompanying the claim of 1777 on which the Senate acted last night. 
Mr. BROWN. No; this is another claim entirely, that the Senate 
passed at this session almost unanimously. The bill passed here and 
went over to the House of Representatives, and it has not been reached 
there and not acted on, and I simply ask the usual order, that the agent 
of the State of Georgia have leave to withdraw the and take 
them away, as is usual in such cases. It is nothing but the common 
order to withdraw papers under the usual rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the -present con- 
sideration of this order? The Chair hears none. The Chair will take 
it to be agreed to if there be no objection; and it is so ordered. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution in relation 
to the administratrix of John C. Underwood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question I desired to propound to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts was this: I have the record, and 
will read it whenever it is necessary, but I make this statement, that 
the records of the Senate show that John C. Underwood was duly con- 
firmed a United States judge on the 25th of January, 1864, before his 
election or pretended election to the United States Senate, and he qual- 
ified and took-upon himself the duties of that office, and he held that 
office from a time prior to the date of his alleged election until long after 
the expiration of the alleged term for which he was elected, that 
time drawing the pay and emoluments of the office of judge. Now, 
in — 2 of section 6 of article 1 of the Constitution this language is 
used: 


No Senator or Representative shall, during the time for which he was elected, 
be — to any civil office under the authority of the United States, which 
shal ve been created, or the emoluments whereof shall have been increased 


during such time; and no person holding any office under the United States, shall 
be a member of either House during his continuance in office. 


‘No person holding any office under the United States shall be a 
member of either House during his continuance iu office.’”’ Judge 
Underwood did not resign. ‘How could he be a Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. Why, Mr. President, suppose he did hold another office; 
it is not incompatible with one office under the Constitution to prose- 
cute a claim for another. This is not a request for two salaries. Sup- 


pose he had been a member of the House of Representatives; suppose a 
member of the House of Representatives had been elected to fill the un- 
expired term of one of our friends who went into the Cabinet; he could not 
hold two offices at the same time, but he might properly, and it might. 
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be his duty as a citizen, to prosecute hisclaim to the office of Senator, 
and if he empl counsel, or summoned witnesses, or had printing 
done, what has the fact that he was performing the duties of his other 
office to do with his claim to be repaid for that printing and counsel 
fee and those witnesses ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Both the Georgia Senators were sitting in the other 
House, and drawing their pay at the very time they were allowed for 
their expenses as claimants here. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New York reminds me that both the 
Georgia members, whose case he cited, sat in the other House and drew 
their pay, and still were allowed the expense of prosecuting their title 
here 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know to what Georgia Senators reference 
is made, but am I to understand that the Georgia members while mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives were prosecuting a claim to a seat 
in the United States Senate which was then in existence ? 

Mr. HOAR. So the Senator from New York says. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to be shown the record of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to answer a question in the Yankee fashion 
byanother. I am told now the reference is to the Louisiana claimants, 
Ray and McMillan, and not to any cases from Georgia; but that is im- 


material. What in the world has that todo with it? Suppose the 
Chief-Justice of the United States were elected a Senator from the State 
of Ohio, as my honorable and distinguished friend from Illinois was 
elected a Senator from that State, he sitting and holding his court, and 
he deemed it his duty to prosecute that claim and to accept that office 
if it were established, why should he not do it? And doing it, if it 
were a fair claim to prosecute, why should he not be allowed the ex- 
penses of doingit? Is a contestant of a doubtful claim to relinquish all 
other human occupations? 

Mx COCKRELL. Ido not think the Senator has fully answered 
the point. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to make one further suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. dl 

Mr. LAPHAM. The salary of Judge Underwood during the peri 
covered between the time of his election and the time when the govern- 
ment of Virginia was supplanted by military rule would have amounted 
to over $21,000. It is not his salary we are giving him at all; we are 
giving simply a sum of money to cover the expenses incurred by him in 
good faith in his efforts to get his seat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from New York, who 
is a distinguished constitutional lawyer, to answer this question; the 
Senator from Massachusetts did not answer it. I hold in my hand the 
alleged credentials; they are dated on the 14th day of December, 1864, 
and they purport to give him a right to a seat from the 4th day of 
March, 1865. These credentials, according to the records of the Sen- 
ate, were presented in the Senate of the United States on the 9th of 
March, 1865. Judge Underwood claimed that he was then a Senator 
and had been since the 4th of March, 1865. It was a right to a pres- 
ent seat, a right which had begun on the 4th of March, 1865, to which 
he was prosecuting histitle. He was United States judge at and before 
and during ail that time. How could he hold one office and prosecute 
a present right to another; not a prospective right, but an absolute 
present right? He never resigned his position of judge. 

Mr. LAPHAM. There is no difficulty whatever in that. He hada 
perfect right to hold the office which he had received prior to his elec- 
tion as Senator until it was decided whether or not he could take his 
seat as Senator. That very thing was done by General Blair and Gen- 
eral Schenck, both of whom were elected to Congress; but they held on 
to their offices as generals until it was determined that they were en- 
titled to their seats in the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was a military, not a civil office. 

Mr. LAPHAM. That does not make any difference. It is not the 
salary of the office that the petitioner in this case is asking, I repeat; it 
is simply compensation for expenses incurred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator from 
pans he ork has answered the question, and I do not think it can be an- 
Swi " 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have endeavored to answer it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I know. Let me make my point a little clearer. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I will state now—— 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks indulgence to read 
to the Senate a note received from the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 


March 3, 1883. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: I respectfully ask to be excused from further service on the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


JAMES G. FAIR. 
The question is, Will the Senate excuse the Senator from Nevada from 
rther service on that committee ? 
The question being put, it was determined in the affirmative. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 


| mentary inquiry. 
| sidered under the Anthony rule or not? 





its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. FRANK HIs- 





cock of New York, Mr. GEORGE M. ROBESON of New Jersey, and Mr. J. 
D. C. ATKINS of Tennessee a committee of three members of the House 
to join a similar committee of the Senate to wait on the President of the 
United States to inform him that the two Houses of Congressare ready 
to adjourn if he has no further communication to make to them. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salariesof postmasters; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to the adminis- 
tratrix of John C. Underwood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. A single word only. The constitutional provision 
to which the Senator from Missouri refers prohibits a man from t- 
ing a Federal office while he holds the office of Senator. If Judge Un- 
derwood had been appointed judge after he was elected Senator, and 
had accepted that office, I grant that would have vacated all claim to 
the office of Senator; but he had been appointed a judge before he was 
elected Senator, and he had a right when he was elected Senator to get 
the Senatorial seat if he could properly do so. Itwasnot incompatible 
with the provision at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I am sure the Senator has just reversed in 
ne mind and in his argument the provision of the Constitution. It is 
this: 

And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member’ 
of either House during his continuance in office. 

The Senator from New York did not meet this point, that no person 
holding any office under the United States shall be a memberof either 
House during his continuance in office. It is not whether a member 
of either House can accept another office, but the question is, under 
this clause of the Constitution can any person holding any office under 
the United States be eligible to and legally and constitutionally pros- 
ecute a right to a seat either in the Senate or House? 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Missouri yields to me for a mo- 
ment to make a motion fhat the Chair fill the vacancy in the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] moves that the Chair be authorized to fill the vacancy in the 
Committee on Education and Labor occasioned by the resignation of 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Chair will appoint the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH] to fill the vacancy. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 
the in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution in relation 
to the administratrix of John C. Underwood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to direct the attention of the Senator 
from New York to that peculiar language of the Constitution which 
he seems to have reversed in his argument and interpretation of the 
Constitution; that is, that a Senator or Member could prosecute a claim 
to some other office. -That is not the question. 

No person holding any office under the United States shal! be a member of 
either House during his continuance in office. 

Judge Underwood was at and before the date of the beginning of 
this term a United States judge holding an office under the United 
States, confirmed by the Senate, drawing his regular salary, and he did 
not resign that office. He held it during the entire Senatorial term 
and he held it longafter that term and drew the regular salary. I say 
under the Constitution he had no right to prosecute a claim to a seat 
in the United States Senate and no right to incur any costs in prosecut- 
ing such aclaim. If he believed his right was valid, legal, and con- 
stitutional, he should have given up the prior right to the United 
States judgeship. That is the point I make. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I rise to a parlia- 
The inquiry is this: Is this resolution being con- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from New York can probably give the present occupant of the 
chair some information on that point. 
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Mr. HOAR. It is a resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I moved to take it up, and it was taken up by a 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution was on the Calendar, 
and it was taken up by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Wisconsin want five min- 
utes to speak? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If I did want five minutes there is 
no prospect of my getting them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield if the Senator wants five minutes to 
explain this case, for I wish light upon it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield with pleasure because I want to get 
at the facts of the case. Here is a grave constitational problem. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire a vote. I do not desire to 
<dliseuss it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I trust we shall have a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raised this constitutional question; the Senator 
from New York dared not meet the question. Itis a plain proposition. 
I challenge him to show to the Senate how a United States judge holding 
that office and drawing that salary had a right to go and lobby around 
the corridors of the United States Senate for a seat upon the Senate floor 
while he was drawing his pay as a judge. I want the Senator to ex- 
plain that to the Senate to show how it was that he could do this. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Both the Senator from Massachusetts and myself 
have done that, and done it fully. It is unnecessary to repeat it to 
consume time. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6682) to fix the salary of the collector of customs of 
the district of Chicago, Ilinvis. 


WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution in relation 
to the administratrix of John C. Underwood. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, there may have been a more fragile 
and insubstantial and nebulous claim than this presented for the con- 
sideration of the Senate at some time in its history, but I do not now 
recall it. The original vice of the proposition of the Senator from New 
York appears to me to be in the assumption that there ever was a State 
from which this claimant could have been accredited as a membef of 
the Senate of the United States. Three or four hundred people in a 
time of war, when the entire territory of the State of Virginia, with 
the exception of a small fringe along the coast of the Potomac River, 
was in the control of the rebel government, assembled at Alexandria, 
and under the guns of the Federal fleet and forts assumed to exercise 
the functions of a State government. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Why, it was the consent of that State that gave us 
one of the constitutional amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New York informs me with a 
menacing gesture of his fist that it was theassent of this assumed State 
government that rendered the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion valid. I beg to assure that Senator that so absolutely without 
foundation is that assertion that the States of Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia were compelled by acts of Congress, as a consideration for their 
admission into the Union under the reconstruction acts—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Kansas per- 
mit the Chair to receive acommunication from a committee of the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. INGALLS. I proceed with great difficulty in my argument 
under so many interruptions, but I yield. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the committee appointed by the 
two Houses of Congress to wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him thatif he had no farther communication to make 
they were ready to adjourn, have performed the duty assigned them. 
The President informed us that he had no further communication to 
make 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of the report on industrial education furnished 
by the Commissioner of Education, with amendments, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. IN- 
GALLS] is entitled to the floor on the Underwood resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will yield a moment, I move that 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
for that purpose? 
Mr. INGALLS. _I was proceeding to say that so absolutely destitute 
of foundation was the claim that the validity of the fourteenth amend- 
ment rested upon the assumed assent of this alleged State government 
in Virginia under which the claimant asserts that he was accredited 
here, that under the reconstruction acts it was expressly demanded by 
Congress as a condition precedent for the readmission of Virginia that 
it should assent to the validity of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. After the exercise of a very few brief functions this State 
government at Alexandria vanished, 

And, like this insubstantial pageant faded, 

Leave not a rack behind. 
And so far from this claimant ever having had a standing before the 
Senate of the United States, his credentials were never even referred te 
a committee. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct; I have the record. 
Mr. INGALLS. After a very brief consideration they were igno- 
miniously and contumeliously rejected by the Senate as unworthy of 
consideration. 
Mr. President, this claim bears a venerable aspect. It is getting te 
be rock-ribbed and ancient as the sun. At every session of Congress 
since I have been here, again and again, iterum iterumque, the claim of 
Underwood for alleged services as a Senator in this body is presented 
here with exactly the same result. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator tell me where it was ever pre- 
sented before it was submitted in the last session of Congress ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been familiar with this case by name, 
although I do not know that I have ever been personally introducéd 
to it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This is the first time. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been familiar with this case by name for a 
ggeat many years. Itdates back to a period when we may say that the 
memory of man runneth not to the contrary. [Laughter.] I congrat- 
ulate the Senator from New York upon his vigorous presentation of this 
antiquated claim, which I venture to say will never be urged by any 
member of this body who has been here longer than a single Congress. 
Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LAPHAM. Permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theS<nator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If the Senator will permit me I beg to say that at 
the last session of this Congress this resolution was presented by me, as 
the organ of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that is 
the first time, as far as my information goes, that it ever has been 
brought to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, Mr. President, I hope it will be the last time. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. LAPHAM. That is another question. 

ond COCKRELL. I move that the resolution be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that this resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that motion I desire to say, the resolution 
being reported from a committee of which I am a member, that I never 
consented to its being reported, but was opposed to it in committee as 
I am here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMISSION TO ADJUST SALARIES OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, assuming that what is 
called the sundry civil bill will be or has been signed by the President 
of the United States, in pursuance of the command of a provision in 
that statute appoints Senator PLATT of Connecticut, Senator CAMER@N 
of Wisconsin, and Senator COCKRELL of Missouri, to be commissioners 
on the part of the Senate to inquire into the salaries of the officers of 
the two Houses, and the Secretary will inform the House of Represent- 
atives of this appointment. 

STATUE OF PROFESSOR HENRY. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement to the Sen- 
ate. Some weeks ago both Houses of Congress accepted the invitation 
of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution to attend the unveiling 
of the statue of Professor Henry, and the Senate voted in conjunction 
with the House that a committee of a certain number of Senators, I 
think nine, and fifteen members of the House, should represent the twe 
Houses onthe oceasion. Iam informed atthe desk that that committee 
has not been appointed. I ask unanimous consent that the Presiding 
Officer be authorized to designate that committee after the adjourn- 
ment, in case he shall not be able to do it before. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Presiding Officer of the Senate may be au- 
thorized after the adjournment to designate the committee on the part 





this resolution be indefinitely postponed 


of the Senate to attend the ceremonies of the unveiling of the statue of 
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Joseph Henry, which is to take place after the adjournment of Congress. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
ats Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2299) to fix 
and render certain the terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts in the eastern and northern districts of Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
FRANK Hiscock of New York, Mr. J. C. S. BLACKBURN of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. WILLIAM H. Forney of Alabama, the members on 
the part of the House of the joint cou.mittee authorized in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for the next fiscal year, to consider the question 
of the salaries and compensation of the employés of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and also as to the number of such employés 
necessary for the official transaction of business of the two Houses. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day aj)proved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing to instruct 
the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census reports; 

An act (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and re- 
ceivers; 

An act (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. 
Austin, deceased ; 

An act (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 
States Army; 

An act (S. 826) for the relief of Powers and Newman, and D. and B. 
Powers. 

An act (S. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin; 

An act (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home, lo- 
cated at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the sev- 
eral States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts; 

An act (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act providing for 
the publication of the Revised Statutes and the laws of the United 
States, approved June 20, 1876; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congressional 
Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 95) providing for additional copies of the Re- 
«ised Statutes for the use of the Interior Department; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at the hour of 12 o’clock m.). Sen- 
ators, the hour has arrived at which, under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, the Forty-seventh Congress terminates, and it be- 
comes the duty of the Chair therefore to declare this session adjourned 
without day, and in doing so he wishes to each one of you a pleasant 
and safe journey to his home, and to all of you every felicity in the 
future of your lives. 

The Senate stands adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 3, 1883. 


The House met at 11 0’clock a. m. 
offered the following prayer: 

O God! Thou art our God; and we worship Thee. Thou art our 
Father ; and we adore Thee. In Thee we ‘“‘live and move and have our 
being.’’ We confess our dependence upon Thee. We praise Thee for 
Thy majesty and give Thee thanks for Thy great glory. Every day 
bears testimony to Thy tender mercies which are over all Thy works. 
Thou art God ; and there is none else beside Thee. 

For all the care that Thou hast shown these Thy servants during the 
days of their service to the state, for all the wise and useful legislation 
that Thou hast permitted them to do, for the guidance and mercy that 
Thou has shown our nation, we praise Thee, O Lord. 

We thank Thee for all that Thou hast done for us and for all that 
Thou hast permitted us to do for Thee and for men. 

And now, O Lord, during the closing hours of this Congress, we pray 
the forgiveness of all our errorsandsins. Wepray that Thou wilt grant 
restoration in safety to their homes to these Thy servants. We pray 
for their guidance, blessing, and usefulness, and for them in the end 
the gift of eternal life. 

The Lord in great mercy keep and bless the Republic, and these Thy 
servants, and all who exercise authority and rule in the land, and make 
Thine own name glorious among us forevermore. We ask it in the 
name of Christ. Amen. 


The Chaplain, Rev. F. D. PowER, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 


During the reading the 
following proceedings took place: 








MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2504) to amend the act of August 5, 1882, making appro- 
priations for the naval service. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and re- 
ceivers; 

A bill (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 
States Army; 

A bill = 964) for the relief Joseph C. Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. . 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the further 
reading of the Journal was dispensed with. 


CORECTIONS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I find on examination of the Rrc- 
ORD of March 2, on the passage of the river and harbor bill my vote is 
not recorded. I voted in the negative. I wish the correction made. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. = 

Mr. KNOTT. My vote is not recorded on the river and harbor bill. 
I was paired with the gentleman from Colorado [[Mr. BELForD]. Had 
I been present, I would have voted in the negative and Mr. BELFoRD 
in the affirmative. 


The SPEAKER. Pairs are only announced once. 


GLACIATION, BIRDS, ETC. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported back the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish, as soon 
as convenient, t¢ the Speaker of this House copies of documents in ion 
of his Department containing observations on glaciation, birds, natural history, 
and the medical notes upon cruises of revenue-cutters in the year 1881. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALEX. B. THOMAS AND WILSON GRICE. 


Mr. URNER, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is 
hereby, directed to retain upon the laborers’ roll, until otherwise ordered, the 
one Alex. B. Thomas, now in charge of the cloak-room, at the rate of $60 a 

Mr. MATSON. I offer an amendment to insert the name of Wilson 
Grice at the same pay. I wish to say to the House that the employé 
named in the resolution is on that side of the House. By reason of 
extra work required during the vacation, it is necessary one should be 
employed on our side. I think I voice the sentiment of this side of the 
House that we should like to have Mr. Grice. 

Mr. MATSON’samendment was adopted; and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LABORERS. 


Mr. URNER also, from the Committee on Accounts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ three additional laborers, whose compensation shall be at 
the rate of $60 per month each, to be employed in arranging and placing away 
the books and other documents in the Clerk’s document-room and transferring 
the original documents to the newly fitted quarters in the upper story of the 
House in the Capitol: Provided, Such employment shall not continue beyond 
the period of three months, and shall be paid for out of the contingent fund of 
the House. 


Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT OF 1883. 
Mr. VAN HORN, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, called up the 
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Mr. HOAR. It is a resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I moved to take it up, and it was taken up by a 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution was on the Calendar, 
and it was taken up by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Wisconsin want five min- 
utes to speak? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
no prospect of my getting them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield if the Senator wants five minutes to 
explain this case, for I wish light upon it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield with pleasure because I want to get 
at the facts of the case. Here is a grave constitutional problem. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire a vote. I do not desire to 
discuss it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I trust we shall have a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raised this constitutional question; the Senator 
from New York dared not meet the question. It is a plain proposition. 
I challenge him to show to the Senate how a United States judge holding 
that office and drawing that salary had a right to go and lobby around 
the corridors of the United States Senate for a seat upon the Senate floor 
while he was drawing his pay as a judge. I want the Senator to ex- 
plain that to the Senate to show how it was that he could do this. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Both the Senator from Massachusetts and myself 
have done that, and done it fully. It is unnecessary to repeat it to 
consume time. 


If I did want five minutes there is 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6682) to fix the salary of the collector of customs of 
the district of Chicago, Illinvis. 

WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution in relation 
to the administratrix of John C, Underwood. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, there may have been a more fragile 
and insubstantial and nebulous claim than this presented for the con- 
sideration of the Senate at some time in its history, but I do not now 
recall it. The original vice of the proposition of the Senator from New 
York appears to me to be in the assumption,that there ever was aState 


from which this claimant could have been accredited as a member of 


the Senate of the United States. Three or four hundred people in a 
time of war, when the entire territory of the State of Virginia, with 
the exception of a small fringe along the coast of the Potomac River, 
was in the control of the rebel government, assembled at Alexandria, 
and under the guns of the Federal fleet and forts assumed to exercise 
the functions of a State government. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Why, it was the consent of that State that gave us 
one of the constitutional amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New York informs me with a 
menacing gesture of his fist that it was theassent of this assumed State 
government that rendered the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion valid. I beg to assure that Senator that so absolutely without 
foundation is that assertion that the States of Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia were compelled by acts of Congress, as a consideration for their 
admission into the Union under the reconstruction acts—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Kansas per- 
mit the Chair to receive acommunication from a committee of the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. INGALLS. I proceed with great difficulty in my argument 
under so many interruptions, but I yield. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the committee appointed by the 
two Houses of Congress to wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him that if he had no further communication to make 
they were ready to adjourn, have performed the duty assigned them. 
The President informed us that he had no farther communication to 
make, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of the report on industrial education furnished 
by the Commissioner of Education, with amendments, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

WIDOW OF J. C. UNDERWOOD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. In- 
GALLS] is entitled to the floor on the Underwood resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. | If the Senator will yield a moment, I move that 
this resolution be indefinitely postponed. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for that purpose? 

Mr. INGALLS. I was proceeding to say that so absolutely destitute 
of foundation was the claim that the validity of the fourteenth amend- 
ment rested upon the assumed assent of this alleged State government 
in Virginia under which the claimant asserts that he was accredited 
here, that under the reconstruction acts it was expressly demanded by 
Congress as a condition precedent for the readmission of Virginia tha! 
it should assent to the validity of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. After the exercise of a very few brief functions this Sta:¢ 
government at Alexandria vanished, 


And, like this insubstantial pageant faded, 
Leave not a rack behind. 


Does the Senator from Kansas \ ield 


And so far from this claimant ever having had a standing before ¢)- 
Senate of the United States, his credentials were never even referred ¢, 
a committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct; I have the record. 

Mr. INGALLS. After a very brief consideration they were igyo- 
miniously and contumeliously rejected by the Senate as unworthy of 
consideration. 

Mr. President, this claim bears a venerable aspect. It is getting to 
be rock-ribbed and ancient as the sun. At every session of Congress 
since I have been here, again and again, iterum iterumque, the claim o} 
Underwood for alleged services as a Senator in this body is presented 
here with exactly the same result. : 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator tell me where it was ever pre- 
sented before it was submitted in the last session of Congress ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been familiar with this case by name 
although I do not know that I have ever been personally introduced 
to it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This is the first time. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been familiar with this case by name {or a 
great many years. Itdates back to a period when we may say that th 
memory of man runneth not to the contrary. [Laughter.] I congrat- 
ulate the Senator from New York upon his vigorous presentation of this 
antiquated claim, which I venture to say will never be urged by any 
member of this body who has been here longer than a single Congress 
Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LAPHAM. Permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. INGALIS. Yes, sir. / 

Mr. LAPHAM. If the Senator will permit me I beg to say that a: 
the last session of this Congress this resolution was presented by me, as 
the organ of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that is 
the first time, as far as my information goes, that it ever has been 
brought to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, Mr. President, I hope it will be the last tim 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. LAPHAM. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
poned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that this resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that motion I desire to say, the resolution 
being reported from a committee of which I am a member, that I never 
consented to its being reported, but was opposed to it in committee as 
I am here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


That is another question. 
I move that the resolution be indefinitely post 


COMMISSION TO ADJUST SALARIES OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, assuming that what is 
called the sundry civil bill will be or has been signed by the President 
of the United States, in pursuance of the command of a provision in 
that statute appoints Senator PLATT of Connecticut, Senator CAMERON 
of Wisconsin, and Senator CocKRELL of Missouri, to be-commissioners 
on the part of the Senate to inquire into the salaries of the officers of 
the two Houses, and the Secretary will inform the House of Represent- 
atives of this appointment. 

STATUE OF PROFESSOR HENRY. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement to the Sen- 
ate. Some weeks ago both Houses of Congress accepted the invitation 
of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution to attend the unveiling 
of the statue of Professor Henry, and the Senate voted in conjunction 
with the House that a committee of a certain number of Senators, | 
think nine, and fifteen members of the House, should represent the two 
Houses onthe occasion. I am informed at the desk that that committee 
has not been appointed. I ask unanimous consent that the Presiding 
Officer be authorized to designate that committee after the adjourn- 
ment, in case he shall not be able to do it before. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Presiding Officer of the Senate may be au- 
thorized after the adjournment to designate the committee on the part 
of the Senate to attend the ceremonies of the unveiling of the statue of 
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Joseph Henry, which is to take place after the adjournment of Congress. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2299) to fix 
and render certain the terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts in the eastern and northern districts of Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
Frank Hiscock of New York, Mr. J. C. 8. BLACKBURN of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. WILLIAM H. Forni of Alabama, the members on 
the part of the House of the joint coumittee authorized in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for the next fiscal year, to consider the question 
of the salaries and compensation of the employ¢s of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and also as to the number of such employés 
necessary for the official transaction of business of the two Houses. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PruDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day ajproved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

‘An act (S. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing to instruct 
the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census reports; 

An act (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and re- 
ceivers; 

An act (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. 
Austin, deceased ; 

An act (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 
States Army; 

An act (S. 826) for the relief of Powers and Newman, and D. and B. 
Powers. 

An act (S. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin; 

An act (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home, lo- 
cated at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the sev- 
eral States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts; 

An act (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act providing for 
the publication of the Revised Statutes and the laws of the United 
States, approved June 20, 1876; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congressional 
Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 95) providing for additional copies of the Re- 
vised Statutes for the use of the Interior Department; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

ADJOURNMENT. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at the hour of 12 o’clock m.). , Sen- 
ators, the hour has arrived at which, under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, the Forty-seventh Congress terminates, and it be- 
comes the duty of the Chair therefore to declare this session adjourned 
without day, and in doing so he wishes to each one of you a pleasant 
and safe journey to his home, and to all of you every felicity in the 
future of your lives. 

The Senate stands adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 3, 1883. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
offered the following prayer: 

O God! Thou art our God; and we worship Thee. Thou art our 
Father; and we adore Thee. In Thee we ‘‘live and move and have our 
being.’’ We confess our dependence upon Thee. We praise Thee for 
Thy majesty and give Thee thanks for Thy great glory. Every day 
bears testimony to Thy tender mercies which are over all Thy works. 
Thou art God ; and there is none else beside Thee. 

Por all the care that Thou hast shown these Thy servants during the 
‘days of their service to the state, for all the wise and useful legislation 
that Thou hast permitted them to do, for the guidance and mercy that 
Thou has shown our nation, we praise Thee, O Lord. 

We thank Thee for all that Thou hast done for us and for all that 
Thou hast permitted us to do for Thee and for men. 

And now, O Lord, during the closing hours of this Congress, we pray 
the forgiveness of all our errors and sins. We pray that Thou wilt grant 
restoration in safety to their homes to these Thy servants. We pray 
for their guidance, blessing, and usefulness, and for them in the end 
the gift ot eternal life. 

The Lord in great mercy keep and bless the Republic, and these Thy 
eervants, and all who exercise authority and rule in the land, and make 

own name glorious among us forevermore. We ask it in the 
name of Christ. Amen. : 


The Chaplain, Rev. F. D. Powrr, 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 
following proceedings took place: 


During the reading the 











MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sypson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H 


R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested 

A bill (S. 2504) to amend the act of August 5, 1882, making appro 
priations for the naval service. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, trom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and 
ceivers; 

A bill (S. 729 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 964) for the relief Joseph C. Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service 


for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 


for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the 


Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purpose 


es 
fHE JOURNAL. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the further 


reading of the Journal was dispensed with 


CORRECTIONS 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I tind on examination of the Rr 
ORD of March 2, on the passage of the river and harbor bill my vote is 
not recorded. I voted in the negative. I wish the correction mad 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made 

Mr. KNOTT. My vote is not recorded on the river and harbor bill 
I was paired with the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. BELrorpD] 
I been present, I would have voted in the negative and Mr. BeELForD 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Pairs d on 


are only unnouncs 


GLACIATION, BIRDS, ET« 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, fromthe Commit- 


tee on Commerce, reported back the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish, as soon 


as convenient, tc the Speaker of this Hous« copies of documents in posses 
of his Department containing observations on glaciati 
and the medical notes upon cruises of revenus 





nn, birds 


rs in the 


natural! 
, 


eutt year LSsl 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved to. reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


ALEX. IB. THOMAS AND WILSON GRICI 
Mr. URNER, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back the 
following resolution: ‘ 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is 
hereby, directed to retain upon the laborers’ roll, until otherwise ordered, the 
name of Alex. B. Thomas, now in charge of the cloak 
month. 

Mr. MATSON. I offer an amendment to insert the 
Grice at the same pay. I wish to say to the House that the employé 
named in the resolution is on that side of the House. By reason of 
extra work required during the vacation, it is necessary one should be 
employed on our side. I think I voice the sentiment of this side of the 
House that we should like to have Mr. Grice 

Mr. MATSON’Ssamendment wasadopted; and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 


room, at the rate of $6048 


name of Wilson 


resolution 


be laid on 


ADDITIONAL LABORERS 
Mr. URNER also, from the Committee on Accounts, reported the fol 


lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is here 
authorized to employ three additional laborers, whose compensation shall be a 
the rate of $60 per month each, to be employed in arranging and placing away 


the books and other documents in the Clerk’s document-room and transferrir 









the original documents to the newly fitted quarters in the upper story of th 
House in the Capitol: Provided, Such employment shall not continue beyond 
the period of three months, and shall be paid for out of the contin t 1« 
the House, 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which th solution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
AGRICULTURAL 


Mr. VAN HORN, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, called up the 


REPORT OF 1885. 
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Senate amendment to the joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing 
of the Agricultural Report for the year 1883. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 11 insert: 

“And the sum of 
appropriated to defray the cost of the publication." 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VOLUSIA BAR. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury in "regard to the establishment 
of a light on Volusia Bar, Saint George River, Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OCEAN FREIGHTS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics relative to ocean freights on exports 
and imports for the year ending June 30, 1882; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COOK V8. CUTTS. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the adoption of the 

following resolution, on which the previous question was ordered: 
Resolved, That M. E. Cutts was not elected as a Representative from the sixth 


Seeeeass district of lowa, and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this 
ouse, 


Resolved, That John C. Cook was duly elected as a Representative from the 
sixth district of Iowa, and is entitled to a seat on the floor of this House. 

Mr. RANNEY demanded the yeas and nays, and tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MouLToN and Mr. RANNEY were 


"ihe yes 
© yeas and nays were ordered (50 voting in favor thereof). 

pe gemmes was taken, and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 154, nays 81, not voting 56; as follows : 


YEAS—L4. 





Aiken, De Motte, Jones, George W. Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Armfield, Deuster, Jones, James K. Robinson, Wm. E. 
Atkin ; Dowd. k . — : 
Barbour, Dugro, Iioes, Scoville, 
Beach, Dunn, Knott, Scranton, 
Belmont, Bunnell, Lacey, Sessinghaus 
——om Ellis, —_ -_ 
rry Ermentrout Atham Simonton, 
Blanchard, Evins, Leedom Singleton, Jas. W 
Bland, Flower, Lewis, leton, Otho R 
Bliss, Ford, Mackey th, A. Herr 
Bragg, Forney, Manning Sparks, 
Brewer, Fulkerson, Martin, Speer, 
BKrumm, Garrison, Matson, Springer, 
Buchanan, Geddes, McKenzie Steele, 
Buckner, Gibson, McLane, Robt. M. Stockslager, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Grout McLean, Jas, H Talbott, 
Cabell, Guenther, MeMillin, T . 
Caldwell, Gunter, Mills, Thompson, 
=. Hall, “3 weoney, Townshend, R. W 
lisle, Hammond, N. oore, Tucker, 
Cassidy, Hardenbergh, Morey, Turner, Henry G 
Chapman Hardy, Mo n ¥ r 
Clardy, Harmer, Morse, Tyler, 
Clark, Haseltine Moulton, pson, 
Clements, Hatch, Muldrow, Valentine 
Cobb, . urch 7 
Oolerick, erbert, Mutchier, Van Aernam 
— fe ie 
« ngton, ’ arner, 
Cox? Samuel 8. Hotliteet, Wellborn, 
Cox, William Hoge, Randall er, 
Cravens, H " Ray, Whitthorne 
Culberson, Houk, Rice, John B. Williams, Thomas 
Curtin House Rice, Theron M D. 
Darrall, Hutchins, Rich, Wise, Morgan R 
Davidson, acobs, Richardson, J. 8 
Davis, Lowndes H. Jadwih, Ritchie, 
NAYS—81. 
Aldrioh, Errett, McCook, Spooner, 
Anderson, Farwell, Chas.B. Miles, Strait, 
Barr, Farwell, Sewell S. Miller, Taylor, Joseph D 
Bamne, FisHer, Benj. W seat, Taylor, a B, 
" Harris, orcross ‘ownse: 
Rin in Heilman, O'Neill, U . 
wee, Henderson, page, Urner 
Bowmaa, H " er, Van Horn 
Briggs, > Payson, Wadsworth, 
Browne, Horr, Pettibone, Walker, 
Buck, Hu! Prescott, Ward 
Burrows, Julius C, Hum > Ranney, Washburn, 
ander, Jones, Reed, Watson, 
Cannon, d . Richardson, D. P. Webber, 
Carpenter, Joyce, Robinson, Geo. D Weat, 
Dowie’ George R. i Shores Willits, 
Javia, ’ n, 
Dawes, Lord Skinner, Wood, Walter A. 
Deering, > Smalls, 
Dezendorf, ee 
Dwight, id Spa . 
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Black mes Densy, MeCinire, Robeson, 
_—, ie BS oe ene Russell, 
, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby Comp, ee Henry 5. N —_— Selle r, 
= Se | ett 
Cook,” — ~ tae, Van Van Voor —_— 
Cornell, Hooker, Pound, illiams, Chas. G 
Crowley, Hubbell, Reagan, Wie . 
Cullen, Kelley, Reese Wilson, 
Cutta, etcham, Rice, Wm. W Wood, Benj 
Dingley, Le Fevre, rtson, ung. 


So the resolutions were agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. HERNDON. 

r. CROWLEY with Mr. HEwrrt of Alabama. 

. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, with Mr. NOLAN. 
. KETCHAM with Mr. BLACK. 

. HASKELL with Mr. WILLIs. 

. ROBESON with Mr. BLOoUNT. 

. SmiTH, of Illinois, with Mr. Cook. 

. Hiscock with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

. RICE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER with Mr. DEUSTER. 

On motion of Mr. CALKINS, by unaninious consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was 

Mr. MOULTON. I now ask es Mr. Cook be sworn in. 

Mr. J. C. Cook, having appeared at the bar of the House, was duly 
qualified, taking the oath p prescribed by sectian 1756 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpsoy, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the Housé that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the House of the following titles : 

A bill tr R. ses} for the relief of Edward Bellows; 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hen- 
drickson; and 

A bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands of Alabama from the 
operation of the laws relating to mineral lands. 


_ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KELLEY. I rise to a privileged . 

Mr. CALKINS. I call up another election case under the instruc- 
tion of my committee, the last one, the case of Lee against Richardson 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. 

Mr. KELLEY. A conference report is in order, I believe? I present 
a privileged report from the committee of conference on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report. But the right to proceed 
to the consideration of the contested-election case is also a question of 
privilege, and one of the highest constitutional character—the right of 
a@ man to his seat. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question. Will the 
House proceed to the consideration of the contested-election case’ 

The ae being taken, the House divided; and there were—ayes 
68, noes 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us have tellers. 

= were refused (not one-fifth of the last vote rising in favor 


So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the con- 
tested-election case. 


INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I present the (te ae Armee ae 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two on the tariff 
vision bill. Before the report is read I desite to make a brief state- 
ment. to the Hi out one or two a? or clerical 
errors which eer e may notice in the 

Mr. BAYN this report submitted sat consideration? 

Mr. KELLEY. As I have ie fr preset consi begins to 
sachivteline tae te eee rs of the House that the conference 

Mr BAYNE. Id I desire to reserve the right to make the point of order 
against the submission of this report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The point of order is reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The is not formally presented as yet. 

. If tis desired to make the pointof 


mem! 
committee of conference have caused their report 
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form, that it may be accessible to every member, a thing that never 
before in connection wey Bag —— —s tariff 
measure. In the ion of the bill a cleri i e or 
ey ‘ale to invite the attention of gentlemen. On 
24 of the printed report the words ‘earthen-ware, stone, and crock- 
Blades 

Several MEMBERS. What line? 

Mr. KELLEY. If gentlemen will permit me to read a carefully pre- 
pared statement which will tell them, I will be glad to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks before the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania roceeds the report ought to be formally presented. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have formally presented the report. If the Chair 
thinks it ought to be read—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman sent the report forward and then 
said he desired to e a prelimi statement. The Chairs 
however, that it had better be formally presented before the gentleman 
makes the statement. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ithinkit had better be read. If, however, the report 
is now considered as formally presented, I desire to make the point of 


order —, it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report of the committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 5538, to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now I raise the question of order. 

Mr. KELLEY. In order now toenable members to know what this 
is, I ask leave to make the statement which I had already begun. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will suspend. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] raises the point of 
order. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to the point of order against the report. Under 
the of Rule XXIX I make the point of order that this report 
does not conform to the rule. That rule provides: 

And there shall accompany every such reporta detailed statement sufficient! 
explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propositions will 
have upon the measures to which they relate. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that there is no such explicit statement 
accompanying this report. Therefore I make the point that it can not 
bereceived under the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] whether there is accompanying the report 
astatement signed by the conferees as to the effect of the amendments 


agreed to Py the conference committee upon the bill? 
Mr. K Y. Yes, sir; I wish to state that there is an index ac- 


companying the bill of changes proposed by the committee of confer- 
ence, giving the page and line of the report, which is appended to every 
printed in the hands of members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is only dealing with those papers which 
have been furnished to the House. The Chair desires to ask if there is 
such a as the rule requires. 

Mr. K EY. Isend it up, sir, to the desk as accompanying the 
“—. It is on the last pages of the printed report. 

SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter to which the gentle- 
man refers does not form such a statement as to bring it within the 
terms of strict compliance with the rule. 
ae KELLEY. Well, sir, we believe that it is a compliance with the 
e. 

The SPEAKER. If there is anything in the form of an accempany- 
ing statement the gentleman had better send it to the desk. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the somsenpenying statement must be in writing, signed 
by the members of the conference committee selected by the House as 

upon the conference, and it must be a statement so ex- 
plicit in its terms as to enable the House to understand the effect of the 
different made in the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. The statement accompanying the bill goes over every 
amendment made in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The index to which the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania refers is simply appended to the report. There is no trouble 
about that. The rule, however, requires a written statement. There 
is no made on the report, as the Chair undetst2 ds; but the point 
of is ae that no statement such as is 1* 1 by the rule ac- 
“aoe t. 

. BAYNE. The point of order I made is that there is no explicit 


statement accom the rt. 

TheSPEAKER. The adic uatemtends the point of order made by 
the gentleman. This is a question of fact. If there be no such accom- 
panying statement the Chair would recommeiid that the report-be with- 
drawn until one can be prepared and furnished. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Rentadhy. I object to its being withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. It is a mere question of fact with which the Chair 

as to whether or not there is such a statement. 
LL. I desire to make a statement of fact. 


now 
Mr. 


The SPEAKER. The written paper is what the Chair is looking for 

Mr. BLACKBURN. A report which was offered yesterday was re- 
fused because of the absence of the accompanying detailed statement 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. HASKELL], not to reason this, but if there is any such paper as is 
required by Rule X XIX the Chair will hear the gentleman in regard to 
that. 

Mr. HASKELL. Thereis. That is what I want to state. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Kansas 
if there is such a paper and it is furnished it will put an end to all this 
discussion; but it can not be furnished by talk. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the Speaker give me a chance to state the 
fact? 

The SPEAKER. If the paper is here that will be the best evidence 
that the rule has been complied with. 

Mr. HASKELL. The rule has been followed strictly by the com 
mittee. The statement required under the rule was from the peculiar 
condition of a tariff bill made a part and parcel of the conference re- 
port. Theconference report is signed, and accompanying it and forming 
a part of it acd covered by the same signatures is the report required 
under the rule. But the conference committee, for the purpose of giv 
ing the House more accurate information than even the rule required, 
took this bill and had it printed with every line marked and with an 
index to it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is it signed ? 

Mr. HASKELL. The report is signed and is onthe desk. Thestate 
ment required under the rule as to the condition of the bill is in the 
report of the conference committee and lies before this House signed 
The printed copy is not signed. That was given to the House by the 
courtesy of the committee, and is more than the rule required. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to know when this signed report was 
presented. 

Mr. HASKELL. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. HASKELL. 


It was presented just now. 
Where and by whom was it signed ? 
It is signed by the conference committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My question is as to the statement required by 
Rule XXIX. When was that signed? 

Mr. HASKELL. That isa part and parcel of the report. And it 
has been printed so as to give the House more full information than 
could possibly be given by any written statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish the gentleman to state whether he has 
not signed that paper since he was on the floor. 

Mr. HASKELL. I signed the conference report in conference. 
the gentleman understand good plain English? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand good plain English and I understand 
an evasion. 

Mr. HASKELL. In the conference committee the report of the 
conference and the statement required by the rule were incorporated 
in one document; and the signature made in the conference committee 
covers the report and this explanation required by the rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the Speaker to hold that the written 
report required under the rule was not presented; and hence my in 
quiry. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas a ques- 
tion. The report presented this morning by the chairman of the Com- _ 
mittee on Ways and Means was signed as I understand by the conferees 
on the part both of the Senate and the House? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALKINS. DolI understand, and isit the fact, that the little 
printed index that is appended to this bill forms also a part of the re- 
port which is upon the Speaker’s table and which has been presented 
to the House by the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. HASKELL. It does. 

Mr. CALKINS. And that that also is signed by the conferees on the 
part of the House? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir; the whole thing is included. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. May I ask for the reading of the 
signatures to the report ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
tional papers. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
about the signatures. 
The SPEAKER. 

about the report. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was signed in the conference last evening. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. As I understand, the paper sent up 
to the Speaker is not a report; it is simply a statement, and I make the 
point of order 

The SPEAKER. 
that is now pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I suppose every gentleman wants - 
to get at the substance and not linger on mere technicalities. There- 
fore, Mr. Speaker 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Does 


I object to the filing of any addi 


There seems to be some question 
Is the paper signed? ‘That is questioned here 
The report is signed. There is no controversy 





The gentleman is making the same point of order 








Let us have order. The gentleman from Mas- 


| sachusetts can not be heard. 
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The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I suppose no one is making ob- 
jections simpiy to delay on this last day of the session and that every- 
body will try to facilitate the consideration of this proposition. Now, 
I submit when it is said the statement must be in writing, that is not 
in the rule atall. ‘‘Adetailedstatement;’’ thatisall. Notadetailed 
statement in writing. And even if the rule employed the words ‘*in 
writing,’’ it has always been held that print is sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. There is no trouble about that question; the re- 
quirements would be satisfied if the statement was in print. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The Chair says there is no 
trouble about that question; then I passon. The Chair ruled last night, 
and I beg to call his attention toit, in regard to the statement to accom- 
pany the conference report on the Army bill, on the objection made by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] that the statement was 
not suflicient, that the Chair would not undertake to decide whether it 
was suflicient or not; there was a statement that was signed. I donot 
profess to give the exact words of the Chair, but they were something 
to that effect. Of course I would not misrepresent or misstate at all. 

The only point is, whether there is a statement here sufficiently in 
detail to give the House upon consideration a true understanding of 
the changes proposed by the conference report. Whatis the statement ? 
i understand, and if 1 am in error [ will be corrected, that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House have signed as that statement the lat- 
ter part of this report; that is sent up as the statement. 

Now, is that sufficiently detailed to give everybody an understand- 
ing of what we are trying todo? That is all there is about it. What 
does that statement do? It takes every subject in the bill and refers 
to that subject by reference to printed pages and lines of the document 
which we have before us. And any gentleman who can read, and we 
all can, by looking at that statement can turn right back to the report 
and find for instance that ‘50 per cent.’’ is stricken out in one place 
and **40 per cent.’’ inserted. Now, everybody knows what that means. 
All the way through it is stated in the same way. 

| trust that the Chair will not upon the merest technicality, I hope 
nobody will insist that there has been no compliance with the rule, 
when it is plain that, the spirit of the rule is answered entirely. Of 
course we all understand that if it is held that this must wait, it will 
not take many minutes, for the conference committee have only to 
withdraw the report, and in a few moments prepare and submit astate- 
ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, That will raise another question, whether it 
can be withdrawn in face of objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think it can be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We have not raised that question yet. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I understand that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the point of order I wish to say this: The 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. KELLEY] tells 
this House that undertaking to comply with Rule XXIX he files with 
the report what he states is an index of the changes proposed. Now, I 
insist that is not a compliance either substantially or technically with 
the second clause of Rule X XIX. 2 

I admit that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roprnson] is 
correct when he says that it is not necessary that this statement shall 
be in writing; | am willing that it should bein print. But I say that 
no verbal statement will suffice. 

I say that yesterday a committee of conference undertook through 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. HENDERSON ] 
tosubmit a report without compliance with that rule, and the report was 
refused, and I say that neither the present oecupant of the chair nor 
any one of his predecessors, since the adoption of this rule, ever allowed 
a conference committee to make a report that was not accompanied 
with a statement either in print or in writing, which complied substan- 
tially with the second clause of the twenty-ninth rule. The census 
report from a conference committee was rejected on that very ground. 
That second clause of Rule X XLX provides: 

And there shall accompany every such report a detailed statement sufficiently 
explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propositions will 
have upon the measures to which they relate. 

Now, I hold this bill in my hand with its index; and Lask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means to tell me what information 
can this House get, what can any member of this House ever ascertain 
or know, as to the results or effects of proposed amendments from the 
two pages of printed matter—not two pages, a page and a half—which 
they have brought here entitled an index ? 

And let me say further, this committee was sent out to deal with 
more subjects thanone. The highest constitutional prerogative known 
to this House was intrusted to its keeping. It was directed to inquire 
into the question as to whether the constitutional prerogatives of this 
Hous. had been invaded. Now, let the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means tell me where or how, from this printed index, this 
House is to find out what conclusion its conferees reached upon that 
high question of prerogative. 

Is there aught either of verbal statement (which is not to be ac- 
cepted) or of written matter or of printed matter which will form any 
guide to any member of this House as to what course that committee 





of conference has taken on that question, or what the effect of thei, 
report is to be? 

More than that; they bring us back a report of one hundred anq 
fourteen pages of print, exclusive of their index. The index upon 
which they rely to comply with this requirement of the rule does jo; 
indicate to us a single solitary sentence, line, word, or syllable that was 
ever proposed in this House or offered in the Senate by way of amend- 
ment. 

There is no compliance with this rule. The conferees stand here at 
this instant asking us to accept a report without any guide at all give) 
to us by which we may ascertain not only how they have discharged 
their duties but whetherthey have discharged them at all or not. The, 
were charged by this House with the duty of investigating whether th» 
Senate had transgressed the limitations of the Federal Constitution, | 
find no statement here in answer; I hear none from the chairman o; 
the committee. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him » 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I desire to call the attention of the gent) 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the fact that the resolution 
which charged the conference committee with the investigation of tha: 
constitutional question said that it ‘‘ may make a report if it found j 
necessary.’’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman for that word. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will permit me to remind him of the 
scene in this House when he himself rebuked the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. HAMMOND] for even raising that question, perhaps he wil! 
spare us much of this discourse on the constitutional question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Maine will permit me to 
suggest to him that I did no such thing. I simply stated, and th 
RECORD will show it, that the resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Georgia was not, so far as I knew, the resultof a party conterenc 
or caucus—that and nothing more. 

Now, I thank the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] for his 
suggestion. He admits that this conference report makes no reply as 
to the manner in which these conferees have discharged the duties im- 
posed upon them by the House. He answers by way of confession and 
avoidance and says that the resolution under which the committee acted 
made it discretionary with the conference committee to inquire into and 
report upon the constitutional prerogative of this House or not. Now, 
I want to know, Mr. Speaker, whether that resolution was introduce: 
with a view of answering the purpose to which it seems now to be pros- 
tituted. Was it to mislead, was it to misguide, was it to deceive, was 
it to impose upon this House by making us believe that a committe 
of conference was going to inquire into that matter and vindicate the 
dignity and rights of this House, when in point of fact there was no 
such purpose? Such is the result. . 

Mr. CALKINS. I suggest to the gentleman whether the point o! 
order now presented does not go simply to the sufficiency of the state- 
ment submitted, which is a matter within the control of the House ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is, I take it, fairly debatable under thi 
point of order; for the second clause of the twenty-ninth rule declares 
that the conferees shall accompany their report with a detailed statement 
showing precisely the result of the changes or amendments recou- 
mended. 

Mr. CALKINS. But when there is in fact a statement, can the 
Speaker rule upon the question of its sufficiency ? Is not that a mat 
ter for the House? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the very question, whether any such 
statement as is required by the rule is here. [insist that it is not, and 
that no other report can come from this conference committee and he 
considered by this House until it shall meet the requirement of the ral 
and respond to the duty with which the conference committee stand 
charged. It is incumbent upon the Chair to see that the duties im 
posed upon that committee have been met and that the rules «! ( 
House have been observed in the manner of procedure adopted })y (i 
committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman will allow me | 
remind him before he takes his seat that this paper which is pretended 
to be a statement of the conference committee is notsigned by the Sen 
ate conferees. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I not only insist upon all Ihave claimed but! 
insist that the report when it shall be submitted to this House tor con- 
sideration shall be accompanied by astatement which, whether in w1it- 
ing or in print, shall fully come up to the demand of the rule, and sha! 
be signed—not here on the floor at the eleventh hour—by the contere: 
on the part of the House and the conferees on the part of the Senate 
well. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman hold that the Senate conferees must 
conform to a rule of the House? , 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I mean to say that under the practice know" 
in this House from its organization until now no conference report wis 
ever submitted here that was not signed by the Senate conferees as well 
as the conferees of the House. : 

I ask consent to append to my remarks portions of the discussio! 
which took place on the adoption of this rule when the report of th: 
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| 
Committee on Rules revising the rules of the House was under con- | 
sideration in the last Congress: 
Rute XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

The presentation ofre orts of committees of conference shall always be in order, 
except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or the House 
is dividing on any v0sition. : ; : 

Mr, WILLIAMs, of Wisconsin. I offer the following as an amendment to the 
rule which hes just nen — 

° : as follows: 

bp rt cae | reports, instead of referring by number to the amendments or prop- 
ositions agreed to in conference, shall be so written out as to inform the House | 
from the reading of the report what effect such amendments or propositions will 
have upon the measures to which they relate. 

“So that, if adopted, the rule will read as follows: | 

“<The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or | 
the House is dividing on any proposition ; and such reports, instead of referring 
by number to the amendments or propositions agreed to in conference, shall be 
so written out as to inform the House from the reading of the report what effect 
such amendments or propositions will have upon the measures to which they 
an BLACKBURN, Let me suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin, speaking | 
for myself, and I doubt not the Committee on Rules, that there is no objection 
to the proposed amendment except in this: it must of necessity be effected by | 
incorporation into the joint rules of the two Houses. This House has no power 
by any action which it may propose to bind the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate; so that, to accomplish the purpose which the gentleman’samendment seeks 
to reach, there must be a provision made in the joint rules between the two 
Houses that will bind the conferees of both. Of course the same conference re- 
port made to this House must be made to the Senate, and we can not bind the 
Senate through its conferees to anything unless we do it by a general rule. 
in favor of the gentleman's proposion. 

* * x # z 

Mr. BLAckeurN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me to suggest an 
amendment which has been suggested to me by the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? A conference report must be a report to the two Houses, 
and must bé identical in word and line and syllable. But if the gentleman by 
his amendment will simply require that the members of the conference on the 
part of the House shall append that statement to their conference report, I will 
support it, 

Nr. WiiuiaMs, of Wisconsin. 
tleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the modification of the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. BLAcKBURN. It is that the amendment be altered so as simply to require | 
the House members of a committee of conference to append to their conference |} 
report a statement of the points covered by the numbers of the amendments 
which the conference report embraces. 

Mr. Cannon, of Illinois. I hope it will not be said, “ append to their report,” 
but that the statement will be included in the report to the House. Then the 
House conferees, in obedience to the House rule, would not consent to a report 
until the information the rule requires is embodied in the regular conference re- 
port, the duplicates respectively for the House and for the Senate being the 
same. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. We can not coerce the Senate by a rule of this House. 

Mr. Cannon, of Illinois. 1 am speaking of what would be the practical work- 
ing ofsuch a rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. A conference report means the report of the conference 
committee of the two Houses. The reports to the two Houses must be dupli- 
cates the one of the other. There can not be a syllable in the conference report | 
made to this House that is not embraced in the report made to the Senate. We | 
can not compel the Senate to do what is here suggested; but I pledge myself I 
will use my t endeavors as a member of the Committee on Rules and of the 
Joint Committee on Rules to have this incorporated into a joint rule to govern 
the two Houses. While assenting to the idea of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
Iam in favor of so modifying his amendment as to require the House membersof | 
the committee of conference to furnish with each conference report an explana- 
tion by a statement in detail of the points in controversy covered by such report 

* * . 

Mr. Kerrer. I understand the reports must be identical, and that is the rea- 
son why I do not want to modify this rule so as to require the House members 
of the committee to state something in addition to the report. 

Mr. Haves. The House members of the committee of conference could not 
live up to this rule in case it should be adopted. 

Mr. BLacksuRN,. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

Mr, Keirer. Certainly. 

Mr, BLacksurn. I will say to the gentleman that I do not see anything in- | 
explicable or difficult of comprehension in the suggestion | have made. Does 
not the gentleman know as well as he may know anything that there is under 
general parliamentary law no power given to a committee of conference to in- 
See er ne into a conference report thatis not already in dispute between the 
two Houses? 

Mr. Keirer. Let me answer the question by asking the gentleman if he does 
not know that in a conference report made to a former Congress a whole body 
of legislation, amounting to a long bill, amounting to pages of print, as it ap- 
peared afterward, in reference to postal matters, was introduced into a confer- 
ence report, because there was a little dispute about some post-office matter? 
Does not the gentleman know that the whole matter of postage on different 
classes of mail matter was reorganized in a conference report, although up to that 
time we had not heard anything of it? 

Mr. BLackrurRn. I do not know to what the gentleman refers, unless it be the | 
Brazilian mail feature ; if so, that was lost. 

Mr. Ketrer. Yes, that was lost; it was adopted in the Senate a 
conference ; but that is not what I refer to. 

Mr. BLacksury, I have only this to say; the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] and myself understand each other. Iam in favor of requiring the 
House members o every conference committee to accompany every conference 
report with an explanatory statement, showing exactly what points are covered 
by that report. Iam in favor of putting that in the rules of the House, if the 
gentleman will consent to so modify his amendment. 

tT. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Allow me to make a single suggestion. 
FS cerns gece simply to the matter of form rather than tothat of substance. 
It requires the conference committee shall use apt and proper words 
i : ; la | 
ustead of numbers in their report. Now, can there be any doubt in the world 
that if we adopt a rule requiring the members of our committee of conference 
to a certain form of report, the members of the conference committee on 
the part of the Senate will accept it? I am willing to accept any amendment 
winich the gentleman may propose, if it will accomplish the purpose I have in 
Mr. RANDALL (the S 
Mr. WILLIAMs, of 


| 
| 





Tam 


I very gladly accept the suggestion of the gen- 


1 * 


question? 


nd lost in the 


My 






ker). Then accept his modification. 
isconsin. I will accept it. 





| make out a written statement of the meaning and intent of the cont 
} ence report. 


| At the time the point of order was 


| the conferees on the part of the House 


The SPEAKER. The Chair must dispose of this question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the Chair hear me for one moment ? 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. On the point of order. I wish to eall the' 
attention of the Chair to a very conspicuous illustration of the carrying 
out of this rule. When ina former Congress I made here a report as 
the chairman of the Census Committee, Mr. CONGER, of Michigan. then 


a member and now a Senator, raised the point of order that 1 must 


My friend from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON ] occupied the 
chair for half an hour, and I was compelled to write the statement her 


on the floor of the House. It does not matter whether the statement 


be written now, or whether it has been written; whether it be in print 
} Or manuscript. The object of this rule, Mr. Speaker, is to give th 
House an explanation of what the conference report means rhere is 


oral statement does 


no other object in the rule \ mere not comply 
with the rule. It has been decided again and again on points of order 
made on both sides that the statement must not be me rely oral, but 
must be submitted in writing or print 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The question heré 
and it is not a new one. 
stated by the 


The Chair is ready to dispose of this question 


I desire to submit a fuller statement from the com 


) 
seems t " 


tvery simple one, 
On yesterday the Chair did 
gentleman from Massachus« 


, as has beer 
tts [Mr. Rowinson ], that it 


Say 


was not called upon to decide the effect of a report Che point of order 
| was made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. Braco] that the eon 
| ference report itself was not sufficiently expli: Che Chair declined 
to go into that question, declined to undertake to analyze the report, 
and decide for the House or the conferees what language should } 
used init. That is as faras the Chair went on the oceasion referred to 
But prior to that, on yesterday, the gentleman from IHlinois [ Mr. Hen 


DERSON ] presented a conference r¢ port, and it was discovered there wa 


no statement at all accompanying it, and the report was not received 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusett May I be allowed to interrupt 
| the Chair for a moment? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts | beg to correct the Chair 1 
saying at the time the point of order was made the re port ol the com 


mittee on conference had not been read, but only the statement, as will 
appear by inspection of the Recorp. 
only made against the statement. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will alittle | the 
RECORD he will see that the langu used was this: The gentlemay, 
from Wisconsin said, ‘‘ 1 make the point of order against that report 
that it does not conform to the rules of the House.’’ That was the lan 


Cherefore the point of order 


lool oser at 





| guage, and it was on that the Chair used the language the gentleman 


from Massachusetts has quoted. The rule provides that the statement 
accompanying the report of the committee of conference shall show th 
effect of proposed changes. Both the 
read, and the point was made inst 
ment. 

The question is presented whether this conference report can be re 
ceived the conterees at all without an accompanying statement 
and under the rule it is perfectly clear that it can not 


Then the 


statement and report had been 
report and not the stat 


4} 
ine 


irom 


question is whether there is an accompanying 
the Chair wa toa 
certain anything that purported to be an accompanying statement was 
inexistence. Since that point of order was made a paper has been fur 
nished at the desk which is entitled ‘* Index to changes proposed by the 


committee of conference,’’ 


statement 


mal not able 


which seems to be signed by a majority ot 
But this does not purport to be 
anaccompanying statement giving any sort of effect to proposed changes 


The Chair thinks there should be an accompanying statement and the 


report can not be received until there is one for consideration. It do« 
not require unanimous consent to withdraw the report 

Mr. KELLEY. I present, Mr. Speaker, the conference report with 
a written statement signed by a majority of the managers on the part 
of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that it must be signed 
on the part of the conferees of the Senate as well | Cries of No!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The practice is the other way. The House rules 


could not require the Senate conferees to sign such a statement 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think the Chair misunderstands me 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Dlinois. In support of the point of order of 
the gentleman from Kentucky | should to have 
the Manual read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Chair misunderstands me. It is not the 
accompanying statement lam anxious should be signed by the confere¢ 
of the Senate, but the conference report. 


like an extract from 


The SPEAKER. That is signed by a majority of the conferees of 
the Senate as well as of the House 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Chair say it is signed by the con 


ferees of the Senate as well as the conferees of the House ? 
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MaRCcH 3, 

The SPEAKER. Itis by the conferees on the part of the Sen- | conference committee; and the index accompan “the report of the 

ate as well as on the part of the House. The Chair thought it was the | committee is made a part of this statement, the index showing the 
accompanying statement to which the gentleman referred. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. No; it was to the report. 

Mr. REED. I do not think the gentleman from Kentucky referred 
to the accompanying statement; but there is confusion in his mind be- 
tween the conference report and the statement accompanying it which 
will be cleared up in a little while. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam delighted to know that, but I have not 
become so thoroughly confused on this question as not to be able to de- 
termine whether I favor tariff legislation or not. I wish the gentleman 
from Maine was equally as clear. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
presents the conference report with an accompanying statement, and the 
accompanying statement will now be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


The managers on the ay of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the conference report: 

As in conference the bill provides for an estimated reduc- 
tion of $67,000,000, Of this amount it is estimated that about 000,000 will re- 
sult from the changes made in the internal-revenue laws and thirty to thirty- 
two million dollars in customs duties. 

The only distinct method of inform’g the House with precision, the effect of 
the changes made in detail, is to furnish an index of and accom- 
pany the same with references to the and line of the bill in which the 
chan are made. The same being asa part of this statement will give to 
the House accurate information of such effected by the conference re- 

rt. They submit as a part of this statement said index and the clauses of the 


ill so changed. 
wa. D, KELLEY, 
EMORY SPEER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Index to changes proposed by committee on conference. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. I make the point of order that this is not such a 
statement as is required by the rule; all that it does is to state the effect 
of the proposed amendments of the Senate; whereas the rule requires 
a statement sufficiently explanatory to show the effect of the proposi- 
tions reported by the committee. What has been just read is an at- 


tempt to state how much this legislation, if enacted into a law, would 


reduce the revenues; but it makes no attempt whatever to state what 


would be the effect of the various changes proposed by the committee 


of conference, or made by them in the Senate amendments such as the 
rule requires. 


Mr. KASSON. I would like to call attention to the fact—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

The Chair will state in rear vt to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that the language contained in this statement does not appear to bear 
out the criticism he makes, that it refers only to fhe amendments of 
the Senate. It relates to the proposed amendments reported by the 





proposed changes made by the conference committee. The Chair cap 
not pass upon the effect of the statement, or the question as to whether 
or not it covers all that it — contain; or hold that it should be 
more full and explicit and embody all that every member of the House 
might desire it toembody. The Chair believes this to be a statement 
entitled to be called such under the rule; and although, as the Chair 
has said, it may not go to the extent that every gentleman might de- 
—— Chair thinks it is nevertheless a statement within the meaning 
of the votes therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, the Clerk to read a brief 
memorandum which I attempted to read as preliminary to the report. 
I will then propose to make a brief statement of the effects of the re- 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire whether the reading of this 
report is waived by permitting the gentleman to begin his argument or 
explanation at this time? 

r. KELLEY. These are a part of my remarks that I am sending 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Illinois 
to ask if it is proper to the discussion before the reading of the 
report, if the Gatien be called for? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not yield the floor to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if the report is to be read, its 
reading ought to precede any debate upon it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Thisisnotdebate. It isan explanation of the effect, 
or rather an explanation as to certain typographical errors which crept 
into the ——— of the report and were printed with it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My objectissimply to reserve the right to demand 
the reading. I do not desire that right to be waived. 

The SP R. if deine th is ht of op amare eg the 
reading of the report, the r will direct the Clerk to read 
what has been forwarded to the desk by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Correct the report as follows: On 24 of the printed report the words 

nm, stone, and crockery” should have been inserted after the word 
“bisque,” in line 418, and the words in lines 421 and 422 printed in Roman should 
be struck out. At the beginning of line 427 the word “or” should be inserted, 
and in the same line the words “ ted, painted. dipped, or cream-colored" 
should be struck out. In line 429, the word “ fifty,” the word “five” should 
be inserted, so it will read “‘ fifty-five.” 


On in lines 716 and 717, the words “and on steel ciroular-saw plates"’ 
should be en out; andatthe end of line718 the following should be added : 
circular-saw plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addi- 

tion to the rate provided for in this act.” 
On page 64 the exception provided in lines 1422 and 1423 should be inclosed iu 

parentheses. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statement furnished by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania refers to the changes to be made in the bill as a part of it. 


But, of course, that being a detailed statement or report embodying the 
whole tariff, we can not vote upon the proposition without hearing it 
read 


“ 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the reading of the 
re 


port? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HASKELL. That demand for the reading is a demand for the 
reading of the statement accompanying the report, I presume? 

The SPEAKER. Itis a demand for the reading of the report, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. HASKELL. Does that go farther than reading the amendments 
to the text? oe 

The SPEAKER. It goes to the extent of reading the whole report, 
whatever it is. The Chair will not undertake to say what it is, not 
having examined. Whatever the report contains, however, if it be a 
matter which the House is required to vote upon, will have to be read 
if the demand for the reading is made. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise toa parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman state it. 

Mr. PAGE. Does the Chair rule that this bill is to be read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so rule. The Chair holds that 
the is to be read if demanded. 

Mr. PAGE. What is the report? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it, whatever it is. All mat- 
ters that the House is required to vote directly upon must be read upon 
the demand of any one member. 

Mr. ANDERSON. As that report is so long, will not the gentleman 
from Illinois withdraw the demand? 

Mr. BERRY. No. I demand its reading. 

Mr. HASKELL. That requires the oy only of the amendments 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not suppose the House would undertake to 
pass a bill and amending the entire tariff from schedule as to 
the very end of the whole tariff system, without having it read in the 
presence and of the House. : 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. The Chair simply directs 
the Clerk to read the report as submitted. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
man demands the reading, there is nothing else in order but that read- 
ing. I hope, therefore, we will proceed at once, so as not to consume 
any more time. f 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the Clerk reading? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is reading the report of the committee 
of conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. VAN HORN. 
elty to the clerks? 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like to ask if the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. SPRINGER] can not relieve the Clerk? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 will ask that by unanimous consent the Speaker 
be authorized to employ such additional reading-clerks as may be nec- 
essary for the remainder of this session. 

Mr. McCOOK. If this is to be read, let it be read at once. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There are enough of us here 
who will volunteer to assist the clerks in the reading. We appreciate 
the fuct that their labors have been heavy, and this is a very lengthy 
report. I myself will certainly assist in this labor, if necessary. 

Mr. McCOOK. We will be willing, any of us, to do that. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyYMPsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had chosen Hon. GrorGE F. Ep 
muNDS, a Senator from the State of Vermont, President pro tempore of 
the Senate in the place of Hon. DAvip Davis, resigned. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located 
at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills 
of the House of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4676) for the relief of certain officers of the Army for 
services actually performed during the rebellion; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5200) authorizing and directing the Postmaster- 
General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with 
the provisions of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


I can not hear the reading. 
Is there no rule of this House that prevents cru- 


Mr. KNOTT. 
from the Senate, the bill (H. R. 5200) authorizing and directing the 
Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in ac- 
cordance with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, 
with amendments by the Senate, be taken from the Speaker’s table, 
when I shall move that the Senate amendments be concurred in 

There was no objection. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 9, strike out “ direct official application or.” 

Page 1, line 32, strike out ‘* application.” 

Page 2, line 4, before “ entitled”’ insert “ or legal representative.”’ 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee of confer- | 


ence, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate disagreed to by the House of Representatives to 
the bill (H. R. 5588) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

Strike out sections 1, 2, and 3, and insert the following: 

(Nore.—The bill as passed by the Senate is printed in roman. The changes 
made by the conference commitiee are indicated as follows: Parts struck out are 
imclosed in brackets; parts inserted a e printed in italic. } 

That the taxes herein specitied imposed by the laws now in force be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, as hereinafier provided, namely: On capital and de- 
posits of banks, !and) bankers, and national banking associations, except such 
taxes as are now due and payable; and on and after the first day of July, cighteen 
hundred and eighty-three, the stamp tax on bank checks, drafts, orders, and 
vouchers, and the tax on matches, perfumery, medicinal preparations, and other 
articles imposed by Schedule A following section thirty-four hundred and thirty- 
seven of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That no drawback shail be allowed upon 
articles embraced in said schedule that shall be exported on and after the firstday 
of July, eighteen hundred and eighty-three: Provided, further, That on and after 

ay fifteenth, eighteen hundred and eighty-three, matches may be removed by 
manufacturers thereof from the place of manufacture to warehouses within the 
United States without attaching thereto the stomps required by law, under such 
regu as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue. 

SEC. 2. That [from] on and after the first day of May, eighteen hundred and 
vighty-three, dealers in leat tobacco shall annually pay twelve dollars; dealers in 
manufactured tobacco shall pay two dollars ani forty cents; all manufacturers of 
tobacco shall pay six dollars; manufacturers of cigars shell pay six dollars; 

co, snuff, and cigars shall pay special taxes as follows: Ped- 
of the first class, as now detined by law, shall pay thirty dollars; ped- 
of the class shall pay fifteen dollars; peddlers of the third class shall 
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lers 
ders 


If the gentleman or any gentle- | pay seven dollars and twenty cents; and peddlers of th 


I ask unanimous consent that the bill just received 


16 fourth class shall pay 
three dollars and sixty cents. Retail dealers in leaf tobacco shall pay two hun 


dred and fifty dollars, and thirty cents for each dollar on the amount of their 
monthly sales in excess of the rate a: PB 


of five hundred dollars per aunu Provided 

| That farmers and producers of tobacco may sell at the place of production to 

bacco of their own growth and raising at reta | directly to consumers, to av amount 
not exceeding one hundred dollars anaually. 

Sec. 3. That hereafter the special tax of a dealer in manufactured tob » shal 
not be required from any farmer, planter, or lumberman who furnishes such to 
bacco only as rations or supplies to his laborers or employés in the same manner 

| other supplies are furnished by him to them: Provided, That the aggregate of the 

| supplies of tobacco so by him furnished shall not exceed in quantity one hundred 
pounds in any one special tax year; that is, from the tirst day of May in any y« 

| until the thirtieth day of April in the next year: And provided further, That such 

| farmer, planter, or lamberman shall not be, at the time he is furnishing suc 


supplies, engaged in the general business of selling dry goods, groceries, or ot he 
similar supplies in the manner of a merchant or storekeeper to others than his 
own empio, l 


2 


es or laborers. 


Src. 4. That (from) on and after [July] Mey first, eighteen hundred and eighty 
three, the internal taxes on snuff, smoking, and manufactured. tobacco, shall be 
eight cents per pound; and on cigars which sl be manufactured and sold or 
removed for consumption or sale on and after the first day of [July] May, eighteen 


hundred and eighty-three, there shall be 





sseased’ and collected the tollowing 
taxes, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof: On cigars of all descriptions, made 
of tobacco or any substitute therefor, three dollars per Sikri n cigarettes 
weighing not more than three pounds per thousand, fif cents per thousand; on 
cigarettes weighing more than three pounds per thousand, three dollars per thou 
sand: Provided, That on all original and unbroken fa packages of smoking 
and manufactured tobacco and snuff, cigars, cheroots, and « irettes Lby man 
ufacturers or dealers at the time such reduction shall go i effect, upon whieh 
the tax has been paid, there shall be allowed a drawback ot te of the full 
amount of the reduction, but the same shall not apply ina @ the claim 
{is less than ten dollars and} has not been [ascertained or} 1 1 witl 
{thirty} siaty days following the date of the reduction; and su ebate to man 
facturers may be paid in stamps at the rednee t ) l ) | t 
or drawback paid for a leas amount than ten dollars. It f the 
Conmnnissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of t s ta of 1 
rreasury, to adopt such rules and regulations and to pre nish suc 
blanks and forms as may be necessary to carry this section int t 
Sec. 5. That from and after the passage of this act ever facturer of t 
bacco or snuff shall, in addition to all other requirements of print on } 
package, or securely affix by pasting on each pack cont 8 
manufactured by or for him, a label on which shall be printed number of the 
manufactory, the district and State in which it is situated, and t words 
NOTICE 
The manufacturer of this tobacco bas complied with all requirements of w 
| Every person is cautioned, under penalties of law, not to use tl wkage for 
tobacco again 
|} Sec. 6. That [from] onandafterthe first day of July, eighteen hundred and eighty 
three, the following sections shall constitute and be a substitute for title thirty 


three of the Revised Statutes of the United States 


| TITLE XXXII 
DUTIES UPON IMPORTS. 


Sec. 2491. All persona are prohibited from importing into the United States from 















any foreign country, any obscene book, pamphlet, paper, writin uivertisement 
circular, print, picture, drawing, or other representation, figure or image on or of 
paper or other material, or any cast, instrument, or other article of an immoral 
nature, or any drug or medicine, or any arti iteve for the prevention of 
conception, or for causing unlawful abortion. No invoice or pac vo whatever 

| or any part of one, in which any such artick re contained shall be admit t« 

} entry ind all invoices and packages whereof any such art es al i « i 

} part are liable to be proceeded against, seized, and forfeited by due co \ 

|} All such prohibited articles in the course of importation s ve ale 

| oflicer of customs, and proceedings taken against t ry ean 6 

following section: Provided, That the drugs here ve fore ( i 

|} ported in balk and not put up for any of the purposes here itied, a 
excepted from the operation of this section 

} Sec. 2492. Whoever, being an officer, agent, or employé of Gove nent of 

| the United States, shall knowingly aid or any person ¢ | 
tion of any of the provisions of law prohi r importin u 

in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail cen 

| representations, or means for preventir conception or pi 

| other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendenc t be « ty ofa 

| misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punishable b e nots han 

| five thousand dollars or by imprisonment at hard labor fo ore t te ears 

| or both 

} Sxc. 2493. Any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, within 
the prcper district, before whom complaint in writing of any violation of the pre 
ceding sections is made, to the satisfaction of sach jad and founded on knowl 
edge or belief, and, if upon belief, setting forth the grounds of such belicf, and sup 
ported by th or affirmation of the compl nt, 0 ISSne, C4 ) to the 
Constithtion, a warrant directed to the marshal, or ar ity marshal, in the 
proper district, directing him to search for, seize, and tak “t motany such 
article or thing hereinbefore mentioned, and to make due and immediate return 
thereof to the end that the same may be condemned and destroyed by proceed 
ines, which shell be conducted in the same manner as other proceedings in the case 
of municipal seizure, and with the same nght of appeal or writ of error 

Sec. 2494. The importation of neat cattle and the hides of neot cattle from any 
foreign country intothe United States is prohibited: Provided, That the operation 
of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or countries, or any 
parts of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
oflicially determine, and give publ ec notice thereof, that such importation will not 
tend to the introduction or spread of contagious or infections diseases among the 
cattle of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered, and it shal] be his duty, to make all necessary orders and tequila 
tions to carry this law into effect, or to suspend the sime as therein provided, and 
to send copies thereof to the proper officers in the United State and to such off 
cers or agents of the United States in foreign countries is be shall judge ne 
Sec. 2495. Any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the provisions of 

| the preceding section shali be fined not exceeding five hundred dollars, or impris 


oned not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court 


Sec. 2496. No watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, or parts of wateh-n 
meuts, or any other articles of foreign manufacture, which vy or simulate 
the name or trade-mark of any domestic manutacture, shall be admitted to entry 
at the custom-houses of the United States, unless such domestic manufacturer is 

| the importer of the same. Andin order to aid the officers of t customs in en 


forcing this prohibition, any domestic manufacturer |of watches] who has adopted 
| trade-marks may require his name and residence and a description of his trade 

| marks to be recorded in books which shall be kept for that purpose in the Depart 
| ment of the Treasury, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
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shall prescribe, and may furnish to the Depestnent fac-similes of such trade- 
marks; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more 

ies of the same to be transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the 
customs. 

Sec. 2497. No goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for by 
treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or —_ 
except in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign vessels as truly an 
wholly belong to the citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods are 
the growth, production, or manufacture; or from which such goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise can only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transportation. All 
goods, wares, or merchandise imported contrary to this section, and the vessel 
wherein the same shall be imported, together with her cargo, tackle, apparel, and 
furniture, shall be forfeited to the United States; and such 8, wares, or mer- 
chandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo shall be liable to be seized, prosecuted, and 
condemned, in like manner, and under the same regulations, restrictions, and 
provisions, as have been heretofore established for the recovery, collection, dis- 
tribution, and remission of forfeitures to the United States by the several revenue 
laws. 

Sec. 2498. The preceding section shall not apply to vessels, or goods, wares, or 
merchandise, imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does not maintain a 
similar regulation against vessels of the United States. 

Sec. 2499. There shall be levied, collected, and paid on each and every non- 
enumerated article which bears a similitade, either in material, quality, texture, 
or the use to which it may be applied, to any article enumerated in this title as 
chargeable with duty, the same rate of duty which is levied and charged on the 
enumerated article which it most resembles in any of the particulars before men- 
tioned; and if any non-enumerated article equally resembles two or more enumer- 
ated articles on which different rates are chargeable, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid on such non-enumerated article the same rate of duty as is charge- 
able on the article which it resembles paying the highest duty; and on all articles 
manufactured from two or more materials the duty shall be assessed at the highest 
rates at which the component material of chief value may be chargeable. Jf two 
or more rates of duty should be —— to any imported article, it shall be classified 
Sor duty under the highest of such rates: Provided, That non-enumerated articles 
similar in material and quality and texture, and the use to which they may be 
applied, to articles on the free list, and in the manufacture of which no dutiable 
materials are used, shall be free. 

Sec. 2500. Upon the reimportation of articles once exported of the growth, — 
net, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal tax has n 
assessed or paid, or upon which such tax has been paid and refunded by allowance 
or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty equal to the tax im- 
posed by the internal-revenue laws upon such articles. 

Sec. 2501. A discriminating duty of ten per centum ad valorem, in addition to 
the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, 
wares, and merchandise which shall be imported on vessels not of the United 
States; but this discriminating duty ehall not apply to goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, entitled, by 
treaty or any act of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States on 
peowent of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, wares, and merchan- 

ise imported in vessels of the United States. 

Sec. 2502. There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported 
from foreign countries, and mentioned in the schedules herein contained, the rates 
of duty which are, by the schedules, respectively prescribed, namely : 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICAL PRODUCTS. 


Glue, twenty (five) per centum ad valorem. 

Beeswax, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Gelatine and all similar preparations, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Glycerine, crude, brown or yellow, of the specific gravity of one and twenty- 
five hundredths or less at a temperature of sixty degrees Fahrenheit, not puri- 
fied by refining or distilling, two cents per pound. 

Glycerine, refined, five cents per pound. 

Fish-glue or isinglass, twenty-five per centam ad valorem. 

Phosphorus, ten cents per pound. 

Soap, hard and soft, all which are not otherwise specially enumerated or 
vided for in this act, acd castile soap, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Fancy, perfumed, and all descriptions of toilet soap, fifteen cents per pound. 

Sponges, twenty ond centum ad valorem. 

Sumac, ground, three-tenths of one cent per pound, and sumac extract, twenty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Acid, acetic, acetous, or pyroligneous acid, not exceeding the specific gravity 
of one and forty-seven one thousandths, two cents per pound ; a the spe- 
cific gravity of one and forty-seven one-thousandtha, ten cents per pound. 

Acid, citric, ten cents per pound. 

Acid, tartaric, ten cents per pound. 

Camphor, refined, five cents per pound. 

Castor beans, or seeds, fifty cents per bushel of fifty pounds. 

Castor oil, eighty cents per gallon. 

Cream of tartar, six cents per pound. 

Dextrine, burnt starch, gam substitate, or British gum, one cent per pound. 

Extract of hemlock, and other bark used for tanning, not otherwise enumerated 
or provided for in this act, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Glucose, or grape sugar, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Indigo, extracts of, and carmined, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Iodine, resublimed, forty cents a pound. 

Licorice, paste or roll, seven and one-half cents per pound; licorice juice, three 
cents per pound. 

Oil of po ceawen, essential, or bay rum essence or oil, two dollars and fifty cents 
per pound. 

Oil, croton, fifty cents per pound. 

Oil, flaxseed or linseed, and cotton-seed oil, twenty-five cents per gallon; seven 
and one-half pounds weight to be estimated as a gallon. 

Hemp-seed oii and rape-seed oil, ten cents per gallon. 

Soda and potassa, tartrate, or rochelle salt, three cents pound. 

Strychnia, or strychnine, and all salts thereof, fifty pond ad ounce. 

Tartars, partly refined, including lees crystals, four cents per nd. 

Alumina, alam, patent alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and alu- 
penne cake, and alum in crystals or ground, [fifty] sizty cents per hundred 
pounds. 

Ammonia, anhydrous, liquefied by pressure, twenty per centam ad valorem. 

Ammonia aqua, or water of ammonia, twenty per centum ad v: . 

Ammonia wuriate of, or sal-ammoniac, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Ammonia, carbonate of, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Ammonia, sulphate of, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

All imitations of natural mineral waters and all artificial mineral waters, thirty 
per orptum ad valorem. 

Asbestos, manufactured, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Baryta, sulpate of, or barytes, unmanufactured, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured [twenty per centum ad valorem], 
one-fourth of one cent per pound. 

Refined borax, five cents per pound. 

Pure boracic acid, five cents per pound ; commercial boraric acid, four cents per 
pound; borate of lime, three cents per pound ; crude borax, three cents per pound. 


pro- 


Cement, Roman, Portland, and all others, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

oe and — white, dry, one-half cent per pound; ground in oil, or putty 
one cent per pound. ys 

Prepared chalk. precipitated chalk, French chalk, red chalk, and all 
preparations which are not specially enumerated or in this ect ona 
per centum ad valorem. 

Chromic acid, fifteen per centum ad valorem. 

Chromate of potash, three cents per pound. 

Bi-chromate of h, three cents per pound. 

Cobalt, oxide of, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitriol, three cents per pound. 

Iron, sulphate of, or copperas, three-tenths of one cent per pound. 

Acetate of lead, brown, four cents per pound. 

Acetate of lead, white, six cents per pound. 

White lead, when dry or in , thres cents per pound. 

When ground or mixed in oil, three cents per pound. 

Litharge, three cents per pound. 

Orange mineral, and red lead, three cents per pound. 

Nitrate of lead, three cents per pound. 

Magnesia, medicinal, carbonate of, five cents per pound. 

Magnesia, calcined, ten cents per pound. 

a ~~ vee of, or Epsom salts, one-half of one cent per pound 

otas 


: Crude, carbonate of, or fased, and caustic potash, twenty per centum ad va 
orem. 

Chlorate of, three cents per pound. 

Hydriodate, iodide and iodate of, fifty cents per pound. 

Prussiate of, red, ten cents per pound. 

Prussiate of, yellow, five cents per pound. 

Nitrate of, or saltpeter, crude, one cent per 

Nitrate of, or refined saltpeter, one and one- 

~~ of, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

‘ a: 

Soda-ash, one-quarter of one cent per pound. 

Soda, sal, or soda crystals, one-quarter of one cent per pound. 

Bi-carbonate of, or super-carbonate of, and saleratus, calcined or pear! ash, one 
and one-half cents per pound. 

Hydrate or caustic, one cent per pound. 

Sulphate, known as salt cake, crude or refined, or niter cake, crude or refined 
and Glauber’s salt, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Soda, silicate of, or other alkaline silicate, one-half of one cent per pound 


ge 
Refined, in rolls, ten dollars per ton. 

Sublimed, or flowers of, twenty dollars per ton. 

Wood-tar, ten per centam ad valorem. 

Coal-tar, crade, ten = centum ad valorem. 

Coal tar, productsof, suchas naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oil, and pitch, twenty 
per centum ad valorem. 

All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known and not specially enn: 
ated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

All preparations of coal-tar, not colors or dye, not specially enumerated or pr 
vided for in this act, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Ln rey and otber dyewoods, extracts and decoctions of, ten per centum a 
valorem. 

Ultramarine, five cents per pound. 

Turpentine, spirits of, twenty cents oe? gallon. 

Colors and paints, including lakes, whether dry or mixed, or ground with wate: 
or oil, and not specially enume' or provided for in this act, twenty-five pe: 
centum ad valorem. 

The pigment known as bone black, and ivory-drop black, and bone char, twenty 
five per centum ad valorem. 

Ocher and ochery earths, umber and umber earths, and sienna and sienna earths 
when dry, one-half of one cent per pound; when ground in oil, one and one-half 
cents per pound, 

Zine, oxide of, when dry, one and one-fourth cent per pound. 

Zinc, oxide of, when ground in oil, one and three-fourths cent per pound. 

All pre tions known as essential oils, expressed oils, distilled oils, rendered 
oils, alkalis, alkaloids, and all combinations of any of the foregoing, and al! chemi 
cal compounds and salts, by whatever name known, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

parations: all medicinal preparations known as cerates, conserves, deco 
tions, emulsions, extracts, solid or fluid; infusions, juices, liniments, lozenyes 
mixtures, mucilages, ointments, oleo-resins, pills, plasters, powders, resins, sup 
positories, oe vinegars, and waters, of any of which alcohol is not a component 
and which are not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, twent) 

ve per centum ad valorem. 

Tbarks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, and bulbous roots, and excres 
cences, such as nutgalls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, grains, gums, and gum-resins 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots and stems, spices, vegetables, seeds (a! 
omatic, not garden seeds), and seeds of morbid growth, weeds, woods used ex 

ressly for dyeing, and dried insects, any of the foregoing of which are not edible 

t which have been advanced in value or condition by refining or grinding, or b) 
other process of manufacture, and*nop specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, ten per centum ad valorem. 

All non-dutiable crude minerals, but which have been advanced in value or con 
dition by refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, ten per centum ad valorem. ; 

All ground or powdered spices not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, f ve cents per pound. 

All earth or clays, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, one dollar and fifty cents per ton. 

All earths or clays, wrought or manufactured, not specially enumerated or os 
vided for in this act, three dollars per ton; china clay, or kaoline, three dollars 


r ton. 
WFrcecictary pre ions, to wit: All cosmetics, pills, powders, troches, or |oz 
enges, sirups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, tonics, plasters, liniments, salves, oint 
ments, pastes, oe waters, essences, spirits, oils or preparations or compositions 
recommended to the public as proprietary articles, or prepared according to some 
private formula, as remedies or specifics for any dise.se or diseases, or affections 
whatever, affecting the haman or animal body, including all toilet preparations 
whatever, used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, fifty per centum ad valorem. 
Alcoholic preparations: . 
Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne witer, two dollars per gallon and fifty 
per centum ad valorem. 
—— spirits, containing fifty per centum of anhydrous alcohol, one dollar 
per gallon. 
gl cohol, containing ninety-four per cent. anhydrous alcohol, two dollars per 
on. 
Alcoholic compounds, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for, two 
dollars per gallon for the alcohol contained and twenty-five per centum ad valorew. 
Chloroform, fifty cents per 


mand. 
f cents per pound. 





Collodion, and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name known, fifty 
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rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, sixty cents per 


pornd ; u 

er an when in finished or partly finished item, sizty cents per pound and | 

prenty-five per centum ad valorem. 
Ether, sulphuric, fifty cents per pound. 
Hoffman's anod yne, thirty cents per pound. 
lodoform, two dollars 


r pound. 
Acid, tannic, and tann 





a = dollar per Sennd. 
er, nitrous, spirits of, thirty cents per pound. 
ps hm three dollars per pound. 

‘Amylic alcohol, or fusel oil, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Oil of Cognac, or oenantic ether, four dollars per ounce. 

Frait ethers, oils, or essences, two dollars and fifty cents per pound. 

Oil or essence of rum [or bay rum essence or oil), fifty cents per ounce 

Ethers of all — not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, one 

9 r und. 
ag ey a brandy, fifty per centum ad valorem. 

Preparations: All mourns yooparetions known as essences, ethers, extracts | 

mixtares, spirits, tinctures, and medicated wines, of which alcohol is a component | 
_ not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, tifty cents per pound. 

Varnishes of all kinds, forty per centum ad valorem; and on spirit varnishes, 
one dollar and thirty-two cents additional per gallon. : 

Opium, crude, containing nine per cent. and over of morphia, one dollar per 
The importation of opium, containing less than nine per cent. morphia is 
prohibited. . j 7 : : 

Opium, prepared for smoking, and all other penquections of opium not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, ten dollars per pound ; but opium prepared 
for smoking, and other preparations of opium deposited in bonded warehouses shall 
pot be removed therefrom for exportation without payment of duties, and such 
duties shall not be refunded. me ; 

Opium, aqueous extract of, for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as landanum, and 
af other liquid preparations of opium, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, forty per centum ad valorem. 

Morphia or morphine, and all salts thereof, one dollar per ounce. 

ScHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 

Brown earthenware, common stoneware, gas-retorts, and stoneware not orna- 
mented, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, including 
plaques, ornaments, charins, vases, and statuettes, painted, printed, or gilded, er 
otherwise decorated or ornamented in any manner, sixty per centum ad valorem. 





ound. 


ome oa 


China, porcelain, parian, and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented or | 


decorated in any manner, fifty-five per centum ad valorem. 

All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware, white, glazed, or edged, [printed, 
painted, dipped, or cream-colored, }] composed of earthy or mineral substances, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, fifty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Stoneware, above the capacity of ten gallons, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Encaustic tiles, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Brick, fire-brick, and roofing and paving tile, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Slates, slate pencils, slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 
manufactures of slate, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Roofing-slates, twenty-tive per centum ad valorem. 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (covered or un 
covered), pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed green and 
colored bottle glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, Nope! per centum ad valorem] one cent per pound ; if 
filled, and not otherwise in this act provided for, said articles shall pay, {exclasive 
of contents,] thirty per centum ad valorem in addition to the duty on the contents. 

Ftint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed flint 
or lime glassware, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, forty per 
centum ad valorem ; if filled, and not otherwise in this act provided for, said ar- 
ticles shall pay, exclusive of contents, forty per centum ad valorem in addition to 
the duty on the contents. 

Articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, silvered, stained, sil- 
vered, or gilded, not including plate-glass, or looking-glass plates, forty-five per 
centum ad valorem. 


All glass bottles and decanters, and other like vessels of glass, shall, if filled, pay the | 





same rates of duty, in addition to any duty chargeable on the contents, as if not | 


filled, except as in this act otherwise specially provided for. 

Cylinder 
and one-half cents per square foot ; above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty- 
Sour inches square, four cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding twenty- 
Sour by thirty inches square, siz cents per square foot ; above that, and not exceeding 
twenty-four 
cents per square foot. 

Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceeding ten by 
fifteen inches square, one and three-eighths cents per pound; above that, and not 
exceeding sixteen by twenty-four inches square, one and seven-eighths cents per 
pound; above that, and not exceeding twenty-four by thirty inches square, two 
and three-eighths cents per pound; all above that, two and seven-eighths cents 
per pound : ided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, 


imported in boxes containing fifty square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, now | 


known and commercially designated as fifty feet of glass, single thick and weigh- 
ing not to exceed fifty-five pounds of glass per box, shall be entered and computed 
as tifty pounds of glass only; and that said kinds of glass imported in boxes con- 
taining, as nearly as sizes will permit, fifty feet of glass, now known and commer- 


cially desi as fifty feet of glass, double thick and not exceeding ninety | 
8 in weight, shall be entered and computed as eighty pounds of glass only ; 


it in all other cases the duty shall be computed according to the actual weight of 


Fiated, rolled, or rough plate-glass, not including crown, cylinder, or common 
ie pom, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches square, seventy-five cents per 
red square feet; a 


one ve that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches square, one cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding twenty- 
four by thirty inches square, one cent and a half per square foot; ail above that, 


two cents per square foot. And all fluted, rolled, or rough plate-glass, weighing 
over one hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an additional 
duty on the excess at the same rates herein imposed. 


Cast polished glass, unsilvered, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches square, 
ree, Sante per square foot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty- 
ne 


square, five cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
twenty-four by thirty inches square, eight cents per square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding twenty-four by sixty inches square, twenty-five cents per square 
foot ; all above that, fifty cents per square foot. 

Cast aoe plate-glass, silvered, or looking-glass plates, not exceeding ten by 
fifteen Inches square, four cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
sixteen by twenty-four inches square, six cents per square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding twenty-four by thirty inches square, ten cents per square foot; 
above that, not exceeding twenty-four by sixty inches square, thirty-five 


cents per foot; all above that, sixty cents per square foot. 
“abate looking gas —_ or plate-glass, silvered, when framed, shall pay a less 


than posed upon similar glass of like description not framed, 





| 
siaty inches square, twenty cents per square foot ; all above that, forty 





| glanced herein provided for, which has been pickled or 
and crown glass, polished, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches omen, two | 


but shall be liable to pay, in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad valorem upon 
such frames. ‘ 

Porcelain and Bohemian glass, chemical glassware, painted glassware, stained 
glass, and all other manufactures of glass or of which glass shall be the component 
material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, forty- 
five per centum ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE C.—MRTALA. 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from 
burnt pyrites, [fifty] serenty-five cents per ton. Sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sul 
phuret of iron in its natural state, containing not more than three and one-half per 
centum of copper, [fifty] seventy-five cents per ton: Provided, That ore containing 
more than (three and one-half} two per centum of copper, (dry assay,} shall pay 
in addition thereto, two and one-half cents per pound for the copper contained 
therein. 

Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, [and] wrought and cast scrap-iron, and 
serap-steel, three-tenths of one cent per pound, {six dollars and fifty cents per ton ;} 
but nothing shall be deemed serap-iron or scrap-steel except waste or refuse iron 
or steel that Las been in actual use and is fit only to be remanufactured 

Iron railway-bars, weighing more than twenty-five pounds to the yard, seven- 
tenths of one cent per pound. 

Steel railway-bars and railway-bars made in part of steel, weighing more than 
twenty-five pounds to the yard, [seven-tenths of one cent per pound, } seventeen 
dollars per ton. 

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than one inch wide, nor 
less than three-eighths of one inch thick, [eighteen dollars per ton] eight-tenths of 
one cent per pound ; comprising round iron not less than three-fourths of one inch 


| in diameter, and square iron not less than three-fourths of one inch square, [twenty 
| dollars per ton) one cent per pound ; so gee flats less than one inch wide, or 
| less than three-eighths of one inch thick; round iron less than three-fourths of 


one inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of oneinch in diameter, and square 


iron less than three-fourths of one inch square, [twenty-two dollars per ton} one 
and one-tenth of one cent per pound: Provided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops 
or other forms less finished than iron in bars, and more advanced than pig-iron 
except castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and pay a duty accordingly ; and 
none 6! the above iron shall pay a less rate of duty than thirty-five per centum ad 
valorem: Provided further, ‘That on all iron manufactured with ch oal as fuel 
farther advanced in manufacture than iron in pigs, there shall be three dollars 


ver ton additional to the duty imposed on the same manufactured with other fuels. } 

hat all iron bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any kind, in the manufacture 
of which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a duty of twenty-two d 
ton. 

Iron or steel tee rails, weighing not over twenty-five pounds to the yard, nin 
tenths of one cent per pound; [and] iron or steel flat rails, punched, eigiit 
one cent per pound. 

Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of one inch in 
and bars or shapes of rolled iron not specially enumerated or pro 
act, one and [one-tenth] fwo-tenths of one cent per pound 

{Armor or other plate iron or steel, or combination of iron and steel, finished or 
unfinished, not less than one and a half inches thick, 
per pound. } 

Boiler or other plate iron, sheared or unsheared, skelp-iron 
grooves, oue and one-fourth cents per pound ; {and} shect-iron, common or black, 
thinner than one inch and one-half and not thinner than number twenty wire 
gauge, one and one-tenth of one cent per pound; thinner thannumber twenty wire 


lars per 


tenths of 
liamete7 


vied for in this 


one-and one-half of one cent 


sheared or rolled in 


gauge and not thinner than number twenty-five wire gauge, one and two-tenthsa 
of one cent per pound; thinner than number twenty-five wire gauge and not 
thinner than number twenty-nine wire gauge, one and five-tenths of one cent per 

thinner than number twenty-nine wire gange, and all iron commercially 


yound 

Cooma as common or black taggers iron, whether put up in boxes or bundles or 
not, thirty per centum ad valorem: And provided, That on all such iron and steel 
sheets or plates aforesaid, excepting on what are known e uly as tin-plate 
terne-plates, and taggers tin, and hereafter provided for, (not thinner than number 


mmere 


twenty-nine wire gauge,] when galvanized or coated with zine or spelter, or other 
metals, or any alloy of those metals, three-fourths of one cent per pound additional 
Polished, planished, or glanced shect-iron, or sheet-steel, by whatever name 


designated, two and one-half cents per pound: Provided, That plate or sheet or 
taggers iron, by whatever name designated, other than the polished or 
cleaned by acid, or by any 
other material or process, and which is cold rolled, shall pay one-quarter cent per 
pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers 
tron. 

Iron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron, coated with tin or lead, or with a 
mixture of which these metals is a component part, by the dipping or any other 
process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagvers tin, one 
cent per pound; corrugated or crimped sheet iron or steel, one and four-tenths of 
one cent per pound 

Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron, eight inches or less in width and not thin 
ner than number ten wire gauge, one cent per pound; thinner than number ten 
wire gauge and not thinner than number twenty wire gauge, one and two-tenths 
of one cent per pound; thinner than number twenty wire gauge, one and four- 
tenths of one cent per pound: Provided, That all articles not specially ennmerated 
or provided for in this act, whether wholly or partly manufactured, made from 
sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron berein provided for, or of which such sheet, 
plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron shall be the material of chief value, shall pay one- 
fourth of one cent per pound more daty than that imposed on the iron from which 
they are made, or which shall be such material of chief value 

[ron and steel cotton-ties, or hoops for baling purposes, not thinner than number 
twenty wire gauge, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Cast-iron pipe of every description, one cent per pound. 

Cast-iron vessels, plates, stove- plates, andirons, sad-irons. tailors’ irons, hatters’ 
irons, and castings of iron, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
one and one-quarter of one cent per pound, 

Cut nails and spikes, of iron or steel, one and one-quarter of one cent per pound. 

Cut tacks, brada, or sprigs, not exceeding sixteen ounces to the thousand, two 
and one-half cents per thousand; exceeding sixteen ounces to the thousand, three 
cents per pound. 

Iron or steel railway fish-plates, or splice-bars, one and [one-half] one-fourth of 


planished 


| one cent per pound. 


| finished hinges or binge-blanks, two and one-half of one cent per pound. 


Malleable iron castings, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act 
two cents per pound. 

Wrought iron or steel spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, 
two cents per pound. 

Anvils, [two cents per pound) anchors or parts thereof, mill-irons and mill-cranks 
of wrought iron, and wrought iron for ships, and forgings of iron and steel, for vessels, 
steam-engines, and locomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each twenty-five pounds or 
more, two cents per pound. 

Tron or steel rivets, bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt-blanks, and 

Iron or steel blacksmiths’ hammers and siedges, track tools, wedges, and crow- 
bars, two and one-half of one cent per pound. 

Iron or steel axles, parts thereof, axle-bars, axle-blanka, or forgings for axles, 
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without reference to the stage or state of manufacture, two and one-half of one 
cent per poun *. 

Forgings of iron and steel, or forged iron, of whatever shape, or in whatever 
stage of manufacture, not qoaaly enumerated or provided for in this act, two 
and one-half cents per pound. 

Horseshoe-nails, hob-nails, and wire-nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
najls, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, four cents per pound. 

Boiler tubes, or flues, or stays, of wrought iron or steel, three cents per pound. 

Other wrought iron or steel tubes or pipes, two and one-quarter cents per pound. 

Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three-fourths of 
one inch in diameter, one and three-quarter cents per pound; less than three- 
fourths of one inch and not less than three-eighths of one inch in diameter, two 
cents per pound; less than three-eighths of one inch in diameter, two and one- 
half cents per pound. 

Croas-cut saws, eight cents per linear foot. 

Mill, pit, and drag saws, not over nine inches wide, ten cents per linear foot ; 
over nine inches wido, fifteen cents per linear foot. 

Circular saws, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Hand, back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, forty per centum ad valorem. 

Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats of all cuts and kinds, four inches in length 
and under, thirty-five cents per dozen ; over four inches in length and under nine 
inches, seventy-five cents per dozen; nine inches in length and under fourteen 
inches, one dollar and fifty cents per dozen ; fourteen inches in length and over, 
two dollars and fifty cents per dozen. 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooma, and slabs, by whatever process made ; die 
blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tapered or beveled bars; bands, hoops, 
strips, and sheets of all gauges and widths; plates of all thicknesses and widths ; 
steamer, crank, and other shafts ; wrist or crank mines connecting-rods and piston- 
rods; pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, or blanks of sheet or plate steel, or 
combination of steel and iron, punched or not punched; hammer-molds or swaged 
steel; gun-molda, not in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel tools ; all de- 
scriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron-molded steel castings, all of the 
above classes of steel not otherwise specially provided for in this act, valued at 
[five] four cents a pound or less, forty-five per centum ad valorem ; above [five] 

Jour cents a pound and not above (nine) seven cents per pownd, two (and one-fourth } 
cents per pound; valued above [nine] seven cents and not above ten cents per pound, 
{three} (eo and [one-fourth] three-fourths cents per pound ; valued at above ten cents 
per pound, three and one-fourth cents per pound: Provided, That on all iren or 
steel bars, rods, strips, or steel sheets, of whatever shape, and on all iron o> steel 
bars of irregular shape or section, cold-rolled, cold-hammered, or polished in any 
way in addition to the ordinary process of hot-rolling or hammering, |and on steel 
circular saw plates.) there shall be paid one-feurth cent per ——— in addition to 
the rates provided in this act, and on steel circular saw plates there shall be paid one 
cent per pound in addition to the rate provided for in this act. 

Iron or steel beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, [tees] 
TT, columns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beama, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or 
steel, one and one-fourth of one cent per pound. 

[Steel wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or partly finished, and iron 
or steel locomotive, car, and other railway tires, or parts thereof, wholly or partly 
manufactured, two and one-fourth of one cent per pound.) 

Steel whecls and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or ney 
finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car, and railway tires, or parts thereof, 
wholly or partly manufactured, two and one-half of one cent per pound ; iron or 
ateel ingots, cogged ingota, blooms or blanks for the same, without regard to the degree 
of manufacture, two cents per pound. 

Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence-wire rods, round [or flat], in coils and 
— ~ not lighter than number five wire gauge, valued at three and one-half cents 
or less per pound, six-tenths of one cent per pound. Tron or steel, flat with longi- 
tudinal ribs for the mannfacture of fencing, six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

Screws, commonly called wood screws, two inches or over in length, six cents 
per pound; one inch and less than two inches in length, eight cents per pound; 
over one-half inch and less than one inch in length, ten cents per pounds; one-half 
inch and less ir length, twelve cents per pound. ‘ 

Iron or steel wire, smaller than number five and not smaller than number ten 
wire gauge, one and one-half cents per pound; smaller than number ten and not 
smaller than number sixteen wire gauge, two cents per pound; smaller than num- 
ber sixteen and not smaller than number twenty-six wire gauge, two and one-half 
cents per pound; smaller than number twenty-six wire gauge, three cents per 
pound: Provided, That iron or steel wire covered with cotton, silk, or other ma- 
terial, and wire commonly known as crinoline, corset, and hat wire, shall pay four 
cents per pound in addition to the foregoing rates: And provided further, That no 
article made from iron or steel wire, or of which iron or steel wire is a component 
part of chief value, shall pay a less rate of duty than the iron or steel wire from 
which it is made either wholly or in part: And provided further, That iron or steel 
wire-cloths, and iron or steel wire-nettings, made in meshes of any form, shall pay 
a duty equal in amount to that imposed on iron or steel wire of the same gauge, 
and two cents per pound in addition thereto: [And i Surther, That wire 
rope and wire strand, of iron or steel wire, shall pay the same rates of duty that 
are levied on the wire of which they are made and one-fourth of one cent per 
pound additional: And provided further, Thaton all of the kinds ofiron or steel, or 
articles or manufactares of iron or steel hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except 
fence-wire, when galvanized or coated with any metal cr alloy, or mixture of 
metals by any process whatsoever, not including paints, there shall be paid (ex- 
cepting on what are known commercially as tin plates, terne plates, an 
tin, and hereinbefore provided for) one-fourth cent per in addition to the 
rates provided in this act.) There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire 
(except fence wire) one-half of one cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed on 


the wire of which it is made. Oniron wire and wire strand, one cent pound 
t~ addition to the rates imposed om the wire of which itis made. On steel wire rope 
and wire strand, two cents per pound in ition to the rates imposed on the wire of 


which : is made. 
Steel, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act [thirty] forty- r 
centum ad velecem : ided, That all metal produced from Noe or Ea pa teged ocd 
is cast and malleable, of whatever description or form, without regard to the 
centage of carbon contained therein, whether 
verted, cast, or made from iron or its ores, by t 
Thomas-Gilcbrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or open-hearth process, or by the equiv- 
alent of either, or by the combination of two or more of the processes, or their 
equivalents, or by any fusion or other process which produces from iron or its 
ores a metal either granular or fibrous in structure, which is cast and malleable, 


excepting what is known as malleable iron castings, shall be classed and denom- 
inated as steel. 
loss or 


No allowance or reduction of duties for partial damage in consequence 
of rust or of discoloration shall be made upon any description of iron or oneal, or 
upon any partly manufactured article of iron or steel, or upon any manufacture of 


iron and steel, 
ee albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, twenty-five per centum 
valorem. 
Copper, imported in the form of ores, two and one-half cents on each of 
fine copper contained therein; regulus of and black or coarse copper, 
cement, three and one-half cents on each pound of fine cupper contained therein; 


per- 
pn by cementation, or con- 
e crucible, Bessemer, pneumatic, 


taggers © 








en 


old copper, fit only for remanu from new copper, and 
position metal of which copper is a com t material of chief value not — 
enumerated or provided for in this act, three cents pound; copper in plates 
bars, ingots, Chili, or other pigs, and in other forma, not manufactured, or ¢p, 
merated in this act, four cents per pound; in rolled plates, brazier’s copper 
sheets, rods, pi pom and copper bottoms, and all manufactures of copper, or of 
which copper shal be a component of chief value, not speeially enumerated ,- 
provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Brass, in bars or pig, old brass, and clippings from brass or Dutch metal. 
and one-half cent per nd. 

Lead ore, and lead dross, one and one-half cent per pound 

Lead, in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks and bars, 4). 
old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured, two cents per pound. : 

Lead, in sheets, pipes, or shot, three cents per pound. 

Nickel, in ore, matte, or other crade form not ready for consumption in the arts 
fifteen cents per pound on the nickel contained therein. 

Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the element of ¢))\.; 
valua, m cents per pound. 

Zine, spelter, or tatenegue, in blocks or pigs, and old worn-out zine, fit only to }, 
remanufactured, one and one-half =? gad pound; zinc, spelter, or tutencgue jy 
sheets, two and one half cents per pound. 

Sheathing, or yellow metal, not wholly of copper, nor wholly nor in part of iroy 
ungalvanizec, in sheets, forty-eight inches long and fourteen inches wide. ay) 
weighing from fourteen to thirty-four ounces per square foot, thirty-five per centuy 
ad valorem. 

Antimony, as regulus or metal, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Bronze powder, fifteen per centum ad valorem. 

Cutlery, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty-tiy 
centum ad valorem. 

Dutch or bronze metal, in leaf, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Steel plates, engraved, stereotype plates, and new types, twenty-five per centuy 
a valorem. 

Gold-leaf, one dollar and fifty cents per package of five hundred leaves 

Hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, three cents per pound. 

Muskets, rifles, and other fire-arms, not specially enumerated or provided for \) 
this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

All sporting breech-loading shot-guns, and pistols of all kinds, thirty-five »» 
centam ad valorem. 

Forged shot-gun barrels, rough-bored, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Needles for knitting or sewing machines, thirty-five per centum ad valoren 

Needles, sewing, darning, knitting, and all others not specially enumerated. 
provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Pen-knives, pocket-knives, of all kinds, and razors, fifty per centum ad valo 
rem ; swords, sword-blades, and side-arma, thirty tive per centum ad valorem 

Pens, metallic, twelve cents per gross; pen-holder tips and pen-holders, or parts 
thereof, |forty] thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Pins, solid-head or other, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Britannia ware, and plated and gilt articles and wares of all kinds, thirty-tiv: 
per centum ad valorem. 

uicksilver, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Silver leaf, seventy-five cents per package of five hundred leaves 

Type-metal, twenty per centam ad valorem. 

Chromate of iron, or chromic ore, tifteen per centum ad valorem. 

{Metallic} Mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought, not s).« 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for \) 
this act, com wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pewter 
tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or whol! 
manufactured, (thirty-five) forty-five per centum ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE D.—Woop AND WoopEN Wares. 

Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building wharves 
twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Timber, square: or sided, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act 
one cent per cubic foot. 

Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white-wood, sycanoi 
and bass-wood, one dollar per one thousand feet, board measure ; all other articles 
of sawed lumber, two dollars per one thousand feet, board measure. But » her 
lamber of any sort is planed or finished, in addition to the rates herein provided 
there shall be levied and paid for each side so planed or finished, fifty cents per 
one thousand feet, board measure. 

And if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, one dollar per one thousand 
feet, board measure. 

And if planed on two sides, and tongued and grooved, one dellar and fifty cents 
per one thousand feet, board measure. 

Hubs for wheels, ts, last-blocks, wagon-blocks, ore-blocks, gun-blocks, head 
ing-blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn or sawed only, twenty pri 
centum ad valorem. 

Staves of wood of all kinds, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Pickets and palings, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Latha, fifteen cents per one thousand pieces. 

Shingles, thirty-five cents per one thousand. 

Pine clapboards, two dollars per one thousand. 

Spruce clapboards, one dollar and fifty cents per one thousand. 

ouse or cabinet furniture, in piece or rongh, and not finished, thirty per centum 
ad valorem. 

Cabinet ware and house furniture, finished, thirty-five per centum ad valorem 

Casks and barrels, empty, sugar-box shooks, and packing-boxes, and packing 
box shooks, of wood, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Manufactures of cedar-wood, granadilla, ebony, mahogany, rose wood, and sati 
wood, thirty-five per centam ad valorem. 

Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the chief component part, not sp 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem 

Wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this ac! 
twenty per centum ad valorem. 

ScuEpuLe E.—Sucar. 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their po 
lariscopic test as follows, viz: ; 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, siraps 0! 
_——— or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concet: 
tra’ molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, shal! 
pay a duty of one and forty-hundredths cent per pound, and for every additions: 
degree or fraction of a degree shown by the polariscopic test, they shall pay four 
hundredths of a cent per pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely : , 

All sugar above No. 13 and not above No, 16 Dutch standard, two and (fifty 


hundredths) hundredths cents nd. 
Ko. bo Dutch standard, three cents per 


one 


© pe 


All sugar above 0. 16 and not above 
All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, three and fifty-hundredths cents per 
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classes testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, shall pay a duty 
aa cents per gallon ; molasses teating avove ater ie degrees, shall pay a duty 
of eight pm d get colored, five cents per pound. 

other , not y enumerated or provided for in this act, 
made or in part of sugar, and on sugars after being refined, when tinctured, 
colored, or in any way adulterated, valued at thirty cents per pound or less, ten 


cents 
red valued above thirty cents per pound, or when sold by the box, 
package, Or otherwise than by the pound, fifty per centum ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE F.—Tosacco. 

Yigars, igareties, and cheroots of all kinds, two dollars and fifty cents per pound 
oni trent: ve centum ad valorem; but paper cigars and cigarettes, inclad- 
ing wrappers, il be subject to the same duties as are herein imposed upon 
cigars. ¢ ¥ a i F 

bacco, ef which eighty-five per cent. is of the requisite size and of the 
a. 4 fineness of mothe gs be suitable for wrappers, and of which more than 
ope hun leaves are required to weigh a pound, if not stemmed, seventy-five 
cents per pound; if stemmed, one dollar per pound. ; 

‘All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured, and not stemmed, thirty-five cents per 
pound. 

‘obacco stems, fifteen cents pound. 

Sehaaeh manufactured, of ali descriptions, and stemmed tobacco, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, forty cents per pound. 

Snuff and snoff-flour, manufactured of tobacco, ground, dry, or damp, and pickled, 
scented or otherwise, of all descriptions, fifty cents per pound. 

Tobacco, unman tured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE G.— PROVISIONS. 

Animals, live, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Beef and rk, one cent per pound. 

Hams bacon, two cents per pound. 

Meat, extract of, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Cheese, four cents per pound. 

Butter, and substitutes therefor, four cents per pound. 

Lard, two cents per pound. 

Wheat, twenty cents per bushel. 

Rye and barley, ten cents = bushel. 

Barley, pearled, — or hulled, one-half cent per pound. 

Barley malt, per el of thirty-four pounds, twenty cents. 

Indian corn or maize, ten cents per bushel. 

Oats, ten cents per bushel. 

Corn-meal, ten cents per bushel of forty-eight pounds. 

Oat-meal, one-half cent per pound. 

Rye-flour, one-half cent per pound. 

heat-flour, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Potato or corn starch, two conts per und; rice starch, two and a half cents 

per pound; other starch, two and a half cents per pound. 
ice, ~~ s two and one-fourth cents per pound; uncleaned, one and one-half 
cent per \e 

P ay cas and one-fourth cent per pound. 

Rice-tlour and rice-meal, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Hay, two dollars per ton. 

Honey, twenty cents per gallon. 

Hops, eight cents per pound. 

Mi pao or condensed, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Fish: 


Mackerel, one cent per pound. 

Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of one cent per pound. 

Salmon, pickled, one cent per pound ; other fish, pickled, in barrels, one cent per 

ound. 

Piporeign-conught fish, imported otherwise than in barrels or half barrels, whether 
fresh, smoked, dried, salted, or pickled, not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, fifty cents per hundred pounds. 

Anchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in ti: boxes measuring not 
more than five inches long, four inches wide, and three and one-half inches deep, 
ten cents per whole box; in half boxes, measuring not more than five inches long, 
four inches wide, and one and five-eighths deep, tive cents each; in quarter boxes 
measuring not more than four inches and three-quarters long, three and one-half 
inches wide, and one and a quarter deep, two and one-half cents each; when im- 
ported in any other form, forty per centum ad valorem. 

Fish preserved in oil, except anchovies and sardines, thirty per centum ad va- 


orem. 
Salmon, and all other a peapeaed or preserved, and prepared meats of all 
kinds, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum 


Pickles and sauces, of all kinds, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

P fi cents per bushel of sixty pounds. 

Vegetables, in their natural state, or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated 
or dante for in this act, ten per centum ad valorem. 

egetables, p or preserved, of all kinds, not otherwise provided for, 
thirty per centam ad valorem. 

Chicory root, ground or eer burnt or prepared, two cents per pound. 

Vinegar, seven and one-half cents per gallon. The standard for vinegar shall 
be taken to be that strength which requires thirty-five grains of bicarbonate of 

tash to neutralize one ounce troy of vinegar; and all import duties that may by 
aw be imposed on vin imported from foreign countries shall be collected ac- 
cording to this standard. 

Acorns, and dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all other articles used or in- 
tended to be used as coffee, or as substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, two cents per pound. 

C two cents per pound. 

ees pepened or manufactured, two cents per pound. 

8: 

Currants, Zante or other, one cent per pound. 

Dates, plums, prunes, one cent per pound. 

Figs, two cents per pound. 

in boxes of capacity not exceeding two and one-half cubic feet, twenty- 
five cents per box; in one-half boxes, capzeity not exceeding one and one-fourth 
cubie feet, thirteen cents per half box; in bulk, one dollar and sixty cents per 
thousand ; in barrels, "oo y not exceeding that of the one hundred and ninety- 
six pounds 1, fifty-iive cents per barrel. 

Lemons, in boxes of capacity not exceeding two and one-half cubic feet, thirty 


3 


sixteen cents per half box; in bulk, two dollars per thousand. 
Lemons and oranges, in packages, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
Ort, Sweaty per centum ad valorem. oi 

Limes and grapes, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Raisins, two cents 


und. 
Traite, preserved fn own juices, and fruit-juice, twenty per centum ad 








| per square yard; if dyed, colores 


ete neg and jellies of all kinds, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. } 
ts, sweetmoats, or fruits preserved in sugar, spirits, sirup, or molasaes, not 
otherwise specified or provided for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, thirty-five 
centum ad valorem. r v ee 
Nuts: 

Almonds, five cents per pound; shelled, seven and one-half cents per pound; fil 
berts, and walnuts, of all kinds, three cents per pound. 

ne or ground beans, one cent per pound ; shelled, one and one-half cent per 
pound. 
_ Nuts, of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, two cents per pound. 

Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, ten cents per pound 


ScHEDULE H.—Liqvubrs. 

Champagne, and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not more 
than one quart and more than one pint, seven dollars per dozen bottles; contain 
ing not more than one pint each and more than one-half pint, three dollars and fifty 
cents per dozen bottles ; containing one-half pint each, or less, one dollar and sev 
enty-five cents per dozen bottles; in bottles containing more then one quart cach 
in addition to seven dollars per dozen bottles, at the rate of two dollars and twenty 
five cents per gallon on the quantity in excess of one quart bottle. ° 

Still wines, in casks, fifty cents per gallon; in bottles, one dollar and sixty cents 
per case of one dozen bottles containing each not more then one quart and more 
than one pint, or twenty-four bottles containing each not more than one pint; and 
any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles shall be subject to aduty 
of five cents per pint or fractional part thereof; but no separate or additional duty 
shall be odideted ca the bottles: Provided, That any wines imported containing 
more than twenty-four per centum of alcohol shall be forfeited to the United 
States: Provided further, That there shall be no allowance for breakage, leakage 
or damage on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits 

Vermuth, the same duty as on still wines. 

Wines, brandy, and other spirituous liquors imported in bottles, shall be packed 
in packages containing pot less than one dozen bottles in each package; and all 
such bottles, except as specially enumerated or provided for in this act, shall pay 
an additional duty of three cents for each bottl 

Brandy, and other spirits m»nufactured or distilled from grain or other mat 
rials and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, two dollars per proof 
gallon; each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted as 
at least one proof gallon; and the standard for determining the proof of brandy 
and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall be the same as that which 
is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any brandy or other spirit 
uous liquors imported in casks of less capacity than fourteen gallons shall be for 
feited to the United States. 

On all compounds or preparations of which distilled spirits are a component part 
of chief value, not spec ially enumerated or provided for in this act, there shall be 
levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits 

Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratatia, and other similar spir 
ituous beverages or bitters, containing spirits, and not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, two dollars per proof gallon. 

No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid on brandy, 
spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law for the description 
of first proof; but it shall be increased in proportion for any greater strenvth than 
the strength of first proof; and all imitations of brandy or spirits or wines im 
ported by any names whatever shall be subject to the highest rate of duty pro- 
vided for the genuine articles respectively intended to be represented, and in no 
case less than one dollar per gallon. 

Bay-rum, or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, one dollar per gallon 
of first proof, and in proportion for any greater strength than first proot 

Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs of ylass, stone, or earthen ware, thirty 
five cents per gallon; otherwise than in bottles or jugs of glass, stone, or earthen 
ware, twenty cents per gallon. 

Ginger ale or ginger beer, twenty per centum ad valorem, but no separate or addi 
tional duty shall be collected on bottles or juga containing the same. 


ScHEDULE I.—CoTTon anpD Cotton Goons. 

Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, whether single or advanced beyond 
the condition of single, by twisting two or more single yarns together, whether 
on beams or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in any other form, valued at not exceeding 
twenty-five cents per pound, ten cents per pound; valued at over twenty-tive 
cents per pound, and not exceeding forty cents per pound, fifteen cents per pound 
valued at over forty cents per pound, and not exceeding fifty cents per pound 
twenty cents per pound; veland at over fifty cents per pound, and not exceeding 
sixty cents per pound, twenty-five cents per pound; valued at over sixty cents pet 
pound and not exceeding seventy vents per pound, thirty-three cents per pound 
valued at over seventy cents per pound and not exceeding eighty cents per pound 
thirty-eight cents per pound; valued at over eighty cents per pound, and not ex 
ceeding one dollar per pound, forty-eight cents per pound; valued at over one 
dollar per pound, fifty per centum ad valorem 

On all cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and 
not exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and fill 
ing, two and one-half vents per square yard; if bleached, three and one-half cents 

| stained, painted, or printed, four and one-half 
cents per square yard. 

On all cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex 
ceeding one hundred and not exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch 


| counting the warp and filling, three cents per square yard; if bleached, four cents 


per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, tive cents per 


| square yard: Provided, That on ali cotton cloth not exceeding two hundred threads 





| to the aquare inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, coivred, stained 


painted, or printed, valued at over eight cents per square yard; bleached, valued at 
over ten cents per square yard ; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over thirteen cents per aquare yar@?, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 
forty per centum ad valorem 

On all cotton cloth exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling. not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, four 
cents per square yard; if bleached, five cents per aquare yard; if dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, six cents per square yard: Prorided, That on all such 
cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over ten cents per square yard; bleaohed, valued at over twelve cents per square 
yard; and el, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over fifteen cents 
per squere yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of forty per 
centum ad valorem. 

On stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, and all goods made on knit 


| ting machines [and] or frames, composed wholly of cotton, and not herein other 


| 


| damos 


y | wise provided for, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 
cents per box; in one- boxes, capacity not exceeding one and one-fourth cubic 
Balk 
u 


On stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, and 
composed wholly of cotton, forty per centum ad valorem. 

Cotton cords, braids, gimps, galloons, webbing, goring, suspenders, braces, and 
all manufactures of cotton, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
and corsets, of whatever material composed, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Cotton laces, embroideries, insertings, trimmings, lace window-curtains, cotton 
k, hemmed handkerchiefs, and cotton velvet, forty per centum ad valorein. 
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Spool-thread of cotton, seven cents per dozen 
not exceeding one hundred yards of thread; ex: 
spool, for every additional one hundred yards of 
in excess of one hundred yards, seven cents per 

Scuepute J.—Hemp, Jute, axp Fiax Goops. 

Flax straw, five dollars per ton. 

Flax, not hackled or dressed, twenty dollars per ton. 

Flax, hackled, known as ‘dressed line,” forty dollars per ton. 

Tow, of flax or hemp, ten dollars per ton. 

Hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, twenty-five dollars per ton. 

Jute butts, five dollars per ton. 

Jute, twenty per centum ad valorem; Sisal grass, and other vegetable 
substances, not specially enumerated or for in this act, fifteen dollars 

r ton. 
5 and bleached linens, ducks, canvas, paddings, cot bottoms, diapers, crash, 
huckabacks, handkerchiefs, lawns, or other manufactures of flax, jute, or hemp, or 
of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the component material of chief value, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valo- 
rem; {and like manufactures of jute butts, or in which jute butts shall be the 
component material of chief value, twenty per centum ad valorem). 

Flax, hemp, and jute yarns [valued at twenty-four cents or less per pound, 
thirty per centum ad valorem, valued at above twenty-four cents per pound), 
thirty-five per centam ad valorem. 

Flax or linen thread, twine, and pack thread, and all manufactures of flax, or of 
which flax shall be the component material of chief value, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, forty per centum ad valorem. 

Flax or linen laces and insertings, embroideries, or manufactures of linen, if 
embroidered or tamboured in the loom or otherwise, by machinery or with the 
needle or other process, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Burlaps, not exceeding sixty inches in width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which 
flax, jute, or hemp, or either of them, shall be the component material of chief 
wine ounept such as may be suitable for bagging for cotton), thirty per centum 

vaiorem. 

{Oil-cloths and] Oil-cloth foundations, or floor-cloth canvas, or burlaps exceeding 
sixty inches in width, made of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp, 
| = of them, shall be the component material of chief value, forty per centum 
ad valorem. 

Oil-cloths for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, and on all other oil-cloth (except 
silk oil-cloth), and on water-proof cloth, not otherwise provided for, forty per centum 
ad valorem 

Gunny cloth, not bagging, valued at ten cents or less per square yard, three 
cents per = ; valued at over ten cents per square yard, four cents per pound. 
4 


Bags and bagging, and like manufactures, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act (except bagging for cotton), composed wholly or in part of flax, 
hemp, jute, gunny cloth, ganny bags, or other material, forty per centum ad va- 
lorem. 


Bagging for cotton, or other manufactures not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, suitable to the uses for which cotton bagging is applied, composed 
in whole or in part of hemp, jute, jute butts, flax, gunny bags, gunny cloth, or other 
material, and valued at seven cents or less per square yard, one and one-half cents 
per pound; valued at over seven cents per square yard, two cents per pound. 

{Bagging for cotton, composed of jute butts, or of which jute butts shall be the 
component material of chief value, twenty per centum ad valorem. } 

Tarred cables or cordage, three cents per pound. 

Untarred manila cordage, two and cap nall esate per pound. 

All other untarred cordage, three and one-half cents per pound. 

Seines and seine and gilling twine, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Sail duck, or canvas for sails, thirty per centam ad valorem. 

Russia and other sheetings, of flax or hemp, brown or white, thirty-five per 
centum ad valorem. 

All other manufactures of hemp, or manila, or of which hemp or manila shall 
be a component material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Grass-cloth and other manufactures of jute, ramp, China and sisal grass, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valo- 
rem. 

SCHEDULE K.—WOoL AND WOOLENS. 


All wools, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, shall be divided, for 
a purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the three following 
Classes: 

Class one, clothing wools.—That is to say, merino, mestiza, metz or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, down clothing wools, and 
wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zea- 
land, Australia, ae of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where, and also including all weols not hereinafter described or designated in 
classes two and thr e. 

Class two, combing wools.—That is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, 
Down combing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English 
blood, and usually known by the terms herein used, and also all hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals. 

Class three, carpet wools and other similar wools.—Such as Donskoi, native 
South American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and including all such wools 
of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere. 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall be 
twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
washed; and the duty on wools of all classes which shall be imported scoured shall 
be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported unwashed. 
The duty upon wool of the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like ani- 
mals, which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, as now and 
heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for 
the purpose of evading the daty, or which shall be reduced in value by the ad- 
mixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, shall be twice the duty to which it 
would be otherwise subject. 

Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence ex- 
ported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, be thirty cents 
or leas per pound, ten cents per pound; wools of the same class, the value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, excluding charges 
in such port, shall exceed thirty cents per pound, twelve cents per pou 

Wools of the second class, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, 
the value whereof, at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, 
excluding charges in such port, shall be thirty cents or less per pound, ten cents 
per pound; wools of the same class, the value whereof at the Iast port 7 
whence exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, aball ex- 
ceed thirty cents per pean. twelve cents per pound. 

Wools of the third c the value whereof, at the last port or 

to the United States, excluding charges in such port, 
or less per pound, two and a half cents per pound; wools of the same class, the 
value whereof, at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, ex- 


euptatuing en qoch coed 
g one hundred yards on each 
fractiona) part thereof 





cluding charges in such port, shall exceed twelve cents per pound, five cents per 


Wools on the skin, the same rates as other wools, the quantity and value to b. 
ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the T:casury may prescribe 

Woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks, 10 cents per ’ ‘ 

Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every descr: 
tion, made wholly or in part of wool, not specially enumerated or provided for f ; 
this act, valued at not exceeding eighty cents per pound, thirty-five cents - 
pound and thirty-five per centum ad valorem; valued at above eighty cents per 
pound, thirty-five cents per pound, and in addition thereto forty per centum sf 
valorem. 

Flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, and all goods made 
frames, balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and all manufactures 
scription, composed wholly or in part of worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or 
other (except such as are com 1 in part of wool) not specially enumer. 
ated or provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding thirty cents per pound 
ten cents per pound; valued at above thirty cents od pepe and not exceeding 
forty cents per pound, twelve cents per pound; valued at above forty cents per 
pound, and not exceeding sixty cents per pound, eighteen cents per pound; valued 
at above sixty cents per pound, and not exceeding eighty cents per pound, twenty. 
four cents per pound; and in addition thereto, upon all the above-named articles 
thirty-five per centum ad valorem ; valued at above eighty cents per pound, thirty. 
five cents per pound, and in addition thereto forty per centum ad velerem : 

Bunting, ten cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty-tive per 
centum : 


on knitting. 
of every da. 


valorem. 

Women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goods of 
like description, composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, 
or other animals, valued at not exceeding twenty cents per square yard, five cents 
per square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty five per centum ad valorem 
valued at above twenty cents per square yard, seven cents per square yard, and 
forty per centum ad valorem; if com wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of 
the alpaca, goat, or other animals, or of a mixture of them, nine cents per square 
yard and forty per centum ad valorem, but all such goods with selvedges, made 
wholly or in part of other materials, or with threads of other materials introduced 
for the purpose of changing the classification, shall be dutiable at nine cents per 
square yard and forty per centum ad valorem: Provided, That all such goods 
weighing over four ounces per square yard shall pay a duty of thirty-five cents 
per pound and forty per centam ad valorem. 

Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, and balmoral skirts, and skirting, and goods 
of similar description, or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part of 
wool. worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, made up or manu. 
factured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, except knit 
o*., forty cents per pound, and in addition thereto, thirty-five per centum ad 
valorem. 

Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside gumente Sor ladies’ and 
childrens’ apparel and goods of similar description, or used for like purposes, com 
posed wholly or in part of woal, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other ani 
mals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manu- 
Jacturer a knit goods), forty-five cents per pound, and in addition thereto forty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress-trimmings, head-nets, buttons, or 
barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by 
hand, or braided by machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca 
goat, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, o: 
other animals is a component materia!, thirty cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto, fifty per centum ad valorem. 

Aubusson, Axminster, and chenille carpets, and carpets woven whole for rooms 
oe cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad 
vaiorem. 

Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, [wrought by the Jacquard ma- 
chine,] forty-five cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centum 
ad valorem. ° 

Brussels carpets, [wrought by the Jacquard machine,] thirty cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Patent velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise 
po an gaa cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Tapestry Brussels carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise, twenty cents per 
square yard, and in addition + :ereto, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Treble a three-ply, and worsted-chain Venetian carpets, twelve cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centam ad valorem. 

Yarn Venetian, and two-ply ingrain carpets, eight cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, fifteen cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Hemp or jute carpeting, six cents per square yard. 

Carpets and oe of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either or other ma 
terial, not otherwise herein specified, forty per centam ad valorem; and mats 
rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, and other portions of carpets or carpet 
ings, shall be subjected to therate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpeting 
of like character or description; and the duty on all other mats not exclusively of 
veguieie material, screens, hassocks, and rugs, shall be forty per centam a/ 
valorem. 

Endless belts or felts for paper or printing machines, twenty cents per pound 
and thirty per centum ad valorem. 

ScHEDULE L.—SILK axD SILK Goops. 

Silk, partially manufactured from cocoons, or from waste silk, and not further 
advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, fifty cents per pound. 

Thrown silk, in gum, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing 
silk, twist, floss, in the ge. and spun silk, silk threads or varns, of every descrip 
tion, purified or dyed, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

On lastings mohair cloth, silk twist, or other manufactures of cloth, woven or 
made in patterns of such size, shape, or form, or cut in such manner as to be fit 
for buttons exclusively, ten per centum ad valorem. : 

All goods, wares, and merchand not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, made of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value 
fifty per centum ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE M.—Books, PAPERS, Bic. 

Books, pamphlets, bound or unbound, and all printed matter, {wholly or partly 
in the En language,} not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
cugravings, bound or unbound, etchings, illustrated books, maps, and charts, 
[fifteen } a per centum ad valorem. 

Blank books, bound or unbound, and blank books for press-copying, twenty pe" 
centum ad valorem. 
Paper, sized or glued, suitable only for printing paper, twenty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Seating paper, unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusively, fifteen per 
centum jorem. 


Paper, ufactures of which is a component material, not specially 
eee er pardled bate ke cok Man pos clan oh vekaman. 
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Sheathing paper, ten centum ad valorem. 
Paper boxes, all ather fancy boxes, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 
Paper en twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 
hangings and paper for screens or fire-boards, paper antiquarian, demy, 
ara elephant. foolscap, oe. letter, note, and all other paper not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 
Pulp, dried, for paper-makers’ use, ten per centum ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 


Alabaster and spar s' and ornaments, ten per centum ad valorem 

Baskets and all ther articles composed of grass, osier, palm-leaf, whalebone, or 

willow, or straw, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per 
m. 

= and bead ornaments of all kinds, except amber, fifty per centum ad va- 


eecking of all kinds, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Bladders, manufactures of, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Bone, horn, ivory, or —— ivory, all manufactures of, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Bonnets, hats, and hoods for men, women, and children, composed of chip, grass, 
palm-leaf, willow, or straw, or any other vegetable substance, hair, whalebone, or 
other material, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per 
centum ad valorem. 

Bouillons, or cannetille, metal threads, filé, or gespinst, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem. 

Bristles, fifteen cents per pound. 

Broome of all kinds, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Brushes of all kinds, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal, and not specially enumerated or pro 
vided for in this act, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Burr-stones, manufactured or bound up into mill-stones, twenty per centum ad 


valorem. : : , 

Buttons and button-molds, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
not including brass, gilt, or silk buttons, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Candles and tapers of all kinds, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Canes and sticks for walking, finished, thirty-five per centum ad valorem; if 
unfinished, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Card-cases, pocket-books, shell boxes, and all similar articles, of whatever ma- 
terial com , and by whatever name known, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Card-clothing, twenty-five cents per square foot ; when manufactured from tem- 
pered steel wire, ny cents per square foot. 

Carriages, parts of, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Chronometers, box or ship's, and parts thereof, ten per centum ad valorem. 

Clocks, and parts of clocks, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Coach and harness furniture of all kinds, saddlery, coach, and harness hard- 
ware, silver-plated, brass, brass-plated, or covered, common, tinned, burnished, 
or japanned, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per 
centam ad v: m. 

Coal, slack or culm, such as will pass through a half-inch screen, thirty cents 
per ton of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to the bushel. 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, seventy-five cents per ton of twenty-eight bush- 
els, eighty pounds to the bushel. A drawvack of seventy-five cents per ton shall 
be allowed on all bituminons coal imported into the United States which is after- 
wards used for fuel on board of vessels propelled by steam which are engaged in 
the coasting trade of the United States, or in the trade with foreign countries, to 
de a and paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 

rescribe. 

Coke, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Comba, of all kinds, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

(Comfits, sweetmeats, or fruits preserved in sugar, brandy, or molasses, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per centum ad valorem. |} 

Compositions of glass or paste, when not set, ten per centum ad valorem 

Coral, cut, manufactured, or set, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Corks and cork bark, manufactured, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Crayons of all kinds, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Dice, dranghts, chess-men, chess-balls, and billiard and bagatelle balls, of ivory 
or bone, fifty per centum ad valorem. 

Dolls and toys, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. } 

Emery grains and emery manufactured, ground, pulverized, or refined, one | 

| 
} 








cent per pound. 

Epaulets, galloons, laces, knots, stars, tassels, and wings, of gold, silver, or | 
other metal, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Fans of all kinds, except common palm-leaf fans, of whatever material com- 
posed, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Feathers of all kinds, crude or not dressed, colored or manufactured, twenty-five | 
per centam ad valorem ; when dressed, colored, or manufaetured, including dressed | 
and finished birds, for millinery ornaments, and artificial and ornamental feathers | 
and flowers, or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, for millinery use, 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, fifty per centum ad valorem. 

Finishing powder, twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Fire-crackers of ajl kinds, one hundred per centum ad valorem. } 

Floor-matting and floor-mats, exclusively of vegetable substances, twenty pet | 
centum ad valorem. 

Friction or lucifer matches of all descriptions, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. | 

Falminates, fulminating powders, and all like articles, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

ur, articles made of, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Gloves, kid or leather, of all descriptions, wholly or partially manufactured, tifty | 
per centum ad valorem. 

Grease, all not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, ten per centum | 
—— } 

irind-sto rough] finished or unfinished, one dollar and [fifty] seventy-five | 
cents per tens [eat . two dollars per ton.] | 

Gunpowder, and all explosive substances used for mining, blasting, artillery, or 
sporting purposes, when valued at twenty cents or less per pound, six cents per | 
pound; valued above twenty cents per gowns, ten cents per pound. | 

Gun-wads, of all descriptions, thirty-five = centum ad valorem. 

_Gutta-percha, manufactured, and all articles of, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

air, human, bracelets, braids, chains, rings, curls, and ringlets, composed of 
hair, or of which hair is the component material of chief value, thirty-five per 
— ad = m. 
, except o: , 8 or mat , twenty-five per centum 
ad urled pt of hogs, used for bed mattresses nty-five per 


Human hair, raw, uncleaned and not drawn, twenty per centum ad valorem. If 
clean or drawn, but not manufactured, thirty per centum ad valorem; when man- 
thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 
Hair cloth, known as ‘‘crivoline cloth,” and all other manufactures of hair not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per centum ad valorem. 





Hair cloth, known as ‘hair seating," thirty cents per square yard. 

Hair pencils, thirty per centam ad valorem. r 

Hats, and so forth, materials for: Braids, plaits, flats, laces, trimmings, tissues 
willow sheets and squares, used for making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, and 
hoods, composed of straw, chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, hair, whalebone, or any 
other substance or material, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act 
twenty per centum ad valorem. * 

Hat-bodies of cotton, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Hatters’ furs, not on the skin, and dressed furs on the skin, twenty per centum 
ad valorem ; 

Hatters’ plush, composed of silk or of silk and cotton, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem. : 

Hemp seed and rape seed, and other oil seeds of like character, other than lin 
seed or flaxseed, one-quarter of one cent per pound. 

India-rubber fabrics, composed wholly or in part of India rubber, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per centum ad valorem. f 

Articles composed of India rubber, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

India-rubber boots and shoes, twenty-five per centum ad valorem 

Inks of all kinds and ink powders, thirty per centum ad valorem 

Japanned ware of all kinds, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
forty per centum ad valorem. 

Jet, manufactures and imitations of, twenty-five per centum ad valorem 

Jewelry of all kinds, twenty-five per centum ad valorem 

Leather, bend or belting leather, an’ Spanish or other sole leather, and leather 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, fifteen per centumad valorem 

Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, and dressed upper teather of all other 
kinds, and skins dressed and finished, of all kinds, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, and skins of morocco, tinished, twenty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Skins for morocco, tanned, but unfinished, ten per centum ad valorem 

AH manufactures and articles of leather, or of which leather shall be a « ompo 
nent part, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, thirty per centum 
ad valorem 

Lime, ten per centam ad valorem 

Garden seeds, except seed of the sugar-beet, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Linseed or flaxseed, twenty cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds; but no draw 
back shall be allowed on oil-cake made from imported seed 

Marble of all kinds, in block, rough or squared, sixty-tive cents per cubic foot; 
veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs and marble 
paving-tiles, one dollar and ten cents per cubic foot 

All mannfactures of marble not specially enumerated or provided for in this act 
fifty per centam ad valorem 

Musical instruments of all kinds, twenty-five per ceutum ad valorem 

Paint ings, in oil or water colors, and statuary not otherwise provided for, thirty 
per centum ad valorem. But the term ‘‘ statuary,” as used in the laws now in 
force imposing duties on foreign importations, shall be understood to include pro- 
fessional productions of a statuary or of a sculptor only 

Osier, or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use, twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem 

Papier-maché, manufactures, articles, and wares of, thirty per centum ad va 
lorem. 

Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material and pencils of lead, tifty cents 
per gross and thirty per centum ad valorem; pencil-leads, not in wood, ten pet 
centum ad valorem. 

Percussion caps, forty per centum ad valorem 

Philosophical apparatus and instruments, thirty-five per centum ad valorem 

Pipes, pipe-bowls, and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, not specially enuamet 
ated or provided for in this act, seventy per centum ad valorem; all common pipes 
of clay, thirty-five per centam ad valorem 

Plaster of Paris, when ground or calcined, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Plaving-cards, one hundred per centum ad Valorem 

Polishing powders of every description, by whatever name known, includin 
Frankrort black, and Berlin, Chinese, fig, and wash blue, twenty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Precious stones of all kinds, ten per centum ad valorem 

Rags, of whatever material composed, and not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, ten per centum ad valorem : 

Rattans and reeds, manufactured, but not made up into completed articles, ten 
per centum ad valorem. 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, |ten] fivelve cents per one hun 


4 


| dred pounds; in bulk, [six] eight cents per one hundred pounds: Provided, That 
exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the 

| United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such r¢ 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall preseribe, that such meats havo 

| been cured with imported salt, have refunded to them from the ‘Treasury the 
duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less 
than one hundred dollars: And provided further, That imported salt in bond may 
be used in curing fish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and in 
curing fish on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States, under such 


regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shail preseribe; and upon proof that 
the salt has been used for either of the purposes stated in this proviso, the duties 


| on the same shall be remitted 


Scagliola, and composition tops for tables or for other articles of furniture, thirty 


| five per centum ad valorem 


Sealing-wax, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Shells, whole or parts of, manutactured, of every description, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum ad valorem 

Stones, unmanufactured or undressed, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all 
building or monumental stone, except marble, not specially enumerated or pro 
vided for in this act, one dollar per ton; and upon stones as above, hewn, dressed 
or polished, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Strings: All strings of catgut, or any other like material, other than strings for 
musical instruments, twenty-five per centum ad valorem 

Tallow, one cent per pound 

Teeth, manufactured, twenty per centum ad valorem 

Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcher-trames, tips, runners, handles, or other 
parts thereof, when made in whole or chief part of ivon, steel, or any other metal 
forty per centum ad valorem; umbrellas, parasols, and shades, when covered with 


| silk or alpaca, fifty per centam ad valorem ; all other umbrellas, forty per centum 


ad valorem 

Umbrellas, parasola, and sunshades, frames and sticks for, finished or unfin 
ished, not specially enumerated or provided forin this act, thirty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Waste, all not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, ten per centum 
ad valorem. 

Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watches, and watch-materi 
als, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem. 

Gold watches and gold watch-cases, forty per centum ad valorem. } 
Webbing, composed of cotton, flax, or any other materials, not specially enum 
erated or provided for in this act, thirty-five per centum ad valorem. 
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Tue Free List. 
Sac. 2503. The following articles when imported shall be exempt from duty : 
CHEMICALS. 
Albumen, in any form or condition ; lactarine. 
Aconite. 
Ambergris. 
Annato, roncon, rocou, or orleans, and all extracts of. 
Balm of Gilead. 
Blood, dried. 
Bones, crude, not manufactured, burned, calcined, or steamed. 
Bone-~inst and bone-ash for manufacture of phosp and fertilizers. 
Carbon, animal, fit for fertilizing only. 
Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure. 
Musk, crude, in natural pod. 
Civit, crude. 
Cochineal. 
Dyeing or tanning: Articles in a crade state used in dyeing or tanning, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act. 
Fish-skins. 
Seaecuttingn, raw, with or without hair, and all glue-stock. 
oofs 
Horns, and parts of horns, unmanufactured, and horn strips and tips. 


Ipecac 
Fish sounds or fish-bladders. 
Leather, old scraps. 
Leeches. 
Rennets, raw or prepared. 
Argal, or argol, or crude tartar. 
Assafetida 
Barks, cinchona, or other barks used in the manufacture of quinia. 
Brazil paste. 
Camphor, crude. 
eee ae buds, cassia vera, unground. 
Charcoal. 
Cinnamon, and chips of, unground, 
Cloves and clove stems, unground. 
Cocculus indicus. 
Cudbear. 
Curry and curry powder. 
Cutch. 
Divi-divi. 
Dragon's blood. 
irgot. 
Gambier. 
Ginger-: oot, unground. 
Indigo and artificial indigo. 
Iodine, crude. 


Kelp. 
Lac dye, crude, seed, button, stick, and shell. 
Lac spirits, 
Lemon juice and lime juice. 
Licorice roet, unground. 
+ seg prepared or not prepared. 
N ace. 
Madder and munjeet or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and extracts of. 
anna. 
Myrobolan. 
Orchil, or orchil liquid. 
Nutmegs. 
Nux vomica. 
Ottar of roses. 
Salacine. 
Oils: 
Almond. 
Amber, crude and rectified. 
Ambergris. 
Anise, or anise seed. 
Aniline, crude. 
Aspic, or spike lavender, 
Borgamot. 
Cajeput. 
Carraway. 
Cassia and cinnamon. 
Cedrat. 
Chamomile. 
Citronella or lemon grass. 
Civet. 
Fennel. 
Jasmine, or jasimine. 
Juglandium. 
Juniper. 
Lavender. 
Lemun. 
Limes. 
Mace. 
Neroli, or orange flower. 
Orange. 
Palm and cocoanut. 
Poppy. 
Rosemary or anthoss. 
Sesame or sesamum-seed, or bene. 
Thyme or origanum, red or white; valerian. 
Pepper, unground, of all kinds. 
Pimento, unground. 
Saffron and safllower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 
Selep, or saloup. 
Storax, or atyrax. 
Turmeric. 
Turpentine, Venice. 
Valonia. 
Vegetable and mineral wax. : 
a —— and ve of, — beet-root ashes. 
Acids used for medicinal. chemical, or manufacturing purposes, not speciall 
enumerated or provided for in this — . m 
Alizarine, natural or artificial. 
Agates, unmanu 
Apatite. 
Asbestos, unmanufactared. 
Arsenic. 
Antimony ore, crude sulphide of. 
Arsenio, sulphide of, or orpiment. 


Arseniate of aniline. 

Baryta, carbonate or witherite. 

Bauxite. 

Aniline salts or black salts and black tares. 
Bromin 


6. 

Cadmium. 

Calamine. 

Cerium. 

Cobalt, as metallic arsenic. 

(Colcothar, dry, or oxide of iron; but not including any article or substance i) 
condition for or capable of use as a paint or painter's color.) 

Chalk and cliff stone, unmanufactured. 

Feldspar. 

Cryolite or kryolith. 

Iridium. 

Kieserite. 

Kyanite or cyanite, and kainite. 

my borate of.) 

ime, citrate of. 

Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 

Magnesium. 

Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia. 

Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

Mineral waters, all not artificial, (together with the bottles or jugs in which the 
same are imported). 

Toxidizi te.) 

xidizing paste. 

{ohadiane 

Parafiine. 

Phosphates, crude or native, for fertilizing purposes. 

Potash, muriate of. 

Plaster of Paris or sulphate of lime, unground. 

uinia, sulphate of, salts of, and ciuchonidia. 
nitrate of, or cubic nitrate. 

Strontia, oxide of, and proto-oxide of strontian, and strontianite, or mineral car. 
bonate of strontia. 

Sulphur, or brimstone, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act. 

Sulphur lac or precipitated. 

Tripoli. 

Tincal, or crnde borax. 

ranium, oxide of, verdigris or subacetate of copper. 

Drugs, barks, beans, berries, balsams, buda, bulbs, and bulbous roots and ex- 
crescences, such as nut-galls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers; grains, gums and gum 
resin; herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, and stems; spices, vegetables, 
seeds aromatic [garden seeds], and seeds of morbid growth; weeds, woods used 
ccpreeny for dyeing, and dried insects—any of the foregoing, of which are not 
edible and are in a crude state, and not advanced in value or condition by refining 
or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, and not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act. 

Vaccine virus. 

Crude minerals, not advanced in value or condition by refining or grinding, or 
a ass process of manufacture, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
ac 


SUNDKIES. 

Aluminium. 

Amber beads and gum. 

Animals, brought into the United States temporarily, and for a period not ex 
ceeding six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes offered 
by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall be first given in ac 
So the ene sssitt Menieentae aa 

Animals, (alive, | specially impo or ng purposes, 8) be admitted 
free upon proof thereof satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, and under 
sach regulations as he may prescribe ; and teams of animals, including their har 
ness and tackle, and the vehicles or wagons actually owned by persons emigrating 
from foreign countries to the United States with their families, and in actual use 
for the purpose of such emigration, shall also be admitted free of duty, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Asphaltum and bitumen, crude. 

Arrowroot. 

Articles imported for the use of the United States, provided that the price of 
the same did not include the duty. 

Bamboo reeds, no further manufactured than cut into suitable lengths for walk 
ing sticks or canes, or for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sunshedes. 

Bamboo, unmanufactured. 

Barrels of American manufacture, exported filled with domestic petroleum, and 
returned empty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
SS and without requiring the filing of a declaration at time of export of 

tent to return the same empty. 

Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States, when re 
turned in the same condition as exported. Casks, barrels, carboys, bags, and 
other vessels of American menufacture, an filled with American products 
or exported empty and returned filled with foreign products, including shook: 
when returned as barrels or boxes; but proof of the identity of such articles shull 
be made under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
if any of such articles are subject to internal tax at the time of exportation, such 
tax shall be proved to have been paid before exportation and not refunded. 

Bed-feathers and downs. 

Bells, broken, and bell metal broken and fit only to be remannfactured. 

Birds, stuffed. 

Birds, and land and water fowls. 

Bismuth. 

Bladders, crude, and all integuments of animals not specially enumerated or pro- 
— for in this act. 

ogna sausages. 

Bolting-clotha. 

(Books, pamphlets, bound or unbound, and all printed matter, exclusively in 4 
foreign language, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act.) : 

Books, engravings, bound or unbound, etchings, maps, and charts, which shal! 
have — printed and manufactured more than twenty years at the date of im 
portation. ‘ 

Booka, maps, and charts imported by authority or for use of the United States 
or for the use of the Library of Congress; but the duty shall not have been in 
cluded in the contract of price paid. 

Books, maps, and charts 8 ly imported, not more than two copies in any one 
invoice, in good faith, for the ase of any ane incorporated or establishod fo 
philosophical, literary, or en purposes, or for the encouragement of the tine 
arts, or for the use or by order of any college, academy, school, or seminary 0! 
learning in the United States. 

Books, prof of persons arriving in the United States. 

Books, or libraries, or parts of libraries, in use, of persons or 
families from foreign countries, if used abroad by them not less than one year, ad 
not intended for any other person or persons, nor for sale. 

Breccia, in blocks or slabs. 
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3 : ad | 
Brime. Parchment. 
B cepeeemerepetatien, aa8 paitiey Ger qpestosion, rough. Pearl, mother of. 
Bullion, | and ver. a — _ household effects, not merchandise, of citizens of the United States 
8B £" ying abroad. : 
a blocks, rough or unmanufactured, and not bound up in mill- Pewter and Britannia metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured 
a Philosophical and scientific apparatus, instruments, and preparations, statuary 
Cab inets of coins, medals, and all other collections of antiquities. casts of marble, bronze, alabaster, or plaster of Paris, paintings, drawings. and 
Castor of castoreum. etchings, specially imported in good faith for the use of any society or institution 
Catgut strings, or gut-cord, for musical instruments. incorporated or established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, ot 
Cc torw ip-gu unmanD literary purposes, or encouragement of the fine arts, and not intended for sale 
Coat anthraci . Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds not otherwise provided for, and seeds 
Coal-stores of American vessels, but none shall be unloaded. + Rae kinds, except medicinal seeds not specially enumerated or provided for in 
ore of. 8 act. 
Coven or cocne, crude, and fiber, leaves, and shells of. 


Loffee. 
Coin, gold, silver, and copper. 

Coir and coir yarn. 

Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American vessels compelled by marine 
disaster to repair in foreign ports. 

Copper, when imported for the United States Mint. 

Coral, marine, unman tured. 

Cork-wood, or cork-bark, unmanufactured. 

Cotton. 

Curling-stones, or quoits. 

Cuttle-tish 

Diamonds, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ diamonds. 

Diamond dust or bort. am . - : 

ei tann cles, in a crude state, used eing or tanning, not spe- 

oily entimersted of provided for in this act. ? - 


Eesarto or Spanish grass, and other grasses, and pulp of, for the manufacture of 
_ = 

cmery ore. 

Fans-common palm-leaf. 

Farina. 

Fashion-plates, engraved on steel or on wood, colored or plain. 

Felt, elkesive for sheathing vessels, 

Fibrin, in ‘orms. 

Fire-wood. 

Fish, fresh, for immediate consumption. 

Fish, for bait. 

Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones. 


Fossils. 
Fruit-plants, tropical and semi-tropical, for the purpose of propagation or culti- 
vation. 


Fruits, green, ripe, or dried, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 


act. 

Furs, undressed. 

Fur-skins of all kinds, not dressed in any manner. 

Glass, broken pieces, and old glass which cannot be cut for use, and fit only to 
be remanufactured. 

Glass-plate or disks unwrought, for use in the manufacture of optical instru- 
ments. 

Goat skins, raw. 

Gold-beaters’ molds, and gold-beaters’ skins. 

Gold-size. 

Grease, for use as soap-stock only, not specially enumerated or provided for. 

Gunny bags, and gunny cloth, old or refuse, fit only for remanufacturing. 

Gut and worm gut, manufactured or anmanufactured. 

Guts, salted. 

Gutta-percha, crude. 

Hair, horse or cattle, and hair of all kinds, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn or un- 
drawn, but unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act; 
aos curled for beds and mattresses, and not fit for bristles. 

ide-rope. 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, and skins, except sheep- 
skins with the wool on, Angora goat-skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufact- 
ured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured. 

Hones and whetstones. 

Hop-roots, for cultivation. 

Hop-poles. 


ce. 

India rubber, crude, and milk of. 

India malacea joints, not further manufactured than cut into suitable lengths 
for the manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 

Ivory, and vegetable ivory, unmanufactured. 

Jet, unmanufactured. 

Joss-stick, or joss-light. 

Junk, old. 

Jute butts.) 

va, upmanufactured. 

Life-boats and life-saving apparatus, specially imported by societies incorpo 
rated or established to encourage the saving of human life. 

rs ag stones, not engraved. 

Loadstones. 

Logs, aud round, unmanufactured timber, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, and ship-timber, and ship-planking. 





and vermicelli. 
Manuscripts. | 
pa 
-mallows. 
+ Medals of gold, silver, or copper 
eerschaum, crude or raw. 
Mica and mica waste 


Models oi invi ntions and other improvements in the arts; but no article or ar- 
ticles shall be deemed a model or improvements which can be fitted for use. 
Moss, sea-weeds, and all other vegetable substances used for beds and mat- | 


cals. 
il or cream. 


Oil, spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all other 
articles the produce of such fisheries. 

Olives, green or prepared. 

Orange and lemon a peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise prepared. 

Ores, of gold and silver. 
Palm-nuts and palm-nut kernels. 
Paper stock, crude, of every description, includi 











all grasees, fibers, rags of all 

kinds, other than wool, waste, shavin clippings, old paper, rope-ends, waste rope, 

waste gunny-bags, gunny-cloth, old or refuse, to be used in making, and 

fi converted into paper, and unfit for any other manufacture, and cot 
hether for paper stock or other purposes. 


Plants, trees, shrubs, roots, seed-cane, and seeds imported by the Departuw=nt 
of Agriculture or the United States Botanical Garden. : 

Platina, unmannufactured. 

Platinum, unmanufactured, and vases, retorts, and other apparatus, vessels, and 
parts thereof, for chemical uses 

Plumbago. 

Polishing-stones. 

ulu. 

Pumice and pumice stone 

— prepared or unprepared 

ailroad-ties,of wood. 

Rattans and reeds, unmanufactured. 

Regaliaand gems, statues, statuary, and specimens of sculpture, where specially 
imported in good faith for the use of any society incorporated or established for 
philosophical, literary, or religious purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine 
arts, or for the use or by order of any college, academy, school, seminary of learn 
ing. or public library in the United States 

oot-flour. 


Rotten stone. : 

Sago, sago crude, and sago flour 

Saur-kraut. 

Sausage skins. 

Sea-weed, not otherwise provided for. 

Seed of the sugar-beet 

Shark skins 

Shells of every description, not manufactured. 

Shingle-bolts and stave-bolts, provided that heading-bolts shal! be Leld and con 
atrued to be included under the term stave-bolts 

Handle-olts 

Shrimps, or other shell-tish. 

Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or advanced iu 
manufacture in any way. 

Silk cocoons and silk waste. 

Silk-worms’ eggs. 

Skeletons, and other preparations of anatomy. 

Skins, dried, salted, or pickled. 

Snails. 

Soap-stocks. 

Sodinm. 

Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats. 

Specimens of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when imported for cabi 
nets, or as objects of taste or science, and not for sale. 

Spunk. 

Spars and stilts, used in the manufacture ofearthen, stone, or crockery ware 

Straw, unmanufactured. 

Sugar of milk. 

Sweepings of silver and gold. 

Tamarinds. 

Tapioca, cassava, or cassada, 

Tea. 

Tea-plants. 

Teasels. 

Teeth, unmanufactured. 

Terra alba, aluminons. 

Terra japonica. 

Tin ore, bars, blocks, or pigs, grain or granulated. 

Tonquin, Tonqua or Tonka beans. 

Tortoise and other shells, unmanufactured. 

Turtles 

Types, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 

Umbrella sticks, ernde, to wit, all partridge, hair-wood, pimento, orange, myr 
tle, and all other sticks and canes in the rough, or no farther manufactured than 
cut into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol, or sunshade sticks or walking 
canes. 


Vellum. 

Wafers, unmedicated 

Wearing apparel, in actual use, and other personal effects (not merchandise), 
professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occupation, ot 
employment of omg mee arriving in the United States. But this exemption shall 
not be construed to include machinery or other articles imported for use in any 
manufacturing establishment, or for sale. 

W halebone, unmanufactured 

Woods, poplar, or other woods, for the manufacture of paper 

Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, ma 
hogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all cabinet woods, unmanufactured 

Works of art, painting, statuary, fountains, and other works of art, the produc 
tion of American artists. But the fact of such production must be verified by the 
certificute of a consul or minister of the United States indorsed upon the written 
declaration of the artist; paintings, statuary, fountains, and other works of art 
imported expressly for presentation to national institutions, or to any State 
any municipal corporation, or religious corporation or society 

Tams. 

{Yeast cakes. } 

Zafter. 

Sec. 2504. Whenever any vessel laden with merchandise in whole or in part 
subject to duty has been sunk in any river, harbor, bay, or waters subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States, aud within its limits, for the period of two years 
and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any person who may raise such vessel 
shall be permitted to bring any merchandise recovered therefrom into the port 
nearest to the place where such vessel was so raised, free from the payment of any 
duty thereupon, and without being obliged to enter the same at the custom-house 
but under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 

Sec. 2505. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the Saint John 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed or hewed in the 
province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmanufact- 
ured in whole or in part, which is now admitted into the ports of the United States 
free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted under such regulations as the Secre 
tary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, prescribe. 

Sec. 2506. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the Saint Croix 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed in the provi: 
of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmapufactured iu 


wite 
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whole or in part, and having paid the same taxes as other American lumber on 
thet river, shall be admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty, 
under soe regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, 
reacribe. 

. Sec. 2507. Machinery for repair may be imported into the United States with- 
out payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised value thereof, 
to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shall have been repaired ; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to prescribe such rules 
and regulations as may be necessary to protect the revenue against fraud, and se- 
cure the identity and character of all such importations when again withdrawn 
and exported, restricting and limiting the export and withdrawal to the same port 
of entry where imported, and also limiting all bonds to a period of time of not 
more than six months from the date of the importation. 

Sec. 2508. All paintings, statuary, and aetangete pictures imported into the 
United States for exhibition by any association duly authorized under the laws of 
the United States, or of any State, for the promotion and encouragement of aci- 
ence, art, or industry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shallprescribe. But bonds shall 
be given for the payment tothe United States of such duties as may be pons 
by law upon any and all of such articles as shall not be re-exported within six 
months after such importation. 

Sec. 2509. All works of art, collections in illustration of the ae of the 
arts, science, or manufactures, photographs, works in terra-cotta, n, pottery, 
or porcelain, and artistic copies of antiquities in metal or other material, hereafter 
imported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed place by any society or 
institution established for the encouragement of the arts or science, and not intended 
for sale, nor for any other purpose than is hereinbefore a more and all such arti- 
cles, imported as aforesaid, now in bond, and all like articles mayors in good faith 
by any society or association for the purpose of erecting a public monument, and 
not for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That the parties importing articles as 
aforesaid shall be required to give bonds, with sufficient sureties, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, for the payment 
of lawful duties which may accrue should any of the articles aforesai 
transferred, or used contrary to the provisions and intent of this act. 

Sxc. 2510. All lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel rods, 
bars, spikes, nails, and bolts, and copper and composition metal which may be 
necessary for the construction and equipment of vessels built in the United States 
for foreign account and ownership or for the purpose of being employed in the 
foreign trade, including the trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the 
United States, after the passage of this act may be imported in bond, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and upon proof that 
such materials have been ased for such purpose, no duties shall be paid thereon. 
But vessels receiving the benefit of this section shall not be clewed to engage in 
the coastwise trade of the United States more than two months in any one year, 
except upon the payment to the United States of the duties on which a rebate is 
herein allowed: Provided, That vessels built in the United States for forei 
account and ownership shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the 
United States. 

Sec. 2511. All artieles of foreign production needed for the repair of American 
vessels engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be withdrawn from bonded 
warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe. 

Src. 2512. That no duty shall be levied or collected on the importation of peltries 
brought into the Territories of the United States by Indians, nor on the proper 
goods and effects, of whatever nature, of Indians posing or repassing the bound- 
ary-line aforesaid, unless the same be goods in bales or other — packages un- 
usual among Indians, which shall not be considered as goods belonging to Indians, 
nor be entitled to the exemption from duty aforesaid. 

Src. 2518. There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all 
raw or unmanufactured articles, not herein enumerated or provided for, a duty 
of ten per centum ad valorem; and all articles manufactured, in whole or in part, 
not herein enumerated or provided for, a duty of twenty per centum ad valorem. 

Suc. 7. That sections twenty-nine hundred and seven and twenty-nine hundred 
and eight of the Revised Statutes of the United States and section fourteen of the 
act entitled “An act to amend the customs revenue laws, and to repeal moieties,” 
approved June twenty-second, eighteen hundred and seventy-four, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, and hereafter none of the charges imposed by said sec- 
tions or any other provisions of existing law shall be estimated in ascertaining the 
value of goods to be imported, nor shall the value of the usual and necessary sacks, 
crates, boxes, or covering, of any kind be estimated as part of their value in deter- 
mining the amount of duties for which they are hable: Provided, That if any pack- 
ages, sacks, crates, boxes, or coverings of any kind shall be of any material or form 
designed to evade dutics thereon, or designed for use otherwise than in the bona 
tide transportation of goods to the United States, the same shall be subject to a 
duty of one hundred per centum ad valorem upon the actual value of the same. 

Src. 8 That section twenty-eight hundred and forty-one of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States is hereby amended and shall on and after the first day of July, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-three, be as follows: 

Sec. 2841. Whenever merchandise imported into the United States is entered by 
invoice, one of the following oaths, according to the nature of the case, shall be 
administered by the collector of the port, at the time of entry, to the owner, im- 
porter, consignee, or agent: Provided, Thatif any of the invoiges or billsof ladin 
of any merchandise imported in said vessel, which should otherwise be emb: 
in said entry, have not been received at the date of the entry, the affidavit may 
state the fact, and thereunron such merchandise of which the invoices or bills of 
lading are not produced sball not be included in such entry, but may be entered 
subsequently. 


OATH OF CONSIGNER, IMPORTER, OR AGENT. 


:. . do solemnly and truly swear (or affirm) that the invoice and bill 
of lading now presented by me to the collector of are the true and only in- 
voice and bill of lading by me received, of goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
in the , whereof is master, from , for account of any per- 
son whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the said invoice 
and bill of lading are in the state in which they were actually received by me, and 
that I donot know nor believe in the existence of any other invoice or bill of ladin 
of the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the entry now delivered to the col- 
lector contains a just and true account of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, 
according to the said invoice and bill of lading; that nothing has been, on my part, 
nor to my knowledge, on the part of any other person, concealed or ——— 
whereby the United States may be defrauded of any part of the duty lawf ue on 
the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the said invoice and the declaration 
therein are in all respects troe, and were made by tho _ocere by whom the same 
purports to have been made, and that if, at any time hereafter, I discover any 
error in the said invoice, or in the t now rendered of the said goods, wares, 
and merchandise, or receive any other invoice of the I will immediately 
make the same known to the collector of this district. And I do farther solemnly 
and truly swear aflirm) that, to the best of my knowledge and belief finsert 
the name and residence of the owner or owners,) is (or are) the owner (or owners) 
of the goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in the annexed 5 A the 

) or fair market 
places w or 


























invoice now produced by me exhibits the actual cost (if purchased 
value (if otherwise obtained) at the time or times and 


place or 
where p (as the case may be,) of the said goods, wares, and 





including all cost for said goods, wares, and merchandise to th 
condition, and no other or different discount, bounty, or drawback pny os 
has been actually allowed on the same. 


OATH OF OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS BEEN ACTUALLY PU RCHASED 


. do solemnly and truly swear (or affirm) that the entry now 
delivered by me to the collector of contains a just and true account of the 
goods, wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me, in the ——_ 

whereof is master, from ; that the invoice which I now pro. 
duce contains a justand faithful account of the actual cost of the said goods, wares 

and merchandise, including all cost of finishing said goods, wares, and merchan. 
dise to their present condition, and no other discount, drawback, or bounty but 
sach as has been actually allowed on the same; that I do not know or believe in 
the existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those now produced }yy 
me, and that. they are in the state in which I actually received them. And I fur 

ther solemnly and truly swear (or affirm) that I have not in the said entry 6; 
invoice concealed or ~My a anything whereby the United States may |. 
defrauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, anid mer 
chandise ; that the said invoice and the declaration thereon are in all respects 
true, and were made by the m by whom the same purports to have been 
made, and that if at any time eocntter I discover any error in the said invoice or 
in the account now P, uced of tho said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receiv« 
any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the same known to the 
collector of this district. 


OATH OF MANUFACTURER OR OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS Nov 
BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


——, do solemnly and truly swear (or affirm) that the entry now de 
livered by me to the collector of contains a just and true account of goods 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me in the . whereof 

is master, from ; that the said goods, wares, and merchandise 
were not actually bought by me, or by my agent, in the ordinary mode of bargain 
and sale, but that, nevertheless, the invoice which I now produce contains a just 
and faithful valuation of the same, at their fair market value, at the time or times 
and _— or places when and where procared for my account (or for account of 
myself or partners) ; that the said invoice contains also apes and faithfal account 
of all the cost for finishing said goods, wares, and merchandise to their present 
condition, and no other discount, drawback, or bounty but such as has been actually 
allowed on the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the said invoice and the 
declaration thereon are in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom 
the same purports to have been made; that I do not know nor believe in the ex 
istence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those row produced by me, ani 
that they are in the state in which I actually received them. And I do farther 
solemnly and traly swear (or affirm) that I have not in the said entry or invoice 
concealed or ~~ anything whereby the United States may be defrauded of 
any part of the my lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and merchan ise, and 
that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the ac 
count now produced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive any 
other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the same known to the collector 
of this district. 

Src. 9. If upon the appraisal of imported goods, wares, and merchandise, it shall 
appear that the true and actval market value and wholesale price thereof, as provided 
by law, cannot be ascertained to the satiafaction of the appraiser, whether because such 
oo. wares, and merchandise be consigned for sale by the manufacturer abroad to 

is agent in the United States, or for any other reason, it shall then be lawful to ap 
praise the same by ascertaini:g the cost or value of the materials composing such 
merchandise, at the time and eof manufacture, together with the expense of man 
ufacturing, preparing, and putting up such merchandise for shipment, and in ni 
case shall the value of such goods, wares, and merchandise be appraised at less than 
the total cost or value thus ascertained. 

Sec. [9] 10. That all imported goods, wares, and merchandise which may be in 
the public stores or bonded warehouses on the day and year when this act shall 
go into effect, except as a in this act, shall be subjected to no 
other duty upon the entry thereof for consumption than if the same were imported 
respectively after that day; and all goods, wares, and merchandise remaining in 
bonded warehouses on the day and year this act shall take effect, and upon which 
the duties shall have been paid, shall be entitled to a refund of the diflerence be 
tween the amount of duties paid and the amount of duties said goods, wares, and 
, ~~~ ramen would be subject to if the same were imported respectively after that 

ate. 

Sec. [10} 11. Nothing in this act shall in any way change or impair the force o: 
effect of any treaty between the United States and any other government, or any 
laws passed in pursuance of or for the execution of any such treaty, so longas such 
treaty shall remain in force in respect of the subjects embraced in this act; bu 
whenever any such treaty, so far as the same respects said subjects, shall expire 
or be otherwise terminated, the provisions of this act shall in force in all 
respects in the same manuer and to the same extent as if no such treaty had 
existed at the time of the passage hereof. 

Sec, [11] 12. That in respect of all articles mentioned in Schedule E of section six 
of this act, this act shall tak« effect on and after the first day of June, anno Dom 
ini eighteen hundred and eizghty-three. 

Sec. [12] 13. That the repeal of existing laws, or modifications thereof embraced in 
this act shall not atfect any act don@, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit 
or proceeding had or commenced in any civil cause, before the said repeal or modi 
fications; but all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be 
enforced in the same manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made 
nor shall said repeal or modifications in any manner affect the right to any otlic: 
or change the term or tenure thereof. Any offenses committed, and all penalties 
or forfeitures or liabilities incurred under any statute embraced in or changed 
moditied or pees by this act may be prosecuted and punished inthe same man 
ner and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limi 
tation, whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution 0! 
offenses, or for the recovery of penalties or forfeitures embraced in or modified, 
changed, or repealed by this act, shall not be affected thereby ; and all suits, pro 

dings, or pr tions, whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts 
done or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be commenced and prose 
cuted within the same time with the same effect as if this act had not been 






































passed. 
° Amend the title 80 as to read: “ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, an 
‘or other purposes. 
W. D. KELLEY, 
D. C. HASKELL, 
EMORY SPEER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JUSTIN 8S. MORRILL, 
N. W. ALDRICH, 
JAMES W. McDILL, 
WM. MAHONE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


(During the reading of the report the Clerk was relieved for a portion 


of the time by Mr. Spzer, Mr. MILLER, and Mr. RoBINSON of Massa- 
chusetts, 
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Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. ANDERSON said: I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the report be dispensed with, and that it be printed in the 
RecoRD asifread 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The reading of the report as above printed was resumed and con- 
eluded. 
antet. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and receiv- 


TS; 
A bill (S. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 
States Army; and : 

A bill (S. 964) for the iclief of Joseph C. Irwin. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the priating of the Agricultural 
Report for the year 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hen- 
drickson ; 

A bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the 
operation of the laws relating to mineral lands; 

A bill (H. R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on the public lands; and 

A bill te R. 5674) for the relief of Edward Bellows. 


INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF. 


Mr. KELLEY. In view of the lateness of the time in the session I 
should be disposed to move the previous question on concurrence in the 
report of the committee of conference. But if there are gentlemen who 
desire to propound any questions I have no objection to coming to an 
understanding as to how much time shall be given to discussion or 
question and fixing an hour at which the previous question shall be 
ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A sufficient number of gentlemen on this side of 
the House have notified me of their desire to speak to consume an hour 
and twenty minutes, without including any time which I might desire 
to occupy myself. If any debate be allowed I think I should be per- 
mitted to make some remarks in connection with this matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have thought of naming two hours, one for each 
side of the House, so that the previous question might be ordered at 10 
minutes past 4; the debate to be in five-minute speeches, except as in 
the case of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], so that the 
previous question should be ordered at 10 minutes past 4. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Make it short. 

Mr. KELLEY. If less time would suit the other side I will suggest 
one hour and a half. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is a demand here for more time; at least an 
hour and a half on our side. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand the demand to be the other way—an 
hour and a half for the whole debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. An hour and a half on this side. 

Mr. REED. That would carry it too late. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think that an hour on each side would be enough. 

Mr. CARLISLE. More is desired on this side. 

Mr. KELLEY. Unfortunately I have gentlemen around me who en- 
gross my ear so that I can not understand what is said by gentlemen on 
the other side. 

Mr. MILLS. I think that it would be better to accord an hour and 
a half on each side. 

Mr. KELLEY. That would carry us to the time for a recess. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Can we not agree that the vote shall be taken at | 


5 o'clock? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There would not be time to take 
the vote before the recess at half past 5. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The vote can be taken in twenty minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. A vote by yeas and nays is sel- 
dom taken in twenty minutes’ time in this House. 

Mr. MILLS. Then let it be understood that the vote shall be taken 
— thing this evening, and gentlemen can then be here ready to 
vo 

Mr. HASKELL. 
recess this evening. 

Mr. KASSON. That ought to be done; this is the last day of the 
session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL ] asks 
unanimous consent that the order for a recess at five and a half o’clock 
be vacated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the order for the recess is vacated. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am now ready to say that I will consent that the 


I ask unanimous consent to vacate the order fora 


previous question be ordered at 6 o’clock, and the intermediate time be 
divided between 


the two sides. 











Mr. KASSON. Not the previous question to be ordered at 5, but 
that the vote shall be taken at 5. 

Mr. KELLEY. Let the previous question be now ordered, with the 
understanding that the vote on agreeing to the report shall be taken at 
5 o’clock. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. KELLEY } 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question onthe pending con- 
ference report be considered as ordered at 50’clock. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Now we will be very happy to hear from gentle 
men on that side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed that the chairman of the committee 
who makes the report would at least favor the House with some state 
ment as to its contents and the effect it will have on the proposition 
submitted by the Senate. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman please state that again ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say that I had supposed that the usual course 
would be*tollowed in this case; that the gentleman who makes the re 
port to the House would at least make a statement as to the effect this 
conference report will have upon the proposition sent to us by the Sen 
ate. 

Mr. KELLEY. | had felt no disposition to consume any of the time 
of the House. All that I cansay upon the subject is this: The first sec 
tions of the bill contained in the report are the provisions of the bill of 
the House which was passed during the last session of this Congress for 
the repealing of certain internal-revenue taxes, together with the amend 
ments made thereto by the Senate touching the tax on tobacco, cigars, 
snuff, &e. The two together, the House bill and the Senate amend 
ments, it is estimated will repeal trom thirty-five to forty millions ot 
dollars of internal taxes. 

It is always difficult to estimate the effect of changes in impost duties 
upon the revenues of the Government. The present object, dear to th 
heart of the people, is to diminish an excessive revenue. The ex 
rience of our country has taught us that a large reduction of impost 
duties, sufficiently large to invite increased importations of commodi 
ties, has not the effect of an immediate diminution of the revenue, 
whatever effect it may ultimately have, and the reduction is to be 
measured by its effect upon the industries of the country. 

A prosperous people not only satisfy their wants, but gratify thei: 
desires, and in doing so consume articles whether they are taxable and 
dutiable or not. I repeat, a prosperous people are liberal consumers, 
because they not only supply their wants, but being able to do so, they 
gratify their desires. 

An impoverished people, say, for instance, a laboring people without 
employment and heads of industrial establishments, called by Carlyle 
long years ago, when discussing economic questions for the British peo 
ple, ‘* captains of industries,’’ ruined by sudden changes in the import 
duties and a large increase of commodities competing at low prices 
with their own, are not only unable to gratify their desires, but the 
former class, the laborers, tind themselves, as they always have don 
whenever there have been sudden and great reductions of our tarifl 
duties, impoverished, idle, tending toward extreme poverty, and oiten 
falling by whole communities into pauperism or dependence upon publi 
charity. 

I have therefore been unable to make an estimate of what the im 
mediate effect of the proposed changes in our tariff will be upon our 
revenue. The provisions of the proposed bill in many respects have 
my most cordial approval, while there are other provisions * hich | 
can not defend here or elsewhere 

The yielding by the two Houses and the conference committee to the 
clamor against the maintenance of the manufacture of quinine in this 
country is a provision [ can not approve. The embodying into statute 
law of what [ have always regarded asa mistaken determination of the 
Treasury Department on the subject of tin-plate is another. The rate 
of duty on nickel isanother. But I need not enumerate all the objec 
tions I see. 

Upon the whole, I find a bill which is, in my judgment, an improve 
ment upon the present law, and a bill which I believe will by its effect 
upon import duties and its reduction of excise taxes diminish the res 
enue some $65,000,000 or $70,000,000 a year. [know in the country 
no man more capable of making an estimate on this point than the 
honorable chairman of the conferees on behalf of the Senate, Senator 
MORKILL, whose estimate is that the adoption of this proposed bill will 
relieve the people from about 370,000,000 of impositions. 

Now, I believe that I can say nothing more specifically on this ques 
tion than I have said. In a former discussion, when the tariff bill was 
in Committee of the Whole, I was laughed at for saying that an esti 
mate based on the importation of a preceding year was nothing more 
than a formulated guess, because the question is, will the importa be 
greater or less under the altered rates? If we are to import precisely 
the same articles and to the same amount that we did in a preceding 
year, then you can make your estimate with accuracy; but if the im 
portations are to change in character and amount, the estimate must 
be largely without foundation. 

It has been suggested to me that in speaking a moment ago of $70, - 
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000,000 of impositions I used an expression that may mislead. There- 
fore I wish to say that of this amount from thirty-two millions to thirty- 
five millions—and I! think a much larger amount, but those are the fig- 
ures given me by those who have made the calculation—would be upon 
internal taxes, and the remainder, about the same sum, upon import 
duties. 

Mr. FLOWER. How many office-holders do you dispense with ? 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s question isnotrelevant tothe —" 
tion put to me by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], and 
what is more, the gentleman interposes a question touching a branch of 
revenue reform on which he knows there is no disagreement between 
him and myself. Therefore I shall not consume any part of the time 
allowed to this discussion by following the gentleman as he would have 
me do. 

The calculation made in December, 1882, was that the bill then pre- 
sented would effect a reduction of $47,391,000, including the tobacco 
taxation and the other taxes included in the House bill. So that with 
a reduction of $42,000,000 to $45,000,000 upon internal taxes I think 
the statement that the probable total reduction will be from $65,000,000 
to $75,000,000 is entirely within the bounds of probability. 

Now, if there are any direct questions to be put to me I shall be > glad 
to answer them if I can. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will allow me toask him whatine 
the committee considered the question of the amount of that rebate 
which the Government will be compelled to pay on the Ist of May on 
account of taxes already paid upon tobacco? 

Mr. KELLEY. Having no possible data from which conclusions 
which might be trusted could be derived, the committee spent no time 
in considering that question, or, if the gentleman will pardon me, we 
wasted no time in its consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman state what itis expected the 
reduction on sugar will amount to? 

Mr. KELLEY. It is estimated at $11,000,000; it will probably be 
slightly in excess of that sum. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. The gentleman will allow me to ask 
him whether the committee ‘ wasted ” any of its time in considering the 
instructions of the House that this bill was unconstitutional ? 

Mr. KELLEY. The committee did not disregard any instruction 
given it by the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. 
on that subject? 

Mr. KELLEY. Because they acted upon their own conclusions. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. Does the géntleman mean to say they 
concluded their votes of the 27th of February last were wrong? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. The matter is not before the House, and 
it is not fair to consume the time allotted to this side in discussions 
which are not pertinent to matters now under consideration. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to a pro- 
vision on page 12, lines 127 and 128. I would like to have an explana- 
tion of that. 
concerned ? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Does the gentleman think it is covered by the 
provisions of the existing law? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think it is. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
re-enacting the present statute, a provision preceding that to which I 
allude. ‘There has been inserted a provision designed, I think, to over- 
rule the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
of, I believe, Vietor vs. The United States, reported in 104 United States 
Supreme Court Reports. By this provision you put it in the power of 
the customs officers to impose the highest rate of duty upon all articles 
on which two rates are imposed. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. That isa new feature practically. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Not ‘‘practically;’’ it is a new feature. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is a new feature. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. What I would like would be to hear the explana- 
tion of the chairman of the committee why that change of the law is 
made. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will give it with pleasure. It is a provision for 
the prevention of litigation and of demands on the Treasury for re- 
funds of duty paid on subsequert charges of construction. Much of 
the litigation between importers and the Treasury Department results 
from the fact that the law gives the Treasury no fixed rule of action on 
such questions. Duties are sometimes imposed on one basis and some- 
times on another, and it has frequently happened duties being based on 
a higher rate applicable to the case have been collected to large amounts, 
and when the reversal of the rule has been obtained enormous refunds 
have been demanded, as was the case in the ribbon matter and a number 
of others which might be referred to. This says to the Treasury De- 
partment, if two or more rates of duty should be applicable to any im- 
ported article it shall be classified for duty under the highest of such 
rates. 

Another object of the provision is to prevent the evasion of our laws 
by changing the names of articles and seeking new construction of the 
‘Treasury orthe courts on old matters under new names. It is tocompel 


Why did they not present a report 


ject, however, Iam not p 


Is not that a new provision, so far as tariff legislation is” 


The gentleman must be referring to the provision | 





importers to invoice their goods by their true character. Is the state- 
ment satisfactory to the gentleman? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It is not satisfactory; and I should like to make 
this su tion—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Please make it, then, in the time of your own side of 
the House,for the time I am speaking in is taken from some who are to 
succeed me. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
subject. 


I wish to understand the matter. 
I have given you all the information I have on the 


Mr. HUTCHINS. It is not satisfactory. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now yield the floor to the other side of the House 
How much time have I disposed of our portion ? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, at this late hour of the session | 
shall not attempt to make anything like an elaborate statement con- 
cerning this report and the effect its recommendations, if adopted, wil! 
have on the proposition sent to us by the Senate and on the existing 
law. Under other circumstances I should not consider it necessary or 
proper to say anything at all; but inasmuch as the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee has not even attempted to give the House anex- 
planation of the changes proposed, I think it is the duty of some one 
on this side to submit a brief statement. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the public sentiment and the public in- 
terest demand a very material reduction of taxation, and I regret ex- 
ceedingly that the committee has not been able to bring before the 
House such a measure of relief as will command the general support of 
this side or be regarded as a satisfactory adjustment by the great body 
of producers and consumers in the country. I have announced here 
more than once during the progress of the debate on this subject that [ 
stood ready to vote for an average reduction of even 20 per cent. justly 
and equitably distributed among all the articles subject to taxation 
under our customs laws. The same declaration has been made, sul)- 
stantially at least, by several other gentlemen on this side, but it has 
so far failed to receive a favorable response from those who control the 
legislation of the House. The proposition now submitted does not, in 
my judgment, make a reduction of much more than one-half of that 
amount. It may be true as stated by the gentleman who has just 
spoken [Mr. KELLEY] that the total reduction proposed by the bill may 
possibly amount to sixty-five or seventy million dollars; upon that sub- 
to speak accurately, because the time 
which has elapsed since the report wasagreed upon by the conterence 
committee has not been sufficient to enable me to make the necessary 
investigations and calculations. 

But, sir, even if that be true, it is conceded by the gentleman who 
has just addressed the House that from forty-two to forty-five million 
dollars of that reduction is taken off the internal-revenue taxes, leav- 
ing the remainder, not exceeding $24,000,000 or $25,000,000, to come trom 
customs duties. At least twenty-two or twenty-three millions wil! be 
taken from tobacco, snuff, and cigars; about fourteen millions from thie 
taxes on bank capital and deposits and checks; some three millions 
trom matches; while out of the $24,000,000 or $25,000,000 proposed to 
be taken from the tariff duties nearly $11,000,000 will come from the 


| single article of sugar. 


Now, sir, this subject has been under consideration in this House and 
at the other end of the Capitol for more than a month, and upon cer- 
tain questions involved in this report test votes have been taken in both 
legislative departments. When gentlemen come to examine the report 
made by the conference committee they will be, I think, surprised to 
find that in some very important instances the deliberate judgment 
both of the House and Senate has been disregarded, and duties have 
been placed at higher rates than either of those bodies had agreed to 
adopt. The first article of any consequence upon which a change of 
duty is recommended by the report is common earthen and stone ware, 
printed, painted, or gilded. The report proposes that this ordinary 
earthen and stone ware, which now pays a duty of 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, shall hereafter pay a duty of 60 per cent. ad valorem, an apparent 
increase of exactly 50 per cent. in the rates of duty on this article in 
common use among all—no, not among all classes, but among very large 
classes of the American people who are unable to buy or use the more 
expensive articles of China, porcelain, or bisque ware. 

I have said that this is an apparent increase of exactly 50 per cent. ; 
but it ought to be stated in this connection that the duties upon com- 
missions, charges, and packages are proposed to be abolished by this 
bill, which upon these common articles of earthen-ware may amount 
to 15 or 17 percent. upen theduty. Deducting 17 per cent., the highest 
rate that has yet been claimed by anybody upon this floor, from the 50 
per cent. proposed increase, we find that this report proposes to make a 
clear net increase of 33 per cent. in the duty upon this article over the 
rates prescribed by the existing law. I regret that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania did not see to give the House some reason why 
this enormous increase of duty should be made. It is not a matter of 
such little consequence as to pass unnoticed either here or in the coun- 

The next important the report is upon the arti- 
cle of iron ore. ~ This House eeiscedienn on. 
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sideration of the question, voted in Committee of the Whole that the | 


duty upon iron ore should be fixed at 50 cents per ton. The Senate in 
the proposition sent to the House as a substitute for the internal-rev- 
enue bill inserted the same rate of 50 cents per ton uponiron ore. The 
existing duty upon that article is 20 per cent. ad valorem, which is equiv- 
alent to an average rate upon all the kinds of ore, rich as well as poor 
in metal, of about 57 cents per ton. But on the poorer grades of ore, 
those which contain proportionately less metal, 20 per cent. ad valorem 
will amount to much less than 57 cents per ton, while on the better 
classes or grades it willamount to more. The rate of 50 cents per ton 
was recommended by the Tariff Commission and agreed to by both 
Houses of Congress, and consequently the committee of conference had 
simply to consider a proposition which had met the concurrence of both 
the bodies it represented, a proposition fixing a duty of 50 cents per ton 
upon iron ore, & raw material which lies at the very foundation of all 
of the iron and steel industries of the country. And permit me to say 
here again that if we are ever to make rational and permanent reductions 
in our customs-revenue system we must begin at the bottom; we must 
make the reductions first upon the raw material, and then those who 
are engaged in making the finished products from it can bear corre- 
sponding reductions upon their articles, and ultimately the consumer 
will be reached and benefited. 

Sir, it has been well said that iron is the imperial metal. ‘That 
nation which can make the cheapest iron will necessarily control the 
commerce of the world. It will control ship-building and the carrying 
trade; it will supply the material for the construction of railroads, and 
it will manufacture and sell to other parts of the world the machinery 
and agricultural implements required to develop the resources and 
trade of their people. The ability to produce cheap iron and steel has 
contributed as much as anything else to secure tor England her present 
commercial supremacy throughout the globe, and she will doubtless 
continue to hold that supremacy until some other nation can success- 
fully compete with her in the production of these indispensable articles. 
But according to this repcrt we are not to have cheap iron or steel in 
this country. Disregarding the deliberate judgment of both Houses, 
the committee now proposes to increase the duty upon iron ore exactly 
50 per cent. above the rate agreed to in the bill; that is to say, the duty 
is to be increased from 50 cents per ton to 75 cents per ton upon all ores, 
rich and poor alike. I have no time to comment on this proposition 
as it deserves, but merely state the fact and leave the House to form its 
own judgment as to the justice and propriety of the proposed increase. 


When we came to the rext classification in the same clause, relating | 


to sulphuret of iron, or pyrites, which is brought into this country 
mainly tor the purpose of extracting the sulphur in order that sulphuric 
acid may be produced for fertilizing purposes, the same rate of 75 cents 
per ton was put upon the article, and in addition thereto 2! cents per 
pound upon all the copper contained therein if it was found to contain 
over 2} per cent. of copper by any assay that might be applied to it. 
The bill as the Senate sent it to us exempted this pyrites from any ad- 
ditional duty over 50 cents per ton, provided it did not contain more 
than 3} per cent. of copper by the dry assay. But your committee of 
conference proposes that an additional duty shall be imposed upon it 
if it contains over 2} per cent. of copper by any assay or test that may 
be applied to it. It is well understood that the dry assay would not 
develop as large a percentage of copper as the wet assay. Hence the 
words ‘‘dry assay’’ were stricken out, so that still greater quantities of 
these pyrites might be brought under this additional duty. 

Iam not undertaking, sir, to make an argument; I simply want to 
state the facts in order that this House and the couniry may know 
exactly what it is that this committee recommends. The next thing 
engaging the attention of the conference committee was steel rails, 


another article upon which both the House and the Senate had expressed | 


their judgment. By a vote in this House the rate upon steel rails had 
been put at $15 per ton. 


reconcile what were supposed to be differences of opinion between the 
two branches of the legislative department, again disregarded the delib- 
erate judgment of both of them and put the duty at $17 per ton; that is 
to say, $2 over the rate agreed to by the House and nearly a dollar and 
a half per ton over the rate agreed to by the Senate, when the fact is 
that either of the rates proposed by the House or the Senate is practically 
prohibitory at the present prices. 

Sir, if this House is willing to agree to these propositions which I 
have just mentioned in which its judgment was disregarded and the 
judgment of the Senate also set at defiance, other gentlemen must take 
the responsibility for it; I will not carry it on my shoulders. 

Then we came to the article of bar-iron; and I am very much afraid 
I will not be able to go through the list without cousuming too much 
of the timeon thisside. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’’] We found there three 
classifications—one with the rate of duty at $18 per ton, the next with 
$20 per ton, and the third with $22 per ton. The committee of con- 
ference recommends on the first classification that there shall be a re- 
duction of 8 cents per ton; that is to say from $18 to $17.92. But to 
compensate for that it recommends that on the next classification there 
shall be an increase from $20 ton to $22.40 per ton, which is $2.24 
higher on all descriptions of iron embraced in that classification than 


In the proposition sent to us by the Senate | 
the rate was put at $15.68 per ton; and yet this committee, sent out to | 


this House voted in Committee of the Whole a week or ten days ago 
| The description of bar-iron which this report proposes to put at $22.40 
| per ton was put by the House at $20.16 per ton, and by the Senate at 
| $20 per ton. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] shakes his 
| head, but I repeat the statement, and here are the bills lying on my 
| table which any gentleman can take and compare for himself 1 have 
| not time to read them now. The description is a little different ver 
bally, because this report does not say anything about the width 
| neither does the other classification of the Senate say anything about 
the width, but it covers identically the same article. 
Mr. HASKELL. The whole classification is changed 
Mr. CARLISLE. Three classifications are made. But th 
has put in as its second classification a part of that which was our first 
classification. We put it at $20.16 in the House bill. It was $20 by 
the Senate bill, and it is proposed to be put at $22.40 per ton by th 
report. 


seThit« 


Then on the first classification of sheet-iron this conference commit 
tee proposes to increase the duties over the Senate bill, not over the 
House bill but over the Senate bill, to the extent of $2.24 per ton 

It also proposes to insert the following proviso, which is entirely new 
in our tariff legislation and which will operate most injuriously upon a 
large and valuable industry, besides greatly increasing the cost of many 


useful articles of household ware. This is the proviso 


Provided, That plate or sheet or tagwers iron, by whatever 
other than the polished, planished, or glanced herein prov 
been pickled or cleaned by acid, or by any other mate: 
is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter cent per pound m 
sponding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers i 


designated 
which has 
and whict 


in the corre 


ided for 
or proce 1s 
auty t 


The effect of this will be to impose an additional duty of $5.60 px 
ton on all plate or sheet iron when pickled or cleaned and cold-rolled 
making on sheet-iron not thinner than No. 20 wir $30.24 pre 
ton; thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 2 2.48: thinne 

| than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 29, $39.20 per ton. There 
many millions of dollars invested and many thousands of hands em 
ployed in this country in the manufacture of enameled ware fron 
sheet-iron that has been pickled or cleaned and cold-rolled, and this 
provision will be a heavy blow to that great industry a 


suuge 
. & 


ire 


s well as to the 
people at large who purchase and use their goods. | believe that most 
if not all the iron used ey the manuitacture of these articles, such as 
buckets, pitchers, &c., 1% to be imported, on account of the tet that 


our domestic iron has not suflicient ductility to bear the heavy, deep 
stamping to which the material is necessarily subjected The duties 
are already very high, almost prohibitory in fact, and if this report 
shall be agreed to there is great danger that the production of thes 
wares will cease in this country and many workmen be thrown out of 
| employment, not for the want of what is called protection, but becauss 
in order to protect somebody else, who does not need it, the duties are 
placed so high as to deprive them of the material to work upon 
When we come to steel, onc of the most important items in 
an entire reclassification was made different in every respect ©) 
not only from what was done in the Senate but trom what was 
| herein this House. The only respect in which this proposition as now 
| submitted by the committee of conference corresponds with the «a 
ot this House is, that on steel worth less than 


the Il 
Kcept one 


clothe 


lol 


} 1 cents per pound it 
proposes to impose a duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem 
Mr. HASKELL. The next class is just like it 
Mr. CARLISLE. I beg pardon. It is true the next classification i 
| like it as itstands now. The rate wasreduced from 2} cents to 2 cents 
| So that in those two respects instezd of one, as just stated by me, there 


| is a correspondence between what was done 
recommended hy this committee. but in every respect 
from the classification recommended by the Senate, 
spects different in rates also 

And now, sir, let us look for # moment at this remarkable clause on 
steel. In the first place the Senate proposed that on all these kinds o 
steel valued at 5cents or less per pound the duty should be 40 per cent 
ad valorem. The committee of conference proposes to strike out 5 and 
draw the line at 4 cents per pound and raise the duty to 45 per cent. a 
valorem, thus increasing both ways—tirst by lowering the value of th: 
article to which this duty shall apply, and next by increasing the 
centage of the duty itself. 

Large quantities of steel are now admitted at 30 per cent. ad valorer 
| while some kinds pay 45 per cent. ad valorem, the question as tothe rats 
| depending on whether the steel is classed as steel] simply or as manu 
factures of steel not otherwise provided for. Now it is proposed to put 
45 per cent. on all of it, and I shall show to the House“that this | 
a most unnecessary and unjust discrimination against the 
cheaper grades of steel—the Bessemer, 
classes of steel of that character. 

On the next grade or classification the committee of conference pro 
poses that there shall be a duty of 2 cents per pound—that is, on al! 
stee] valued above 4 cents and not exceeding 7 cents per pound. Any 
gentleman can easily make the calculation for himself and ascertain 
what equivalent ad valorem that will be. If that steel is worth 6 cents 
per pound, 2 cents per pound is 33 per cent. ad valorem; if it is worth 
7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound is about 284 per cent. ad valorem 
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This is crucible cast-steel, and yet on the low grades of Bessemer steel, 
out of which rods are made to manufacture wire fencing, it is proposed 
to impose 45 per cent. ad valorem. When we come to the next classifi- 
cation between 7 cents and 10 cents we find a rate of 2} cents proposed, 
and on that a similar calculation shows that if the article be worth 9 
cents per pound, the duty will be equivalent to 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem; if it be worth 10 cents per pound, the duty will be 274 per cent. 
ad valorem. If it should be worth 74 cents per pound, which is about 
the lowest grade that could be admitted under this classification, the 
equivalent ad valorem would be less than 37 per cent. Then on all 
valued above 10 cents per pound the duty is 3} cents per pound; if that 
steel is worth 11 cents per pound the ad valorem rate will be 29 per 
cent. If it is worth 12 cents, the ad valorem rate will be 27 per cent. 

It will be seen, therefore, that as the value of the article increases 
the ad valorem decreases all the way through, so that we have here 
presented for our indorsement the extraordinary proposition that there 
shall be imposed upon these low and common grades of steel a much 
higher rate of duty than upon the very finest grades of crucible cast- 
steel. Why is this? I regret that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. KELLEY] did not consider it his duty to explain to the House and 
the country the reason for this discrimination against the steel which 
is now coming into general use throughout the country, and which by 
reason of improved processes and methods in its manufacture will soon be 
as cheap as iron itself. Whyshould it pay a higher rate of duty than the 
steel used in the manufacture of razors and the finest qualities of cutlery ? 
Are the farmers of the country realizing such exorbitant profits from 
their industries that the Government is justifiable in taxing their fenc- 
ing and their tools and implements higher than it taxes the material 
used by the manufacturers of fine cutlery? It is proposed not only to 
give these manufacturers the advantage in the rates of taxation imposed 
upon their material, but it is also proposed to protect them at the ex- 
pense of the consumer by a duty of 50 per cent. upon the products of 
their industries. For them the rule is low rates upon their material 
and high rates upon their finished product, while for the farmer therule 
is high rates upon the material and free competition with all the world 
in the sale of his products. 

It seems to me that some explanation ought to be made to the repre- 
sentatives of the people before they are expected to vote for propositions 
so extraordinary as those appear to be. 

In reference to steel wheels and steel-tired wheels for locomotive and 
railway purposes, the committee of conference adopted the House clas- 
sification, but agreed to the Senate rate on the finished article; and I 
desire to call the attention of my friend from Illinois to the rate pro- 
posed on the material from which the wheels are made. It is proposed 
to put a duty of 2 cents per pound upon ingots and blooms and blanks, 
which the manufacturers of steel wheels and steel-tired wheels are now 
using in this country, and this rate is to be imposed, in the language of 
the bill, ‘‘ without regard to the degree of manufacture.’’ 

Allsteel not otherwise provided for is admitted under the existing 
law at 30 percent. ad valorem. The Senate had proposed 30 per cent. 
ad valorem in the bill sent to us, but a majority of the conferees on the 
part of the House asked, and the Senate conferees ‘agreed to increase 
the duty exactly 50 per cent.; and it is soreported, that is to say, there 
is an increase from 30 per cent. ad valorem to 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, it seems to me, with all respect to gentlemen on the other side, 
that this proposed change in the law, which will ultimately embrace 
large classes of importations, ought to have been explained to the House 
by those who are responsible for the report and who must be responsi- 
ble for such legislation as may result from it. 

Then again, this report proposes to increase the duties upon large 
classes of cotton goods and upon a very large class of woolen goods. 
Raw cotton is free and there can be no argument made in favor of an 
increase of duties upon manufactured cotton goods on the ground that 

the raw material is subject to a duty as is sometimes urged in the case 
of woolen goods. With free or nearly free material and with the ex- 
perience of many years in the manufacture of cotton goods, the time 
has come when the duties should be diminished instead of increased. 

I see the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] smiling. It is 
true there is a little duty upon dye-stuffs, and also a duty upon the 
machinery used in the manufacture of cotton goods. But if I were to 
make an argument from my friend’s standpoint, I would be compelled 
to contend that the effect of those duties is to give the manufacturers 
see machinery and cheaper dye-stuffs than they would otherwise 

ave. 

I do not, however, agree with that argument, but believe, and gentle- 
men upon Yhe other side believe, as is clearly manifested when they 
come to act practically upon these matters, that the imposition of a 
duty on the foreign article enhances the price of the domestic article. 
If this be not so, why do we hear day after day on this floor and else- 
where that we must impose high rates of duty on the finished products 
because we have imposed duties upon the material out of which they 
are made? 

The practice of the gentlemen upon this subject has never conformed 
to their theory, for in every instance when are called u to vote 
here upon their nsibilities as legislators indorse the doctrine 
which we on this side have maintained from the beginning, and insist 





that the imposition of a duty upon the raw material demands the impo- 
sition of a compensatory duty upon the finished product made from jt. 

The cotton goods to which I was about to refer are admitted under 
the present law at 35 per ceut. ad valorem. This report proposes: 

On stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, fashioned, narrowed, or 
wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, and 
composed wholly of cotton, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

And again: 

Cotton laces, embroideries, insertings, trimmings, lace window-curtains, oo. 
ton damask, hemmed handkerchiefs, and cotton velvet, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The importations during the last fiscal year of the classes of goods 
which include these articles amounted in round numbers to $17,000, (000. 
Notall of that $17,000,000, however, consisted of these particular articles: 
but the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL], who I regret to 
say has been called home, substantially admitted in his remarks here 
when the bill was under discussion in this House that two-thirds of 
these importations would be affected by this proposed increase of duty 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Permit me to interrupt the yen 
tleman long enough to say that my colleague [Mr. Rvsse.1] is un- 
avoidably absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am aware of that fact and regret it very much 

The calculations submitted by the Committee on Ways and Means 
from the Bureau of Statistics were based upon the assumption that the 
proposed increase of duty on cotton goods would apply to only one-third 
ofthatimportation. I have always contended, as gentlemen who heard 
my remarksat the beginning of the discussion will remember, that it 
would embrace about two-thirds of the importations; and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RussEL.], I repeat, substantially admitted 
that fact in the debate. 

Here, then, is a proposition to increase the duties on an importation 
of cotton goods amounting last year to $11,500,000, being two-thirds 
of $17,000,000. For what reason? No increase is proposed upon any 
material which enters into the manufacture of those goods. They ar 
in large part necessary articles of clothing in common use among «| 
classes of the American people, the laboring people, whose welfare ven 
tlemen upon the other side are so anxious to promote, as well as those 
of larger means. 

Why has not some reason been given by the gentlemen in charge of 
this report for this proposed increase? Does the gentleman think that 
the country will overlook this? Do gentlemen think the represent: 
tives of the people here on this floor will not be called on when the 
go home to tell their constituents why it is that they have imposed ad 
ditional duties upon their clothing at a time when they had been prom 
ised relief from excessive taxation? Sir, that question and many others 
which gentlemen now appear tothink very trivial will be pressed upon 
their attention when the people come to review this legislation. 

Then, on a large class of woolen goods another very material increase 
of duty is proposed. This report proposes to reduce the duty upon 
wool, the material which enters into the manufacture of these article~ 
to the extent of about 18 per cent. if we leave out of account the rm 
classification, the precise effect of which can not now be ascertained 
Yet it is proposed to increase the duties on all-wool dress goods, for 
women’s and children’s wear, from 6 cents per square yard and 3%) 
per cent. ad valorem, or 8 cents per square yard and 40 per cent ad va 
lorem—the rates under the present law being dependent upon the value 
of the goods—up to 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem 
No matter what they may be worth, no matter how cheap the artic! 
itself may be, it must pay under this bill 9 cents per square yard and 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is an increase over the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; an increase over the present law touch- 
ing, as I shall show presently, q very large importation of goods. These 
are the cheap, all-wool goods—— 

Mr. CHACE. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; these are the cheap, all-wool dress goo’s. | 
am not speaking now of those goods having a cotton or other vegetable 
warp, but od of the all-wool goods. 

Mr. CHAC The gentleman is mistaken, as I will show hereatte! 

Mr. CARLISLE. They are what is usually denominated the *‘Sun- 
day wear’’ of the laboring people of the country. There are several! 
samples of them in the committee-room, which gentlemen can examine 
if they choose. They are a smooth, attractive quality of all-wool goods 
purchased very generally by laboring men for the Sunday wear of their 
wives and children, a | I have assurances from the largest importing 
house at Cincinnati that this increase will include about 95 per cent. 01 
the importations now made under the classification to which they belon: 
in the present law. From New York my information is that it will 
include from 75 to 80 per cent. of the importations. Importers of course 
differ in their estimates, as each one examines his own importations an‘ 
forms his opinion accordingly. But assuming that it embraces only 
75 per cent., let us see what the effect will be. Last year the entire 
importation under the classification to which these goods now belong 
was $15,241,149.77, upon which the Government collected a duty of 
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being imported and just how these increases would operate upon the 
people who buy and use these articles. The gentlemen on the other 
side who advocate this report ought to give the House and the country 
some reason for this proposed increase. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman permit me a remark’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the gentleman desires to ask a question I will 


yee HASKELL. It is not a question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I ought tosay in thisconnection that 
only a small quantity of these all-wool dress goods are now imported 
at the rate of 6 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, be- 
cause as a general thing they are worth over 20 cents per square yard. 
The present law is that if they are worth less than 20 cents per square 
yard the duty shall be 6 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. ad va- 
jorem; but if worth over 20 cents per square yard the duty is 8 cents 
per square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem. Now, the proposition is 
to make them all pay 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ad va- 
jorem, no matter whether they be worth more or less than 20 cents per 
square yard, at the same time reducing the duty on the wool, which is 
the only material from which these goods are manufactured, thus in- 


creasing the profit of the manufacturer and injuring other industries of 


the country just as much entitled to consideration at our hands as they 
are, 


Sir, I entertain no feeling of hostility toward gentlemen engaged in 
the manufacturing industries of the country. They are honorable and 
useful callings, and I would encourage and promote them by every 
legitimate means in my power; but when we are asked to increase the 
taxes upon the people at large for the benetit of certain gentlemen who 
simply desire to make experiments in the manufacture of these goods, 
every consideration of right and justice demands that we should refuse 
todo so. These goods are not now made in this country to any consid- 
erable extent, and the sole purpose of this clause is to tax the whole 








| House. 


this is another instance in which the committee of conference has dis 
regarded the previously expressed judgment of the Senate and the 
The House proposed, after a full discussion and on a full vote. 

to impose a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem on these bottles, while the 
Senate proposed to impose upon them a duty of only 30 per cent. ad 
valorem. Now, one would naturally suppose when the committee of 
conference went out to reconcile disagreements between the two Houses 
if we can assume there was a substantial disagreement here—it would 
have agreed practically upon the rates recommended by the one or th: 
other, or a mean somewhere between them. Instead of that, however 
we find this report proposes to impose a duty of 1 cent per pound on all 
these bottles, which, according to statements made here on the floor 
during the discussion a week or two ago, would be about 66 per cent 
ad valorem, I believe. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Beer-bottles? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Beer-bottles and bottles of like character 

1 will have to close my remarks, Mr. Speaker, in order that a litth 
time may be left for other gentlemen on this side; but I desire to say 
again that I have been anxious to see this Congress pass some measure 
of actual relief to the people. I have been willing and am willing now 
to make what I consider large concessions in order to secure a just and 
equitable revision of the tariff. I can not expect to see incorporated in 
asingle measure all that in my opinion ought ultimately to be done: and 
if the absolute power to dispose of this great question were in my own 
hands to-day I would not make radical changes at once, but would 
be disposed to proceed by cautious and conservative methods to reliev« 
the people trom taxation and to reduce the revenues of the Government 
without injuring or alarming the industrial interests of the country 
We must all recognize the fact that large interests have grownup unde 
the existing system; that they have been fostered and encouraged by 
it, and that they have so adjusted themselves toit as to become ina larg: 
measure dependent upon the assurance that it will not be suddenly 


people of the country, the laboring men and women in every State | swept away. 


and county and neighborhood, in order that some manufacturer may try 
the experiment of making this particular class of goods. 
lishments now turning out this class of goods in this country have grown 
up under the rates now prescribed by law; and if they have supported 
their business and made reasonable profits under these rates there 
would seem to be absolutely no reason why the people should be taxed 
more than they have been heretofore. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to ask the gentleman one question—for in- 
formation purely. In the judgment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
does this bill as now proposed by the conference committee increase or 
diminish the protection to the wool-growers of the United States? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, there is no question that it diminishes it at 


least 18 per cent.—— 
Mr. PAGE. I ask the question because I have not been here during 
the gentleman’s speech. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I have made the statement, but will repeat for the 
benefit of the gentleman from California, that this bill proposes to make 
a reduction of about 18 per cent. upon the duties on wool if we leave out 





of account the reclassification, the precise effect of which can not be cal- | 


culated. A word of explanation will enable the gentleman to under- 
stand my meaning. Under the present law if the wool is valued at 32 
cents or less per pound it pays a certain rate, but if itis worth more than 
32 cents it pays another and higher rate. I speak now of the first class 
of wool. 
stead of 32 cents. It proposes a certain rate of duty upon all wool cost- 
ing not more than 30 cents, and another rate upon all wool costing over 
30 cents. This, as the gentleman will see, must have a tendency to di- 
minish the apparent amount of the reduction of duties as it applies the 
higher rate to a lower class of wool than if the present classification had 
beenretained. Thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL] made 
a calculation which brought him to the conclusion that the actual re- 
duction of the duties on wool by these rates and classifications is about 
13 per cent.; that is a clear net reduction of the duty on wool to that 
extent. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Before the gentleman from Kentucky concludes 
will he be kind enough to state what will be the effect of the conference 
report as compared with the Senate bill instead of the House bill ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the gentleman mean on wool? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; onthe whole thing. Before the gentleman 
gets through I would like that information. 

Mr. C SLE. Iam about through now, and would be very glad 
to yield the floor at once, but will give the gentleman such information 
as I can on the point indicated. 

The report made by the conference committee, if adopted by the 
House, will make a very considerable increase over the rates proposed 
by the Senate, but it will be less than the bill which we had here in 
the House. As to the exact increase which this report makes over the 
Senate proposition as it stood originally, I am not prepared to be very ac- 
curate, because we have not had time to make the calculation, and I 
am not to hazard a guess at it. 

Mr. H OND, of Georgia. ‘Jou speak of it as a whole? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; I of it as a whole. 

Another item to which I not allude is green-glass bottles, and 


Under these circumstances, while I would strenuously insist upon 


The estab- | actual and substantial reductions, | would be willing to accept ver) 


reasonable and moderate measures as satisfactory indications of a fixed 
purpose to relieve the people at large without embarrassing specia 
interests. The business of the country wil! soon adjust itself to any 
reasonable change that may be made, but it must be more or less in 
jured by the agitation which inevitably results from persistent refusals 
to settle our revenue system upon a just and permanent basis Phe 
people demand justice and stability in tariff legislation, and when 
these essentials shall be secured the manufacturing industries of the 
country will no longer require the interposition of the Government to 
force prices up and give them the control of the home market, but wil 
become self-reliant and self-sustaining. Then, sir, all our great indus 
trial interests will grow and prosper together, and we will go on deve! 
oping our wonderful resources and augmenting the wealth and powes 
of the country through all time. [Applause on the Democratic side 

Mr. KELLEY. I now yield for ten minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. HASKELL | 

Mr. HASKELL... Mr. Speaker, I think it has become apparent to 
the Honse and to the country that the road to the conclusion we hoy. 
to reach this day on the tariff question has been one hedged about with 


| ‘liticulties and one that has been filled with all manner of obstacles to 





| our progress. 


This bill proposes that the line shall be drawn at 30 cents in- | 


| ence to this House for its action is in all respects such a one as I would 


That the bill as reported from the committee of conte 


make I can not assert. But it is a bill that is infinitely superior to th 
present law, and superior to the original Senate bill, both trom the 
standpoint of the importer and merchant aad from the standpoint of 
the manufacturer. It is a bill in which the rates are not in some it 

stances high enough as I think to give adequate protection; yet th 
bill as a whole is fairly protective to the great interests of the nation 
to all its leading industries. It is a bill, considered in all its feature 

based on the income to the Government the last year, that makes 
reduction of from seventy to seventy-five millions of dollars of taxation. 

Every member in this House, Mr. Speaker, is familiar with the wor} 
of a conference committee. Every member in this House will bear m« 
witness, willing witness, those who have served on such committees, o! 
the difficulty that stands in the way of an adjustment of differences o! 
the many opinions that must be harmonized. ‘Those difficulties wer 
overcome and those opinions harmonized to the best possible effect. Ne 
special interest was allowed to stand in the way of the conference in th: 
discharge of its duty to the whole country, that of putting a bill into 
the House and Senate for their action at the earliest possible moment 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] critivisesthe bill, and, as 
I understand, declares his intention to vote against it. He makes an 
argument upon this floor on the provisions of the bill as if the com 
mittee of conference had reported a bill to this House totally differeyt 
from the action either of the House or of the Senate. 

I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that in all great lines of stipulation 
you will find that it is neither more nor less than the outlines of the 
House bill or the bill that was considered in the Committee of the Whol 
of this House. Changes have been mace, to be sure, but they are changes 
that were needed to make the Senate bill as near the House provisions 
as possible. 
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This matter of ore my friend from Kentucky alluded to. Now, we 
increased the rats of duty 25 cents a ton, according to the specific rate. 
But there is a decrease upon the other hand which was made, and to 
which my friend from Kentucky did not see fit to allude. The House 
bill provided that this ore should pay a duty of 50 cents a ton, and upon 
every pound of copper that it contained it should pay a duty of 24 cents 
* pound upon the amount of pure copper secured. Many of the ores 
that are imported in this country are copper ores from Spain. Now, 
what did we do in the conference committee? We placed the duty at 
75 cents a ton instead of 50, and allowed any ore containing less than 
2 per cent. of copper to come in at the same rate; or, which is the same 
thing, to let ores that contain small percentage of copper come in free, 
so far as the copper duty is concerned. And this is in larger part acom- 
pensation for the increase on the ore. The House bill taxed all the ores 
that had the least trace of copper in them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not on the iron ore. 

Mr. HASKELL. Ah, butthe copper ore here is the ironore; and that 
is the ore that is touched by this specific provision of the bill in very 
large part. 

Mr. HUBBELL. May I ask the gentleman from Kansas what was 
the inducement held out to the conference committee to allow copper 
ore to come in free practically, while they raised the duty on iron ore ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Wedid not provide that all copper ore should come 
in free as a matter of fact. We exclude all copper ore except such as 
has less than 2 per cent. of copper in the ore, and the conference com- 
mittee thought that it would not be wise or just to undertake to im- 
pose a duty upon ore containing a less per cent. of copper than that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to crockery-ware. The provisions of 
this bill are the same as the House bill. You all heard the argument 
and a majority of the House voted for it. The pig-iron provision of the 
bill is the House bill. You all heard the argument and a majority 
voted for it. The duty on railroad bars is increased over either the pro- 
vision of the House or the Senate bill; but how much? Two dollars 
over the House bill, and one dollar and some cents a ton simply over 
the provisions of the Senate bill; and the present law is $28 per ton. 
Eleven dollars a ton, therefore, has been taken off railroad iron, even 
by the conference report; and yet the gentleman from Kentucky con- 
templates voting against the bill because he can not get a dollar or two 
more off of it. Galvanized plate is reduced in the conference report 
from the rate of the House a quarter of a cent a pound. Steel ingots 
and the whole Bessemer and crucible steel provision, with a single ex- 
ception, is the same as was voted by this House; and that one single 
point of difference is simply a difference of classitication. We make a 
dividing line at 10 instead of 11 cents per pound, as the House fixed it 
at 11. ‘Aside from that there is no change from the House rates; and 
the whole provision of crucible and Bessemer steel business, including 
blooms, cogged ingots, blanks, and shapes of steel, the entire category 
of steel, the whole vast interest of steel and iron of the country, is as 
you fixed it, and within 5 per cent. of what the Senate fixed it, and less 
than what the Tariff Commission fixed it as to its crude forms. Steel 
not otherwise provided for is the same as that at which the House 
fixed it. 

The gentleman from Kentucky complains because we raised it above 
the Senate provision. Wedid. Why? Because we had made enumer- 
ated forms of steel in the House here 45 per cent., and the unenumerated 
the same; they made it 40; then they made their unenumerated forms30 
percent. Whatwasthat? Itwas aninducement of 10per cent. given to 
every foreign manufacturer of steel to change his forms and names in order 
to get 10 per cent. less of a duty rate. There is not a custom-house in 
the United States in which importations of steel are made that would 
not have been thrown into hopeless confusion by this provision of the 
Senate bill, and it would have ended in endless litigation and lawsuits 
if the conference committee had not changed the Senate rate and made 
enumerated forms of steel and unenumerated forms of steel precisely 
the same rate ad valorem. Then the Senate, when it had got through 
with the entire metal schedule, after putting 40 per cent. upon blooms, 
left only 35 per cent. upon the finished manufactures of iron and steel. 
The conference committee simply put the same reie upon blooms and 
upon enumerated and unenumerated forms and upon the Bessemer 
steel, and then fixed the finished goods and manufactures also at the 
same rate through and through, so that the whole great mass of the 
iron and steel manufactures of the country should have the same rate 
ai valorem, the one with the other, and that is all. So that in sub- 
stance, as far as the House has considered the bill, the report of the 
conference committee, in general terms, has the commend: vote of 
this House, and the schedules presented by the conference were 
not considered by the House are in nearly every feature the same as 
were reported to the House by the Ways and Means Committee. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Roprnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1 am opposed to the pas- 
sage of this conference report for the reason that I consider that the in- 
terest I represent has been ly treated. I have in my district 
641,000sheep. I have had some experience asa wool-grower. I know 
that wool-growing to-day in Ohio and in the old States is barely profit- 
able. 





I know to-day that the farmers of Ohio have continued in this bysj- 
ness under the assurance and under the expectation that the samc pro- 
tection that has been extended to them since 1867 would be continued 

When I have gone to gentlemen on this floor and have appealed to 
them in the interest of the wool-growers of Ohio and in the interest o/ 
600,000 wool-growers in the United States I have been met with ¢h« 
statement that the National Wool-Growers’ Association have consented 
to this reduction on wool. But let me ask who compose this Nation) 
Wool Growers’ Association. I know the term ‘‘national”’ gives j; q 
high-sounding title. But I want tosay to the gentlemen on this fio) 
I am informed that but four men were present at that conference, |yy; 
four men there to represent the great wool-growing interest of this couy 
try. Two of them were selected, one of them to be president, the other 
secretary of thatassociation. They come down here and in connection 
with the National Woolen Manufacturers’ Association of the United 
States they to this schedule. They have not consulted a sing), 
wool-grower in the United States; not a single representative tro.) « 
wool-growing district in the United States. Not one single represents 
tive in Congress has been consulted as to this schedule. Those partic, 
have gone before the Committee on Ways and Means and betore thy 
Tariff Commission, and have represented that this schedule that has 
been agreed upon was perfectly satisfactory to the wool-growers o/' th: 
United States. : 

That, Mr. Speaker, isnot true. Not a single, solitary wool-grower 
of the United States was before the commission that consented to this 
reduction. They were opposed toit. Take, for instance, Ohio. |e 
me read you the following from the National Wool Growers’ Assovia 
tion and the Ohio association: 

Prior to March 2, 1867, wool had no substantial protection. 

At that date the present law prescribing duties on imported wools was jaissod 
with the joint and unanimous recommen on of producers and manufacturer 
Look at its results. At the date of its passage there were only 22,000,000 sthoc) 
in the United States, the annual product of wool was only 60,000,000 pound. 
while to-day, sixteen years after the passage, there are 50,000,000 of sheep ai 
an annual product of wool amounting to 300,000,000 pounds, besides an aunu 
supply of 12,000,000 carcasses of mutton. The annual value of this product is 
more than $85,000,000; the annual value of the mutton product is $0,000,000. ()), 
amount of capital invested in sheep alone is more than $200,000,000, while thi 
capital invested in the land necessary for their sustenance is estimated 4{ \\«' 
less than $1 ,000,000,000. This industry is divided among flock-musters nui) 
ing not less than 800,000, and gives employment to more than a million of po 


sons. 

The act of 1867, while stimulating the production of domestic wool as alo); 
stated, and thus Gommenstantons he capacity of our country and people to fully 
supply the domestic demand, steadily, year by year, reduced the price o/ 
wool to the consumers from 51 cents per pound in 1867 to from 40 to 43 cents j. 
pound at the present time, showing a steady decline (with slight variativn.. 
casioned by abnormal conditions) of 8 cents per pound, resulting directly fro 
the competition in domestic production created by the tariff act of 1867. If tl). 
industry is permitted to continue without adverse legislation the country 
enjoy in the future, as it has done in the past, its benefits and advantage 

The Tariff Commission recommends a reduction in the duties on woo! that .- 

ual to about 3 cents per pound. : ak 
“This change, if it becomes part of a new law, will paralyze, if it does not «i 
stroy, our wool-growing industry—will flood our markets with foreign wo. '- 
notably those of Australia, where 4,000,000 of people have now 80,000,000 of shew) 
and where climate and pasturage combine to facilitate and cheapen the prod: 
tion of wool in such manner as to prevent our successful competition. 

The wool tariff of 1867 is the only law worthy of consideration that gives jr 
tection to any agricultural interest; repeal it, and the interests of wool-grower- 
will be seriously imperiled; its pursuits will be gradually discontinued ; forci, 
wools will be substituted for domestic wools, and our producers compelled to 
resort to other agricultural pursuits, 

To the Senators and members of Congress, therefore, who represent agricult 
ural districts where more or less wool is produced, and who think agricultura 
interests entitled to legislative consideration, we earnestly appeal. 

We beg your careful attention to this subject. We pray youto restore the tari! 
duties on wools as created by the act of 1867; we entreat you to take the text 
of that law asa basis, so as to retain the important provisions eliminated by th 
commission and to avoid the addition made by the commission, admitting wo: 
on the skin duty free, except as to duty on the “skin alone.” , 

It seems to us that there is absolute injustice to the interest of agriculture ': 
the effort now being made to reduce the duty on wool. We believe that this 
sentiment is more general amofig the agricultural population than it is by man) 

to be, and we hope that it will not be di inted by adverse legis 


Tae NATIONAL Woo. GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION 
W. G. MARKHAM, Secretary 
THE On10 Woot GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
A. E. SPRAGUE, Secretary 


And the following from the Vermont Merino Sheep Breeders’ As~ 
ciation : 

Whereas the present tariff on wool has develo that industry in the United 
States to the extent of producing about 250,000,000 pounds yearly, instead « 
about 60,000,000 pounds annually produced before the present tariff was appli 
to wool; and 

there are 1,000,000 or more 
with at least $250,000,000 capital invested 


rsons employed in the productio! 
fh that industry, and believing that'! 
either of the bills now before Congress becomes a law with the provisions '' 


abol valorem duty on wool, admitting wool on the skins free, a)’ 
Socating teen on in the present tariff $0 eesvent the fraudulent entry 

and in of wool, will prove not only detrimental to the wool-grower - 
but ve of that industry in the United States and a deliberate sacri! 

of the interests of the large b ployed and capital invested in it to furthe! 
those of a much smaller number of manufacturers and the wool-growers 01 01) 

countries, where woolcan be raised so cheaply asto make it impossible for those 

country to compete with : ; 

fWe therefore. not only in behalf of the wool-growers of Vermont, but in‘! 

of than 1,000 members of the Vermont Merino Sheep Breeders’ A+s" 

peinion do petition Gongress not torevise the pres 

re e@ preset 

rade Fe ae prasen bills before that honorable boc). 

and sacrifice our property. And we earnestly request 0" 

Senators and Representatives from Vermont to stand by us ir our peril and take 
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action as will tend to insure us against tat destruction and sacrifice, be- 
rosperity of much the larger part ofthe other industries of the whole 
fi not be benefited by the destruction of ours. 
M. B. WILLIAMSON, President. 
ALBERT CHAPMAN, Secretary. 
Since arriving in Washington I find the numbers given above are too small for 
the correct numbers, values, &c. I would referto the pamphlet signed by Messrs. 
Markham and Sprague. 


such ie 
lieving the 
country wi 


ALBERT CHAPMAN. 

These petitions voice the sentiment of the wool-growers’ associations of 
the country. ; 

| know if we could have a separate vote on this proposition every 
Republican on this side of the House would vote to retain the tariff on 
wool at the present rates. Why, the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House, after learning that the rates fixed by the commission did 
not meet the approval of the wool-growers of the country and had not 
been aceepted by them, voted to restore the rates under existing law, 
and had we ever been permitted to vote upon the amendment in this 
House it would have passed by a large majority. We have seven 
months of pasture and five months of feed. Now, if you take the 
average cost of pasture for our sheep, it is 10 cents per head per month. 
Our farmers feed their sheep about three bushels of corn per annum 
during the five months of feed. In addition to this, there is the hay, 
and you can make your own estimate as to the pasturage, the corn, the 
feed, the hay, the expense of washing and shearing; and you will readily 
see there is very little left to the wool-grower of Ohio. 

Now, I am a protective-tariff man. I have voted with the protec- 
tionists of Pennsylvania and with the protectionists of New England 
with the assurance—the most positive assurance—that this great inter- 
est which I represent should be taken care of. What has been the re- 
sult? You have in this conference committee increased the tariff on 
woolen goods. But when we came to you and asked you to increase 
the tariff on this single item, about the only item the farmers are pro- 
tected in, you have stricken us down; you have disregarded our ap- 
peals, the appeals of 600 000 wool-growers of the United States. 

lam gratified to state that the two conferees on the committee from 
Ohio, Senator SHERMAN and Representative MCKINLEY, made a most 
gallant fight to keep the old rates, so satisiactory to the wool-growers, 
in force, but were overridden by numbers, and could only emphasize 





| judgment with regard to this great economic question which d 


their protest against this wrong by refusing to concur in the conference | 


report. 
When the tariff of 1867 was enacted wool was worth 51 cents per 
pound. 


It is by its increased production through the encouragement | 


you have extended to the American farmer that the present price of | 


wool is fixed. 
Now I want to call your attention to the fact that wool to-day in 
the Liverpool market or the London market which comes into competi- 


| to the people, because this man here does not 
| that man there does not get all he wanted. 


tion with wool that is raised by farmers of the United States is worth | 


23 cents in those markets. Add to that the present tariff on that wool, 
about 135 cents, and you have 36} cents. Add your commissions and 
insurance and freights, and you have the price of the wool produced in 
my district in the Boston or New York market to-day. 

You take from the farmers of Ohio $1,000,000 per annum upon their 
wool crop by the enactment of this legislation. I say to you it is the 
only interest that the farmers of this country are protected in. And 
you will stand up here and refuse them this justdemand. I appeal to 
you, | appeal to the protective Republicans from Pennsylvania, I ap- 
peal to the protective Republicans from the New England States, and 
ask if you will permit the adoption of this rate and thus injure, as I 
believe, this most worthy industry ? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Nr. CARLISLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. HUBBELL]. 

Mr. HUBBELL. 1 am at a loss, Mr. Speaker, to understand exactly 
on what process of reasoning or of concession your conference committee 
report this measure to the House inits present shape. It seems to one 
unacquainted with it that one might well draw the inference that the 
labors of the committee were so protracted and so intense upon the ques- 
tion of iron in its various forms that other interests were given the 
40-by or were struck a deadly blow. 

If this House, after a full discussion, alter long debate in the Com- 


} 


| back. 


mittee of the Whole, decided anything, they decided that copper ore | 


should not be on the free-list. But here in this conference report we 
find this conference committee giving away—what ? Do they allow any 
low grade of iron ore to come in free? Not abit of it. But when they 
come to copper, after listening to a debate which disclosed the peril this 
great industry was subject to, when they came to that item, what did 
they do. They allowed pyrites ores containing not more than 2 per 
cent. of copper to come in free. In other words, they put in a measure 
of fivoritism which allows Spanish ores to be imported and will abso- 
lutely close up the smelting establishments which were in operation 
under the present tariff law, and were importing their ores from Canada. 
_ Now, that is the proposition submitted here. The only thing needed 
in this bill for the copper interest was to protect it against the cheap 
ores. They could have yielded 2 cents a pound on pig, they could have 
yielded 2 cents a pound on other forms of copper; but they did not yield 
that. They put 2} cents a pound on copper ore until you get down to 
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ore containing 2 per cent. of copper, and then they propos 
ore come in free. 

There is only one class of ores that under this bill can come into 
this country free, and they are Spanish ores. They exist in mountains 
so large that millions and millions of tons of those ores can be im 
ported into this country. 

In the Lake Superior region we are mining at a profit ores that vield 
only seven-tenths of 1 per cent. of copper. Yet it is proposed to allow 
these 2 per cent. ores to come in free, which contain iron and sulphur 
sufficient to pay expenses and leave the copper a clear profit, against 
the labor and the capital of the country. 

This is a greater interest than people seem to understand. Nearly 
$100,000,000 have been invested in the enterprise of copper mining. Rk 
sults have not always been good; men who invest have to take risks 
And yet by this conference report the copper interest of this country is 
thrown open to competition with the cheap ores of Spain and with no 
other ores in the world—the cheap ores of Spain that can he brought here 
as ballast. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. SPEER]. 

Mr. SPEER. Mr. Speaker, I believe that if gentlemen will look at 
the general condition of the country and consider the demands of busi 
ness they will take a patriotic view of this question. Thx man 
will look over and above his wool interest, and the copper man will omit 


» to let that 


wool 


to remember his interest long enough to enable him to forget that there 
has been a slight reduction of the duty on copper They will look at 
the immense work that this Congress has done in the direction of tarif 


revision, and will not strike down almost at the closing hour of the ses 
sion the power of the Representatives to reduce taxes and give the people 
the relief which they demand. 

Sir, this Congress has acted with all of that conservatism and good 
tin 
guishes our English-speaking race. We first discussed the entire ques 
tion anterior to the Tariff Commission. Then we provided for a tariff 
commission, and that commission put in its work. ‘Then the commit 
tees of the Senate and of the House took the matter in charg 
that day down to this moment Congress has been engaged, th 
proper authorities, in accomplishing what the people demand, t 
revision and relief to the business interests of this country 

And now, when the work is done, when the conference committee 
has agreed, when the Senate has adopted the report of that committee, 
we are called upon to defeat this action and to deny th 


Irom 
rough its 


ill 


propose ad reliet 
get all he wanted and 
That is not right, not just 
to the people of this great country. 

You can not in legislation do any more than youcan do in any other 
business. Noman can get everything he wants. Inany practical busi 
ness if you can not get the thing you ask, you ought to take the next 
best thing to it. The people of this country do not want to go over 
this question again; they do not want to have another trial of this que 
tion. 

They are like an old darkey down in my country who used to be 
called Fiddler Billy. He was not only a good fiddler but he was a good 
fighter; and one day he gotinto afightand was brought before the court 
and tried and sentenced to receive thirty-nine lashes on hi back 
His lawyer, a slow, methodical old gentleman, sut down to prepare a mo- 
tion fora new trial. While he was doing so the sheriff took old Fiddler 
Billy out into the back yard and inflicted the thirty-nine lash« 


bare 


on his 
A moment afterward Billy came in and his lawyer said to him 
** Never mind, Billy, youshall have anew trial directly *Nomassa,”’ 
said Billy, *‘for God’s sake don’t; I don't no new trial.’’ 
[ Laughter. } 

And so with the people of this country; they do not want 
trial onthis question. They have been lashed by the tongues of 
Their business has been injuriously affected by the conflict and strug 
gle in the House of Representatives. And now, after all of this agita 
tion and suspense, now as we are approaching the fruition of our labors, 
the people do not want to see the work continued and to have a new 
trial of this important question. 

A word to Southern men: What does this bill give to you? It 
tects those vast deposits—iron ores 


want more 


any new 


orators 


pro 


in which your country is so rich 


| It protects your forests of lumber which tower in almost untouched 


extent over the Southern States of this Union. If protects the ric 
which grows in the Carolinas and in Georgia, and in La 
tects sugar. And it leaves cotton-ties at the rate of duty which they 
now bear. This House has received petitions from hundreds and thou 
sands of people all over the South, asking that no increase of duty be 
imposed on cotton-ties. Their petition has been granted 
ferees reserved this to the South. The planting interests of the South 
have been respected. The agricultural interests of the West are re- 
spected in wire rods for fencing. In this way substantial relief has 
been given to the agricultural interests of both sections 

Mr. BERRY. How about wool? 

Mr. SPEER. To-day, sir, America is the greatest wool-producing 


1 
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country in the world. It successfully competes with all nations, and 
the protection which you ask for your wool and your sheep ought not 
to defeat this tariff legislation for the whole country. It takes off 
twenty-two or twenty-three million dollars from the tobacco interests 
of the South. It authorizes the poor farmers of the South and the 
West and everywhere to do that which we have been pleading for 
every year since I have been on this floor—to sell leaf-tobacco of their 
own production to the amount of $100. This one provision will give 
to the people of my district enough money to buy their sugar and their 
coffee. I could not go back to the mountains of Georgia and tell those 
sturdy people I had voted against a measure that gave them this relief. 

Gentlemen say this measure increases the duty on crockery. What 
is the present cost of this crockery of which gentlemen speak? You can 
buy one hundred and twenty-five pieces for $10; and a crate of crockery 
now is 65 per cent. cheaper than it was in 1856 or 1857. 

Mr. Speaker, this is perhaps the last speech that I shall make in this 
Congress. I came here four years ago to learn; and I have learned. 
Sir, I have learned that itis right to protect the industries of our coun- 
try; and Lam going home to maintain, so far as I can in my bumble 
way, the principles which I now here enunciate. [Applause.] I have 
lived, though a young man, in acountry without manufactures. I have 
seen the Southern States of this Union surrounded by a cordon of steel 
when the people could scarcely get the mere necessaries of life. I have 
seen the railroads going to pieces; I have seen the locomotives wheez- 
ing and straining to draw the trains. Ihave seen elegant and cultured 
womanhood clad in the coarsest fabrics; I have seen the people dig down 
into the dirt of their smoke-houses where the meat had been hung be- 
fore the war, and boil the dirt so as to get a little salt to put in their 
victuals when they cooked them, National independence is impossible 
in the absence of State manufactures. I tell you what we need now in 
that section of the country is encouragement to our interests, develop- 


ment to our natural resources; and all that we need for this is that cap- | 


ital seeking investment everywhere in this country should have that 
encouragement which this bill gives it. Then, sir, with home produc- 
tion we can supply the home demand. The money of the South will 
stayin theSouth. Fromone of the poorest we will become, with genial 
climate, fertile soil, inexhaustible mineral and forest wealth, the richest 
section of the Union. 

I am honest and sincere in my convictions. I do not criticise the 
candor of those who differ with me. Able men differ with me; and, 
sir, they have had the amplest opportunity to maintain the correctness 
of their principles in the committees of the House and Senate and on 
this floor. What is the result? The finest ability of the anti-protec- 
tion party has been brought to the resistance of these measures. The 
opponents of protection have had a full hearing in this forum of the 
American people. The majority, I think, in this House differs with 
them. 

The work is completed; the issue is made up. Let it be decided by 
the verdict of this jury of the American people, and let justice, relief, 
reduction of taxation, and the removal of the burdens of the American 
people be no longer delayed by the American Congress. [ Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish in a few words to explain the 
vote I shall give upon the pending proposition. Iam in favor of adopt- 
ing the report of the conference committee on the tariff bill. The 
country, Mr. Speaker, has been more clamorous upon the question of 
tariff than any other one question which has agitated the country since I 
have had the honor to bea member ofthis House. Values have been un- 
settled, large interests have gone up and gone down, and doubtand uncer- 
tainty have seized the public mind. To-day the paralysis in many of 
the manufacturing interests of the country has prompted the people to 
raise their voices for the adjustment of the tariff question. The time 
has now come at the end of my eight years’ service in Congress when 
we are about to vote upon the first tariff bill that has been brought 
before Congress for its final action. 

This measure proposes to reduce taxation, we are told, $67,000,000 
annually, and to that extent to give relief to the le. Iam for it. 
It proposes to settle many of the vexed questions which have agitated 
Congress and the country for many years. I am in favor of this settle- 
ment. The bill does not give all the relief which I desire to see given; 
but it does take a long stride in the right direction. The article of 
wool, to which my friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has referred, 
does not receive the protection which it should have. But there must 
be a beginning in this reform some time; and I know no better time for 
that beginning than now. There are errors in this bill, I am sure. 
Errors will creep into all great bills which relate to so many subjects. 
But it will be far more practicable to correct these errors hereafter 
than for Congress to undertake to go over the whole ground again. No 
tariff can be passed except by compromise. If injustice be done now 
to any interest a future Congress can correct the error, and the coun- 
try can at last settle down on a tariff bill which will be just to the people 
of all sections of the country and just to the various enterprises. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. _I yield now for three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 








Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I have never had occasion before to 
speak on this tariff question, representing as I do a people who are per- 
fectly satisfied with whatever we may do here, with one exception, and 
that is they do want a bill passed and they want it passed now. 

The various interests that are complaining always will complain. 
and, Mr. Speaker, in my judgment there is no man living to-day who 
can draw a bill which will suit all the interests in the country. 

I am a business man myself, as you are all aware, and I only look at 
this question in a business light and not ina political one; for it makes 
no difference to me who governs so long as we are governed well. If 
this question is to determine who is to be the next Speaker of the 
House, I do not care whether it be one or the other, but I do believe 
we should vote for a bill to satisfy all the business interests which de- 
mand it. 

Now, we are collecting, as we all know, $150,000,000 more a year 
than is required to carry on this Government. That must be stopped; 
the people demand it; and the only way you can stop it is by doing one 
of two things: either you must pay your debt and wipe out your na- 
tional bonds or you must reduce the income of the Government. Now. 
our national banking system is based largely upon our national bonds. 
or entirely so. Now, the people of this country are satisfied with that 
institution as it nowexists. They do not want that wiped out, for one 
thing. Therefore there is but one thing to do. The people whom | 
have the honor to represent here do not ask me what Ishall reduce. A 
great many may be willing to reduce the tax on tobacco and others on 
whisky, some on one thing and some on others; but I do not care what 
we reduce so long as the revenue of the Government is diminished and 
the money now in the Treasury is circulated once more among the 

ple. 

I have not found it necessary to go before the Committee on Ways 
and Means to help any interest or any one measure or others. I simply 
wish now to say this: that I amsure no man canafford to go home to the 
people, having had the opportunity which I hope we shall have in a 
short time to vote for or against the bill—I say no man can go home to 
his people having had such an opportunity after voting against it. | 
shall vote for the bill if I get a chance to do so. 

Mr. TUCKER, I will now take the floor, Mr. Speaker, and will 
yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Converse]. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to say a word in reply 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER]. He has commented on 
the conservatism of gentlemen who have had this bill in charge and the 
conservatism of the measure itself. The first fact which challenges our 
attention on this point is that the rule requiring a vote of two-thirds to 
bring forward a measure for final vote without consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has been in this case suspended, so that a majority 
can consider and pass this bill. That rule has always been observed in 
this and in every other legislative body of America. The rule serves as 
a guard and protection against unwise, hasty, and inconsiderate leyis- 
lation. This bill embraces over 4,000 items, is brought in here as an 
amendment to a bill and rejected without being read, and sent toa com- 
mittee of conference. It comes back to us now from the conference 
committee and for the first time has been read within twenty-four hours 
of the time when this body will cease to exist. It is a bill which em- 
bracesevery material interestof thiscountry. It entersintothe economy 
of the American people. It changes the relation of money and of prop- 
erty and of labor in all parts of the Union, and yet it is read for the 
first time now within twenty-four hours of the time when this body is 
to be dissolved; and that you call conservatism and commend it. You 
urge that the people want a vote on it of some sort orother, when neither 
you nor they can judge its effect upon the prosperity of the country. 

It is a leap in the dark, Mr. Speaker; it is unwise legislation; it is 
imprudent legislation. Noman on this floor can say or pretend to name 
the effect of this law on any half dozen of the 4,000 items embraced in 
this bill. The American people have lived under the present tariff for 
nearly twenty years, and they can live another year under it, and so 
give us time to think over and deliberate upon and discuss every one 
of the items which shall enter into a revenue bill. 

This is most unwise legislation, it seems to me, both from a party and 
political standpoint. Why, look at the bill itself. Ido not wonderthe 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE] commends it; there is not 
a single industry in New England, from a wooden spoon to a steamship, 
but is protected amply, while the great industries of the West, embracing 
the great Ohio interest, are sacrificed simply by haste. 

I am sure this House would not agree to this bill as far as the wool in- 
terest is concerned unless some great pressure was brought to bear upon 
it. Iremind you, gentlemen, that you are sacrificing one of the great 
industrial interests in my State. Its importance consists not only in 
the profits accruing to the flockmaster by the growth of wool and the 
production of mutton. By it we restore at the same time the fertility 
of our land, wasted and impoverished in the production of grain, and 
keep it at a high standard of excellence and value. In ten years, | 
venture to predict that grain-growing Illinois will wish she had united 
sheep culture with grain culture. But you strike the blow here at our 
farmers, and compel them to abandon this industry, and return to the 
exhausting process of grain-growing. This is mainly the work of New 
England man Let me remind them that we will begin ag\- 
tating this question the hour that you pass this bill, and keep that 
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agitation up until we shall have obtained that relief which our indus- 
tries demand, 

(Here the hammer fell. } ¢ 

Mr. TUCKER. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SPRINGER]. ; ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this House on last Tuesday took the 
internal-revenue and tariff bill from the Speaker's table in pursuance 
of the rule, the adoption of which was accomplished by methods here- 
tofore unknown in the parliamentary history of this country. The Sen- 
ate amendments were non-concurred in and the billsent to a committee 
of conierence, The next morning one of the House conferees declined, 
and on Thursday two of the Senate conferees reported to that body that 
they could not under the instructions they had received from the Senate 
serve upon the comunittee. 

On Thursday the conference committee was completed with a com- 
plement of five Representatives and five Senators. On Friday, the 
next day after the conference committee was appointed they had brought 
inte the Senate of the United States a complete revision of the whole 
tariff schedules, and all of the statutes of the United States relating to 
the collection of customs and internal revenue. That bill, sir, was re- 
ported to the representatives of the people this morning at 1 o'clock, 
and to-day at 5o’clock we shall take a vote upon it to determine whether 
it is to be the law of the land. Four hours only of consideration will 
be allowed from the time the reading of the bill began until we must 
vote upon its passage. This bill is no small or inconsiderable measure. 
It isa bill affecting all of the industries of 52,000,000 people. 

It isa bill that exacts and will exact by the iron hand of taxation 
$220,000,000 annually from the American people which the Govern- 
ment gets, besides at least $500,000,000 which will be exacted trom 
them indirectly through the operations of the protective system. <A 
measure imposing upon the country a burden of six or eight hundred 
millions of dollars annually has only been before the House of Repre- 
sentatives four hours for discussion. We are required to vote upon it 
without proper consideration or opportunity of amendment. 

How many ‘‘little steals,’’ if I may be pardoned for using that ex- 


pression, may be found hereafter lurking in the new classitications no 


one can now predict. But if some of these provisions do not ‘* return 
to plague the inventors,’’ I shall be surprised. 


INTERNAL REVENUE REPEALED. 


That part of the bill relating to internal revenue secures a reduc- 
tion of about $41,000,000 of taxes. But no offices are abolished, and 
the expense of collection, amounting to $5,000,000 a year, is not dimin- 
ished a particle. The army of spies and informers is retained, and the 
whole machinery of internal taxation remains in full force and effect. 

The reduction secured is upon articles affording little relief to the 
people. The reduction on tobacco is more than half of the total redue- 
tion of internal taxes, and the banks get half of the remaining redue- 
tion, while the druggists and the people divide the remaining fourth. 

The surplus revenue of the Government now amounts to about $150- 
000,000 a year. There should have been a substantial reduction of at 
least $100,000,000 of Government receipts per annum, and this reduc- 
tion should have been upon such articles as would have afforded relief 
to the people. 


THE CUSTOMS KEVENUDL. 

I do not believe that any real reduction of customs revenue will re- 
sult from the passage of this bill. It is claimed that there will be a 
reduction of twenty-five millions of such revenue. I do not believe it. 
There will be areduction on sugar of about $11,000,000. This is nearly 
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goods, books, papers, and sundries, and the free-list. That on metals, 
by far the most important subject covered by this bill, has not been 
considered by the House. 

Just what the effect of the pending measure will be upon the revenue 
of the country, or upon the industries v hich its provisions affect, it is 
impossible to tell. But from the brief time allowed me I am assured 
of one fact, namely, that the pending bill is in no sense a revision of 
the tariff. While all of the schedules and the general provisions of law 
are re-enacted in the pending bill, yet in a large majority of the items 
there is no change whatever from the provisions of existing law. The 
principal changes are in the schedules concerning metals, earthen-ware 
and glass-ware, sugar, cotton, and woolen goods. 


CHEMICALS. 

The schedule on chemicals is but little changed from existing law. 
There should have been, in order to afford relief to the people, large 
reductions in the chemical schedule. There has been great demand 
from the manufacturers of the country to have all dye-stuffs and chem- 
icals entering into manufactures placed upon the free-list. There has 
been no attention paid to this demand. The chemical schedule pro- 
duced but $6,700,000 in revenue during the last fiseal year, and the 
decrease recommended by this bill is so trifling as to have no percepti 
ble effect either upon the revenues or upon the importation of the prod 
ucts or the lessening of their price to the consumers. The whole 
schedule should have been abolished by a gradual reduction not to ex- 
ceed five vears in extent, excepting a very few articles 

GLASS AND POTTERY. 


The schedule in reference to earthen-ware and glass-ware has been re 
vised upward instead of downward, and there is admitted increase in 
the average rates of from 48 per cent. to 56 per cent. The whole amount 
of revenues received from articles coming under this schedule during 
the last fiscal year was $6,600,000. If the importations should be the 
same for the next fiscal year after the tariff takes effect the revenue 
would be increased to the extent of $1,200,000. But there will be no 
increase of revenue, although an increase of tax burdens by the increased 
cost of the domestic products. Hence by the operation of this bill the 
items under this schedule will yield less revenue than heretofore, how 
much it is impossible to tell. The people will be subjected. to increased 
taxation. A reduction of revenue will be secured only by prohibiting 
importations and fostering a monopoly of manufacturers at an increased 
expense to all the people of the country. 

IRON AND STEEI 

The metal schedule is an enigma. New classifications have been in 
troduced which will produce endless litigation, more Treasury decis 
ions, surprises to merchants, embarrassment to business, if not financial 
ruin to many interests involved. What is to be the effect upon the 
revenue by this schedule no one pretends to know. Enough has been 
discovered, however, to demonstrate that the reductions have not been 


| 80 severe, except in very few cases, as to take the articles out of the 


half of all reductions claimed. If rates have been reduced on any other | 


articles so as to affect the revenue, it is impossible to tell whether the 
net revenue will be increased or diminished. On some things there will be 
an increase; on others a decrease. I think the result is in such doubt 
that all estimates thereon are merely guesses. 


All that part of the bill relating to customs duties originated in the | 


Senate and is here in violation both of the letter and spirit of the Con- 
stitution, which provides that the bills for raising revenue shall orig- 
inate in the House of Representatives. The wisdom of that provision 
in the Constitution has been more than vindicated by the condition in 
which we are now placed. The representatives of the people are re- 
quired to pass upon a bill covering all the schedules of customs duties 
and the general laws relating thereto which has never until) this morning 
been read even in the House. The reading by the Clerk was unintelli- 
gible and shed no light upon its provisions, but the time consumed 


therein enabled members to examine some of the leading provisions of | 


the measure. 

It is true that the House has been considering another bill upon the 
same subject for several weeks past, and in Committee of the Whole 
House we had proceeded with the various schedules from Schedule A 
on chemicals to Schedule E on sugar, embracing all that part of this 
bill relating to chemical products, earthen-ware, and glass-ware, metals, 
wood and wooden-ware, and a partial consideration but not determina- 


prohibitory rates which they now bear. The strange spectacle, how 

ever, is presented of a conference committee reporting larger rates than 
was agreed upon by either House. These have already been pointed 
out to some extent by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky. 

The metal schedule seems to have been devised by aring of interested 
parties whosecured their own favored industries at the hazard of slaught- 
ering others. What particular industries will come out unhurt and 
what will have been benefited or injured time alone will demonstrate 
That the whole schedule is crude, ill-digested, inconsistent, and contra 
dictory there can be no doubt. The interests involved were too im- 
portant to be thus trifled with, and no bill upon this subject should have 
been passed in the hasty and inconsiderate manner in which this is be- 
ing rushed through. When it is too late and this Congress shall have 
adjourned the full effect of our action will have been discovered 

LUMBFI 

The schedule on wood and wooden-ware is changed but little, if any, 
from the existing rate. There is no revision whatever or reduction of 
burdens on account of the articles in this schedule. The great central 
States of the Northwest were deeply interested inthe removal of duties 
on lumber; free lumber was demanded by every consideration of fair- 
ness, public policy, if not of public health. A ring of lamber men who 
have already plundered the country tothe extent of untold millions and 
who are fast destroying the great forests of many of ourStates have been 
licensed by this bil! to pursue their plundering trafiic. 

BUGAR 

The next schedule in the bill is that of sugar. In this there isasub 
stantial reduction of duties and of revenue to the amount as estimated 
of $11,000,000. This is about the only reduction of tax burden con- 
tained in the tariff part of this bill; but whether the people, the Louisi- 


| ana sugar-growers, or the New York refiners will get the benetit of the 


tion upon the subject of the sugar schedule. The other features of this | 


bill which have not been even discussed in the House are those relating 
to impost duties upon tobacco, provisions, liquors, cotton and cotton 


goods, hemp, jute, and flax goods, wool and woolen goods, silk and silk 


change remains to be seen. The-reduction on sugar is about 20 per 
cent., and if other articles in the bill had been reduced to asimilar 
extent I should have cheerfully supported it. 
TOBACCO, 
The schedule on imported tobaccos has been but slightly and imma- 
terially changed. 
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The average ad valorem rate is about 72 per cent. as against 73 per 
cent. in the present law. In view of the fact that the tax on domestic 
cigars and tobacco is reduced on the former from $6 a thousand to $3 a 
thousand, and on domestic tobacco from 15 cents to 8 cents a pound 
in the internal-revenue part of the bill, it seems to me that there should 
have been a corresponding reduction of the rates on imported tobacco. 
The pending bill imposes an internal-revenue tax of only 8 cents a pound 
on domestic tobacco, snuff, &c., and on imported tobacco of 40 cents 
a pound and on snuff of 50 cents a pound, and other provisions in like 
ratio. 

The effect of this change it seems to me will be to exclude importa- 
tions of many articles. We received last year $6,000,000 in duties on 
imported tobacco. The internal taxes having been reduced one-half 
with no corresponding reduction of duties on imported articles, there 
will undoubtedly be a large falling off of the revenue by the practical 
exclusion of imports and leaving to the domestic manufacturer the mo- 
nopoly of the home market. 

It is estimated that the reduction of internal revenue on tobacco on 
account of the provisions of this pending bill will amount to $22,000,000. 
Whether the people are to get the benefit of this reduction of the Gov- 
ernment’s income is not so certain. I think it will be found that the 
greater portion of the benefit will go to the tobacco monopolists, and 
that the consumers of tobacco and the tobacco producers will receive 
little or no benefit from the change. 

PROVISIONS. 

‘The next schedule is thaton provisions. Twelve million dollars of 
revenue were derived from this schedule during the last fiseal year, 
and the whole schedule, or nearly all of it, should have been wiped 
out by an intelligent and effective revision of the tariff. The people 
must have cheaper food, and to the extent in which we cheapen meats 
and breadstuffs will the purchasing power of the wages of the laborer be 
increased. Many of the articles in the provisions schedule have no per- 
ceptible effect upon the articles themselves and should be abolished as 
surplusage in the bill. 

Some of the items are intended for the use of demagogues who in the 
rural districts and sometimes even in this Hall endeavor to make it ap- 
pear that farmers receive protection upon their products. Such, for in- 
stance, as beef and pork, hams and bacon, lard, wheat, corn, oats, wheat 
flour, potatoes, and other like products of the farm. All of these items 
are retained in this bill in the face of the fact that they produce no reve- 
nue or none worth collecting, and are kept in to deceive and humbug 
the people. There is scarcely an item in the schedule that ought not 
to be put upon the free-list at once. 

LIQUORS. 

Schedule H on liquors has not been changed, or at any rate I see no 
difference upon the casual examination which I have been able to make. 
COTTON GOODs, 

The schedule on cotton goods has undergone a material change, but 
here again the revision has gone upward instead of downward in the 
interest of cheap clothing. The total amount of cotton goods imported 
into this country during the last fiscal year was valued at $34,000,000, 
and the duties, averaging 38 per cent. ad valorem, amounted to over 


$13,000,000. ‘The duties on an average are increased from 38 to 40 per 
cent, The revenues will of course be lessened by this increase of duties, 


although there is an estimated increase of revenues upon the same im- 
portations of nearly half a million dollars. 

The manufactures of cotton goods in this country from the census of 
1880 amounted in value to $210,000,000. The average number of hands 
employed in these establishments, including men, women, and boys 
under sixteen and girls under fifteen, which are counted as half a hand, 
amounted to 170,363, and the amount of wages paid for the sanie time 
amounted to $45,000,000. If the cotton goods manufactured in this 
country and imported should all be consumed the annual consumption 
of such goods would amount to nearly $250,000,000. Just how mach 
the cost of these articles was enhanced by reason of the tariff it is im- 
possible to state. 

If enhanced to the extent of the tariff the increased cost to consum- 
ers of such goods by reason of the tariff would amount to $100,000,000 
annually. Here was a schedule which should have received substantial 
reductions in order that the price of clothing should have been reduced 
and the purchasing power of wages increased accordingly. But it seems 
that the monopolists were more powerful than the representatives of the 
people, and instead of reduction we havean increase of tax burdens and 
a decrease in effect of revenue to the Government. 

HEMP, JUTE, AND FLAX. 

There has been some change in the schedule in regard to hemp, jute, 
and flax goods, a change in the interest of neither the manufacturers nor 
the people; an increase of the rates upon raw material, and, in some 
instances, a decrease of the rate upon the finished product. I am in- 
formed by a gentleman of the highest intelligence and thorough know]- 
edge of this business that many establishments engaged in the manu- 
facture of this quality of goods will be closed up on account of the incon- 
siderate manner in which this schedule has been pre . The re- 
vision is actually a farce and the changes are merely tariff tinkerings. 





WOOL AND WOOLEN Goons. 

The next schedule is that of wool and woolen goods, one of the most 
important schedules in the bill. There is a reduction, it is claimed, oy 
raw wool amounting to 18 per cent. below existing rates, but I do no} 
see a corresponding reduction upon the finished products, and I assump, 
that whatever reduction there may be in the rates on the raw materi,| 
will inure to the benefit of the manufacturers and not to the consumer 
I do not complain of the reduction of the tariff on wool. In fact I am 
in favor of a rapid reduction of the rates of the tariff on wool and the 
placing of the product on the free-list within a very few years. 

There is no change in the tariff that will produce greater benefits 1, 
the people than the placing of wool and raw materials entering jyt, 
manufacture of woolen goods upon the free-list. No industry would 
be injured, but all would be promoted and encouraged. Labor woul 
receive some substantial reward and manufacturing receive an encour 
agement that would produce better times than we have had in this 
country formany years. The average duties upon the woolen schedu|> 
under the present law amount to 61 percent. ad valorem. The impor 
tations for the last fiscal year on wool and woolen goods amounted jy 
value to $47,000,000, and the duties received to $29,000,000. Th» 
mauufactures of woolen goods for the census year of 1880 amounted to 
about $200,000, 000. 

The increased cost to consumers of woolen goods by reason of the 
tariff is very great, just how much it is impossible to tell. While the 
raw material is taxed from 25 per cent. ad valorem to 65 per cent. and 
manufactures of woolen goods including woolen cloths, flannels, blank 
ets, hats of wool, knit goods, and women’s and children’s dress goods, &c.. 
pay a duty under the present law of from 30 per cent. ad valorem to 
130 per cent., an average of perhaps 90 per cent., the average tariff upon 
the raw material is perhaps 60 per cent., leaving a margin of 30 pe: 
cent. for the manufacturers. 

The annual consumption of woolen goods in this country amounts to 
about $250,000,000 in value. It will thus be seen that the tax upon 
the people as consumers of woolen goods under the present law is most 
onerous and oppressive. A revision in the interest of consumers was 
absolutely demanded by the best interests of the country, but instead 
of such a revision we have a little legislative jugglery which reduces at 
one end and increases at the other and affords no substantial relief to 
the people. 

SILK GOODS, 

There has been but slight change in the schedule on silk and silk 
goods. There is an estimated reduction of $3,000,000 of revenue, and 
of rates from 58 per cent. to 50 per cent. ad valorem. If it should ap 
pear that there has been a reduction of rates upon the articles that an 
imported such reduction of rates will increase importations and thus 
increase the revenue. The revenues derived from this schedule during 
the last fiscal year amounted to $22,000,000. I think it will appear at 
the close of the first year after this act takes effect that the revenues 
from this schedule will amount to $25,000,000, an increase of $3,000,000 
instead of a decrease, as is estimated. 


BOOKS AND PAPER. 

There is little change in the schedule in regard to books, papers, & 
There was room here for a large increase of the free-list, but the revisers 
of the tariff have neglected to avail themselves of the opportunity. 

SUNDRIES, 

The next schedule is that of sundries, under which during the last 
fiscal year there were imported articles valued at $62,000,000 and which 
paid a revenue of $17,000,000. The average rate of duty under this 
schedule is 27 per cent. ad valorem, and no practical decrease is recom 
mended or provided in the pending bill. This schedule offered an ex 
cellent opportunity for revision by the placing of many articles now 
heavily taxed upon the free-Tist. 

This whole schedule and those on chemicals, lumber, provisions, and 
booksshould have been placed where Mr. Lincoln desired to place slavery, 
namely, ‘‘ where the public mind would rest in the belief that it was 
in the course of ultimate extinction.’’ Most of the articlesare those 0! 
little importance and come under the denomination of raw material or 
of articles having little labor bestowed upon them. This schedule an¢ 
the schedules on chemicals, lumber, provisions, books, papers, &c., con- 
tain al majority of the articles in number which constitute our 
tariff legislation. They produce in the aggregate less than $40,000,000) 
of revenue. 

If our tariff revisers had *‘ moved upon’’ these schedules and largely 
reduced the rates or placed the articles upon the free-list they would 
have done something to encourage home manufactures and bring genu 
ine relief to a tax-ridden people. In these schedules are embrace: 
many articles the internal taxes upon which are abolished by the pend- 
ing bill. On page 3 of the pending bill, beginning at line 10, it will 
be seen that the tax on matches, perfumery, medicinal preparations 
and other articles, im by Schedule A, following section 3437 of 
the Revised Statues, is repealed. Schedule A of internal taxes con- 
tains a list of the articles upon which the stamp taxes are abolished. 

_ The schedule embraces medicinal preparations, such as pills, powder. 
tinctures, troches, sirups, cordials, anodynes, tonics, liniments, oi0t 
ments, essences, and all other medicinal preparations or compositions 
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whatever; and also perfumery and cosmetics, such as toilet-water, hair- 
oil, hair restorative, hair-dye, tooth-wash, and all similar articles which 
may be applied to the hair, mouth, orskin; also, friction matches, cigar- | 
lights, and playing-cards. All these are made free by the pending bill | 
so far as internal taxes are concerned. But the duties on*imports of 

like articles remain, duties which average about 30 per cent. ad valorem, | 
and on important articles the duties on such imports, such as medicinal 
preparations, amount to 40 per cent. ad valorem. There should have 

been some reduction of customs duties upon these articles, at least to 
the amount of the reduction of the internal taxes. Ass it is, however, | 
whatever reduction of revenue is made will inure to the benefit of the | 
manufacturers and not to the consumers. 

THE FREE-LIST. 

This brings us to the consideration of the free-list. Oneof the mem- | 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee boasted with some degree of | 
exultation that the bill reported from the House Committee on Ways and 
Means placed over thirty articles now dutiable upon the free-list, and 
claimed this as a relief of taxation. Of the thirty articles which the | 
House bill put upon the free-list not one of them affords any relief to 
the people worth mentioning. For instance, the articles placed upon 
the free-list by the House bill, thirty in number, are as follows: 

Antimony, crude, and regulus; asafoetida; cassia, cassia buds, cassia 
vera, unground; cinnamon, and chips of, unground; mace; nutmegs; 
ottar of roses; pepper, unground, black and white; oils of lemon, limes, 
orange flower, and oranges; pimento (allspice); fuming sulphuric acid; 
feldspar; magnesia; parafline; arrowroot, farina, sago, tapioca, cassava 
or cassada, when specially prepared and fit for food only; bed feathers, 
downs, and feather beds; crude petroleum oil or rock oil; emery ore; 
natural flowers not otherwise provided for; fruits, green, ripe and dried, 
not specially enumerated; glass plates or disks intended for use in man- 
ufacturing optical instruments; hop-poles; posts for fences and railroad 
ties of wood; and last, and perhaps least, braids composed of Lombardy 
poplar, chip, straw, and grass, and used exclusively for the manufact- 
ure of hoods, hats, and bonnets. Such is the list of articles placed upon 
the free-list by the House bill, and which are intended to bring relief | 
thereby to a tax-ridden people. 

But the pending bill does not even go as far as the House bill pro- 
posed. I fail to find in the free-list of the pending bill antimony, crude 
petroleum, or rock oil, natural flowers, posts for fences, and braids com- 
posed of Lombardy poplar chips, straw, grass, Xe. I also find that 
jute butts have been taken from the free-list and taxed $5 per ton. 
There were several other articles taken from the free-list and placed in | 
the schedules to be taxed. 


REDUCTIONS THAT MAY NOT REDUCE, 

I have already stated that the sections of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the collection of customs have been revised and re-enacted by | 
the pending bill. It is impossible to understand the significance of all | 
the changes made. But the following new provision in section 2499 of 
the Revised Statutes is very important, namely: 

If two or more rates of duty should be applicable to any imported article, it 
shall be classified for duty under the highest of such rates. 








This furnished a new rule for construing statutes. It is to control | 
the courts and Treasury officials in construing the law. The common- 
law rules of statutory construction are to be disregarded. The lan- 
guage is peculiar: 


If two or more rates of duty should be applicable to any imported article, &ec. 


It would be strange if such a thing did not happenoften. But how 
many clauses in the various schedules may have been prepared for the 
purpose of making them applicable to different articles remains to be 
seen. The metal schedule offers a fruitful field for Treasury decisions 
and surprises to importers. Take for example the following clauses: 

On page 36 of the printed bill, line 734, will be found the following: 


Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence-wire rods, round, in cofls and loops, 
not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


On page 37, line 740, is the following: 

Iron or steel wire, smaller than No.5 and not smaller than No. 10 wire gauge, 
lj cents per pound, &c. 

Several other sizes are provided for at increased rates. 

The rate is nearly three times greater on one classification of wire 
than on the other. May there not be many articles imported upon 
which either rate of duty may be applicable? If so, the highest rate 
must always be assessed. I am not an expert in such matters, but it 
seems to me that great uncertainty is introduced in the law by the pro- 
vision to which I have called attention, and it may be that the reduc- | 
tions which are claimed in the metal schedule will be rendered nuga- 
tory by this provision, and that there will be an increase in rates instead 
of a decrease. In other words, the reductions may not reduce. 

NOT A FINAL SETTLEMENT. 

Such is the bill which the conference committee after twenty-four 
hours of labor has evolved and submitted to this House. It can not 
be regarded as a revision of the tariff in any sense of the term. 

The most odious and oppressive features of the present system are 
preserved and especially the rates upon a vast number of articles of uni- | 
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versal consumption which are imposed now for protection with inci- 
dental revenue. This bill continues that system of protection which 


| imposes immense burdens upon the people while, at the same time, it 


brings little or no revenue to theGovernment. The friends of revenue 
reform will not accept it as a settlement of the tariff question. As a 
measure of relief it is a failure; as a revision of the tariff it is a sham 
We must look to the next Congress for a revision in the interest of the 
people. In previous discussions in the Committee of the Whole House 
upon the schedules which were considered in the committee, I pointed 
out some of these odious and oppressive features and need not recapitu 
late them here. 
PROTECTION DOGMAS 

I have been somewhat amused at times at the arguments used by 
gentlemen on the other side, the advocates of the protective system, in 
order to sustain their theories. From these arguments I have heard 


| enunciated as among the great principles of protection the following 


propositions: 

First. That it is the duty of the Government to protect American 
laborers from competition with the ‘‘ pauper labor’? of Europe by the 
imposition of duties on articles manutactured abroad which will com- 
pensate for the difference in the price of labor in this country and 
Europe. This is called ‘‘filling the gap’’ between the wages of home 
and foreign labor. 

Second. That the amount of duty required in order ‘‘ to fill the gap”’ 
must be such as will cause the price of articles manufactured at home 
to be increased to the amount of the duty on the imported article of 
like character. 

Third. That the imposition of impost duties does not increase the cost 
of imported articles; that the foreign manufacturer pays the duty for the 
privilege of selling his goods in tiis country. 

Fourth. That the imposition of duties on imported articles will have 
the effect to reduce the cost of like articles manutactured in this country 

All the advocates of the protective system in this House have either 
asserted this doctrine or have acquiesced in the assertion of it by others 
It is claimed that protection has cheapened prices of iron and steel and 
articles made from them; that it has cheapened the price of wool and 


| the manufactures of wool and cottonand of allof the protected articles 


From these fundamental ‘‘ principles’’ the following deductions may 
be drawn: 

First. Protection increases prices of articles manufactured in this 
country. 

Second. Protection decreases the prices of articles manufactured in 
this country. ; 

Third. Protection is absolutely necessary in order ‘‘to fill the gap”’ 
between the wages of home and foreign labor. 

Fourth. Protection reduces the prices of home productions, and thus 
widens ‘‘the gap’’ which it was intended to close. 

Fifth. Protection both closes and widens ‘‘ the gap.’’ 

Sixth. Protection protects our home labor against the pauper labor 
of Europe. 

Seventh. Protection reduces the prices of home labor below the prices 
paid for ‘‘ pauper labor’? of Europe. 

Mr. Speaker, these ‘‘great principles of protection’’ and the logical 
deductions therefrom prove the fallacy of the protective system and 
confound and overwhelm its advocates. No arguments that the advo 
cates of revenue reform can produce so completely answer protection 
fallacies as do protection arguments themselves. Place their arguments 
in juxtaposition and their fallacies at once appear. I leave the pro- 
tective system where its advocates have placed it. Its fundamental 
‘‘principles’’ are like certain chemicals; kept separate they are harm- 
less, mixed together they explode. 

DOES PROTECTION PROTECT? 

The advocates of protection insist that they have reduced rates by the 
pending bill, and that such reduction is in the interest of the people; 
at the same time they tell us that protection alone can benefit the peo- 
ple. If protection for the sake of protection be beneficial to the people, 
then the more we have of it the better it will be, and the higher the 
rates the more will be the protection to home industry and the greater 
will be the prosperity of our people, even to the exclusion of the foreign 
article. Then why should they not advocate an increase of rates along 
the whole line for the sake of bringing relief to the people? 

Again, we are told frequently that foreign products must be excluded 
or the country will be flooded with low-priced goods, our manufactur 
ing establishments closed, and laborers deprived of employment. If 
this is the danger threatening our laborersand manufacturers why not 
exclude the foreign products entirely and not pretend to relieve exist 
ing burdens by reducing existing rates and allowing articles to come in 
which are now excluded. 

A HOME MARKET. 

We sometimes hear gentlemen talk about a home market and the ne 
cessity of having a home market for our surplus products, and that such 
home market can only be created by a protective system. Eighty per 
cent. of our exports are farm products, and these exports exceed in value 
$600,000,000 a year. 

Can our people consume any more meat and bread and provisions 
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than they now consume? Our population has been increasing with re- | 


markable rapidity, and immigration amounts to 600,000 or 700, 000a year, 
and still we have a surplus of farm products of every kind. Can you 
create a home market for thissurplus? It isimpossible. There is but 
one country in the world that has practiced to its fullest extent the 
theory of exclusion and seclusion. That government is China. China 
furnished a home market for all her products; she prevented all im- 
portations and exportations, and thus enjoyed the operation of the pro- 
tective system for thousands of years. When the guns of Great Britain 
battered down her walls of exclusion and opened her ports to the com- 
merce of the world she found and revealed to the rest of the world a 
system of labor the most degrading and least remunerative to the la- 
borer and the most impoverishing to the government. In that country 
protection had had full sway, had done its perfect work, and the re- 
sult was the degradation of labor and the reduction of wages to starva- 
tion prices; absence of education and universal poverty and distress. 
WHAT REVENUE REFORM WILL ACCOMPLISH. 

The advocates of revenue reform have been accused of a deliberate 
purpose to reduce wages and embarrass the manufacturing interests of 
the country. Nothing could be further from the truth. We desire no 
sudden changes. We propose to begin a genuine reform of the revenue 
by placing all articles known as raw materials upon the free-list, and 
thus giving encouragesnent to manufacturers and employment and bet- 
ter wages to the laborer. The leading industries of the country at this 
time have a plant capable of production largely in excess of the home 
demand. We can not export our products because the finished article 
is loaded down with internal taxes. Such articles can not be exported 
and sold in foreign markets by the side of manufactures not thus bur- 
dened. 

We must have a larger market for our manufactured products. This 
must be brought about by the reduction of thecost of production. Such 
reduction must come about in one of two ways, either by reduction of 
wages or of the price of the raw materials. 1 prefer to let wages stand, 
or rather increase them if possible, and reduce the tax upon raw ma- 
terials and the price of raw materials, so that we may manufacture all 
articles in competition with the rest of the world. When we do this 
and open to our manufacturers the high seas and the markets of the 
world such an impetus to business, to manufacturing especially, will 
be given as has been unknown heretofore in the history of this coun- 
try. It will be the beginning of a new era in American enterprise and 
industry. It will cause our manufacturing, agricultural, and mining 
industries to flourish. It will increase the transportation of articles on 
our railways and steamboats. It will cause our ships to reappear upon 
the high seas and send the products of our industry to every clime and 
to every people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield ten minutes to my colleague on the commit- 
tee from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, if I have labored foranything through 
the Forty-seventh Congress, in word and vote, it has been to secure a re- 
duction of the tariff and of taxation. I felt it my duty to take a position 
in the last session of Congress in which I was followed but by a few on the 
Republican side of the House. I thought I then discovered a purpose to 
resist to the end any revision of the tariff. It seemed to me that the 
appointment of a commission was for the purposes of delay. It did not 
then appear to me possible that out of a revision made by a tariff com- 
mission we could secure, as we have not at last indeed, a proper revis- 
ion of the tariff. I now find myself, Mr. Speaker, in a strait betwixt 
two. I am compelled to vote for this bill, but yield to it with the ut- 
most reluctance. It is no such bill as the people had a right to expect 
and their interests clearly demanded. 

It would be easy to follow along in the line indicated by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. RoBrnson] in pointing out the inconsistencies that exist in the 
bill. We are, asthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has just 
intimated, taking a leap in the dark. We are voting for a bill which 
has not yet been considered at length in Committee of the Whole. We 
were compelled, as an outcome and an outgrowth of the Tariff Commis- 
fion, to adopt a new rule, revolutionary in its character, hostile to all 
conservative just legislation, by which we have got at last a bill for 
which, without amendment, we must vote yesorno. The bill does not 
meet my approbation; and yet, because of some of its provisions, I shall 
vote for it, though under a most solemn protest. Let me allude to 
some items. We are asked to make a reduction of $23,000,000 upon 
tobacco. That we are compelled to vote for this large reduction is he- 
cause of a policy, that was foreshadowed and attempted in this House, 
to aoe only reductions in the internal-revenue system and not in the 
tariff. 

Two weeks ago to-day, perhaps not intentionally at the time, I pre- 
cipitated in the House an action which had not been anticipated by 
those who had then been going on from day to day hopelessly review- 
ing the report of the commission here in Committee of the Whole. As 
a result of my declaration that I considered that action as delusive and 
deceptive, as misleading the people and in no way the House, 
an attempt was made the very next Monday to pass the House 
an internal-revenue bill. I was one of the eighteen who on this side of 











the House by our votes prevented the passage of the bill. But for ¢h 
defeat of that bill we should not now have even this poor result of all 
these labors for which we are called upon to vote. 

We are making a reduction of $23,000,000 on tobacco and but $11.- 
000,000 on sugar. We are taking off this large amount from what js 
properly denominated a luxury and refusing to take it off from sugar 
the grand necessity of the people. I have said and say now to this sia. 
of the House that if we had had the courage and the pluck to have taken 
off $25,000,000 from sugar at the last session of Congress and reduce 
the duty on steel rails from twenty-eight to fifteen dollars a ton, wit) 
other needed and just reductions, we would not now be forced to wit. 
ness the incoming of a Democratic administration in this Hanse. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist most respectfully that this is not a proper 
way to legislate upon so great a subject.as the revision of the tariff laws 
of the country. Yet because it does reduce rates on iron, becanse 
steel rails are reduced from $28 to $17.80-—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Seventeen dollars. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lacceptthe correction. Because they are reduced 
to $17, though this House decided on $15, and the Senate upon a lower 
figure; because there is a reduction upon iron; because we do get some 
reduction on sugar and some other articles, I must swallow the bill ang 
vote for it, protesting that it is not what the people ought to have had 
and what this Congress ought to have given to them. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iask the gentleman to correct his statement that 
the Senate rate was lower. It was higher than the House rate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Higher than the House rate, but lower than the 
rate as fixed by this report. 

I will here read what I said in the House on the 17th of last month, 
when in Committee of the Whole the House had under consideration the 
bill reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, but which dropped 
out of sight from that very day. I said: 

I have been surprised that the House in Committee of the Whole has so wel! 
kept up its interest to this hour in the pending bill, with the overshadowing fact 
upon it that the bill has noearthly chance of apassage. We have been debating 


the provisions of the bill and at the same time substantially admitting that it 
would not have a passage. 


We have now reached a provision in the bill which to me has been of very 
great interest, because I have believed that in this clause we were to find some 


relief to the people. This paragraph of the bill does provide a reduction of about 
$11,000,000. he very men, however, who advocate the passage of the bil! and 
urge that it ought to pass, because it, secures that much of reduction of taxes on 


the people of the country, are themselves admitting, in committee and out of 

committee, here and elsewhere, that the bill is not to be passed at this session of 

Congress. 
* a a * Li J 

The next few days will verify the truthfulness of my statement. 

In the last session of Congress it was admitted by everybody on either side of 
the House that the present tariff, now nearly twenty years old, ought to undergo 
aradicalrevision, Gentlemen on this side of the House who urged the appoint 
ment of a tariff commission announced that the tariff needed a revision. I saw 
then clearly, as I thought, that the appointment of a tariff! commission tmennt 
what is to be a fact in the history of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Now, what we ought to have done in the first session of this Congress was not 
done, but was turned over to the Tariff Commission. Weare now within a few 
days of a final adjournment of this Congress; one-third of this large and volu- 
minous bill has been passed over. Everybody is pressed with the conviction 
that this bill can never pass. The eeuntry demands its passage, and yet we are 
standing here to-day debating this clause and that clause, while at the same time 
we are bound to admit that the present tariff will get no revision. 

We have here in this bill pointed out to us the ways and means by which the 
people are to be relieved from burdens; $11,000,000 from sugar, with a reduction 
upon steeland iron. Pooras this bill is, unsatisfactory as it is, it would if passed 
relieve the people of $20,000,000 of burden. 

Yet this bill can not pass; it is utterly beyond the expectation of its most san- 
guine friends that it will pass. We have been deluding ourselves, we have been 
deluding the country, we have been unsettling the great business interests of 
the country, while the fiat has gone forth that this bill shall not pass this Con- 
gress. Already the steps have been taken to pass through this House next Mon- 
day an internal-revenue bill taking from capital the burden which by a proper 
revision of the tariff should be taken from Tabor. ? 

Therefore we are here debating the bill, dishonoring ourselvesas a dominant 
party on this side of the House, and dishonoring Congress in its treatment of 
the people. 


My prediction was verified, for on the next Monday the internal- 
revenue bill was presented, as I have already said, and fortunately de- 


feated. In the debate on that occasion I had three minutes allowed 
me, and said : 


Mr. ker, when this Congress came together there was an expectation 
everywhere throughout the country that there would be a substantial rednction 
in the revenues of the country. The President has asked it; the Secretary of 
the Treasury has asked it, and everywhere throughout the length and breadth 
of the country there had been an expectation that the war tariff, the tarilf that 
was made when large sums of money were needed, when we had an empty 
Treasury and a rapidly increasing debt, should undergo revision. The country 
ex on the $50,000,000 raised on the one article of sugar there would at least 
be a reduction of $20,000,000. The great commercial interests of the country ¢s- 

that there would be a reduction in the present duty on iron and steel 

ere in this House we have already voted to reduce the duty om siee! rails from 
$28 to $15, and when that vote was passed in the House, in the Committee of the 
Whole, we could have anticipated the declaration that the pending bil! rust not 
= We are now face to face with the policy declared in New York |) 
ober prior to the organization of this House in December a year ago, that 
the reductions must come from the internal-revenue taxes and froin them alone. 

And we have been going on w: history for this Congress that all of the 
reductions it makes shall come from the internal revenue. 


Mr. Speaker, I am about to close a service of twelve years in this 
House. It would give me the most profound satisfaction if on this day 
I could vote for a revenue bill which would give to the people all the 
relief which they have a right to demand. My constituents expected 
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larger reductions, and for them I have not failed to raise my voice. I 
have often cited sugar; for it has appeared to me to be little less than 
a crime to raise $50,000,000 annually upon this article of prime neces- 
sity. The advocates of this bill only claim a reduction under it of 
$11,000,000. I fear it will prove to be far less. The reductions upon 
iron and steel are in too many instances much below the demand While 
some reduction might have been made in the duty upon tobacco, it is | 
far from the proper thing to reduce $23,000,000 upon this article and 
but $11,000,000 upon sugar. Larger reductions could have been made 
upon articles for clothing and food. The luxuries should have been 
at higher rates and the necessities at lowerrates. Lumber should 
ye been placed upon the free-list or undergone a large reduction in 
the duty. The great agricultural interests of the country have not 
been carefully considered or justly preserved. Nails and spikes, glass, 
crockery, and, indeed, all the articles which the farmers of the land 
daily use should bear the least possible rate of duty. 

No time is allowed me to say more. We are now to vote upon a bill 
not open toamendment. We must take it or nothing. I have voted 
against every bill to reduce internal taxatjon, but have on more than 
one occasion signified my willingness to vote for some such reduction 
if at the same time the tariff duties could be reduced. Both classes of 
reduction are in the bill before us, though not in proper proportions. 
Iam forced to the conclusion that it is my duty to vote for the bill, 
though not without protesting against its character and the manner of 
its construction. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SmrrH]. 





Mr. SMITH, of New York. I can say I have not occupied five min- | 
utes of the time of the Forty-seventh Congress. I shall occupy but 
three minutes now. 

I do not profess to be able to understand the intricacies of this great | 
tariff question, though in my boyhood I sat at the feet of the grandest | 
son of Kentucky, Henry Clay, who taught protective tariff. I received | 
my impressions there. But as I have listened to the debates on both | 
sides of this House, and have seen the divisions and subdivisions on | 
both sides of the House, I have been inclined to think that that great 
general who was so recently the accredited leader of the great Demo- 
cratic party, their candidate for President, said more wisdom than I 
thought at the time when he said that the tariff was a local issue. I 
think the language on both sides of this Chamber has confirmed largely 
the declaration of General Hancock. 

Mr. Speaker, I feelthat this issue is before us and we must meet it. 
I know that the eyes of this nation are upon this Chamber now. I 
know that the great interests of this nation are trembling in the scale, 
and while this bill does not satisfy my desire, while it does not meet 
my estimate of the true need of the people, removing only a burden of 
$70,000,000 from the people, when I would prefer that $140,000,000 
were taken off the people—as I can not get a whole loaf I shall go for 
half loaf, and I shall rejoice in the passage of this bill. 

I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield two and one-half minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Murcu]. 

Mr. MURCH. In the two and one-half minutes allowed to me so | 
kindly by the gentleman from Virginia I can not hope to give the nu- | 
merous reasons which compel me to vote against this conference report. | 
I will, however, state very briefly two or three of the most important | 
of them. 

The first is that we have a bill brought in here, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation,’’ and under this title the entire tariff 
schedule is entered upon; so that the title of the bill is entirely belied. 
A second reason is, that an already favored class, a money-making class, | 
is, under this bill, relieved of $14,000,000 of taxation. The bankers | 
and banks, the depositors, and the check-holders are the favored bene- | 
ficiaries under this bill; while the great laboring mass of people whom 
the gentlemen on this floor have so c!loquently described this bill as pro- 
tecting are not protected in the least particular. 

The great iron industry, which is protected so largely hereand which | 
employs so many thousand men, was last year, under the benefits given 
to the iron manufacturers, operating to reduce the wages of the workmen 

in the iron manufactures to almost starvation point. We wit- 
nessed the spectacle of 100,000 iron-workers in this country on strike 
against starvation wages. 

Another thing I wish to notice, Mr. Speaker, is that the glass indus- 
try is protected from 125 to 150 percent. We are told that this bill 
ay the American mechanic and the American laborer, while I 

nd by the evidence of a translated copy of a contract entered into in 
Belgium, between glass manufacturers in Philadelphia, in Baltimore, 
and in the State of New Jersey, that these manufacturers contracted 
with the foreign cheap labor to come here and underbid the American 
labor market in an industry protected 150 per cent. 

I ask permission to print in the Recorp the paper to which I have 





There was no objection. The paper is as follows: 
(Translation. ] 
PHILADELPHIA, August 27, 1881. 





ety Sa undersigned, representatives of the Window-Glass Makera’ 
of the East the Workiugmen’s Association of Window-Glass 


~ 








Makers that the following shall be the price of wages paid in the districts of 
New Jersey, Eastern Pennsylvania, and Maryland forthe ensuing year. All 
wages and the percentage will be based on the list below. 

The blowers will be paid at the net rate for plain work, or 1} for double. 

The gatherers will be paid at the rate of 6 per cent. for plain, and 5S per cent, 
for double, the net wages of the blowers. 

The drawers will be paid 25 per cent. of the net rate of the blowers. 

The cutters will be paid 23 cents per 100 feet of plain, and 35 cents for double. 

The cutters will be paid for lamp-glaases or sizes below 6 by 8, or for fractions of 
an inch below 13 by 13, one-half more than the price mentioned. 

The polishers will be paid in the proportion given in the last article 

Glass plates not cut to order will be paid for at ordinary rates. When they 
shall be recut payment will be qmenged with the manufacturer. 


BASIS OF CALCULATIONS. 

The wages-list is based on the price of the Eastern Association, terms being 
placed opposite the kind of work, as follows: 

On see, with discount on price-current, 70 per cent. the net price as men- 
tioned. 

On sales, with discount on price-current, 70 per cent. + 5 per cent.; deduction, 
10 per cent. 

On sales, with discount on price-current, 75 percent.; deduction, 10 per cent. + 
10 per cent. 

On sales, with discount on price-current, 60 and 10 per cent.; addition, 10 per 
cent, 
On sales, with discount on price-current, 55 per cent.; addition, 10 per cent. 
and 10 per cent. 

On sales, with discount on price-current, 50 +5 per cent.; addition, 10 per 
cent., 10 per cent., and 10 per cent. 





Blower’s list, August, 1881. 





Sizes. 
Grade. asi | a “| i 
10x15. | 12x18. | 20x24. | 29x40. | 30x46, | Larwer 
| | } sizes. 
i TTT $0 50 | $0 65 | $ 8 | $09) $130) $1 60 
Second quality ........... 45 | 50 | 67 | "5 110 1 25 
aa 40 | 45 | 53 | 60 70 % 


PIII cs ccicoconsensnninienins 35 | 40 45 50 60 


F. L BODINE, 
EDWARD R. WOOD, 
GEORGE HIRES, 

For the Mauufacturers’ Association of Window-Gluss Makers. 
D. P. SWEARER, 
JOSEPH RIGGINS, 
THOMAS BEACH, 
WM. H. ASHTON, 

For the Association of Window-Glass Workers. 


] [Back of the agreement:] Brette Alphonse, blower, 33 Faubourg de Char- 
evois. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Brussels, November 21, i882. 
I, John Wilson, consul of the United States at Brussels, Belgium, do hereby 


| certify that Brette Alphonse signed the foregoing document in my presence, 


Given under my hand and seal the day and year above written. 

[SEAL OF THE CONSULATE. } JNO. WILSON, U. 8. Consul. 

This man is engaged als [sic] glass blower for the Ualage glas [sic] fackture 
[sic], Mr. Edward Wood & Co., Chesnutt ~~ strett [sic], 400, Philadelphia. 

3RETTE ALPHONSE, Souffleur. 

Mr. TUCKER. I now yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the first part of this bill under consid- 
eration meets with my entire concurrence. That portionof it which re- 
duces internal taxes I think should be adopted by the House. There- 
peal of the taxes on deposits in banks, of the stamp tax on checks and 
on matches, the reduction of the tax on tobacco, and the other internal 
taxes which are reduced by this bill are proper and right, and in my 
judgment should meet the approval of every member of Congress. 

That portion of the bill, however, relating to the tariff, in my opinion, 
contains some very grave defects. In my opinion the present law is 
better than the one here proposed. Under the present law the impor- 
tations are vast and extensive; but under the proposed law the impor- 
tations will be far greater. 

Therefore, instead of accomplishing the end proposed by this legisla- 
tion—the reduction of revenue—it will simply increase the revenue 
which will be paid into the Treasury. The consequence of increasing 
that revenue will be twofold: one to deplete the country of the precious 
metals, the other to reduce the wages which are now paid to your labor- 
ing classes because the manufacturers of this country will be largely 
crippled in their operations. 

Although to the banks themselves it is an advantage to have the tax 
taken off deposits and capital and checks, yet what will the banks do 
if the great manufacturing industries of this country shall become so 


crippled that the banks will not be able to loan money to them, and if 


that very substratum of the banking business, the $780,000,000 of gold 
and silver in this country, shall be drained into the foreign markets for 
the purchase of their products, while your own mills and your own fac- 
tories shall be idle? 

I say that the Congress that shall reduce the tariff duties of this 
country as now proposed will make a grievous mistake. I am willing 
to predict here and now that the visitation that will come upon this 
country for this grievous mistake will be seen and manifested within 
the next two years. We will be called upon to account for the fact 
that our mills will be idle, and that the gold and the silver which now 
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stimulate the industries of this country are drained into foreign mar- 
kets. 

In the metal schedule, with which I am more familiar than any of 
the others, there are several flagrant incongruities. On pages 29 and 
30 of the conference report you will find different kinds of ordinary iron 
at higher rates of duty than charcoal-iron. On pages 30 and 31 you 
will find common sheet-iron having a specific duty and tagger-iron at 
what will certainly prove a less ad valorem rate. This has been dem- 
onstrated by actual experience under the present law, whose discrimi- 
nations respecting these classes of iron are preserved and perpetuated 
by the bill. In this same paragraph the rate on galvanized sheet iron 
or steel is only allowed three-fourths of a cent a pound additional, 
which is not adequate for the protection of the additional labor. Then 
follows planished or glanced sheet-iron, which is reduced to 2} cents 
per pound, a half cent below the present rate of duty. That reduction 
should not have been made. Then comes sheet-iron which has been 
pickled and cold-rolled, and only a quarter of a cent additional is al- 
lowed, which is wholly inadequate. 

Then follows the gross and destructive rate of duty on tin-plate of 
i cent per pound, which I took occasion to characterize in the debate 
on the House bill. Cotton-ties are fixed at 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
the same as the present law, and this provision absolutely precludes 
our own people from manufacturing them. This is an unpardonable 
blunder. 

The carefully prepared provisions relating to steel in its various forms 
have been simply shorn of their best and most vital features. The dis- 
tinction between ingots and blooms of five hundred pounds and upward 
and those below that weight was intended to protect both the manufact- 
urerand the Government from imposition, and it would, in connection 
with ratings of steel proposed by the Tariff Commission, have resulted 
in an easy and safe administration of the law; yet this vital principle is 
eviscerated from the conference bill, and all the evils of the present un- 
satisfactory system are kept. 

There are several more defects which I will not now undertake to 
point out. The hope that a consistent and harmonious tariff law would 
be enacted is by this bill disappointed. It will occasion much litiga- 
tion and it invites by its incongruities evasions and undervaluations. 

We imported last year about seventy million dollars’ worth of met- 
als. We bought abroad large quantities of iron and steel, nearly all 
being the products of the heavy industries. This was wholly unnec- 
essary. Now we propose to import more. We substantially say by this 
conference bill that we desire to increase our importations. Is that 
wise policy? Is it wise to reduce duties on the ebbing tide of pros- 
perity ? 

I think we have made a serious mistake, and I, for one, whatever 
clamor may be raised, will adhere with undeviating fidelity to the pol- 
icy of protection, believing as I do that the prosperity and happiness 
of the people of the United States will be better promoted by that pol- 
iey than by any other one cause over which we have control as legis- 
lators. 
Mr. KELLEY. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. PrELLE]. 

Mr. PEELLE. I desire to state a few of the reasons which will con- 
trol me in supporting the reportof the committee of conference. There 
are many items in this bill which, if standing alone, I could not support. 

But the people of my district and the people of this country demand 
a reduction of internal-revenue taxes and a revision of the tariff. I for 
one am willing that the will of the people should be crystallized into 
law. 

This bill will reduce our revenue nearly seventy millions of dollars; 
and, if I am not mistaken in the calculations which I have hurriedly 
made, $20,000,000 of that amount will inure directly to the benefit of 
the toiling masses of this country. 

This is the best bill that we are likely to formulate and pass at this 
session of Congress. If we could secure a better bill I would be will- 
ing to stand here and labor in this Congress to secure it according to 
the judgment of the various members of Congress, if that could possibly 
be done. We promised the people in the campaigns of 1880 and 1882 
to reduce taxation and revise the tariff, and in furtherance of the prom- 
ise made in 1880 we provided in the last Congress for the Tariff Com- 
mission, That commission furnished us with abundant information 
at the beginning of this session. We have no excuse for further delay, 
and we ought now to make good our promise to the people. 

I quite agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ropryson] that 
the duty which it is proposed to place upon the raw material, wool, is 
not what it should be. That duty is too low on the raw material when 
we consider the duty proposed to be placed on the manufactured arti- 
cle. I quite agree with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] 
that the copper interest may be somewhat injured because of the rate 
of duty imposed by this bill. 

But, sir, as a representative of 150,000 people I can not stand up 
here and defeat a bill which affects every industry in this country sim- 
ply because it can not be made to suit all our various ideas. This is 
the best bill that we can = this Congress; it is an infinitely better 
bill than is the present law. We must take the bad in it in 
order to get the good, and this is tolerable since the defects in the bill 
are far less than in the present law. 











Therefore I believe, at least I conceive it to be my duty to vote ji, 
this report and to sustain this bill, believing that if we pass it we w;)| 
have earned the lasting gratitude of the people of the United States 

And we should remember that this is not the only that we 
are going to have in this country. If there are defects in this bil], sy}. 
sequent Congresses can correct those defects in accordance with the ¢ir- 
cumstances of each particular case. 

I have said that there were items in this bill which if standing aloy. 
I would not support. I would not support standing alone the duty 
which is imposed by this bill upon sugar; indeed, I should be glad jy 
we could put sugar on the free-list; but when I find that the bil! yj)| 
in that respect reduce the burdens upon the people of this country sony. 
$10,000,000 I am willing to support it. If standing alone I would pot 
support the duties which are proposed to be imposed upon steel a) 
iron, but when taken together I can give the report and bill my support 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLEY. I now desire to yield two minutes, or so lony as 
may be required, to enable the gentleman from Massachusetts { Mr, 
MORSE] to read some telegrams he has received. 

Mr. MORSE. As these telegrams have come to me from my con- 
stituents, I am bound to give the information to the House, and then 
gentlemen can vote on the bill before us as they please. First I read 
a telegram from the chairman of the Democratic State central com. 
mittee of Massachusetts: 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 1883 
Hon. Leorpotp Morse, 
Washington, District of Columbia : 
The business interest of Boston demand the passage of some tariff legislation 
this session. Our political friends can not afford to defeat it. 
JONAS H. FRENCH 


Here is a dispatch from a gentleman who was chairman of the Demo- 
cratic committee in my district, which we carried by 4,000 majority 
against 2,500 majority in the last election the other way: 

Boston, Mass., March 3, 1883 
Hon. LEorpoLp Morse : 
Your constituents implore you to use your influence to pass the tariff bil! 
CHAS. FE. RAYMOND 
Here is another telegram: 
Boston, Mass., March 3, 188° 
Hon. LeorpoLtp Morse, 
Washington, District of Columbia : 
The business peopie of Massachusetts urgently ask you to pass the tariff })i|!" 
There is hardly an exception in this community, I have not heard but on 
opinion—all favor it. 


THOMAS DORR 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Do they know what this bill is’ 

Mr. MORSE. They want a reduction of taxes, and this is the only 
bill we can vote for which will give it to them. My people are inte!- 
ligent enough to understand that. They know as much about this }i!! 
as the gentleman does. I do not think he knows any more about it 
than they do. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I do not think I do. 

Mr. MORSE. I am willing to vote blindly for this bill, so far as 
details are concerned, when I know that it will result in a reduction 
of the burdens upon the people. Here are other telegrams I have re- 
ceived. 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 1885 
Hon. LroroLp Morse, 
Washington, District Columbia : 
Please use all your efforts to secure the passage of the tariff bill; business in- 
terests of the country require it. 
GEORGE RIPLY. 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 188 
Hon. LEorpoLp Morse, 
Washington, District Columbia : 
ma ng in ae x wer venve the business interests of the country by 
secu the passage of the tari . 
as WM, A. TOWER 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 18 


Hon. Lrorpotp Morse, 
Washington, District Columbia : 


Please exert all your influence to secure the passage of the tariff bill; the 
business interests of the country demand it. 
JACOB EDWARDS 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 1583 


Hon. LropoLp Morse, 
Washington, District Columbia : 

coming ae SeGespen to umes passage tariff bill ; the business interest of tle 

Mr. COBB. Who says that? 

Mr. MORSE. Asa P. Potter, of Boston. 

Mr. COBB. What does he know about it? : 

Mr. MORSE. I simply read what hesays. The gentleman from |) 
diana is welcome to his own judgment: 


Boston, Mass., March 3, 1883 
Hon. LropoLtp Morss, 
Washington, District of Columbia: 


Use Co effort to premne He a of the tariff bill. The country depends 
pon Congress to t this way. 
“" Peer as: EUSTIS ©. FITZ. 
No one of these men is engaged in manufacturing. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. This bill will not give them any relief. 
Mr. MORSE. If they are satisfied, I am. 
(Here the hammer fell.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the con- 
carrence of the House was requested, bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles: Re 

A bill (H. R. 604) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 

Abill (H. R. 4962) to amend section 5463 of the Revised Statutes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 303) respecting the administration of justice 
in Tunis. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of the German National Bank of 
Louisville, Kentucky ; 

A bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of J. J. Coffey and Rebecca 8. 
Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis; and 

A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Clinton D. Smith. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1821) prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home, located 
at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


TARIFF AND INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the tariff and internal-tax bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield five minutes to my colleague [ Mr. FisHER]. 

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Speaker, there is but little in this conference re- 

which commends it to my favorable consideration. One of the 
great industries of my district is threatened. Probably $5,000,000 of 
the $10,000,000 paid for the labor of the charcoal-furnaces of this 
country will be lost under this measure; $17,V00,000 of capital is 
threatened. Over 20,000 of the 40,000 men engaged in that industry 
will be driven from employment. 

In this report, at line 553, we have a paragraph which imposes a duty 
of $24.76 a ton upon all iron less than one inch in width or round iron 
three-fourths of an inch in diameter; while in the same paragraph there is 
im upon charcoal-iron of all shapes, forms, and sizes a specific duty 
of but $22 per ton. Under the present tariff the duty is $33.60. This 
iron must suffer a reduction of 50 per cent. 
reduction of 50 cents per ton, or about per cent. , how can the manufact- 
urers of charcoal-iron submit to a reduction of 50 per cent.? 

But, sir, we have this astonishing fact: While you lay a duty of 
$24.76 upon common iron, charcoal-iron, of more value, comes in at 
$2.76 aton less. The same thing occurs on round iron, in the paragraph 
under which iron seven-sixteenths of an inch in diameter comes in at 
the rate of $26.88 a ton, $4.88 more duty per ton than that imposed 
upon charcoal-iron of similar form and of much more value. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘Chat is so. 

Mr. FISHER. But while I point out these discrepancies which no 
member of the conference committee can justify 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or explain. 

Mr. FISHER. I desire to say that on the one hand, if this confer- 
ence report be defeated, we are threatened with a Senate bill immeas- 
urably worse. [Cries of “‘Oh, no!’’] On the other hand, we see an 





incoming Congress largely composed of men who are free-traders and | 
So I stand | 


tariff-for-revenue men, who may give usa much worse bill. 
between the devil and the deep sea. All that I can do is to swallow 


this nasty dose as philosophically as I can, and I shall therefore vote 
for the 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. KELLEY. [yield three minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 


[Mr. ANDERSON ]. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, if I can be permitted to say one or 
two thingsin regard tothis bill, I believe I will vote for it [laughter] for 
reasons precisely opposite to several of those which have been stated 
somegentlemen onthis floor. Iregard the idea of taking $22,000,000 
tobacco, and thirteen, fourteen, or fifteen million dollars off another 
luxury, that is money—at least I consider it a luxury when I have 
any—and taking only eleven or twelve millions off sugar as simply in- 
famous and ou us. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Yet you are going to vote for it. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, for we are virtually in this position: Within 
a few hours this Congress will close. If this bill will reduce taxation 
$75,000,000 I am willing to vote for it, with the distinct understanding 
that in the next Congress I shall endeavor to bring down your pig-iron, 
lumber, woolen and other things—to knock the jobbery that I believe 
to be in some items of the tariff bill out of it. I only take this measure 
I believe the present law is worse. I want to see the people 
who buy and use these things as well as the men who make 
them; but I suppose I shall have to take what I can get now, awaiting 


If pig-iron could not stand a | 
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another opportunity to make greater reductions, and swallow this in 
famous and nauseous dose. [ Laughter. } 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust the gentleman from Virginia will now ex- 
haust his time. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will take the floor and yield for four minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, There are two kinds of sins 
sins of commission and sins of omission. I do not know, sir, that you 
are guilty of either, but this Congress at the beginning of this session 
was guilty of the sin of commission, for it spent money with « wild and 
excessive prodigality. It undertakes to make up or to pay into the 
Treasury large sums of money by imports under this conference bill 
which even the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] confesses to 
be an infamous juggle. Aad he votes for the juggle. [Laughter. ] 

There never was since } have been here, speaking for the people for 
over twenty years, such aconspicuous failure as thisCongress. You failed 
last session, you fail now; you fail on appropriations, and you fail on 
the tariff; and you will be known hereafter as the great American Con 
gressional failure. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

You undertake to-day to make a tariff bill; you can not get every 
thing, of course, but your bill is bad for multifariousness among other 
things. [Laughter. } 

Ohio can not vote for it. Why? I like Ohio. I was born there 
Job, it is said in the old Scripture, was a perfect and upright man, 
feared God and eschewed evil and had 7,000 sheep. [Laughter.] | 
know what is in this bill. 


It is your lamb—‘‘little Mary’’ left out 
[Laughter.] There is no innocency in it. 
This bill is intended to help iron and not to help the people. Weean 


not vote for it. Our State does not vote for it. I am sorry to see that 
the best man on the other side of the House, I think his name is ANDER 
SON [laughter], has given away all the magnificent eloquence which 
he made here for six days on this subject. No matter, there will be 
another Congress. 

Now, I have had some telegrams sent to me here. They are crowd-' 
ing in—you never saw the like before—from farmers of South Carolina 
to this side of the House. Here is one of them: 

S. S. Cox: 

Public disgusted. Stand by the farmers. Do not vote forthe protection bill 

that taxes the interests of the people and relieves the banks and monopolies 
MANY FARMERS 

{ Laughter and applause}. 

They have no tariff that does relieve the tax on steel, iron, lumber 
and the necessaries of life. Here are some from farmers of Mississipi 
{Laughter on Republican side.] I have twenty other telegrams here 
on this subject. [Laughter.] We ean not be fooled, we farmer peo 


ple. You take them from your manufactures. We know your little 
jobs. Your telegrams are flying all around this House. Now, pass 


this bill if you can, and go to your people. 

Mr. MORSE. We are going to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When did you turn Republican and pro 
tectionist? [Laughter.] Weare fightingin the interest of the people 

Mr. MORSE. So am I. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We are fighting for their rights 

Mr. MORSE. More than you are. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Your relieving monopolies and banks does 
not show it. I can not in four minutes tell all there is obnoxious in a 
bill of this character, but the people will know it, and vour gavel, Mr.: 
Speaker, will recognize it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. TUCKER. I now yield three minutes and a half to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Morrison ]. 

Mr. MORRISON addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I have only two or three minutes left, 
and I want to say one single word. I believe for the first time in the 
history of this country a tariff bill, which proposed to levy on the people 
two hundred millions of money, is to be passed without any considera- 
tion by the representatives of the people except during the last two or 
three hours as to a great part of the bill. It went to a Tariff Commis- 
sion; it came to the Committee on Ways and Means; it went to the 
Senate. We raised the constitutional question, gentlemen did, on the 
other side the other day to interpose against the power of the Senate to 
tax the people of the country; and they swap—I mean no disrespect to 
gentlemen—but they swap the Constitution for a high tariff. [Ap 
plause.}] Because, as I understand, they said, We will not raise the 
constitutional question until we settle the fact as to whether we can 
get a tariff; let us manipulate the tariff first and see if we can get it 
And if we can get what will suit us we will swap the Constitution for 
that. If we can not, we will throw aside the shield of the Constitution 
to protect the people from having a reduction of taxation 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want a reduction of the tariff just as much us 
other people do, but on a different line. They want « tariff; that is, a 
high tariff. I want one that is low tariff. That is just the differenc 
between us. You are not anxious to pass a low-tariff bill and we are 
not anxious to pass a high-tariff bill. The question is, What kind of a 
tariff are you going to pass? I have resisted to the utmost the passage 
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of this high-tariff bill, and now we have come to the last hours of the 

session for a vote upon this, and I do advise gentlemen who want in 

good faith only hereafter to see the tariff reduced and made equitable 

to the interests of the country to vote against this bill, and not fasten it 

upon the people of the country in order to have it revoked next winter. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. 5200) authorizing and directing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the 
provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866. 

Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of J. J. Coffey and Rebecca 8S. 
Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis. 

A bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of the German National Bank of 
Louisville, Kentucky. 

A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Clinton D. Smith. 


INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF. 


Mr. KELLEY. I yield three minutes to my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MuTCHLER]. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, if it were necessary to reli.ve the 
tax-ridden people from that burden which rests upon them by reason 
of this internal-revenue law, extracting as it does from their current 
income $100,000,000 a year, to swap the Constitution as we have just 
now heard it construed in order to relieve them, then I am willing to 
swap it. [Cries of “‘No!’’ “‘No!’’] Yes, sir; I say that this tax of 
$100,000,000 a year is a burden on our people, and we are justified in 
doing anything reasonable that will relieve them from it, because we 
do not need the money. 

I have the honor to represent in part on the floor of this House a 
State which has for many years borne the taunts of the anti-protection- 
ists, because her people are engaged in industries which needed and 
received the helping hand of the Government. In the formation of 
this tariff bill those industries suffer more than the industries of any 
other State. Yetl believe that they will adjust themselves to the bill 
as it is formed, and that the industries not only of Pennsylvania but of 
every other State will be benefited by it. We had better settle the 
question now than leave it open for another whole year. The point to 
be gained is in relieving a tax-burdened people of $70,000,000, when we 
do not need one single dollar of that revenue for the purposes of the 
Government; and we can not justify it. 

I say to my Democratic friends on this side of the House if you ex- 
pect to maintain, to deserve, and to receive the confidence which the 
people seem to have intrusted us with at the last election, do not insist 
upon keeping this burden upon them; because in that case they will 
not trust you. What they want is to be relieved from the taxation 
that is imposed upon them. You now have the opportunity to do it to 
the extent at least of $70,000,000 a year; and if we do not do it they 
will hold us responsible. 

In a speech which I had the honor to make on the floor of this House 
last May I predicted that the party which insisted on extracting this 
enormous sum of money from the current income of the people every 
year could not be intrusted with the people’s power; and lam gratified 
to say that the recent elections have proved my predictions to be true. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Lowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope that before this debate closes there may be a 
moment’s consideration given to the main question, instead of picking 
flaws in a vast and voluminous bill. I could enter into that work, sir, 
myself if I believed that was the main question before the House of 
Representatives. I could make protests against here a clause and there 
a clause, and I can make it against any bill that you can frame by a 
constant devotion of two years’ time to produce a satisfactory result. 

What is the object of this bill on the part of the majority of this House? 
It is to reduce internal revenue and to revise the tariff in the combined 
sense of inflicting no serious injury on the industries of the country and 
of lightening taxation admitted to be too severe on the American peo- 
ple. Those two objects are required by this side of the House; only 
one of them is required by the other side. 

Have we then destroyed any recognized national interest? We have 
the remarkable spectacle here of men who denounce the bill because it 
protects at all, coming over to shake hands on this side of the House 
with gentlemen who say it does not protect enough. When the Greeks 
come to Troy with their Trojan horses it is time for the Trojans to open 
their eyes. Where, upon the principles maintained by our friends on 
the o side, will be the wool interest and the woolen interest one 
year from this time? 

Sir, it isa misrepresentation to say that the reduction on woolens 
is not as great as thaton wool. We have as the present rates on wools 
under 32 cents in value 10 cents per pound; over 32 cents, 12 cents per 
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and in the other case 12 per cent. ad valorem added. The ad valorem 
10 per cent. and 11 per cent., is taken off and the specific rates re. 
main as under the present law. And more, this report reduces the ad 
valorem division line from 32 cents to 30 cents, which is in favor of 
the wool-grower; as it brings a larger amount of wool under the higher 
rate of duty. And that is all that is done to wool in this schedule. 
On woolens, on the contrary, you have reduced the rate, where it was 
50 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, to 30 cents per pound 
and 35 cents per pound and the ad valorem. In one case 20 cents of 
specific duty are taken off and in the other 15 cents. In the other case 
where the present duty is 20 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad ya- 
lorem, it is 10 cents per pound and 12 cents a pound with the 35 per 
cent. ad valorem. And soon going through the bill. On blankets, 
flannels, and that class of goods, the reduction is immense, amounting: 
to about 50 percent. of the present duty. Andshall we, who are bound 
to legislate for all the American people, ignore the interests of all the 
American people who consume woolens? Or shall we recognize both 
the wool-grower and the woolen consumer? 
Sir, we have been denounced from California to Maine for our high 
duties on our woolen goods. The reason for the specific duty on woolens 
is compensation for the duty on wool. we merely protect one 
interest and ignore the other? The manufacturers have their own pro- 
tection of 35 per cent. ad valorem, and when the gentlemen who have 
denounced for years the high duties on woolens come over and tell our 
wool-growers ‘* Dear friends, you are not enough protected; you ought 
not to vote for the bill’’—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Who told them that? 

Mr. KASSON. Gentlemen said that on the floor here repeatedly to 
wool-growing representatives, and it was said also by individuals off 
the floor. That is all I need to say about that. 

In regard to the effect of the duty on wool, permit me to say that 
under our protective system wool-raising in this country has been 
largely developed, and by increasing competition has reduced largely 
the price of wool, and we are no longer dependent upon the foreign 
production alone. 

Now, sir, upon one or two other points a word or two and I will com- 
plete all which time permits me to say. The time has passed in which 
to denounce the method by which we have reached this bill. We have 
reached it, and have reached it, I suppose, legally. The question is now 
whether, because to this little thing or to that individual thing of 
greater importance, is assigned a rate of duty which we think a little 
too high or too low, shall we refuse to lighten taxation atall? For myself 
I had rather explain why I voted for this bill by the simple declaration 
that the people are now overtaxed and my vote was to lift $70,000,000 
off their shoulders, than to answer the question, Why did not you vote 
for the bill? by going into little details about an offensive rule adopted 
by the House, and about the bill not going far enough on some article 
or too far on another, and the thousand petty excuses with which you 
are amusing yourselves on this floor. 

There are articles from which I wanted to take more duty and addi- 
tional articles which I desired on the free-list, which I thought could 
be done without detriment to any of ournational industries. But I will 
take this bill, and takeitgladly. Four hundred thousand men, chietly 
Germans, are interested in one class of individual taxes largely reduced 
by this bill, which they can not charge over to the consumer—a tax 
that is known as the special or license tax. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. _ The hour hasarrived at which it was determined a voto 
should be taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was indulging the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kasson] for a few moments because of time which had been oc- 
cupied by the Chair in presenting reports to the House. 

Mr. COBB. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. XELLEY. I now call for a vote on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. CARLISLE. _I understand that the previous question has becn 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I consumed much more of the time allotted to 
this side of the House than I had intended, and in doing so prevented 
several gentlemen on this side of the House from participating in this 
discussion. I now ask general consent that members have leave to 
print in the RecorD remarks upon the pending measure. 

Mr. CURTIN. I could not get time, though I desired to make a 
few remarks on this subject. I ask leave to print in the Rrecorp such 
remarks as I would have otherwise submitted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask that general consent be given to print re- 
marks in the RECORD on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
asks that general leave be given members of the House to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the measure. 

There Me no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
Appendix. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I ask leave, not to submit any remarks, but to print 
certain statistics and documents which I have here in the RECORD, 
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pound; both specific, and in one case 10 per cent. ad valorem added, 





and also that they be printed as a document of the House. 
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There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. | a the information requested, so far as data have been obtained for instituting 
- © cdesi com parison. 

The documents are as follows: As the Department possesses no full information in regard to the value of ar- 

, UBY aR NT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY ticles manufactured in the United States since that obtained in 1870, the vear of 

REAS' Dep. TMENT, ’ - 


Washington, D. C., May 7, 1878. the last decennial census, it became necessary to confine to that year the com- 
have the honor to acknowledge, from the Secreta of the anti the me ee of the consumption in this country of articles of domestic and foreign 
. 0! , ’ " 
- i rye of a resolution adopted by the Senate on the 17th of April, re- P “Voor respectfully, yours 
—_- me to Furnish all the information in the possession of this Department , 
a to the total consumption within the United States of all the manufactured ar- 
ticles to which tariff duties apply, including those imported as well as those pro- 
duced in this country, with the proportion of each, and, in response thereto, to Hon, W. A. WHEELER, 
nsmit herewith a statement, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, which fur- President of the Senate. 


JOHN B. HAWLEY, 
Acting Secretary 





Statement showing the amount of the principal manufactured articles subject to customs duties produced in the United States during the year ended June 30 
1870, the amount thereof exported and remaining for consumption, the amount i 


mported for consumption, and the total consumption within the country, 
with the percentage of the amount imported. 
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52, 066, 875 1, 068, 476 50, 988, 399 50, 998, 399 
a anion 1, 303, 410 4, 323 1, 299, 087 (*) 1, 299. 087 
Blacking. ..........00+00eceeeeeeesee 817,768 81,519 736, 249 34, 034 770, 283 4.42 
Brass, and manufactures of.. = 10, 459, 735 169, 997 10, 289, 738 60, 54 10, 350, 202 58 
Brick ee 2 29, 028, 359 25, O91 29, 008, 268 19,118 20, 022, 386 06 
traps girmeu ced niclnsebeonce concascuntascnuonescoees ss 9, 317, 108 14, 419 9, 162, 689 248, 05 9,410,744 2. 63 
Buttons............. dh sdhewantiensaiclia oo | Sees 1,778, 893 1, 150, 735 39. 27 
Cards, ie ar eterna ereienmanatmnininnionnnninetanentnencennandneniesncunnnen 765, 000 (*) 765, 000 2,735 af 
puyies + nal i: Peat 22, 766, 900 1, 864 22, 765, 036 4, 129, 207 ! 3 15.35 
ciara econ Snnttliinaceuetanenbinten enscee saeebsctcotnesacsoousesnsseiceseanns 67, 386, 548 444, 931 66, 941, 617 23, 423 66, 965, O40 0 
c i ical 31,070, 734 531,611 ee 30, 539, 123 
Cem = cae Ti Seas! 2, 083, 893 61, 490 1, 972, 403 18, 057 1, 94, 46 2 
pss mage anmmg ee ences vLeossaputtatomeeesoredt 19) 417,194 1, 345, 988 18,071, 206 11, 871, 121 29°942' 327 "39.64 
Chocolate .............000eeeeeeee REIRS 946, 259 (*) 946, 259 5, 757 952. O16 4) 
RTI TEROIINII cca cnacecccn cecccusisucsctecsseseccconcnecesecposssensosoocousesese a 3, 022, 253 584, 673 2, 437, 580 251, 068 2, 688, G48 O34 
Mn Tc cccsrteeennewansh ne 161,560, 836 424,170 161. 136, 666 3, 888. 672 165" 025. 338 5 
ih acbensenaeenes oss E 9, 666 579, 223 218, 429 7, 652 27.88 
Confectionery . wal 15, 922, 643 14,729 15, 907, 914 19, 286 15, 927, 200 12 
— wpenad —_ a 14, 074, 583 1, 042, 246 13, 032, 237 592, 803 13, 625, 040 4.25 
Seoees and twine.. wes 8, 979, 382 251, 343 8,727,089 42, 469 8, 769, 508 is 
Cotton Riinguniensnbupneretnsecneassesescetsteersocosesocersecevenseneveescosoosesescescoooes eeceee 177, 903, 687 2, 381, 457 175, 522, 230 21, 900, 773 197, 423, 008 11.09 
a ee ecneupedicneniinenion 3 0 | | ee 1, 117, 463 193 1,117, 656 ol 
Crucibles ..................... 
(emery wine 2, 053, 300 1, 002, 636 ee pomae 2, 684, 942 60.86 
-« Manufactures Of. .0..........cccccccseeeceeeee eee eeees + | SEE ’ 2,178,775 6, 460, 61: 18, 639, 358 4 31 
Fruits and vegetables: canned and preserved san 5, 425, 677 119, 624 5, 306, 053 519, 899 5, 825, 952 4 2 
Furniture........ RI he in desea alla tlaleaeionensingengadtienensninea dsemeneensneion 69, 088, 684 1, 245, 886 67, 842, 798 805, 881 68, 648, 679 1.17 
tc onicicana cassis hatigibepbiinstnesan<saecenceneeserecen sevecsecnteenenceneen 4,201,778 (*) 4, 201,778 (*) 4,291,778 4 
G H “ 
Window...............-cse0s-s- sins 3,811, 308 |) a pd § 1,447,881 }) 99 701 4g7 na 
Other manufactures of. ose 15, 424, 554 | § 530, 654 18,705,208 4 ¢2'@38'978 |f 24, 791, 46 17.93 
I a access ciaclmen ennui peabenebyennsicsoussconenasesecses’s 4, 709, 605 5, 621 1,703, 984 184, 42 1, 888, 526 
5. cain snacvdvtipniasdaensedrnemunbacieentdieesenssesesibhtecesteveptersdeuceqsuees 1,411, 431 365 1, 411, 066 2,953 1,414,619 02 
iI hic Seine hehgacesadeusitnnega unishansoeny evehveseeocensncesepesstsssiedseccurnccesbousesees 4,011, 839 170, 109 4, 841,730 , 27 4, 841, 757 
al 467,750 |) ” o'ienione 347,628 |) ; ; 
po senee ty oa 1,971, 839 | f 4,068 2, 434, 726 | 1 246,127 |f 4,028,481 | 19.60 
Neen a masnncumulemigumbenenramoermee 7 28) 073, 930 194, 505 27, 879, 425 488, 133 28, 367,558 1.72 
peat ns eo pouinelineibadaeseburtdcosessoesun 4, 758, 290 72, 047 4, 686, 243 siindtalbagiatbaniy 4, 686, 243 
Hosiery : 
Cotto: rf 4, 653, 58° 
a a sass uch ab nlaslibinbbwsinpennonast etntonssepie f 18, 411, 564 (*) 18,411,564 | aed 23, 519, 080 21.71 
India-rubber and elastic goods. 14, 566, 374 185, S44 14, 380, 530 3, 638" S41 18,019,371 | 20.19 
a ass caccliecdaiaranen sev enoneanccsenetibioddestereconssesaneneses 966, 802 (*) 966, 802 83, 098 1, 049, 900 7.91 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of: 
' Bar, &c. RE hn 2 ER SES SEE SRE PO ne a 128, 062, 627 26, 024 128, 036, 603 3,028, 213 131, 064, 816 2.31 
Scales and balances... Hi 2' 823" 816 116, 965 2706, 851 |...cecceseceecsee, 2' 706, 851 
soleneseanecan aT ei 3. 425, 473 (*) 8, 495, 473 34,704 13,460,177 100 
wing-mac’ and fixtures .. — 15, 847, 304 2, 233, 326 13, 613, 978 57 3, 614, 035 
Wire and caged es nat EE ER SE # OS Yee 8, 017, 625 137, 450 _8, 155, 075 1.68 
Other manufactures of, including machinery, steam-engines, &c........... 140, 003, 698 3, 012, 833 136, 990, 865 20, 710, 323 157,701, 188 13.13 
aa ora chaateainds saeuned padeuatanehantanesesoversdoveccorsts . 5, 622, 801 176, 595 5, 446, 206 1,709, 029 7, 155, 235 23. 88 
awe iocis sepsesssebosnnprenseresiveremeneremanrnnnsuneesnesevseresemvsseumneseveteotsvecocsntoreee 5 48° 689 298" 652 5183) 887 244° 978 5) 428) 865 53 
Fire-arms ._ 58 5, 582, 258 5, 015, 732 566, 526 54, 965 1,121, 491 49/48 
Needles and pins s 955, 854 (*) 955, 854 389, 702 1,345,556 | 28. 96 
Saws : 9 8,175,289 11,369 3, 163, 920 66,379 3) 230; 299 2.05 
Steel pens... ; aes LO ee ; 180, 000 77, 765 257,765 | 30.17 
Other manufactures 0 we 4, 578, 382 111, 401 4, 466, 931 5, 535, 634 10,002,615 | 55.34 
awe ~ RSPR: cia ii NSE pike otaeetl 216,145 "23, 835 239,480) 9.74 
Jewelry and manufactures of gold and silver ... ond 22, 321,029 59,711 a 723,618 wad 3.15 
Lampe, lanterns, and locomotive head-lights...........c..ceseeee ceseesesaneeeeenenee sense 995, 28 186, 008 Ee ae 809, 28 
Bar and seallausiochase 2,246, 883 |) » eon an | f 3,530,836 ) - we . oe 
Man SIT iiiihisineeivempsensicanstovinecsetensraismbweetnasentors weeceneseeessereces on 14° 080. 313 j 28,315 18, 298, 881 } 176.771 f 22, 006, 488 16. 8&5 
ufactures eee ole i, 4 
Leather oe “| 15%, 230,597 111,077 157, 226,529 6, 141, 487 163, 268, 007 3.76 
a 181, 644, 090 419, 612 181, 224, 478 (* 181, 224, 478 
and harn 55,379 32) 654; 602 61, 189 32) 715,791 19 
87, 263 8, 469, 301 4,012,700 12, 482, 001 32.14 
172,701 Se | 3, 267, 307 
180, 273 30, 053, 241 664, 991 30, 718, 232 2.16 
267, 400 13, 638, 508 704, 593 14, 343, 101 1.91 
125, 509 9, 603,158 |) 
1,022,710 2,970,429 | > 1, 469, 731 26, 980, 419 5.44 
312, 140 12,937,101 |) 
ee et hate 4,211,579 64, 521 4,276, 100 1.51 
109, 906 16, 823, 499 1, 125,173 17, 948, 672 6.27 
514, 592 48, 162, 343 1, 646, 078 49, 808, 421 3.55 
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Statement showing the amount of the principal manufactured articles subject to customs duties produced in the United States, &c.—Continued. 
© | ; | ° | © tom : 
as aE $3 gis a g 
= - ty Se EM Bs ‘? 
eS 24 g eo” 22 ‘ 
m=] 2 Th a < & = > oy 
Manufactured articles. D4 | ~ Bz g§ f° toe 
5 4 $s 
it | B® | ew | RR 8B Oe 
| =f v 
ot er g Race 3- z 
g as 8 5 => 2 ¢ 
| & | = & roa 
| | | 
Perfumery, cosmetics, and fancy SOAPS .............0.....:-sseceeseeserseesveceenenecenesereees $2,029,582 | $234,315 | $1, 745, 267 | $407, 955 $2, 153, 222 18.94 
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Stone-ware and earthen-ware ...................c006 6, 045, 536 40,949 | 6, 004, 587 4, 460, 228 10, 464, 815 42. 62 
Straw goods............ SS. Say StS. a ES seusubabligatouenell 7, 282,086 — 10, 438 | 7, 271, 48 1, 189, 130 8, 460,778 14.05 
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Tobacco: . 
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Watches and watch materials........... i Ri es ener tnt bs + wa 2, 394, 36 4,335 , 2, 390, 026 2, 823, 253 5, 213, 279 54.15 
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Statement received from the American Iron and Steel Association of the amount of iron and steel, and manufactures thereof, produced in the United 
States during the year 1876. 
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Statement showing the amount of the principal manufactured articles subject to customs duties in the United States during the year ended June 30, 1880, 
the amount thereof exported and remaining for consumption, the amount imported for consumption, and the total consumption within the country, wit! 
the percentage of the amount imported. 5 
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Agricultural implements...... $68, 640, 486 $2, 245, 742 $66, 394, 744 |. Salen , 34,7 
SN MCN MIIDOD? ins sinanetnsinin necuessahunesiigatesdtbonssenteeh 101, 058, 385 298, 818 100, 759, 567 $754, 293 | 101, 513, 88) 74 
Bells and belland bronze metals cua 1,065, 824 15, 866 Ht A | , 185 1,055, 143 49 
Billiard tables and apparatus..... so enchihineiubatnes 2, 289, 758 28, 390 SIT Us scsvecesavensnianirns 2, 261, 368 |. 
Re I TA iin 1, 491, 474 163, 021 1, 328, 453 | 56, 958 1,385,411 | 4.11 
Bone-black, ivory-black, and lamp-black..........................066 661, 376 66, 069 Of "ae 595, 307 |... 
Books, pamphlets, maps, and other publications 11, 976, 764 626, 630 11, 350, 134 | 2,510, 492 13, 860, 626 18.11 
SE sae nla ccetiscaphitonnnersixenatichatueagtiertibcaiees 27, 332, 483 183,468 | 27,149, 015 | 414, 224 27,563,239 | 1.50 
Bread and breadstuffs : | 
TES satin hlnaidageiiin euiniionitiiagasaniiataanesiitnes vibeaitaeandal 18, 273, 102 (*) 18, 273, 102 328, 900 | 19, 102, 002 1.54 
A LEELA EET EAE ALLIED hem 65, 824, 896 | 686, 158 65, 138,738 | 25,113 | 65, 163, 851 . O4 
Wheat-flour, corn-meal, rye-flour, &£6, ..........00 0.0.00 sccssceesscoreeccssenscsccsseees evese 505, 185,712 | 36, 339, 286 468, 846, 426 72,338 468, 918, 764 -O1 
Maizena, farina, and all other preparations of breadstuffs used as food...... 2, 493, 224 2, 439, 098 54,126 | 185,217 | 239, 34: 77.49 
brick and tile, drain-pipe and terra-cotta Ware................ccccccsseseeeeeeeceeecerseveees 33, 868,131 | 50, 276 | 33, 817, 855 — 113, 210 33, 931, 065 33 
EERE EAL LAL ELE LE TENE, TR 10, 560, 855 | 110, 410 10, 450, 445 371, 138 10, 821, 583 3.45 
RE ee a Rt RES RL | RE EAR GR. a. 4) 449; 542 | (*) 4, 449, 542 | 3, 853, 596 8,303,138 | 46.41 
CERRORIIOR, GONE, GING ING OE erie iccnss eso veiindiincitinstgiiscceevtectuninukns’s 76, 971, 137 | 823, 702 | 76, 147, 435 88, 396 | 76, 235, 831 12 
Cars, railroad, passenger and freight 27, 997,591 | 583, 723 A 8 ERLE 27, 413, 868 |........- 
ee RE de 1, 302, 153 2) 142 | 1, 300, (41 | 27, 442 1,327,453 | 2.07 
Clocks and watches, and parts Of...............1000.0:0.-..sssescressccstsessesees seonse sens 15, 084, 339 1, 453, 237 | 13, 581, 102 1,771, 291 | 15, 352, : 11.54 
Coffee, cocoa, and spices, including ginger, pepper, and mustard.......... 22, 924, 804 93,238 | 22, 831, 656 2,144,377 | 24, 976, 033 8.59 
SUA Gitlhh Uieriptbinn. ccssatadndiasansicineneatsammitaadstammaaadbiamdn tan: saiebiin cine 5, 359, 489 | (*) 5, 359, 489 18, 406 5, 377, 895 34 
It diilidemimcomocdncieeinentinbinsodan 951, 395 16, 098 935, 297 231, 727 1, 167,024 19, 85 
RTI inin apteduliciicnecepsennchochitenuessetnbvinthinestannratentimmsnelaieadimabemiet ween 2,087,773 | 798,455 | 1,294,318 | 432, 522 1,726, 840 25, 06 
Cordage, rope and twine of all kinds, not elsewhere specified......... 12, 492, 171 356, 808 8 8 | aa ee 12, 135, 363 |... 
OORROR...... .0-rv00re0er0s roscererecersesencooresccensss snansnensesvessensscessoeageseussense sees 6277, 172, 086 9,981, 418 | 267, 190, 668 | 25, 723, 252 292,913,920 | = 8.78 
Drugs, chemicals, and medicines, not elsewhere specified... 59, 657, 491 | 2, 938, 278 | 56, 719, 213 | 13, 085, 222 74, 854, 823 17.69 
ERI ME ey OME ni, 145 COINS 5, 253, 038 702,750 | 4,550, 288 | ontnig or ng 
Earthen, stone, and china ware................... 7, 942,729 | 106, 724 7, 836, 005 | 5,500, 994 | 13,336,999 41.25 
Fancy articles, not elsewhere specified .....................ccceeecocccacconcecenennenane 23, 447,321 | 518, 198 | 22, 929, 123 | 4, 769, 064 27, 698, 187 17. 22 
i, CM BD canciniesntn noapsatosacncesenminenibane 19, 331, 624 | 1, 263, 655 | 18, 067, 969 | 24, 698, 675 | 42,766,644 | 57.75 
Fruits, preserved, in cans or otherwise......... | 17, 599, 576 | 435, 290 17, 164, 286 | 393,974 | 17, 558, 260 2. 24 
8 ERO XS ined 8, 238, 712 5, 404, 418 2,834,294 | 3, 823, 969 6,658,263 | 57.43 
J ' i 
*Not separately specified, + Not including carpets. b Included mixed textiles 
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Statement showing the amount of the principal meemnpuetared articles ralenendans to customs duties in the United States, &c.- 
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. css 63 4 eo 
| 3 5 ot eso g 
I o> Se Se = eg 
= 5.25 35 Sok 
Manufactured articles, o> sti Ss¢ ey i ye 
x Siz ee SEh® : 
Se SERE sau $6 >.“ 
gs moos eqs ae . i 
a = - = a A, 
$4, 329, 656 $4, 293, 419 
22, 939, 714 %, 133, 285 18. 20 
1,447,441 133,614 29 
1, 301, 422 280, 149 6.12 

Hair seeeneeees 1,443,171 181, 096 11 ) 
Hats, caps, and bonnets: 

cave nsantcontuncsecvectsascsessenese ces Bn! 2 sabiiaias ced 8,516,569 198, 639 8, 317, 930 6. 420 8 394 350 es 

ofr palm-leaf, straw, &e . 32" 866, 116 25, 004 2, 843, O22 1. 244. OS} M & 

lee, artificial eons 544, 763 44, 763 
India-rubber and gutta-percha : 

Boots and shoes.. 9, 705, 724 28, 072 9, 677, 652 mM) 9, 677, 702 

TO ‘ 15, 608, 924 278, 608 15, 325, 316 UN, 345 15, 610, 661 1&3 
Iron and steel : 

Iron— 

Sheet, band, and hoop......... ast apie ans ats iia’ 262, 351 1D, 401 246, 950 1. 455. O41 1. 701. 991 85. BA 
Nails and spikes iaabatibieee Si ving 5, 629, 240 287, 939 5, 341, 301 2 719 344 OD0 OS 
All other manufactures .. peed pihstcduakitpainidicodts ba 85, G27, 280 8, 671, 068 77, 256, 221 30, ARG. 929 GOR. 243. 10 ; OO 
Steel— 
® Ingots, bars, sheets, and wire............... ct ; : 19, 964, 423 L5. 223 19, 949. 200 710. 190 1 GSO 204 on 
Cutlery and edge- la sickoucescovsdueonedl . ° 15, 897, 938 098, 004 14, 899, 984 1. 722. G03 16, 622. 537 10. 36 
Files and saws..................... odes anu wilieilteelieeeacseagrtaike 6, 429. 688 31,118 6, 398, 520 155, 506 4. ( , 
Fire-Arms.............-.000-++ ), 736, 936 2, 286, 091 449. 845 751. 909 {201 S44 17.9 
All other manufactures 8, 195, 501 SLL, 674 7, 883, 827 6, 808, 156 14, 691. 983 16.34 

Je welry $ and other manufactures of gold and silver 33, 896, 910 231,531 33, 665, 879 289. 241 } O54. 620 Rh 
LAMPS......000eee ener naSoqu civubecwnbesonsbence wdeaes Sues . 3, 357, 82o 263.110 $094. 719 OO. T19 
ES ES Leen ), 600, 671 49, 899 5,550. 772 51. 827 ao?’ Ron 134 
Leather: 

Morocco and other fine sole, upper, and other 208, 587. 421 ». T44. B60 02. 843. O61 614.471 210, 457. 532 , 

Boots and shoes.. ‘ ‘ : 1%}, 920, 481 141, 069 

Saddlery and harness... ee roe 38, ON], 643 133, 705 1.155.010 18. 38 

All other manufactures of, not elsewhere specified 10.244 713 HL O52 ( 

Lime and cement......................... : si 5. 772. 318 52.584 89 11 6.108 250 
Manures ........ , 650, 795 88, 777 », O62. O18 
Marble and stone. 33,210,014 153, 912 65. 732 S521 84 
Matches , seri 1, 668, 446 119, 246 14.8 1.564.070 
Mathematical, philosophicai, and optical instruments.................... 41, 398, 435 87. 161 O74 6. Of] 1 338 O15 ‘ 
Metals, metal compositions, and manufactures of..................... - 91, GOS, 461 11, GOR. 461 1, (6, 737 705, 108 2 OS 
Musical instruments, all kinds.................. a ee est 19, 254, 739 SLL.177 18, 443. 562 IR. 622 1 {2.184 1. O4 
Naval stores: weathe stele and seme iiaicih eccenbidectimanivagboredensenicwekekiics 5, 876, 983 2. 452, 908 3. 424, O75 11. 894 125. 969 " 
Oil-cloth .. Gah casbaseadedsGredevcrbknecninna P doth 5, S14, 487 7,034 ), 807,553 12,733 100, 2N¢ 1.57 
Oils: 
Mineral— 
Naphthas See ceserrccvecercccessececcoscece “ 2.990, 678 1, 192, 229 l, ) 
Illuminating. SEL ee Re peer om RE ee 37, 349, 61 31, 783, 575 64 11. 868, 28 
Lubricating... ene -9cbbe coven scoeweteescee cesses . vecccccsccccceses coe Sb cccsesececvessesesuncececese 5,542, 858 1,089, 124 4.5 ) 
Residuum ...... ideipaidrineieacabbideadeeyecns ieakeieninbimetnrkimegincrectuntedt ‘ fa 1, 724, 370 276, 490 I 1, 447, 880 

Animal— 

Lard....... pubewuniiscecied 4,721, 066 816, 447 >, WO4, 619 , 94, 619 

Neat’s-foot ek tibioiedsladduta baiahebaasins tkawiktseschicthisweasysnete 59. O86 23 519 235,567 6. 307 41874 > 

Vegetable— 

Cotton-seed and oil-cake.................. capetnecietitaations 485, 241 ) 

i aetiniinn sunticnsnncsatencevocetactucbetenieitonsessesves 31. 214 741.160 14.992. 584 4 O% 

Volatile or essential. 19, 612 ) 
as oie eva Hintipbnohaahestaiideed Sencvsus onensepenrceccos 2 582. 640 i. 310, 200 
Ordnance stores: gunpowder and ammunition.. 772. O44 930 304 8’ 564. 487 =) 
Paints and painters’ colors........... Seseyurints bccavedbdiales 231,774 1. 065. 964 4 024. O57 {44 
Paper and stationery..... . Sikes silaiitgtitalial 1. 183. 140 1. 795. 625 180. 791. 865 og 
I : 12. 993 1, 900. O11 82. 686 2 289" GOT lt 
Plated ware, of silver or other meta x 299 563 10. 821.179 10, 821.179 
Printing presses and type ............................ ; 251, 227 295, O76 O95, O76 
Provisions: 

Beef and pork (slaughtering and packing)...............0......00.... ), 204, 258 28 268. 155 & 7.2900 ( 

Butter and cheese ss 8. 862. 407 6, 880. 103 118. 679 7 4 

ee ensetsetes wie ood 7. 920, 367 1, 724, 665 ) 

Pickles, preserves, and sauces hased 0 ORE a) Tae ae Se Oe ee 17.158 «). 184 00, R72 GOL. OFF 11.18 
Salt Prt tt ttt eet ee tree errr ress 6.61 >», 184, 6090 W175 f 1.784 ». 24 
Seales and balances " 199, 412 3 053, 048 053. O48 

wing-m ines, and parts o 1, 649, 367 14, 278, 658 1,278, 658 
sik and eile goods ; 63, 01 10. 470, O82 160), 947 130.9 43.44 
Soap and can s1¢ , 586,311 311, 380 807, 601 12.02 
Spirits, fisdties 3 a5) 8,367,351 1,751, 134 10, 118, 485 4. 5 
a sctusawngaibsebeseontd eucwusseced tadvaveuh vovestue iemce 447. 842 ;, 029, GOO 10, 702 0. OF s 
Sugar and molasses : 

Refined and molasses.. 257, 166 152, 227, 749 79,511 161, 207, 260 5 

Candy and confectionery... seein Gocesinndaeveecsies 3 81, 757 5 55D, 276 9 140 on 564. 416 Of 
ee en erase peaceteorcce ee sbesesvesescetesesesces eresevesccesseccesensess 14, 095, 061 50S, 456 5, 496, 605 193, 488 5. 690, 093 84 

606, 929 144,185 162,744 16, 580, OF 17, 042, S41 97,2 
ane eeenerenneerens Ween ee eeererereeseeresenseseeeeseeeeerecerenens esenceee ce oe 63, 979,57 63, 911.754 203 749 4 
other manufactures of......................-e ee Ses OA, 690. 5s 52 605. 246 16, 358 09 
Teer Seede ain hath nlsaciicip ebb ditiiebdniaadionss§stnbeesieretssedcberedaiaues 7, 252, 7,068, 712 
Vaaheotina, parasols, ‘and sunshades. 5B CRD ve ca a aah 6917 6, 909, 233 59, 732 Py 
aint are woken ates * il eo 5, 721, 5, 625, 112 120, 189 (¥ 
Vine Diiindies a 3.418, 3, 413, 915 4,918 1.01 

Td aa cua vbdeedubuecbirens dhaphitGndeansonsonccscesnsdec entediebencoebcecedoewessoes 279, 684 1,198, 614 d 1,009 
Whalebons OPSeSE Eee Bees eee seseneeeseeesesseeeeererasereseresesenseeeeeeeeereneseeesessneesesseessesseseenees 126, 0, 950 1,190 W 
Wine.. eececevsceccecce peoececce seighinnwanbe euceetencenanetccssesoesaseneeceeceesseccceess > 109 1, OS), 871 6A9, O54 41. (4) 
Ww : 

Household furniture.............. 77, 845, 725 76, 191, 847 5,147,784 76, 339, 631 9 

Wooden ware................. at " 5, 235, 474 4,904,337 |) Pepe ne ss tans “— 

ili die ai elk IAA PI Ean 380, 798, 266 369,993, 891 | yen mes oan 
Wool: 

Carpets ...... 00... eceeee iiaceh RCI hihi tiadilcidadidbadeticsinsancttiisceesninbutbeecdensechécceceese F 32, 654,512 8,530 32, 645, 982 1, 313, 352 3, 00, 334 

All other manufactures of, not elsewhere specified.. 240, 454, 116 208, 046 240, 246, 070 0), 514, 775 70, 760, S45 11.27 
a= a tial 2,725, 165 119, 264 2, 605, 901 585, 72] s 191, 622 18. 36 

¢ Excess of exports. d Mostly included in cotton, silk, and wool manufactures. 
JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chief of Bureau 
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Mr. COX, of New York. And Ihavesome moretelegrams. [Laugh- 


ter 


J 
The SPEAKER. 


the committee of conference. 
On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. 


voting 23; 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bliss, 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 
Buck, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 
Calkins, 

one 

Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
Caswell, 

Chace, 

Crapo, 

Crowley, 
Cullen, 

Davis, George RK. 
Deering, 

De Motte, 
Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 

Doxey, 

Dunnell, 
Dwight, 
Ermentrout, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 


Farwell, Sewell 8. 


Fisher, 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Bramm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, John C. 


Black, 
Clardy, 
Cornel, 
Cravens, 
Curtin 
Darrall, 


KELLEY. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 116, not 
as follows: 


VE. — 
Fulkerson, wash, 
Cieorge, ackey, 
Godshalk, Marsh, 
Grout, Mason, 
Ciuenther, McCoid, 
Hall, McCook, 
Hammond, Jobn McLean, Jas. H. 
Hardenbergh, Miles, 
Ilardy, Moore, 
Harmer Morey, 
Harris, Benj. Ww. Morse, 
Harris, Henry 8. Mutchjer 
Ilaskell, Neal, 
Hazelton, Norcross, 
Heilman, O'Neill, 
Henderson, Pacheco, 
Hepburn, P 7 
Hill, Parker 
Hiscock, Payson 
Hitt, Peelle 
Horr, Peirce, 
liouk, Pettibone, 
Hubbs, Pound, 
Humphrey, Randall, 
Jacobs, Ranney, 
Jadwin, Ray, 
Jones, Phineas x 
Jorgensen, Rich, 
Joyce, Richardson, D. P. 
Kasson, Ritchie, 
Kelley, Robeson, 
Ketcham, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Klotz, Ross, 
per Ryan, 
Ladd, Scoville, 
Lewis, Scranton, 
Lindsey, Sessinghaus, 
Lord, Shallenberger, 

NAYS—116. 
Cook, Philip H 
Covington, ebnen, 
Cox, Samuel 8. House, 
Cox, William R. Hubbell, 
Culberson, Hutchins, 
Davidson, Jones, Geo. W. 


Davis, Lowndes H. 


Dawes, 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 
Ellis, 
Errett, 
Evins, 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Haseltine, 
Hatch, 
Herbert, 


Hewitt, Abram 8S. fF 


Hoblitzell, 


Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 
King, 
Knott, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 


McLane, Robt. M. 


MeMillin, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 


teese 
Rice, John B. 


NOT VOTING—2Z. 


Herndon, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hooker, 
McClure, 
Mosgrove, 
Nolan, 


Oates, 
Paul, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Prescott, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, with Mr. REAGAN. 
Mr. THompson, of Iowa, with Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. McC.Lure with Mr. Hewrrt of Alabama. 


The SPEAKER. 


The conference report is adopted. [Applause. ] 


Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 


The question is upon concurring in the report of 


Shelley, 
Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 
Su.ith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 

r, 


Spooner, 


Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 

W. 


Ww . 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wise, George > 
Wise, SAN : 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Bites, Theron M. 


n, J. 8. 
oe 
Robinson, ‘Jas. 8. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 

Scal 


ies, 
Simonto 
Singleton, Otho R. 


Shringer, 
Stocks r 


Talbott, 
Teylor’ Ezra B. 


Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, 

Upson, 

Urner, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis. 


Rice, Wm. W. 


On this question the yeas are 152, the nays 116. 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 


tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 


ing June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of the 





minority of the Committee on Education and Labor on the bill (H. k. 
6204) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company for losses incurred by the failure of said company; which 
were ordered to be printed. 


APPROVAL OF HOUSE BILLS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. Prupry. 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 
signed House bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7193) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2997) granting right of way to the Fremont, Elk Horn 
and Missouri Valley Railroad Company across the Niobrara military 
reservation in the State of Nebraska; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 355) to authorize Major William Ludlow, 
United States Army, to accept a civil position; 

An act (H. R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian De ent, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tri for the year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2871) to provide for the extension of the Capitol, North 
O Street and South Washington Railway; 

An act (H. R. 1078) to authorize the Seneca Nation of Indians, of the 
State of New York, to grant title to lands for cemetery purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
Gallus Kirchner; 

An act (H. R. 7321) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. 5387) providing for the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. 
Stembel; 

An act (H. R. 7486) to prevent the importation of adulterated and 
spurious teas; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 358) to provide for the publication of the me- 
morial addresses delivered upon thelife and characterof Hon. John W. 
Shackelford, of North Carolina; 

An act (H. R. 6425) to increase the pension of Robert Henne; 

An act (H. R. 5808) to rerate the pension of Frank S. Sowers; 

An act Or R. 5384) restoring the name of James W. Akin to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

An act (H. R. 3106)restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the pen- 
sion-roll ; 

An act (H. R. 2912) granting relief to the heirs of Kunigunda A. Miller, 
deceased ; 


An act (H. R. 984) for the relief of Ralph P. Ford; 
An act (H. R. 2877) for the relief of William M. Meredith; 
An act iH R. 4562) for the relief of Julia A. Stimers; 
An act (H. R. oor} granting a pension to Wellington V. Heusted; 
An act (H. R. granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington; 
An act (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Thomas Allcock; 
An act (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; 
An act (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White; 
An act (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; 
An act (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey; 
An act (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to Anthony B. Graves; 
An act (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weinstein; 
An act (H. R. 5906) granting a pension to Harriet N. Abbott; 
An act 7 R. sat eat fone Gone et 





sf 





An act (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to George C. Rust 

An act (H. R. 6833) granting a pension to Kate Quilligan; 

An act (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major- 
General G. K. Warren; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of 
the board on be of the United States Executive Departments at the 
international exhibition of 1876; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for the deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the House of Representatives for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883; 

‘An act (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other p' 

An act (H. R. 7181) making ions to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 

June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 

Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 39,1884, and for other 


purposes. 

aa —y (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 

oat Calorie d and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 

State of Colo pe beans year 1883; 

An act (H. R. 7623) tive to the Southern exposition to be held in 
the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883; 
An act (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Edward Bellows; 
An act (H. R. 2156) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer 


An act (H. R. 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
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the Missouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri; 

An act (H. R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the | 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; | 

An act (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the | 

nsions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the serv- | 
ice, and for other pu ; 

An act (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Daniel M. Morley; 

An act (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda Stokes; 

An act (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale; 

An act (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; 

An act (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen M. Thayer: 

An act (H. R. 7191) making appropriations for fortifications and other | 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- | 
ing June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 

‘An act (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River, near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route; and — 

An act (H. R. 1443) granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. | 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move to suspend the rules, so as to take from | 
the Speaker’s table and pass Senate bill No. 1492. | 

Mr. REED. [ask that the tariff bill which has just been passed be | 
printed. I think there will be no objection to this request. If this be | 
not done the bill will not be before the public for some time, perhaps. | 

The SPEAKER. Printed in what form? 

Mr. REED. The type is all standing, as I am informed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous con- | 
sent that the bill just passed by the adoption of the conference report | 
be printed in the form of a bill with the present type. Is there objec- | 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. I desire to have it printed in pamphlet 
form—not in this voluminous shape. We ought to have 50,000 extra | 


copies. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] | 
moves to suspend the rules so as to take from the Speaker’s table and | 
pass a bill the title of which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (s. 1492) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the public | 
domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry— 
whether or not the *‘ Pound rule”’ is operating ? 

The SPEAKER. The “ Pound rule”’ is operating when it is called | 
up. This motion is pending now. ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve the right to demand a division on | 
this motion to suspend the rules. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have the right. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. I sub- 
mit we must now proceed for one hour to consider bills from commit- 
tees under the Pound rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Pound rule is in operation, of course. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I make that point of order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. My motion is to suspend that and all other | 
rules for the purpose of passing this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the House take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor to make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is it in order to move a recess? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can recognize no gentleman. 








The Chair 
is . members to take their seats and preserve order in the 
Hall. gentleman from Nebraska was recognized to move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass a bill the title of which has been stated. 
Pre THOMPSON, cf Kentucky. And upon that I make the point 
of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point of 
order that the first business in order is the call of committees under the 
a rule, The Chair sustains the point of order and will call the com- 
mittees. 
The Committee on Public Expenditures was called. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to set aside 
the Pound rule. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
the committees were called on yesterday I stated that the gentlc- 
man from South Carolina, from the Committee on Territories, had been 
autho-ized to submit a motion, but was temporarily absent when that 
committee was reached. I then made a request, which I understand 
was acceded to, that the call should rest with that committee when this 
hour next WT 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on Territories was called and passed 
over because the gentleman from South Carolina was notin his seat. The 
Chair will again male the request for unanimous consent that he be 
sa to return to that committee and call it now. Is there objec- 
Mr. SPARKS 





I move to take a recess until 8 o’clock. 








Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is that the House be in order. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to make a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina will be recog- 
nized without objection. 

The Committee on the Territories was called. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have been seeking, sir, to answer the inquiry of 
the Chair as to whether or not there was objection to this proceeding. 
When the same inquiry was made on a former occasion I endeavored 
then also to obtain the floor to object. I stated then as I state now 
that I shall object unless the bill is named. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Until the bill is named I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana states that he objected 
in time to the call of the Committee on Territories. 

Mr.HOLMAN. AsI have stated, unless the name of the bill is given. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must make an unqualified objec- 
tion or none. 

Mr. SPARKS. 

The SPEAKER. 
tertain the request. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 


Regular order. 


I object. 
Objection being made, the Chair is unable to en 


I move that the House take a recess until 8 


| o'clock. 


The SPEAKER. Before submitting the motion that the House take 
a recess, the Chair desires to lay before the House certain executive com- 
munications and requests of members. 

CRUISE OF REVENUE-CUTTER CORWIN 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a House resolution, the obser 
vations and notes on glaciation, birds, natural history, &c., made upon 
the cruise of the revenue-cutter Corwin in 1881; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to print remarks in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

To Mr. CHAPMAN on the tariff bill, and to Mr. PARKER upon pend- 
ing bills relating to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine. [See 
Appendix. ] 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. HOLMAN to with- 


| draw the papers accompanying House bill 5969, to provide for the pay- 


ment of female nurses who served during the late war; upon which bill 
no report has heen made. 
ORDER BUSLN ESS. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] that the House take a recess 
until 8 e’clock. 

The motion was agreed to;,and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock. 


OF 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m 
ALLEGED CORRUPTION IN INVESTIGATING CERTAIN CLAIMS. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, submitted the report of that committee relative to the investi- 
gation made by them under the resolution of the House of April 7, 
1882; which was ordered to be printed and laid on the table 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I desire to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the re- 
port ofthe Commissioner of Education for 1881 there be printed 4,000 copies for 
the use of the Senate, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives 
and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lasktoamendthat. I desire to increase the num- 
ber of copies for the use of the House and Senate and decrease the num 
ber to the Department. 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would say 12,000 for the use of the House, 6,000 
for the Senate, and the remainder, completing the aggregate, for the 
Department. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Laccept the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope noamendment will be made 
to that resolution, as it will imperil its passage. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I think not. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30), 1883, and for prior years, and for 
those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in ac- 
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cordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid 
from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; and the bill 
(H. It. 6405) to authorize the Court of Claims of the United States to 
ascertain the amount of damages sustained by Ann C. Carroll and Maria 
C. Fitzhugh, executrices of the late Daniel Carroll, deceased, by the re- 
grading of the streets around square No. 736 in the city of Washington; 
in which amendments concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 

The message furtherannounced that the Senate had passed House bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. BR. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777; and 

\ bill (HL. 2. G84) to offer assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution, 139, authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; in which con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

THE FLOOR OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BELFORD. Ll ask that I may have the attention of the House 
forone moment. I desire to state that the wives of a number of mem- 
bers of Congress are desirous of witnessing the closing scenes of this 
Hlouse. They can not secure seats in the galleries. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that they be permitted to occupy seats on the floor 
of the House. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BELFORD. Then, “Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether 
they are not permitted to be on the floor under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. They are not. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the bill H. R. 7637, the general de- 
liciency appropriation bill, be taken from the Speaker’s table, that the 
Hlouse non-concur in the Senate amendments thereto, and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON. 
indicated. 

The question being taken on suspending the rules, there were—ayes 
102, noes &. 

So (further count not being called for) the rules were suspended, 
more than two-thirds voting in favor thereof, and the House non-con- 
curred in the Senate amendments to the bill and agreed to ask for a 
committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as the conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. Hiscock of New York, Mr. ROBESON of New Jersey, 
and Mr. Cox of New York. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The SPEAKER. The question is om agreeing to the report sub- 
mitted from the Committee on Printing by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VAN Horn]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer an amendment so that there shall 
be 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of 
the House, and 5,000 for the Department. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri will admit that amendment. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I desire to present another report. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that the House be in order. 

The SPEAKER. Members will please take their seats. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to inquire if it would not be quite as well 
for gentlemen who have bills and reports to present to do so from their 
seats. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. BROWNE. I think that would be better instead of their com- 
ing forward and filling the aisles. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE YORKTOWN CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back with a favorable recommendation the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ), That 10,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the proceedings of the Yorktown centen cel n be 


printed, of which 6,000 shall be for the use of the House and 4,000 for the use of 
the Senate. 


Nr. DUNNELL. I desire to offer an amendment to that resolution. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Insert at the end of the resolution: “and that there be printed yr kn of 
the House 


I object. 
I move to suspend the rules for the purpose I have 





































Mr. DUNNELL. I hope there will be no objection to the printing 
of that report; it is a very valuable document. ’ 
Mr. SPRINGER. I object. We can not reach that now. 
Mr. DUNNELL. The report was made to the House more than a 
year ago. Itisavery valuable publicdocument. Very many calls are 
made for it, afid I hope there will be no objection to the amendment. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point thatthe amendment is not ger- 
mane to the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. It does not seem to be germane to the resolution. 
The point of order is sustained. 
The resolution reported by the Committee on Printing was adopted. 


REPORT ON SORGHUM SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


Mr. VAN HORN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back with a favorable recommendation the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report of 
the National Academy of Sciences on the sorghum sugar industry be printed 
with such portions of the appendix and the accompanying exhibits as may he 
selected by the Joint Committee on Printing. That there be printed 6,500 addj- 
tional copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use 
of the House, 1,000 for the use of the De ent of Agriculture, and 500 copies 
for the use of said National Academy of Sciences. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Would not the amendment I offered to the other 
resolution be germane to this? I think there will be no objection to it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment proposed hy 
the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. VAN HORN. I have none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. But it is offered as an amendment to another reso- 
lution. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The point of order, I understand, is made on the 
amendment, not on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is made on the amendment. 
the amendment is not germane to the resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to make a single remark and I hope the 
gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the resolution the following: 


“That there be printed 8,000 copies of volume 3 of the re 
Hough, 6,000 for the use of th 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


The Chair thinks 


rt on forestry by Dr. 
House and 2,000 for the use of the Senate.” 


I prefer that proposition should stand on its own 


merits. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained, and the question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope, then, the resolution will be voted down. 


Let us have a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 9. 
Mr. SKINNER. No quorum. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I hope the gentleman from New York will with- 
draw that point. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] 


and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will take their places 
as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen need not think they can force this mat- 
terinthis way. Iam utterly indifferent myself whether this be printed. 
But I wish the proposition to print the forestry report should come be- 
fore the House as a distinct proposition and stand upon its own merits. 
I do not think it is worth printing; and I am willing it should come 
before the House and stand upon its merits. 

The SPEAKER. Thenthe Chair understands that the point of order 
is withdrawn against the amendment, and it will be again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that there is an independent resolu- 
tion pending before the House now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to withdraw 
his point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I said I was willing that it should come 
up on its own merits. - 

The SPEAKER. Then, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SKINNEP] makes the point of order that no quorum has voted, tellers 
will be ordered. 

Mr. TALBOTT. 
of order. 

Mr. SKINNER. I will withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being withdraw the concurrent 
resolution is adopted. 


MAPS, ETC., FOR THE CENSUS REPORT. 

Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Printing, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation Senate joint resolution No. 143, au- 
pro ay So Committee on Printing to instruct the Public Printer rela 
tive to &c., for the census + soba 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Committee on Printing be, and they are hereby, 0"- 
to instruct 


I hope the gentleman will not insist on that point 





volume 3 of the report on forestry, by Dr. Hough, 6,000 for the use of 
and 2,000 for the use of the Senate.” 


the Public Printer to accept private for printing 
the required number of copies of maps and other ill for the census re- 
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from plates or stones which were engraved under ial ropriati 
porrinting and Sonies for the Tenth Census oalen te the an + Rugust 7, 
1882, whenever it shall clearly appear that expense can be saved thereby. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


REVISED STATUTES AND LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. VAN HORN also, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation Senate bill 2433 to amend sections 6 
and 7 of the act providing for the publication of the Revised Statutes 
and the laws of the United States, approved June 20, 1876. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, &c., That an act approved June 20, 1876, be so amended as to in- 
as the number of the pamphlet and bound copies of the laws of the United 
States to be — to the Treasury Department, as provided in sections 6 and 
7. from 200 to 300 copies; and that the number of pamphlets and bound 
“ of the laws of the United States printed for distribution by the Secretary 
teats, as provided in section 5 of the said act, be increased from 2,000 copies to 
2,100 copies. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


REVISED STATUTES FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. VAN HORN also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back with.a favorable recommendation Senate joint resolution 95, pro- 
viding for additional copies of the Revised Statutes for the use of the 
Interior nt. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, &-c., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, for the use of the Department 


of the Interior and its subordinate bureaus and officers,one hundred copies of 
the second edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY AND CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. VAN HORN also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation Senate joint resolution 64, au- 
thorizing the sale of the Congressional Directory and the current num- 
bers of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That it shall be lawful for the Public Printer, under the direc- 
tion of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Representatives on 
Printing, to print for sale, at a price sufficient to reimburse the expenses of such 

ting, the current Congressional Directory and the current numbers of the 
NGRESSIONAL RECORD, The money derived from such sales shall be paid into 
the rr the credit of the appropriation for public printing, and 
no sales be on credit. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
€0' 'y read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the various votes just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have a privileged report from the Committee 


on Printing. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible from the confusion in the Hall to 
tell what is transpiring at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken, and it is not the 
fault of the Chair that the House is not in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. At the time the recess was taken 
this afternoon the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
had the floor under the Pound rule, and his proposition was not dis- 
posed of. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Can the gentleman be taken from 
the floor by a privileged matter? 





The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter. 
REPORT OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a concurrent resolution of the Senate 
in regard to the printing of the Report of the Commissioner of Fish and | 
Fisheries for the year 1882. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That 10,000 additional copiesof the | 
Report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1882 be printed; 
of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of | 
he House, 1,500 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 


500 copies for sale by the Public Printer at a price equal to the additional 
cost of publication and 10 per cent, thereto added. 


The concurrent resolution was adopted. 
REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. SPRINGER also, from the Committee on Printing, reported back | 
with a favorable recommendation the Senate joint resolution No. 139'| 


authorizing the printing of 2,500 extza copies of the report of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer be, and he ishereby, authorized to print 
2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia ; 
100 for the use of the Senate, 300 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
2,100 for the use of the said health officer of the District of Columbia 
The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to a third read- 
ing. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were 
noes 21. 

So (no further count being called for) the joint resolution was ordered 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


o- 
uves o4, 


BULLETINS OF BUREAU ETHNOLOGY. 
Mr. SPRINGER also, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the following concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 3,000 copies each of the bulletins of 
the Bureau cf Ethnology of the Smithsonian Institution, numbers | to 12, inelu- 
sive, with the necessary illustrations, for the use of the Bureau of Ethnology. 


The concurrent resolution was adopted. 
> 


OF 


REPORT ON SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. SPRINGER also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 

Resolved, That of the report of Professor Nourse on the Suez Canal there be 
printed 5,000 copies, of which 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the 
use of the House, and 500 for the Navy Department 

Mr.SPRINGER. This is a report which was called for by the Senate 
and obtained through the Navy Department as to the condition and 
workings of the Suez Canal. The fact that the Government is now 
using this canal-for its vessels has induced the Navy Department to ask 
that this report be printed. I have a special letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy making the request. The cost will be but small, about 
$3,000. I hope the resolution will be adopted. 

The question being taken, the resolution was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes 26, noes 61. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the various votes by which the 
resolutions reported from the Committee on Printing were adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. In 
discharge of the duty imposed upon me by the Committee on Elections, 
I now call up for final disposition the contested-election case of Lee vs. 
Richardson from the first Congressional district of South Carolina. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How much time will this case occupy ? 
Mr. CALKINS. One hour. 

Mr. TALBOTT. What is the report of the committee? 

Mr. CALKINS. The majority report isin tavor of the sitting member. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Then what is the need of bringing it up ? 

Mr. MORSE. I raise the question of consideration upon this report. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to con- 
sider this contested-election case? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 65. 

Mr. CALKINS. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted the Chair will appoint 
tellers. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE] will act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 89. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 253 
one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The House decides to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the contested-election case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 
whether he will not call the previous question now? 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The demand comes too late 

Mr. WHEELER. I made the demand immediately after the an- 
nouncement of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. 

Mr. WHEELER. My éall for tellers was not heard by the Chair; 
but I made the demand as soon as the Chair announced the vote 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I simply wanted tostate to the Spx aker that there 
was so much noise he did not hear me the first time I made the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not rise in his place and make 


less than 


the request until the result was announced. The gentleman from In- 
diana | Mr. CALKINS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALKINS. I give notice that in one hour from this time I will 

eall the prev ious question on the adoption of the resolution re ported by 

| the majority of the Committee on Elections. It is nothing more than 


fair that I should state, before yielding the floor to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. PeTTIBoNE |, that there 
is in this case a minority as well as a majority report 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Isitin 
order to move to limit debate on this question to one-half hour? 
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The SPEAKER. It is not. | 

Mr. CALKINS. The majority report is in favor of the sitting mem- 
ber, and the minority report is in favor of the contestant. I yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, who has charge of the minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the reading of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Samuel Lee have leave to withdraw his papers, and this case 
is dismissed without prejudice. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments allotted to me 
on this case, if the House will lend me its ear, I will present the case 
of the contestant. The testimony is most voluminous. Over 1,000 
pages of printed testimony is on our desks. The first Congressional 
district of South Carolina is composed of the counties of Georgetown, 
Sumter, Williamsburgh, Horry, Darlington, Marlborough, and Marion. 
The returns of the State board of canvassers give to the sitting mem- 
ber a majority of over 8,000 votes. If this be an honest majority, if 
there was an honest election, if the sitting member has been truly de- 
clared elected by over 8,000 votes, then it is monstrous that we should 
unseat him. oe 

But, Mr. Speaker, if that majority was the result of ballot-box stuf- 
fing or fraud, which vitiates all things, then it is not right the sitting 
member should hold his seat for an hour. ‘ 

Take the case of Georgetown County, embracing nine precincts, eight 
of which were thrown out and not counted at all. The vote in 1880 
was only 919 votes, while the sitting member admits that four years 
before the vote was 3,836; more than four times as many as voted in 
1880. What was the result? Eight of the precincts in Georgetown 
County were thrown out, as I have said, and were not counted at all. 
On what pretense were they not counted? They were thrown out, not 
upon any ground that the, vote was not honest; not because any charge 
of fraud was made; but because the box was sent up by a person who 
had not a written authority to do it when the law did not demand any- 
thing of the kind. Yet, on that pretext, eight precincts in Georgetown 
County were thrown out, and the entire vote of that county was cut 
down four votes out of every five. In this way 1,995 votes were taken 
away in one county from Mr. Lee, when they were cast for him honestly 
and should have been honestly counted and honestly returned for him. 

That was the county of Georgetown. Take now the case of the 
frauds which were perpetrated in Concord precinct. At this precinct 
it is claimed by Mr. Richardson end conceded by Mr. Lee that every 
honest vote cast for Mr. Richardson was 152, because the Republicans 
refused to vote, as they believed the ballot-box had already been stuffed 
before the polls opened. Therefore, all who voted were Democrats. 
That was undeniable. But strange to say when the box was opened 
a fraudulent excess of forty-one votes was found there. They were all 
Democratic votes, every one of them. No Republican voted, and not 
a single Republican ballot was found in the box. It is manifest this 
fraud wasa Democratic fraud. The excess was properly rejected. The 
managers were Democrats, every one of them. One of the managers 
swears they found forty-one votes over and above the names on the 
poll-lists. The only explanation which can be given is that there was 
a design—a purpose to perpetrate fraud. There was a conspiracy to 
cheat Mr. Lee out of the vote, not only of that precinct but of all the 
precincts in that whole district. You ¢an not account for it in any other 
way. 

I have gone over the report which I had the honor to draw, county 
after county, precinct after precinct. How were these frauds perpe- 
trated? I hoid in my hands some tissue ballots. They are as fine as 
gossamer, twenty or thirty of them, or even forty, were frequently 
wrapped together and put into the box inside an honest ballot. When 
they came to count, these were counted as well as others. They were 
counted in this way: The excess had to be taken out of the box. The 
managers were Democrats, nine cases out of ten, and they would reach 
into the box and they could instantly tell the difference between the 
Democraticand Republican ballots, so that the Republican ballots were 
taken out and these dishonest ballots were left in the box. 

Mr. ATHERTON. In order that we may know what you are claim- 
ing in this matter, I wish to ask what county you now refer to? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I refer especially to Georgetown County; but 
this occurred in all of the counties. a 

Mr. ATHERTON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state what 
others besides Georgetown ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. The gentleman knows the facts in evidence; he 
can examine the matter for himself. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No; Ido not know that fact. Iclaim that there 
is no such evidence anywhere except with reference to Georgetown 
County. I supposed, as the gentleman made the statement that there 
were other counties, that he would willingly specify to answer that 
question. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the result of this? 
I know in the closing hours of this Congress it is too late to do justice 
to this question. But it is never too late in this business to try to do 
justice; and the report of this committee shows that there is no ques- 





tion of doubt except in the single district or precinct of Darlington. 
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Now, as to Darlington—as to that precinct—what are the facts? 
it had always given, down to this election, about 800 Republica 
jority. It voted about 1,400 votes—from 1,000 to 1,100 Republicans 
the balance Democrats. In 1880 it apparently voted the same ny». 
ber, but 800 Republicans were not permitted to go to the polls. 
hundred went away believing that there was to be another Ham) 
massacre there if they voted. 

Now, my friends, how can you account for this? The same nun)e, 
of voters appeared to have voted. If you put in these tissue ballots. j; 
you falsely counted the vote there, you could make up the 800.) T)e, 
ought to have been a falling off; but there was none. 

The law of South Carolina at that time demanded that a port 
should be made to the secretary of state of the number of voters at ach 
poll. Nosuch report was made from Darlington at all. Why was j: 
not made? ‘The secretary of state certifies that no report was made t, 
him. He certifies that he does not know what the true vote wax 
Well, it turns out that the clerk of the county court was supposed to 
have made a certificate showing what the vote was. Yet that clerk 
when put upon the stand swears, ‘‘I never made the report; I know 
nothing about it; it is not true; I never signed it.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the rule of law is that when no one knows or can know 
how the vote stood the vote must be cast out. It can not be counted. 
No one knows, and therefore we have taken the ground that Darlingtoy 
should not be counted, and the majority of the committee agree that if 
Darlington is not counted Lee should be seated instead of Richardson. 


I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. J.- 
cons]. 


Why, 
n Ma- 


ight 
uirgh 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, jp- 
formed the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 187%, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives; agreed to the committe 
of conference asked for by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of th: 
Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. ‘COCKRELL. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5653) for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 5661) to modify the postal money-order system, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7226) to punish larceny from the person in the District 
of Columbia. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say about two things, and I 
want the men who are to vote upon this question to hear what I have 
to say. I want to say just this: That in the committee it was con- 
ceded that this election and its results turned upon the result of the 
vote in the Darlington district in South Carolina, where Mr. Richardson 
got a majority of 1,154 votes counted for him. 

Now, I put my vote and my decision in this case upon the ground 
that Mr. Lee lost about 1,000 votes in that district, which determined 
the result against him, by intimidation. Why, they say, there was no 
reason for these black men in that election and in that district to be 
scared; Two wagon-loads of guns were brought in there in the night 
without the blowing of a whistle or the ringing of a bell and distributed 
in the buildings around these polls, and their lively imagination and 
cowardly fears were worked upon all night; and the story spread 
throughout the country among the voters who were assembled in the 
morning; and when the thousand black men arrived they saw the same 
red-shirted vagabonds and cut-throats there on the steps and around 
the polling-place, and they were thrust back, struck with knives, 
threatened with pistols, and forced away from the polls. And yetsome 
men in the committee-room said and would have us to believe that these 
people had no reason to be scared. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask any Northern man here who occupies a seat upon 
this floor if he has the honor of representing a constituency who under 
such circumstances would dare to go to the polls and vote at what the) 
believed waa the peril of their lives? It is a cowardly thing of this 
House to expect black men down there to have stronger nerves and 
braver hearts than any of our constituencies at home. ; 

Now, they say in response to that that these men were not deterred 
from voting; that they might have gone to some other poll; that they 
were free to go to two or three other polls in the same district. There 
was another polling-place within five miles, and five hundred men who 
attended that poll went home without voting. Now, my Democrat 
friends, we give you free elections in Iowa to-day, and we ask it ever)- 
where all over this country. 4 ; 

Now I say, Mr. Speaker, that the loss of 1,000 votes in this county 
by intimidation defeated Lee and gave the seat to his opponent. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Let me ask you a question. 
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Mr. JACOBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATHERTON. At what poll do you claim that five hundred 
men went away ? 

Mr. JACOBS. It was ata poll about six miles off. If I had the 
time I would look it up for you. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Which one? 

Mr. JACOBS. You know which one it was. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Well, you say there was one; I want to hear you 
say which one it was. 

‘Mr. JACOBS. The evidence shows which it was; and, as I have 


said, there were two polling-places some sixteen miles further off in the | 


same district. 


Mr. ATHERTON. I mean the poll at which five hundred men were | 


deterred through intimidation. 

Mr. JACOBS. Not deterred; but they did not vote on account of 
the crowd. Do not misunderstand me. 

Now, I say this is the pivotal question to be determined by this 
Congress, and by you Democrats if you intend to be fair. Let us 
have done with this brutality and intimidation at elections North and 
South. We have scared the dog away up to the Canada line tor you. 
Now we ask you to do justice to this black man who has received a 
majority of the votes. 

Mr. FLOWER. Are you talking for a majority of the committee? 

Mr. JACOBS. I believe so. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No, sir. 

Mr. JACOBS. I do not care whether I amor not; Lam right. And 
that is all there is of it. And you gentlemen can not deny it that the 


whole question turns upon that. But I ask you, as fair men, Demo- | 
crats and Republicans, whether there is not enough intimidation there 


to scare the gizzards right out of the Northern voters, out of the Scotch 
voters of my own county? Not one of you under such circumstances 
would advise your constituents to go to the polls and attempt to vote 
by foree. And [ say itis cowardly in the American Congress to require 
from these timid wards of the nation more than they do of intelligent 
freemen who were born free. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Minter]. [After a pause.] As the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does not seem to be present I yield ten minutes to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEs}. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 110) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. I shall occupy the attention of the House for 
but a very few moments. I understand too well its temper -and im- 
patience at this time to attempt to do otherwise. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the turning-point in this 
case. In some cases there are two or three decisive points. Sometimes 
there is but one point decisive of the case. In this case the whole issue 
is controlled by the election at Darlington precinct in Darlington 
County. 

I wish to premise by observing that no case considered by the Com- 
mittee on Elections received amore thorough and patient investigation 
than this. Before the adjournment of Congress at its last session the 
committee had considered the case, two members being in favor of and 
two against the contestant. The chairman of the sub-committee, who 
is also the chairman of the Committee on Elections, having doubts, de- 
sired the postponement of the case so that he could give it a thorough 
investigation and decide upon a thorough analysis of all the facts in the 
case as to the real merits init. Asthe result of the investigation here 
is the report of the chairman, Mr. CALKINS, stating in substance what 
I have just said to the House, that the whole case rests upon and is de- 
termined by the Darlington precinct. 


I wish to call your attention to that precinct fora moment. The | 


contestee, Mr. Richardson, received there a majority of some 1,200 or 
1,500 votes. The vote of that precinct was attacked upon the ground 
that the election was not fair; that the wards of the nation as stated by 


my friend from New York [ Mr. JAcons] were intimidated and did not | 


vote. 


I want to call your attention to the real facts inthe case. What were | 


they? These wards of the nation, as the gentleman terms them, before 
day, on the day of the election, assembled at the market-house, where 
the election was usually held, and possessed themselves of the expected 


polling-place. But when day came and the oflicers appeared, they | 


opened the election in the court-house. About 8 or 9 o'clock the or- 
— wards of the nation as they are termed by the gentleman from 

ew York, seeing that the election was being conducted in the court- 
house and that the Democrats were voting and had the start, came out, 
stood around awhile, and their captain or general, their commander-in- 
chief, one Mr. Smith, a colored man, gave the order, ‘*Go home; you 
can not vote here to-day;’’ and they did not try to vote. 
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They were entitled to vote; no question about that. Necessarily. as 
a logical sequence of the late war, they were armed with the right to 
vote, because no man can be a free man who can not exercise the right 
of suffrage. It is an incident to their freedom. They had the right 
to vote, and the Government was bound in good faith to the colored 
| people of the South to guarantee them in the exercise of that right. 
But it never did undertake, it can not in accordance with the prin- 
ciple and genius of our institutions undertake, to give special consid 
eration to the colored people over the white, to give them precedet 
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scence in 

| all such cases, to require a man because he happens to be a white man 

| to stand back and wait until the colored man votes, or because the voter 

happens to be a colored man to require all the white men in that par 

| ticular district to go on their knees to him and beg him to stay for 

| God’s sake and vote, so that there may be no pretense of charging bull 

| dozing, illegality, and violence, and thus deprive the whites of the r 

| sults of the election. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS.  Isthis statement in Mr. CALKINS's report cor 

| rect? 

| Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, it is correct 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I mean this: ‘‘ Attempts were made by the 

colored voters early in that day to force their way to the box to vote’’—— 

Mr. Jt INES, of Texas. Oh, yes; Mr. CALKINS states that 

|} Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Waitamoment. ‘‘ Whichseems to have been 
prevented by the white voters crowding the stairs leading to the box.”’ 

|} Mr. JONES, of Texas. If the gentleman wants to take the 

| away from me— 

Many MEMBERS. Order! Order! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be interrupted 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Resuming, I say that the colored people did 
not on that occasion try in good faith to vote; but the evidence demon 
strates beyond a reasonable doubt that this was seized upon as a pre 
tense to lay the foundation for a contest. ‘That is all there is in th 
entire case. 

Mr. CALKINS. What about the guns? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, now about the guns. It was said that 
on that occasion guns were brought in the night and concealed, put in 
wagons and boxed up. And yet some of the witnesses undertake to 
swear that they were guns. Now, if they were boxed up and concenied, 
how could they tell what they were ? 

Mr. MACKEY. Not boxed up; rolled up in blankets 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. <A doctor who visited the House that night 
or the next day testified that he was there and saw no guns in the house 
And nobody pretends that a single gun was exhibited on that oceasion 

There was no display of force, but about half after 9 or 10 o'clock Jack 
Smith, commanding the organized Republican vote on that occasion, in 
a loud voice proclaimed, ‘‘Go home; you can’t vote here.’’ 

I can not recite all the evidence; I can not do this case half justice. 

Sut the evidence shows that the colored vpters were assured if they 
would remain and vote they should have a fair chance, and the testi 
mony also shows that about one hundred Republicans did vote on that 
occasion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. One hundred and odd voted 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes; one hundred and eighteen voted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. ATHERTON]. 

Mr. SMALLS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
of Elections, and to ask the House, if they will not allow Mr. Lee, th 
contestant, a half an hour to beheard in this case. The House granted 
last evening a half an hour to Mr. Frost. 

Mr. CALKINS. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from South 
| Carolina [Mr. SMALLS] that at the close of the thirty minutes it would 
be a proper time to ask that unanimous consent. For my part I have 
| no objection to it. 
| Mr. SMALLS. I would like to get that consent now, so that 
| know just where we are. 


floor 
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| ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 


Mr. MCKENZIE. I ask unanimous consent that the reporters’ gal 
| lery may be thrown open to the occupation of the wives and friends of 
| Congressmen, who are now unable to obtain seats in the other gal- 
| leries. 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McKenzir] 
| asks consent that the rules be so suspended as to permit the reporter’s 
| gallery to be occupied by the wives and friends of members of Con 
| gress. 

| ‘There was no objection, and it was ordered accordinghy 

ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. KICHARDSON 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ATHERTON ] is en 

titled to the floor. 

| Mr. ATHERTON. I can not, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time which 
I have accorded to me for this argument, do more than make a short 

statement to attempt to meet whatever has been produced by way of 

argument on the other side as fully as I may. 

} In this case, as has been stated, this Congressional district consists 
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of eight counties. There were one hundred and one election districts 
in those eight counties. 

The contestee in this case asked the sub-committee, and also asked 
the Committee on Elections, and as I understand it he now asks the 
House, not to take advantage of such technical objection as may exist 
in respect to any of these voting precincts, but to count all votes hon- 
estly cast. And by his concession, out of one hundred and ene voting 
precincts there are only thirty-one in respect to which there is now any 
question between the contestant and contestee. 

As to these thirty-one precincts, objection is made that fraud was com- 
mitted in some of them, and that there was intimidation in others. As 
it has been said that in the opinion of gentlemen who have investigated 
this question the election turns upon the result in Darlington precinct, 
it is well enough perhaps to look into that and see how the matter 
stands. The condition of things in that precinct has been substantially 
stated by the learned gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEs]. At that 
precinct an organized effort had been made by the colored voters to get 
possession of the polls. They met the night before the election and a 
plan of operations was unfolded to them by their leader They were to 
meet at sunrise, or, as is stated in the testimony, at the ‘‘ crack of day,”’ 
and armed with clubs they proposed to take possession of the polls where 
they expected the election to be held. They did come together and 
surrounded the polls. They were armed with clubs. They proposed 
to take possession and carry things in their own way. For that reason 
or some other the election was directed to be held at the court-house. 
After the negroes had assembled about the ordinary voting-place, the 
market-house, it was discovered that the election was being held at the 
court-house. 

Now the question is, was there any intimidation there which pre- 
vented the colored men from voting? There is an attempt made on 
the part of a witness, who sadly needs corroboration, to indicate that the 
night before the election two wagons filled with arms were brought 
near the court-house, and arms concealed were taken into a store, and 
a portion of them, as one witness says, taken into the court-house. 

Now, the answer to that, and perhaps the only answer that is re- 
quired, is that it is totally disproved by the testimony adduced in this 
case. In reply to the meager testimony as to arms being brought there 
we have the testimony, of several persons who had the best means of 
information. We have the testimony of a physician who early in the 
morning was ¢alled to the very store in which it is said these arms were 
stored. He had the best opportunity for knowing, being in all the 
rooms of the store on that morning, whether any such arms were stored 
there. He says there were none within his knowledge, and he had full 
knowledge upon the subject. A manager of the election was called 
and stated that no such arms to his Lnowledge were about the court- 
house or about the polls. The sheriff of the county was called as a 
witness, and stated that hearing some rumor that arms were carried 
about there he had the qost diligent investigation made, and he de- 
clares that no arms were stored about the court-house; that this story 
about the storage of arms was a mere fabrication. So with a large num- 
ber of witnesses who gave their testimony in the case. 

All the colored people who testify to this matter testify in a peculiar 
way. For instance, they say that two wagons came there the night 
before the election; that the arms were all wrapped up, and they did 
not pretend that they sawthem. At one time they say there were two 
men with each wagon, making four altogether; at another time they 
say there were eigateen or twenty men—colored Democrats, who were 
characterized in a peculiar way as though it were a crime fora colored 
man to be a Democrat in that part of the country. But I say the tes- 
timony is given in such a way as not to carry with it any weight, and 
it is contradicted. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield to the gentleman five minutes longer. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Now, upon the question of intimidation, even if 
there were arms there, unless somebody saw them, unless somebody 
was intimidated by their presence, it would have no effect upon the 
election. The only witness who says he saw any arms there at all says 
he saw them through a window ina store. There was no pretense that 
they were ever unwrapped; there was no pretense that the large num- 
ber of colored men who came there ever saw them at all. The election 
was quietly conducted, with the exception of a little fracas between a 
white man and a colored man, which was quelled almost in an instant. 
The colored voters came there and attempted to take possession of the 
polls; they did not succeed. They found the election was being held 
elsewhere. Atthe beginningof the election so many white men crowded 
around the polls that the colored men had not instantly the opportu- 
nity to vote. They were commanded by the chairman of the county 
committee early in the day that under these circumstances they were to 
leave and not voteat all. They left by reason of his command, not by 
reason of any intimidation. 

Mr. MOULTON. Is it not true that they were invited to vote by 
the white people ? 

Mr. ATHERTON. Yes, sir; the white men invited and urged them 
to vote, but they refused, simply because they could not have complete 
pessession of the polls to carry the election as they chose. 

Now, the rule upon this subject is well understood. In order to make 





intimidation a matter interfering with the integrity of the vote, it must 
be such as would induce a person of ordinary courage to forego the ri ht 
of voting rather than incur the danger. . 

I say on a full investigation in this case there is not a single word of 
testimony from any witness entitled to any credence at all that he was 
prevented from voting. An attempt by one or two witnesses was made 
to show something of that kind, but the whole tenor of the testimony 
of witnesses who could not be questioned was that that was a peace- 
able election; that they came there in the manner I have indicated. 
that they went away, not by any intimidation, but at the command of 
their leader, who did not choose to have them vote if they could not 
take possession of the poll and hold it with their clubs. 

We have given this case a most thorough and most careful investigg- 
tion, which has induced not simply the members of the Democratic 
persuasion to agree to a majority report, but which has induced the 
most careful members of the committee against their prejudices, if the 
have any, to unite with us in saying the sitting member is entitled to 
his seat and that Mr. Lee is not. 

Mr. CALKINS. _I believe I have seven minutes of my time remain- 
ing, and I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado and 
reserve two minutes to myself. 

Mr. SMALLS. [ask the chairman of the Committee on Elections 
whether the half hour asked for Mr. Lee has been conceded to him? 

Mr. CALKINS. We can arrange that in a few moments. 

Mr. SMALLS. Let us arrange it now. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Perhaps the contestee will want some time, too. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, on one occasion I was the victim of 
the political injustice of this House in an election case. I had carried 
my State by 1,700 majority, and the Democratic party, having a major- 
ity in this House, wantonly and shamefully turned me out of my seat. 
That I assert to be an historical fact. [Laughter and applause.}] And 
therefore when I approach any contested-election case I desire above 
all things to approach it and consider it as an honest man. 

The difficulty with our politics to-day, Mr. Speaker, is that it is 
rotten from top to bottom [laughter and applause], rotten in the pri- 
maries, rotten in the county conventions, rotten in the State conven- 
tions, and I do not say it in any offensive sense, but I say it is rotten 
in the method by which we decide these election cases. 

What I arose for, Mr. Speaker, was to call the attention of the House 
and the country to the fact that whether a man is elected or not, and 
his seat is contested, two sessions of Congress go by before that question 
is submitted to the adjudication of this tribunal. We live in a coun- 
try operated by the suffrage and dominated by the majority of the peo- 
ple. We form constituent elements of a House with political majorities 
which decide political questions without regard to personal rights what- 
ever. And youall knowit. What is thiscase? Here is a case where 
it is alleged that violence, intimidation, and fraud have been practiced 
at an election. The evidence to my judgment is conclusive. What | 
insist on is—and I call upon Democrats and Republicans—and I will 
vote with you Democrats next session of Congress to unseat any Repub- 
lican who has been elected by fraudulent means, because I believe the 
supreme hour has come when you, Democrats, and we, Republicans, 
must rally to the support and perpetuity of the principles upon which 
this Republic rests and depends. [Laughter and applause.] Oh, gen- 
tlemen, you may laugh, but I tell you, as God reigns, unless the good 
men of both parties unite their shields, unless the good men of both 
parties in this House and out of it stand up for honest government, our 
Republic will not outlive the lifetime of our children. 

I am speaking from the deep convictions of my soul on this question, 
and I am speaking because in my judgment it is a disgrace to this Con- 
gress that these election cases are postponed until the last hour of the 
session; that men who are entitled to a seat on this floor have no hear- 
ing until the last hour of thelast day of the session; that men who are 
legitimately entitled to a seat have their honor discredited in the last 
hour of the last day of the session of Congress. In the name of God, if 
we can do it, to-night let us avow that in future we will try to act hon- 
estly and justly in matters that affect the great and vital and permanent 
interests of this Republic, of which we are all citizens. [Applause. | 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, this is the twenty-second election 
ease which has been brought into the House for its decision by the 
Committee on Elections of this Congress, and in a few moments that 
committee will have completed all of the labors imposed upon it, and 
reported upon all of the cases that were committed to its charge. 

I have neither the time nor the disposition to discuss the case hefore 
the House. It is known to all of its members that after a careful con- 
sideration of the case I came to the conclusion that the sitting member 
ought to retain his seat. I believe so now; and unless the House 
wants to grant further time to the contestant and the contestee to argue 
the case, I shall call the previous question. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent that Mr Lee, 
the contestant in this case, be heard. I listened to a noble statement 
uttered last evening by the gentleman from Texas; and, sir, in the 
language of that gentleman, I ask now, as a matter of right and j.s- 
—_ that Mr. Lee, the contestant in this case, may be heard in his ow 

half. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, how much time? 
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Mr. SMALLS. He wants thirty minutes, the same time that was 
granted by the House to the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Frost, last 


. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was a case where the gentleman to 
whom you refer was a sitting member. I am willing to agree that fif- 
teen minutes’ time may be allowed, but I shall object to any more. 

Mr. MOULTON. I think he ought to have the time. 

Mr. CALKINS. If I can have the attention of the House, I think 
this matter can be arranged in a few moments. Let me ask if fifteen 
minutes for Mr. Lee and fifteen minutes for Mr. Richardson, the con- 

will be sufficient? Ifso, I believe the House will agree to it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Richardson ought certainly to have an 

ity of being heard in his own case. 

Mr. WHITE. He should have the time ; but the contestant should 
be heard, I claim. 

Mr. SMALLS. I would have been satistied in thiscase if the House, 
instead of allowingagenera! discussion, as has been allowed, had granted 
the entire time to Mr. Richardson and to Mr. Lee. But I de not think 
that it would be right or just now to deprive Mr. Lee of the opportunity 
of being heard in his own behalf. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope there will be no objection to allowing fifteen 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. SMALLS. I ask thirty minutes for Mr. Lee. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope fifteen minutes will be granted to each. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 
The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent that fifteen min- 
utes be allowed to the contestant and fifteen to the contestee. Isthere 


jection? : 

Mr. WHITE. I object unless the contestant is allowed half an hour 
at least. He ought to have it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the objection. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 22. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SMALLS. I demand the yeas and nays on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PETTIBONE and Mr. WHITE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question 

Mr. CALKINS. May I have the attention of the Chair and of the 

tleman from South Carolina fora moment? The gentleman from 
entucky [Mr. WHITE] made objection evidently under a mistake, 
and withdrew it while the Chair was putting the question to the House 
on ordering the previous question. 1 again ask, therefore, unanimous 
consent that fifteen minutes be allowed on each side; that is, to the con- 
testant and the contestee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOULTON. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. 
men are allowed fifteen minutes on each side. 
Lee, is recognized. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, it was not my purpose to ask this House to allow me to say a 
single word during the discussion of this case. I had hoped that the 
House would find it convenient to give sufficient time for the gentle- 
men who desired to present my case, and who had agreed to present it, 


Let us have tellers. 





The contestant, Mr. 


to have been heard instead of myself, and if the House will allow me | 


now I would like to be permitted to yield five minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. RANNEY. ] 

Mr. MOULTON. I object. 

Mr. LEE. Then I askif I would be permitted, before I close my own 
argument, in my fifteen minutes, to yield at least five minutes of my 


time to my colleague from South Carolina [Mr. MACKEY], who is de- | 
sirous of speaking upon this question, and who has prepared himself | 


for it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that question after the gen- 
tleman has occupied such part of the time as he desires. 


Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, from the report made by the chairman of | 


the Committee on Elections I see that Darlington precinct, in the county 
of Darlington, is the principal precinct upon which a majority of one 
of the Committee on Elections reported in favor of allowing me the 
privilege of withdrawing my papers without prejudice. I find in the 
minority report, signed by seven gentlemen, namely, Mr. Perti- 
BONE, Mr. JAcons, Mr. THOMPSON of Iowa, Mr. Ritcuie, Mr. WAIT, 
Mr. HAZELTON, and Mr. RANNEY, resolutions declaring that the sit- 
ting member is not entitled to his seat, and that the contestant was 
honestly and fairly elected; and in that report, differingas it does from 


the one sheet which comes from the committee representing the majority | 


of the eight members, I find the testimony presented to the House which 
lam sure has not been examined into by the members of this House. 
If this report should be read we would find a complete answer to the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ATHERTON ], whosigned the majority report, | 


when he says there is no evidence that guns were stored in the court- 
houseand in the buildings surrounding the court-house, where the polls 





The previous question is ordered, and the gentle- | 


were held at that precinct. I find in the testimony presented by the 
committee the very names of the parties who avtually unloaded those 
two wagons which were loaded with Winchester rifles, those rifles that 
are familiar to the Republicans of South Carolina, for they have met 
them at midnight as well as at noonday. They have met them in the 
roads; they have had to face them in their cabins when the honest voters 
were quietly reposing in their beds. Here are the names of the parties 
who actually unloaded the wagons. And we proved by witnesses that 
these men are living men in the town of Darlington. Did the contestee 
call these men to deny the fact that these men had unloaded these guns? 
Not a single witness, not a single man was called to deny the statement 
that they unloaded these wagons. Witnesses were produced by the con 
testee, but they said they did not see any guns. They did not deny that 
these men unloaded these wagons, but they gave merely negative testi 
mony that they did not see it. I grant that that might be so. 

Here are the names: Moses Bishop, Sam Hindes, Rosser Hart, Charles 
Bishop, &c., all living in the county and town of Darlington. The 
gentleman in whose store some of these guns were stored lived in the 
county, and while the testimony was being taken I was present and 
saw that gentleman in the town day after day; but that gentleman was 
not put upon the stand to deny that guns were stored in his store. A 
doctor who happened to have gone into that building that day swore 
that he did not see any guns, but at the same time he admitted that 
they may have been there. We prove thatthe store at that Darlington 
poll was stored with guns and that men were in there with guns, and 
that on the occasion when this little fracas which the gentleman trom 
Ohio [Mr. ATHERTON ] spoke of occurred between a colored man and a 
white man these men were seen, that they came to the lights and 
showed themselves with their guns in their hands, ready—to do what? 
Ready to shoot down the colored men at that poll as they have shot 
them down on other occasions. 

What, Mr. Speaker, is the character of this Darlington poll? Is it 
a Democratic poll or a Republican poll? The testimony shows that 
Darlington County has always been carried by the Republican party 
by seven or eight hundred majority; and in this election it is carried by 
the Democrats, giving to the contestee eleven hundred and odd majority ; 
and when we go to investigate the means by which this result is brought 
about, what do we meet? We meet this: Every single election officer 
denies that he knows anything about the result at that poll. The 
clerk says he does not remember what the vote was. Every manager 
that was put upon the stand by the contestee swears that he does not 
remember what the result was. When we summon the clerk of the 
court to appear before the notary public taking the testimony and pro- 
duce the records that were in his possession, he denies that the records 
were in his office. When he is asked whether he had not made a cer- 
tificate to the fact as to the result of that election, he denies that he 
made any such certificate. He knows nothing about what the result at 
that poll was; and that is all the evidence that there is in this volume 
of over eight hundred pages to show what the result at Darlington poll 
| was. But we proved that before every election previous to 1878 the 
Republicans always carried the Darlington polls by about seven hun 
| dred majority. 

I understand the chairman of the Committee on Elections to say that 
he agrees with the minority report signed by these gentlemen except in 
this one particular—Darlington poll. And he says that the evidence is 
not sufficient to show that there was suflicient violence at that poll to 
prevent the colored men from voting. [I would like my friend from In 
| diana, the chairman of the committee, tomake a visit down to the South- 
ern States at some of our elections and attempt in the guise of a colored 
man to go to one of these polls; he will find out whether the violence 
is sufficient or not to keep colored men away from the polls. 
the ballot-box ? 





} 


W here was 
The ballot-box was moved from this market-house 
| where the colored men were charged with going in force to take posses- 
| sion of it. Why, gentlemen, it was the custom there, as the evidence 
| shows, that the colored men and the white men would go to the polls 
| to try who would get there first to vote—that was during the Repub- 
lican times—and whoever would get tothe polls first quietly voted and 
| left and the others then went and voted. But since the Democrats 
| have been in power they put in every single officer at these polls from 
| their own party; and then the white men changed the polls upon the 
| colored men, and when the colored men are expecting the polls to be 
held at one place they find out at 6 o’clock—the news will come that 
| they are being held at another place; and the white men will be inside 
in force, and wild then burst out and take possession of the polls. 
What did they do at Darlington? They crowded the steps—there 
were two steps going up to this poll—they crowded the steps from hot 
tom to top, as this testimony will show. ‘They were dressed in red 
shirts, armed with pistols, armed with knives, armed with guns, to pre 
| vent these colored men from going up the steps to vote. 


There is testi 
mony here showing that some of the colored men pressed half way up 
the steps and were hurled down and dragged down; others attempted 
to craw! up on the outside of the steps and their holds were broken loose 
and they fell to the ground. 

There was a riot below the steps, to which the gentleman from Ohio 
| [Mr. ATHERTON] alludes as ‘‘a little fracas,’’ in which pistols were 
| drawn upon the colored men. Those who were charged with being the 
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instigators of that riot, the colored men, not the white men, were car- 
ried to the guard-house and there imprisoned. Othercolored men stand- 
ing by, seeing the stores closed and guns in them, were told by their 
leader, Jack Smith, after having tried several times to get up to the 
polls and vote, to go home in order to save bloodshed. 

The chairman of the Committee on Elections says that the colored 
men could have gone to another poll nearby. Where is that ‘other 
poll near by?’’ The nearest poll to Darlington is Florence. 

Mr. RANNEY. How far away? 

Mr. LEE. It was ten miles away. There came on the stand over 
two hundred witnesses who swore that two hundred colored men stood 
at the polls at Florence from 6 o’clock in the morning until 6 o’clock at 
night, and were forcibly and violently kept away from the polls. The 
United States supervisor testified that it was impossible for these men 
to vote at that poll. 

We took the testimony of two hundred and forty witnesses at the 
Darlington poll, who testified that it was impossible forthe colored men 
to get up those steps and vote without being killed themselves or kill- 
ing those who were upon the steps. And whowereonthesteps? They 
were white Democrats dressed in red shirts, the meaning of which we in 
the South know very well. That uniform means in the South violence; 
it means to the colored men ‘‘stand back.’’ Let me read the testi- 
mony of only one man. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 

Mr. LEE. 
Mr. Horace Leonard, who said that he got half way up the steps and 
was dragged down to the bottom of the steps, and fearing that he would 
be killed he went home and remained there. Over eight hundred men, 
as was proven by testimony not only of the men themselves, but by 
the testimony of a physician living there, a Northern gentleman, who 
is practicing now in that town, who is the physician of a large number 
of Democratic families in that town—he testified that there were from 
800 to 1,000 men who left that poll that day without voting, and that 
in his judgment they could not vote without having violence committed 
upon them, 

If that poll is counted, then Mr. Richardson, the contestee, is elected. 
If that poll is rejected, as the minority of the Committee on Elections 
report it should be, that elects me. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 1 say that the meaning of the vote here to-night will be known 
to us in the South; and if you put your approval upon such acts as I 
have described as taking place in Darlington County, do not be sur+ 
prised when you hear the returns come up to the North stating that 
the Democrats have carried the elect.ons in the South. I have told 
you what the colored men have to go through, not only at one poll, 
but throughout the entire South, and especially in this district which 
I have the honor to represent here. [Great laughter. ] 

At this poll the Democrats never have cast over 300 votes in a fair 


Tell what it is; do not read it. 


election; never have cast over 300 votes for Mr. Richardson or for any | 


other candidate, while, as the record will show, the Republicans usually 
cast from 1,300 to 1,400 votes. What is the situation of that district 
as regards voters? We have in the sixth district of South Carolina, 
the first district that was represented on this floor by Hon. Joseph H. 
Rainey, 6,000 Republican majority. That majority has been overcome 
by tissue ballots, such as I have here 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HAZELTON. 
ger. 

Mr. RANNEY. 

The SPEAKER. 
minutes ? 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and thegentleman from Suuth 
Carolina [Mr. RicHARpDson] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. I hopethere will be orderso that we can hear the other 
side of this case. This side of the House ought to listen. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of the House 
to the resolution of the Senate for printing the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Education for 1881, asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. BLATR. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted on its 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, asked a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of 
the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BrcK. 

ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 

The House resumed the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Elections. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the time for 
which I was elected to this Congress is about expiring. It is true it 
would matter but little to me personally whether I continue to hold 
this seat for a few hours longer or whether you take it from me. It is 
true it would matter but little tothe constituency I represent if you de- 


I ask that he have five minutes longer. 
Is there objection to extending the time for five 


On page 312 of this record will be found the testimony of 


I ask that the gentleman have ten minutes lon- | 


| self at once to the single question involved in this case. 





prive them of their Representative upon this floor for the few remaining 
hours of this Congress. 

Perhaps it might be thought that I could well afford to remain quiet 
and let this case be decided as you may see proper to decide it. But be- 
hind all these considerations there is this question: Is it right to do so? 
And then there is another question: Is it right to take from this Govern- 
ment $10,000 or $12,000and pay it to one who isnot at all entitled to it 

I therefore come before you almost an utterly impartial advocate in 
this case. I have no interest except to see that the right is done and 
that my constituency are not placed in any false light. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this election was 
had; the election officers ascertained who was elected, and they gave 
to the contestee the certificate. The contestant filed his complaint, 
claiming that a number of things had been done which ought not to 
have been done, by which he had been deprived of a number of votes, 
What did the contestee do? When the contestant claimed that certain 
votes and polls which had not been counted should be counted, the con- 
testee’s answer was ‘‘Count the whole poll in the district; count the 
last voter who voted, and let the result decide this election.”’ Then 
the contestant comes up and presents his case. He goes through every 
box after every poll in the Congressional district had been restored to 
the count, restored by the consent of the contestee. He goes into the 
count, and says ‘‘ These boxes have not been purged as they ought to 
be,’’ though they were purged according to the law of South Caro- 
lina. In purging them, when the contestant comes to add up the result, 
lo and behold! by his own purging, by his own count, the contestee 
still has a majority. He who in the outset came tothe Elections Com- 
mittee and said, ‘‘Oh, it is wrong to throw out the vote of any free- 
man, or to throw out any poll,’’ turns from his position and claims 
that now in order to give him the seat you must throw out the vote of 
Darlington precinct; you must not count it. 

I will stop but a moment to call the attention of the House to the 
methods resorted to by the contestant and by the honorable gentleman 
who presented the report in his behalf to reach the result that they 
did. Take, forexample, the poll at Timmonsville; and this is but one of 
many. There the vote was some 800 or 900. The election officers in 
returning the vote returned that there wasin that box an excess of only 
11 votes. Both the United States supervisors of election signed a report 
saying that there only 11 votes in excess in all that box. When that 
box was purged under the law of South Carolina, which requires that 
some one blindfolded shall draw from the box the number of votes in 
excess, only 4 Republican votes were drawn and 7 Democratic votes. 
The Republican and Democratic United States supervisors certified to 
this. But there was standing by that box a friend of the contestant, a 
bystander, who swore on his examination that he was certain there went 
into that box for the contestant 199 votes, when the count gave him 
only 75 votes. 

I only bring up that case for the purpose of showing that from the 
count of that box the contestant and the honorable gentleman who 
makes the minority report deduct 124 votes of the contestee and give 
that number to the contestant, making a difference of 248 votes. That 
is the way the result is reached in this case—reducing the vote of the 
contestee enough to give the seat to the contestant if you throw out the 
vote of Darlington precinct. I will not waste time in showing the 
other methods resorted to in order to bring down the vote of the con- 
testant to a point from which, if you deduct the vote of Darlington 
Court House, the seat will be given to the contestant. I address my- 
After purging 
the poll, as has been done, after resorting to such means as I have men- 
tioned to bring down the vote of the contestee, the question then turns, 
as I am willing to concede, upon the vote at Darlington Court House. 
What was the vote there? As has been said, it gave the contestec 
some 1,100 majority. The dntestant asked to have it thrown out, 
not on account of fraud, for no fraud was charged against it. 

One word as to the charge in regard to tissue ballots. They were 
used only in Georgetown County, and the authorities of South Caro- 
lina threw out every box in that county but one, because there were 
tissue ballots. 

Now, as to the Darlington poll, what is the proof? 
that there was not a single gun fired or exhibited. There was no vio- 
lence threatened. The colored people who met there in the morning, 
having been accustomed at election after election to have possession 
of the polls, were incensed because on this occasion the election was 
held where the law of South Carolina required in so many words that 
it should be held—in the court-house, instead of at the market-place, 
where it had been held before. Under these circumstances the order 
was given to the negroes by their leader that they should go away, and 
they did go away; they did not vote, or at least only 117 of them voted. 
There is no proof that they did not vote elsewhere, or at least that 
most of them did not vote elsewhere. The contestant presents the 
names of 240 persons who he claimed did not vote there. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman state how far they would have 
to go to vote elsewhere? J 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. They left in the morning; 
most of them by 8 o'clock, all of them between that and 2 o'clock. 
They had only eight or ten miles to go in order to vote elsewhere. 


The proof is 
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But we examined two hundred and forty names, and out of that num- amendment, and that was the ratification of the Sioux treaty by the 


ber only one hundred and eighty and odd say they did not vote elsewhere. 
Seventy-five of those men do not say that they voted elsewhere. They 
say they intended to vote at Darlington court-house. 
they had remained there they could have voted; that the poll was cleared ; 
and that from 2 0’clock to 6 o’clock in the day the proof is aiter the 
white people had voted, who did have possession of the polls and did 
crowd the place in the morning, that then they could all have voted. 


There is not a word of proof showing that any one had a pistol or knife. | this House in these provisions, even if allowed to amend them at their 


There is nothing of the sort in the testimony. I read it all through, 
and there is nothing of the sort inthe case. The white people had pos- 
session of the poll to vote, and when they got through voting the poll 
was opened for the colored people. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Where do you find the law which 
provides that the white people shall vote first tothe exclusion of the col- 

le? 

ed RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. The law is that whoever 
gets to the poll first votes first. The question has been asked why 
heretofore only a few white people voted there. It was because the 
colored people held the poll at former elections, and the white people 
could not vote there and had to go elsewhere. This time they got 
there first and voted there and did not have to go elsewhere. This is 
proved by Mr. Lee’s own testimony. Most of his own witnesses, col- 
ored voters, left about 8 o’clock. Some remained unti! 10 and some 
until 12. 

Now, is this suflicient to vitiate a poll? If there were arms there, 
none were exhibited. Suppose it were true. I dg not know any were 
carried, but suppose they were as a precautionary measure, still none 
were exhibited at the polls, and there was no purpose of intimidation. 


j 


| 


| that they shall go out of the bill. 
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The proof is thatif | fuse to consider these provisions upon their merits. 


House. 

The gentleman trom Massachusetts inquired of me whether they re- 
They do. We 
have offered to receive trom them amendments perfecting them. They 
decline to offer amendments perfecting these provisions, and they say 
They say it earnestly, Mr. Speaker, 


} and I do not know, sir, but what they will refuse concurrence with 


| nounced, equally as distinct as legislation as these provision 
1 : $ ] 


If you throw out this poll on that ground, you might throw out any | 


pol in the whole Congressional district. 
Having said this much, Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to leave 
the case to the House. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me to 
make a conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the Clerk to read the report which I send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (IH. R. 7595) making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

FRANK HISCOCK, 
BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 
J. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAMES B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It appears by the report which has been submitted 
that every amendment of the Senate to the appropriation bill making 
appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, isopen. Such, however, is not the case, 
except so far as formal action is concerned in making a report to the 
House. I have no doubt we can agree. 

But there are some four or five provisions in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill placed there by the House to which the Senate disagree, 
or rather which the Senate insist shall be stricken from the bill. 

One of these is legislation on the bill in reference to the application 
of pensions of inmates of soldiers’ homes to their support. I believe, 
sir, that is the only provision which the Senate insist should go put of 
the bill which was not put there by an amendment offered by a com- 
mittee of the House. 
sist should go out, the one which provides for the sale of a portion 


of the Brooklyn navy-yard, and another which provides for the sale of | 


the Chelsea Hospital property. These provisions it is insisted shall 
not be enasted into law. There is an additional provision which was 
’ placed in the bill proposed by the Military Committee, to turn over all 
of the military reservations to the Interior Department for sulle. This 
provision in the House bill is also objected to on the part of the Senate. 


Two other propositions in the bill the Senate in- | 


There is a still more important provision in the bill, the one which re- | 
the pre-emption laws and to some extent amends the homestead | 
ws. These provisions of the House bill are also objected to by the | 


Senate. By Senate amendments they were stricken from the bill; and, 


80 far as those provisions are concerned, I may be pardoned in saying | 
that the Senate refuses to consider the propriety of the House provisions | 


with reference to them. They refuse to consider whether they are right 
orwrong. They refuse to consider them even by amendments. They 
refuse to submit amendments with reference to them, denying the right 
of the House to place any legislation in any appropriation bill. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Do they refuse to consider them on 
merits? 


Mr. HISCOCK. And their non-concurrence, Mr. Speaker, is just 
upon that account, and upon none other. I omitted to mention still 


provision of the House bill that was stricken out by a Senate | 





| 


will, to the extent of defeating the bill. 

I am not prepared to advise the House that such will be their course, 
but Iam prepared to advise the House that they are determined in 
their opposition to the provisions; not because the legislation is bad, 
not because it is vicious, but simply because they are placed in a gene 
ral appropriation bill. 

I, sir, must add in this connection that some legislation placed upon 
this bill by the House, equally pronounced, they have amended by sub 
mitting alterations or amendments on their part, and I refer now to that 
provision placed in the bill by the House with reference to the Yellow 
stone Park reservation. They have made no point of order against 
that legislation; but they have considered it open to amendment, and 
have united with us in perfecting that provision of the bill. ‘They have 
also placed in the bill another provision in reference to the Choctaw In 
dians, which I believe to be affirmative legislation equally as pro 
sto which 
they object. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered by the House that all of these 
provisions, with the exception of the one that I have referred to—turn 
ing the pensions of soldiers in the homes into the homes for their support 
were placed upon the bill as reported to this House by the Committee 
on Appropriations by amendments offered by committees having charge 
of these subjects distinctly. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let me ask the gentleman if the appropriations fo1 
the military posts have been stricken out? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They have been; but that item, I will say, has not 
been absolutely stricken from the bill. To some extent negotiations 
are now pending with reference to that. Jt was stricken from the bill 
originally by a Senate amendment; but they have not refused abso 
lutely to perfect legislation of some kind or to take steps toward legis 
lation with reference to the military posts 

The provisions that I have referred to, having been placed in the bill 
by amendments offered to the bill as reported to the House by the 
Committee on Appropriations, by committees of this House having 
charge of the subject-matter, the conference committee on the part ot 
the House have felt it to be their duty to report a disagreement upon 
all of the Senate amendments to the bill, which report we have pre 
sented here, and I now ask action upon it 

I move that the House concur in the report of the committee ef con- 
ference; that it insist upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate and agree to a further conference with the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as the conferees on the part 
of the House the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hiscock, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. BLACKBURN. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—LE! 
The SPEAKER. 


Vs. RICHARDSON 


The time allowed for debate having expired in the 


| contested-election case, and the previous question having been ordered, 


the Clerk will report the resolution on which a vote is to be taken 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carclina. Before that, Mr. Speaker, 
as I have not been able in the few moments allowed to present this case 
to the House as it deserves, I ask permission to print with my remarks 
some additional facts. 

There was no objection. [See Appendix. | 

Mr. SMALLS. Permit me to ask, Mr. Speaker, that we be allowed 
the same privilege with reference to the pending case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution, 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolred, That Samuel Lee have leav 
dismissed without prejudice. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move 
nority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can not now | 
previous question is operating. 

Mr. MACKEY. I rise to a point of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. MACKEY. The previous question was voted down 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question was voted up. 

Mr. CALKINS. There is evidently an error her 
probably remedy in a moment. 

The SPEAKER. In what respect does the gentleman claim there 
was an error ? 


[See Appendix. | 
which the Clerk will 


to withdraw his papers, and this case is 


to substitute the resolutions of the mi- 


% entertained, as the 


[ Laughter. ] 
, which we can 
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Mr. CALKINS. There are two sets of resolutions reported from the 
committee, but the vote has been ordered on the majority resolution. 
Should not the vote be properly taken first upon the resolution sub- 
mitted by the minority? That is the custom. 

The SPEAKER. That would be the case when they were offered as 
a substitute, but they have not been presented. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand that they were offered. 

The SPEAKER. At what time? 

Mr. CALKINS. The minority resolutions were presented at the 
time the case was called up, but I believe were not read. 

The SPEAKER. They were presented and printed with the report 
of the committee, as is the custom; but they have not been presented 
to the House to be voted upon under the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. There is no disposition on either side to get into a 
jangle about this, and I think we can straighten it in a moment. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair is allowed to put the motion to re- 
consider there will be no difficulty. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not think that is necessary; delay may be 
caused by calling for tellers, &c. The usual course is to let the vote 
come first on the minority resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. That is so; because it is usual to offer them before 
calling the previous question. 

Mr.CALKINS, I ask unanimous consent that the resolutions of the 
minority may be offered now. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions which are pro- 
posed as a substitute for the report of the majority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I. Resolved, That John 8, Richardson was not elected asa Representative to 
the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States from the first Co ional dis- 
trict of South Carolina, and is not entitled to occupy a seatin this House as such, 

Il. Resolved, That Samuel Lee was duly elected as a Representative from the 


first Congressional district of South Carolina to the Forty-seventh Congress of 
the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government; 

A bill (H. R. 5653) for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 5661) to modify the postal money-order system, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7226) to punish larceny from the person in the District 
of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
joint resolution and bills of the House of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) providing for a new mixed commis- 
sion, in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1866, with the United 
States of Venezuela. 

A bill (H. R. 5300) to amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United 
States Statutes at Large relating to contracts under the War Depart- 
ment; and 

A bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of William H. Donohoe. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—LEE V8. RICHARDSON. 


TheSPEAKER. Thequestion ison agreeing to the resolutions offered 
as a substitute for the resolution reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RANNEY and Mr. HORR ealled for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. Are we to vote on both resolutions at 
once, or can they be divided ? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on both. 
They might have been divided; but the division was not called for in 
time. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 114, not 
voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 

Aldrich, Brumm, Dawes, George, 
Anderson, Buck, ng, Godshalk, 

“ Burrows, JuliusC. De Motte, Grout, 
Bayne, Campbell, Dezendorf, Guenther, 
Belford, er, Doxey, " 
Bingham, non, Dunnell, Hammond, John 
Bisbee, Carpenter, Dwight, 
Bowman, Caswell, Errett, Benj. W. 
Brewer, Chace, Farwell, Chas. B. ne, 
Briggs, Crapo, Farwell, Sewell S. Haskell, 
Browne, Cullen, Fisher, Hazelton, 





Heilman, Marsh, 

e n, Mason, Rice, John B 
H 4 McCoid, 4 
Hill, McCook, Ritchie, 
Hitt, McKinley Robinson, Geo. D. 
Horr, McLean, Jas. H. Robinson, Jas. S 
Houk, iles, Ryan, 
Hubbell, corey, Scranton, 

ubbs O'Neill, Sessinghaus, 
Hum y, " Shallenberger, 
Jad Page, Sherwin, 
Jones, Phineas Parker, hultz, 

orgensen, Payson, Skinner, 

Joyce, Peelle, Smalls, 

y, Peirce, Smith, A. Herr, 
Lewis, Pettibone, Smith, Dietrich C, 
Lindsey, Pound, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Lord Spooner, 

L ch, Ranney, Steele, 
Mackey, Ray, Stone, 
NAYS—114. 
Aiken, Culberson, Hutchins, 
Armfield, Curtin, Jones, Geo. W. 
Atherton, Davidson, Kenna, 
Atkins, Davis, LowndesH. King, 
Barbour, r, Klotz, 

Dibrell, Knott, 
Belmont, wad, Ladd, 
Beltzhoover, “ . 

Be Dunn, Leedom, 
Blackburn, Ellis, Le Fevre, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Manning, 
Blount, rtin, 
B > Flower, McKenzie, 
Bue » Fo " McLane, Robt. M 
Caldwell, Fulkerson, MeMillin, 

kins, m, Miller, 
Carlisle, Mills, 

vy. Gibson, Money, 

Cha) a, Gunter, Morrison, 

Clark, Hammond, N.J. Morse, 

Clements, Hardenbergh, Moulton, 

Cobb, Hardy, - ‘ Muldrow, 

Colerick, Harris, Henry ure 

Converse, Hatch, Mutchier, 

Cook, Philip Herbert, Randall, 

Covington, Hewitt, G. W. Reese 

Cox, Samuel 8. aa aa Rice, Theron M. 

Cox, William R. Holman, Richardson, D. P. 

Cravens, ouse, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—33. 

Black, Dingley, Moore, 

Bland, Ford, per 

Bliss, Herndon, Neal, 

Buckner, Hewitt, Abram S. Nolan, 

Burrows, Jos.H. Hiscock, Norcross, 

Butterworth, Hoblitzell, Oates, 

Cabell, Hooker, Paul, 

Camp, acobs, Phelps, 

Clardy, Jones, James K. Phister, 

Cook, John C, m, Reagan, 

Cornell, Kelley, Rice, Wm. W. 

Crowley, Ketcham, Richardson, J. 8. 

Darrall, Matson, Robeson, 

Davis, George R. McClure, Russell, 

So the substitute was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WEBBER with Mr. BLAND. 

SPAULDING with Mr. JoNEs of Arkansas. 
URNER with Mr. HOBLITZELL. 

Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. HooKER. 
MoorE with Mr. SIMONTON. 

KETCHAM with Mr. BLACK. 

Norcross with Mr. WILLIAMs of Alabama. 
Jacoss with Mr. Hewitt of New York, on this vote. 


Mr. KAsson with Mr. CABELL, on this vote. 


Mr. NORCROSS. 


WILLIAMS, of Alabama. 


Mr. VAN HORN. 


with. 


Several members objected. 
The names of members voting were read. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
Mr. PETTIBONE moved to reconsider the vote justtaken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolutions as amended by the adoption of the substitute. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, and Mr. ATHERTON called for the 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 6, not vot- 
ing 157; as follows: 


Anderson, 
Barr, 


YEAS—128. 
Brewer, Carpenter, 
Briggs, Caswell, 
Browne, Chace, 
Brumm, e, . 
Burrows, Julius C. Darrali 
ulius C. > 
Butterworth, Davis, George R. 
non, wes, 
Js rd 
4 





Taylo J 

or, Joseph 

Thomas, ae 

Townsend, Amos 
ler, 


, Updegraff, 


Valentine, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 


Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Robinson, Wim. E. 
rans, 


Scales, 

Scoville, 

Shelley, 
Singleton, J. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Stocks 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 


Tr, 


. Townshend, R. W. 


er, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 


Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Simonton, 
Spaulding, 


Speer, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 


Thompson, Wm.G. 
Urner, 

Van Aernam, 
Wadsworth, 
Webber, 
Williams, Thomas 
Wood, Benjamin. 


I witydraw my vote, being paired with Mr. 
I ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Deering, 
De M 


Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 
Doxey 
Dunnell, 
Dwight, 
Errett, 
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Farwell, Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell 5. 


Fisher, 


George, 
Godshaik, 
i 

Hall, 

Hammond, John 
Harmer, i 
Harris, Benj. W. 


Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 
Jadwin, 

Jones, Phineas 


Calkins, : 
Jones, George W. 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 


Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, John C. 
Cook, Philip 
Cornell, 

Cox, Samuel 8. 


Jorgensen, Peirce, 

Joyce, Pettibone, 

Kasson, Pound, 

Lacey, Prescott, 

Lewis, Ranney, 

Lindsey, Ray, 

Lord ad, 

Lynch, Rice, John B. 
ey, Rich, 

Marsh, Ritchie, 

Mason, Robinson, Geo. D. 

McCoid, Robinson, Jas. 8. 

McCook, Ryan, 

McKinley, Scranton, 

McLean, Jas. H. Sessinghaus, 

Miles, Shallenberger, 

Moore, Sherwin, 

Morey, Shultz, 

O'Neill, Skinner, 

Pacheco, Smalls, 

Page, Smith, A. Herr 

Parker, Smith, Dietrich C. 

Payson, Smith, J. Hyatt 

Peelle, Spaulding, 

NAYS—4. 
Miller, Richardson, D. P. 


Rice, Theron M. 


NOT VOTING—157. 


Crowley, 
Culberson, 

Curtin, 

Davidson, 

Davis, Lowndes H. 


Dugro, 

Dunn, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Guenther, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Hardy, 
Harris, Henry 8. 
Hatch, 
Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
House, 
Hubbell, 
Hutchins, 


Jones, James K. 
Kelley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
King, 

Klotz, 

Knott, 

Ladd, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 

Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
McKenzie, 
MeLane, Robt. M. 
MeMillin, 
Mills, 

Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Mosgrove, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
Mutchler, 
Neal, 

Nolan, 
Norcross, 
Oates, 

Paul, 

Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 

Bice, Wm, W. 
Richardson, J. S. 
Robertson, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. ATKINS. 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. MOoRE with Mr. SIMONTON. 


Mr. Norcross with Mr. WILLIAMS of Alabama. 


Mr. HALL with Mr. HeRBERT. 
I desire to say that I was paired with Mr. Simonton, 
but with the right to vote to make a quorum, and I have voted. 


Mr. MOORE. 


Mr. SPAULDING. 


I have voted to make a quorum. 
I am paired, but I have voted to make a quorum. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. KASSON. 


voted. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. 


I move a call of the House. 


Mr. ATHERTON. You can have it. 


The motion for a call of the House was agreed to. 


Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 

Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 

Van Voorhis, 
Walker, 

Ward, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 

West, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Wilson, 


Robeson, 
Robinson, Wm. E 
Rosecrans, 

Ross, 

tussell, 
Scales, 
Scoville, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 
Speer, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, P. B. 


Thompson, Wm. G. 


Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G 
furner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Warner, 

Webber, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Wood, Benjamin. 


I am paired with Mr. JoNEs, of Arkansas, but 


TheClerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Black, 

Bland, 

Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cabell, 


Com ase s. 
_ Mr. TUCKER. 


Mr. MCKENZIE. My colleague, Mr, Piste, is detained from the 


' Carpenter, 


Davis, Lowndes H. 
¥Yerd, 

Geddes, 

Herndon, 

Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hooker, 


Jones, James K. 


Matson, 
McClure, 


Mosgrove, 
Murch, 

Neal, 

Nolan, 

Oates, 

Paul, 

Phelps, 
Phister, 
Reagan, 

Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Robeson, 


Russell, 
Simonton, 
Stockslager, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 


| bers answering to their names; more than a quorum. 
I move to dispense with all further proceedings 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. PETTL 


| under the call. 
The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker pro tempore 
announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. ATHER 


SONNE. 


TON. Leall for: 
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The call of the roll shows 255 mem- 


v division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 6 


Several MEMBERS. 


The SPEAK 


| that motion. 
are dispensed with. 


ER pro tempore. 


ENROLLED 


No quorum. 


It does not require a quorum to decide 
The ayes have it, and further proceedings under the call 


BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 


toinstruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &e 


reports; 


, for the census 


A bill (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act providing for the 
publication of the Revised Statutes and the laws of the United States, 


approved June 


Joint resolution (S. R. 64) 


20, 1876; 


authorizing the sale of the Congressional 


Directory and the current numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RecORD; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 95) providing for additional copies of the Re 
vised Statutes for the use of the Interior Department; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5300) to amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, relating to contracts under the War Depart- 


ment; and 
A bill (HL R 


The SPEAK 


session on acco 
will be grantec 


7240) for the relief of William H. Donohoe. 


LEAVE 
ER pro tempore. 


unt of sickness 
l. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. ARMFI 


ELD. 


OF ABSENCE. 


The Chair takes occasion to lay before 
the House the request of the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Hon- 
LITZELL, to be excused from attendance for the remainder of to-night’s 


If there be no objection leave of absence 


lL ask that my colleague, Mr. VANCE, be excused 


| from further attendance this evening on account of sickness. 


| nounced that the Senate had passed 


The SPEAK 


ER. 


The Chair hears no objection. 


The gentleman from 


New York, Mr. RoBINson, makes the same request, which, if there be 
no objection, will be granted. 


There was n 


0 objec tion, 


MESSAGI 


FROM 


Pik SENATE. 


A message trom the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 


the following t 
A bill 


A bill 


itles: 


H. R. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altman 
A bill (HL. R. 3243) for the relief of Ernest F 


relating to the District of Columbia; 


A bill (HL. R. 6683) 


State of Georgia: 


A bill (H. R. 7289 


without amendment House bills of 
Unland; 
H. R. 6236) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 


to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Ogeechee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, 


in the 


to confer upon the senior associate justice of the 


| supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the absence or inability 
of the chietf-justice of said court, the powers and duties now conferred 
upon said chiel-justice, relative to the extradition of fugitives from 


Mr. ATHERTON and Mr. BRAGG made the point that no quorum 


Thompson, Wm. G. 


Wait, 

Webber, 
Williams, Thomas 
Wood, Benjamin 
Young. 


1 I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. CABELL, 
is detained from the House by sickness. 


House to-night on account of sickness. 





justice; 


A bill (HL. R. 
District of Columbia in the year 1883, 
for purposes of 


taxation; and 


6930) to levy an assessment of the real estate in the 
and every third year thereafter, 


A bill (H. R. 3220) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in cer- 
tain cases by the superintendent of the mintof the United Statesat San 


Francisco. 
|» 


LECTION CONTEST 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


—LEE V8. 


RICHARDSON, 


A quorum being present, the next 


the Committee on Elections as amended. 


‘The question was taken; and there wer 


ing 169; as fol 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Barr, 
Bisbee, 
Bowman 
Briggs, 
Browne, 


| Brumm, 


Buck, 


Burrows, Julius. 


Cannon, 


Caswell, 


lows: 
YE 
Chace, 
Crapo, 
Cullen, 
Darrall, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
De Motte 
Dezendortf, 
Dingley, 
Doxey, 
Dunnell 
Dwight, 
Erres, 


cAS—Iil4 


Farwell, Chas. B, 
Farwell, Sewell S 
Ford, 

Cieorge, 
Godshalk, 

Grout, 

Guenther, 

Ital, 

Hammond, John 
Harmer, 

Harris, Benj. W. 
Hiuseltine, 
Hazelton, 


| business in order is the call of the roll on agreeing to the resolution of 


yeas 114, nays &, not vot- 


Heilman, 
Henderson 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 

Horr, 
Hlouk 
Hubbell, 
Hubbs, 
Jacobs, 
Jadwin, 
Jones, Phineas 
Jorgensen, 
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Jovyee, 
Lacey, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Lynch, 
Mackey, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
McKinley, 
McLean, Jas. I. 
Miles, 
Moore, 


Calkina, 
Cook, John C 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Heltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, 
Blackburn, 
Bianchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Brewer, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Jos. IH. 


Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Camp, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Olardy, 

Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, Phillip 
Cornell, 

Cox, Samuel § 
Cox, William R. 


Covington, 


Mr. NORCROSS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. NORCROSS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Reed, 

Rice, John B. 
Rich, 

Ritchie, 
Robinson, Geo, D. 
Robinson, Jas, 5. 


Shultz, 

Skinner, 

Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 


Ryan, Tyler, 
Sessinghaus, Updegraff, 
Shallenberger, Urner, 
Sherwin, Valentine, 
NAYS—8. 


Hlolman, 
Jones, Geo, W. 


Miller, 
Rice, Theron M, 


NOT VOTING—169. 


Cravens, 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 


Davis, Lowndes IT. 


Deering 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 

Dowd, 

Dugro, 

Dunn, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, 

Fisher, 

Flower, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 

Gibson, 

Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Hardy, 

Harris, Henry 8. 
Haskell, 

Hatch, 

Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
lHloge, 

Hooker, 

House, 
Humphrey, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, James K. 
Kasson, 

Kelley, 


answered upon the roll-call. 


Kenna, 


Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKenzie, 
McLane, Robt. M. 
MeMillin, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 

M ove, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
Mutchler, 
Neal, 
Nolan, 
Norcross, 


Oates, 
O'Neill, 
Pacheco, 
Paul, 

Phelps, 
Phister, 
Pound, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 

Rice, Wm. W. 
Richardson, J. 8. 


Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 


White 


Williams, Chas. G. 


Willits, 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Richardson, D. P. 


Townshend, R. W. 


Robertson, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 

Ross, 

Russell, 

Scales, 

Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, J."W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Sparks, 
Spaulding, 

Speer, 

Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 

Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, P. B. 


Thompson, Wm. G. 


Tucker, 
Turner, H. G. 
‘Turner, Oscar 


Webber, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 


Wood, Benjamin 


Mr. Speaker, has a quorum voted? 

A quorum has not voted. 

Then I would like to have my vote recorded. 
The gentleman is too late, unless he 





Mr. NORCROSS. I am paired with the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. WILLIAMS], reserving the right to vote when necessary to make a 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatstatement will gointo the Recorp, 
but the gentleman can not vote now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
Smitn, is ill this evening, and in order to enable him to leave the 
House, I have consented to vote. 1 cast my vote for that reason. 

The roll-call being concluded, 

The SPEAKER protempore. On this vote there are—yeas 114, nays&. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No quorum. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names : 


Belford, 


Ford, McKinley, Russell, 
Black, Geddes, McLane, Robt. M. Shelley, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mosgrove, Sherwin, 
Bland, Gunter, Moulton, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Buckner, Hardy, Nolan, Skinner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Heilman, Oates, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Butterworth, Herndon, Paul, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Cabell, Iiewitt, Abram 8. Phelps Thomas, 
Camp, Hoblitzell, Phister Thompson, Wim. G, 
Campbell, Hooker, . Vance, 
Olardy, Jones, James K. Reagan, Van Aernam, 
Cornell, Jorgensen, Rice, John B. Wait, 
Covington, Kelley, Rice, Wm. W. Webber, 
Cox, Samuel 8, Ketcham, Ric n,J.8.  Wellborn, 
Davis, Lowndes IT. Ladd, rtson, Williams, Thomas 
Deuster, McClure, Robeson, Wise, Morgan R. 
Dugro, MeCook, Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Benjamin. 
Ermentrout, McKenzie, Rosas, 


Mr. HERBERT. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. OATES, 
is sick in bed, and has been for the last two days. 





My colleague, Mr. | 


HERNDON, is extremely sick, and Mr. SHELLEY is by his bedside 





nursing him. My colleauge, Mr. WILLIAMS, is also sick. 


Mr. BLISS. 


the House on account of sickness. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. DuGRo, of New York, left the House, | 
sick, and desires to be excused from further attendance this even 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The roll-call discloses the presence of 219 members. 


quorun. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. 


under the call. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the propo- 
sition reported from the Committee on Elections as amended, on which 


the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the House take a re- 


cess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
Mr. RANDALL. Say two hours. 


Mr. CANNON. 


I think we had better not take a recess, as it is en- 
tirely probable in the course of an hour that we can then take a recess 


with safety until morning. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
Mr. CANNON. 


recess. 
Mr. BRAGG. Why not move to take a recess, then, for a half hour? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois in- 


Wait half an hour longer; perhaps we can then take 


sist upon his motion ? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 


My colleague, Mr. ROBINSON, was compelled to leave 


ing. 


I move to dispense with further proceedings 


I insist upon my motion. 


I do. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 98. 
So the House refused to take a recess. 


roll. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
cess for one hour. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 6, not voting 


163; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Barr. 


Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bi 7 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
Caswell, 
— 
Cullen, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
Deering, 
De Motte, 
Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 

xey 
Dunnell, 
Dwight, 


Errett, 
Farwell, Chas, B. 


Calkins, 
Cook, John C. 


Belmont, 


I move that the House take a re- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed to call the 


Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 


The Clerk will call the roll. 
YEAS—12. 

Farwell, Sewell S. Mackey, 

Fisher, Marsh, 

George, Mason, 

Godshalk, McCoid, 

Grout McCook, 

Guenther, McKinley, 


Hall, 
Hammond, John 


Harmer, Moore, 

Harris, Benj. W. Morey, 

Haskell, O'Neill, 

Hazelton, Pacheco, 

Heilman, Page, 

Henderson, Parker, 

Hepburn, Payson, 

Hill, Peelle, 

Hitt, Peirce, 

Horr, Pettibone, 

Houk, Pound, 

Hubbell Prescott, 

Hubbs, Ranney, 

Humphrey, Ray 

Jacobs, ’ 

Jones, Phineas Rice, John B. 

Jorgensen, Rich, 

Joyce, Ritchie, 

Lacey, Robinson, Geo. D. 

Lewis, Robinson, Jas. 8. 

Lindsey, Ryan, 

Lord, Scranton, 

Lynch, Sessinghaus, 
NAYS—4. 


Jones, George W. 
Miller, | 


McLean, Jas. H. 
Miles, 


Rice, Theron M. 


NOT VOTING—163. 


Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 

Clark, 

Clemen 

Cobb, 

Colerick, 
Converse, 
Gook, Philip 
Cornell, 
Covington, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Cox, William R. 
Cravens, 
Crowley, 
Culberson 
Curtin, 
Darrall, 
Davidson 


Davis, Lowndes H. 
De 


r, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 


Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 


Herndon, 


Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 


iscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 


Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Jos. D. 
Townsend, Amos 
Updegraff, 
Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 


West, 
White, 
Willits 


Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Townshend, R. W. 


Holman, 
Hooker, 


MeMillin, 
Mills, 


being 


More than a 
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‘ = pmees 
Reagan, Singleton, Otho R. Vance, | Morrison, Ray, Singleton, J. W. Vance. 

eo < Reese Smith, Dietrich C. Van Aernam, Mosgrove, Reagan Smith, A. Herr Van Voorhis, 

Morse, Rice, Wm Ww. Sparks, Wait, } Moulton, Rice, Wm. W Smith, Dietrich C. Wadsworth, 

M ve, n, D. P. Speer, Warner, Neal, Richardson, J.3. Spaalding, Wait, 

Moulton, Richardson, J.S. Springer, Webber, | Nolan, Robertson, Speer, Webber, 

Muldrow, Robertson, Stockslager, Wellborn, Norcross Robeson, Stockslager Williams, Thomas 

ureh, Robeson, Talbott, Wheeler, | Oates, Robinson, Wm. E. Teylor, E. B Willis, 

Mutehler, Robinson, Wm. E. Taylor, Ezra B. Whitthorne, Page, Ross, Thompson, P. B Wilson 

Neal, Rosecrans, Thomas, Williams, Chas. G. | Parker, Russel! Thompson, Wm. G. Wise, George D 

Nolan, ‘ Thompson, P. B. Williams, Thomas Paul, Seales, rownshend, R. W. Wise, Morgan R 

Norcross, Russell, Thompson, Wm. G.W illis, Payson, Scranton, rurner, Henry G Wood, Benjamin 
Seales, Tucker, Wilson, | Phelps, Shalienberger Updegraff, Young 

Paul, Seoville, Turner, Henry G. Wise, George D | Phister, Shelley, Upson, 

Phelps, Shelley, Turner, Oscar Wise, Morgan R. | Randall, Simonton, Urner 

Poisall Seeiesen’ dan Ww none Ween, Saye. | Bo a call of the House was ordered 

» ’ . W. ’ 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. Joyce with Mr. HAMMOND of Georgia. 


Mr. Ray with Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. RAy reserving the right 


to vote to make a quorum. 


Mr. KETCHAM 


with Mr. Conn. 


Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. BLounr, Mr. HENDERSON reserving the 
right to vote to make a quorum. 

By unanimous consent the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Noquorum. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 40. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not required on this vote. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ATHERTON and Mr. PETTIBONE were 
appointed tellers. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 17. | 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. ATHERTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 46, not vot- 
ing 130; as follows: 
YEAS—115. 
Anderson, 


Aiken 





NOT VOTING—130, 


Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Converse, 
Cornell, 
Covington, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Darrall, 
Deuster, 
Dugro. 


. 
Dunn, 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison. 


Geddes, 


Gibson, 

Gunter, 

Hall, 

Hammond, N. J. 
Harris, Henry 8. 
Hazelton, 
Henderson, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hooker, 

Horr, 

Hubbell, 

Jadwin, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Joyce, 


Doxey, Jorgensen, Ryan, 
Armfield, Dunnell, Lacey, Sessingnuaus, 
Barr, Dwight, Latham, Sherwin, 
Bayne, Errett, Lewis, Shultz, 
Beltzhoover, Evins, Lindsey, Skinner, 

q Farwell, Chas. B. Lord, Smalls, 
a Farwell, Sewell S. Lynch, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bisbee, Fisher, Martin, Sparks, 

Bliss, George, McKinley, Spooner, 
Bowman, Godshalk, McLean, Jas. H. Steele, 

i Grout, Miles, Stone, 
Buck, Guenther, Moore, Strait, 
Burrows, Julius C. Hammond, John Morey, Taylor, J. D. 
Calkins, Harmer, orse. Thomas, 
Campbell, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Townsend, Amos 
Candler, Haseltine, Pacheco, Tyler, 
Carpenter, Haskell, Peelle, Valentine, 
Yhace, Heilman, Peirce, Van Aernam 
Chapman, Hepburn, Pettibone, Van Horn, 
Cook, John C. Herbert, Pound, Walker, 
Cox, William R. Hill, Prescott, Ward, 
Crapo, Hitt, Ranney, Washburn, 
Cullen, Holman, Reed, Watson, 
Davis, George R. Houk, Rice, John B. West, 

wes, House, Rich, White, 
Deering, Hubbs, Richardson, D. P. Williams, Chas. G 
De Motte, Humphrey, Ritchie, Willits, 
Dezendorf, Jacobs, Robinson, Geo. D. Wood, Walter A. 
Dingley, Jones, Phineas Robinson, Jas. S. 

NAYS—4. 

Atherton, Cravens, Hutchins, Scoville, 
Atkins, Davidson, Knott, Singleton, Otho R. 

" Davis, Lowndes H. Le Fevre, Springer, 

x Dibrell, Manning, Talbott, 

n, Dowd, McKenzie, Tucker, 
‘Caldwell, Ellis, Money, Turner, Osear 
Carlisle, Ermentrout, Muldrow, Warner, 
Cassidy, Porney, Murch, Wellborn, 
Clark, Hardenbergh, Mutchler, Wheeler, 

Cobb, Hardy, Reese, Whitthorne 
Colerick, Hatch, Rice, Theron M. 
Cook, Philip Hoge, Rosecrans, 


Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Ladd, 
Leedom, 
Mackey, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
MeCoid, 
McCook, 
McLane, Robt. M 
MeMillin, 
Miller, 
Mills, 


—E Ee — 


The following additional pairs were announced 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. Wise of Virginia 

Mr. PAUL with Mr. ScALEs. 
Mr. Smiru, of Illinois, with Mr. TowNsiuEND, of Illinois. 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT. 


IL withdraw 


my vote 


lL am paired with the 


Mr. JOYCE 
on this roll-call. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object 

The names of members voting were read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts 
this vote the yeas are 115, the nays are 46. 
and a call of the House is ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG 
a quorum present 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 
tained. 


Being paired, | withdraw my vote if there is a quorum 


I ask that the reading of the nam: s be dispensed 


On 

The motion is agreed to, 

The Clerk will eall the roll. 

{ make the point of order that the roll-call discloses 
I move that further proceedings under the call be 


The point of order can not be sus 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyYMPSON, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of Stephen P. Yeomans and Andrew Leech 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, tho 
bill (H. R. 6018) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes relating 
to the recovery of damages for infringement of patents. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu 
tion, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for the print- 
ing of 5,500 additional copies of the proceedings of the court of inquiry 
to investigate the loss of the steamer Jeanette, in the Artic seas 

CONTESTED 

The SPEAKER 
will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
bers failed to answer 
Black, 


ELECTION LEE VS. RICHARDSON 


A call of the House has been ordered lhe Clerk 


when the following-named mem 


Blackburn 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Brumm, 
Buckner. 
Burrows, Jos 
Butterworth, 
‘abe ll, 
‘alkins, 
‘amp, 
ampbell 
annon, 
lardy, 

‘obb, 


+ 7 7 7. 


| Converse, 


Cornell, 
Covington, 
Curtin, 
Darrall, 
Doxey, 
Dugro, 
Dwight, 
Ellis, 


Farwell, Chas, B 


Fiower, 


Ford, 

Creddes 

Clibson, 
CGedshalk, 
Ciunter, 
Hammond, N. J 
Harris, tlenry S 
Hepburn, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S 
Hewitt, G. W 
Hill, 

Hloblitzel! 
Hooker 
Hubbell 
Jadwin 

Jones, Geo. W 
Jones, James K 
Jorgensen 
Kelley, 

Kenna, 
Ketcham 

King 

Ladd 

Leedom, 
Mackey, 

Marsh, 

Mason, 


The SPEAKER pro tempor 
have responded to their names—more than a quorum 


On the call ot 


Matson, 
MeClure 
MeCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
McLane, Robt 
MeMillin 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison 
Mosgrove 
Moulton 
Neal 


M 


’ John B 
Rice, Wm. W 
Richardson, J. 3 
Robertson 





Robeson, 
Robinson, Jas. 5 
Robinson, Wm. 


Rosecrans, 


the 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Ross, 
Russell 
Scales 


Seranton, 


Shelley, 
Singleton, Jas. W 
Smith, A. Herr 


Smith, Dietrich C 
“pe er 
“prinver 


raylor, Ezra B 

Thompson, Wm. G 
lLownsend, Amos 
Pownshend, R. W 


rurner, Henry G 
Updegrat?, 
Vance 

Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth 

W ait 

Webber 

West 

White 

Williams, Thomas 
Wise, George D 


Wood, Benjamin, 


roll 1“0 members 


Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint res 


olution and bills of the following 


same: 


itles 


when the S 


speaker signed the 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) providing for a new mixed commission 
in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1466, with the United States 


of Venezuela; 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


=f) 
™*) 
vw 


2) for the relief of Marzel Altmann 
20) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in cer 


tain cases by the superintendent of the mint of the United States at 


San Francisco 








She 
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A bill (H. R. 3243) for the relief of Ernest F. Unland ; 

A bill (H. R. 6236) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7289) to confer upon the senior associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the absence or inability 
of the chief-justice of said court, the powers and duties now conferred 
upon said chief-justice, relative to the extradition of fagitives from jus- 
tice. 

ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the roll-call 180 members have re- 
sponded to their names—more than a quorum. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that all farther proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to postpone the further consideration of the 
pending election case for four hours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would not be in 
order after the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope we will go on with this case. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KASSON. Was the motion made to reconsiderthe vote by which 
the previous question was ordered? My impression is it was not. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. My recollection is that the motion to reconsider 
was made and laid upon the table. 

Mr. MURCH. Would it be in order to move to take a recess at the 
present time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would entertain that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MURCH. I move that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine moves that 
the House take a recess until 10 o’clock this day. 

Mr. MURCH. I withdraw that motion for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of the 
roll. 

Mr. KASSON. I again submit the inquiry whether the motion to 
reconsider was made ? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed it was not made. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I make the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 
I give notice that you shall not pass anything between now and 12 
o’clock to-morrow unless we have a decision on this question. [Cries 
on Democratic side of ‘‘All right!’’ ‘‘Go ahead !’’} 

Mr. MURCH,. I renew my motion for a recess. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. No question of order can be entertained 
until the House is in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to know whether the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KAsson] can be recognized to make that motion if the record 
shows that he voted on the wrong side? I call for the record of the 
gentleman in order to ascertain on which side he voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there was 
no roll-call on the question, and therefore there is no presumption one 
way or the other. 

Mr. MACKEY. I desire to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACKEY. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to clause 
8 of Rule XVI. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose ? 

Mr. MACKEY. To show that this motion to reconsider can not be 
entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand how that is appli- 
cable. That clause relates to a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MACKEY. By no means. I refer to the amendedrule. This 
is the clause: 

Pending a motion to suspend the rules, or on any question of consideration 
which may arise ona case involving the constitution ttoa seat, and pending 
the motion for the previous question, or after it shall have been ordered on any 
such case, the Speaker may entertain one motion to adjourn; but after the re- 
sult thereon is announced, he shall not entertain any other motion till the vote 
is taken on the pending question; and pending the consideration of such case 


only a motion to adjourn or to take arecess (but not both in succession) shall be 
in order, and such motions shall not be repeated without further intervening 


consideration of the case for at least one hour. 
Now my point of order is that pending the consideration of this case 
the Chair can entertain only a motion to adjourn or a motion to take a 


Mr. MURCH. ThenI make the motion that the House now takea 
recess until 9 o'clock. 

Mr. KASSON. It is always in order to move to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
SON] has made the motion that the vote by which the ous ques- 
tion was ordered upon the pending subject shall be reconsidered, and 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DEZENDORF] has moved to lay 
that motion on the table. The Chair thinks that both of these motions 








are in order, notwithstanding the eighth clause of RuleX VI. The Chair 
understands that the point of order of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. MACKEY] is answered so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to inquire of the Chair j¢ 
the calling of the roll can be interrupted by the motion to reconsider? 
The Speaker had directed the Clerk to call the roll, and the Clerk had 
called the first name on the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inquire; if that is so 
the Chair misapprehended it. , 

Mr. PETTIBONE. The first name was called. 

Mr. MURCH. That point is too late; I insist upon my motion to 
take a recess. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The Clerk will know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is a misappre- 
hension. He is informed that a name was called. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. We all heard it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. But no answer was made, and there is 
no record of the fact. The Chair must be guided by the statement of 
the Clerk. 

Mr. MURCH. [insist on my motion for a recess. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to call attention of the House to Rule XVIII, 
and I ask that it may be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Read it yourself. 

Mr. PAGE. I will read it; it is as follows: 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding da}, to move for the recon- 
sideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other questions 
except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be with- 
drawn after thesaid succeeding day without the consent of the House, and there- 


after any member may call it up for consideration : d, Thatsuch motion, 
if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed of when made. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know what the 
point of the gentleman is. 

Mr. PAGE. My point of order is thatthe motion to reconsider is in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so holds, and has so ruled. 

Mr. PAGE. I did not so understand the Chair. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. And I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. MACKEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACKEY. Was not a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered once made already this evening? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that that motion was not made. The gentleman will undoubtedly recol- 
lect that by unanimous consent the previous question was considered 
as ordered. It was not made in fact, but was an arrangement by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MURCH, [insist upon my motion fora recess until 9 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion to recon- 
sider is first in order; this being the last day of the session. 

Mr. POUND. LI rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POUND. I understand the Chair to say that the previous ques- 
tion was ordered by unanimous consent. Is that so? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was so ordered. 

Mr. POUND. Then a motion to reconsider is not in order, and has 
never been entertained under such circumstances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. POUND. Unanimous consent is tantamount to a suspension of 
the rules, and a motion to recgnsider a suspension of the rules has 
never been entertained. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Unanimous consent is conclusive evidence that 
everybody voted in favor of the motion; and therefore it is not compe- 
tent to move to reconsider it. . 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair having disposed of the vari- 
ous points of order, will put the question. The motion is to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was ordered and to lay that 
motion on the table. The question will be upon laying upon the table 
the motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker pro fem- 
pore announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 24. 

Mr. SPARKS and Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, tellers will be ordered, and the Chair will appoint as tellers 
Mr. DEZENDORF, of Virginia, and Mr. HOLMAN, of Indiana. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the 


ill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal taxation, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 
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ELECTION CASE-—LEE VS. 
‘The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, 


noes 13; no quorum voting. 


Mr. P’ 


The motion was 


pers failed to answer: 


BONE. I move a call of the House. 
to, there being—ayes 101, noes 47. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 


RICHARDSON. 


Aiken, Ermentrout, Leedom, Scales, 
Belford, Fisher, Mackey, Scoville, 
Berry, Flower, Manning, Seranton, 
Black, Fulkerson, Marsh, Shelley, ' 
Blackburn, Geddes, Matson, Singleton, J. W. 
Blanchard, Gibson, McClure, Skinner, 
Bland, Hammond, N. J. MeCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Blount, Hardenbergh, McLane, Robt. M. Smith, Dietrich C. 
Brewer, Harris, Henry 8. MeMillin, Spaulding, 
Browne, Hazelton, Miles, Speer, 
Brumm, Henderson, Mills, Strait, 
Buckner, Hepburn, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Jos. H. Herndon, Mosgrove, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Hewitt, Abram S. Moulton, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Cabell, Hewitt, G. W. Mutchler, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Calkins, Hiscock, Neal, Townshend, R, W. 
Camp, Hitt, Nolan, Turner, Henry G. 
Campbell, Hoblitzell, Oates Urner, 
Cannon, Hooker, Paul, Vance, 
Cassidy, Horr, Pettibone, Van Aernam, 

- Hubbell, Phelps, Wait, 
Clardy, Hubbs, Phister, Walker, 

Jobb, Jacobs, Pound, Washburn, 

Converse, Jadwin, Ray, Webber, 
Cornell, Jones, George W, Reagan, West, 
Covington, Jones, James K. tice, Wm. W. White, 
Crowley, Jones, Phineas Richardson, J.S. Williams, Thomas 
Culbertson, Kelley, Robertson, Willis, 
Darrall Kenna, Robinson, Wm. E. Willits, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Ketcham, Rosecrans, Wise, George D. 
Duero. Knott, Ross, Wood, Benjamin. 
Dwight, Ladd, Russell, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

During the roll-call a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 7061) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and to 
amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of 
June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House non-concur in the amendment 

of the Senate to the shipping bill and ask a committee of conference. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. LI object. There is no business in order except 

}proceeding with the unfinished business. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 


The. call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and sixty-four members 
thave answered to their names. A quorum is present. 


DEFICIENCY, APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ROBESON. LI rise to a question of high privilege and submit 
the report.of the committee of conference on the deficiency appropria- 
‘tion bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to 


supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
for prior Spee and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 


| 








the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore 
from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, having met, after 

li and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

ive Houses as follows: 
t the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 9, 10, 11, 13, 21, 22, 
27, 31, 41, 42, and 50. | 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- | 
ate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 14, 15, 16, 174, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, | 
35, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 44, 48, 49, 51 and 52; and agree to the same. | 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the following: ] 

“And the salaries due all District employés for current services shall be paid in 
full, notwithstanding suspensions heretofore made in the accounts ofthe commis- | 
sioners of the District by the accounting officers of the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $11,319.43;” 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amend- 
‘mentas follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“To pay D. F. Murphy, Official Reporter of the Senate, forextra services and | 


and 





for clerk-hire paid out by him, $1,000, for the second session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert as a new paragraph after said amendment the follow- 
ing: 

“To pay Charles Carter for cleaning extra room of Committee on Appropria- 
tions, $60.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert as a new paragraph after said amendment the 
following : 

“To pay W. B. Green for clerical work in completing the records of the Com 
mittee on Accounts, a sum equal to one month’s pay, $180." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the word “ second" 
and insert ‘“‘seventh;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

FRANK HISCOCK, 
GEO, M. ROBESON, 
Ss. 8. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House 
RUGENE HALE, 
WM. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Munagers on the part af the Senat 

The statement accompanying the conference report was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the deficiency appropriation bill submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the conference report 

The amount appropriated by the bill as agreed upon is $2,813,187.80, being 
$527,853.69 more than was contained in the bill as it passed the House. 

FRANK HISCOCK 
GEO, M. ROBESON, 
S. 8. COX, 

Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to say that all the increases in this bill 
are audited accounts from the officers of the Treasury and a certain set 
of accounts; not large in amount, under a decision of the Supreme Court 
for repayment of balances on property sold for taxes. There is also an 
appropriation of $150,000 to settle the title, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to the soldiers’ cemetery at At 
lington. With this statement I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of Stephen P. Yeomans and Andrew 
Leech; and 

A bill (H. R. 6930) to levy an assessment of the real estate in the 
District of Columbia in the year 1883, and every third year thereafter, 
for purposes of taxation. 

EMMA H. COLLINS. 

On motion of Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Emma H. Collins. 

JEROME E. PAMPEL. 

On motion of Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Jerome E. Pampel. 

JAMES H. BONE. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to James H. Bone to withdraw a paper filed by him as evi- 
dence with the Committee on War Claims. 


WITHDRAWAL PAPER. 
On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, leave 


OF 


was 


granted to withdraw from the Committee on Elections a paper desig- 


nated ‘‘A notice to take evidence at Pleasant Hill,’’? upon his deposit- 
ing a certified copy of said paper. 
LEAVE 


OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CONVERSE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for tue rest of this night’s session, on account of sickness, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. PAGE. I 
Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. PAGE. that the bill 


burdens up, the Senate amendments 
non-concurred in, and a conference asked on the disagreeing votes of 


1 
ask unanimous consent— 
Regular order. 

Ll ask by unanimous consent to remove 
from American shipping be taken 


| the two Houses. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object. 
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Mr. PAGE. 
shipping bill when it is understood I only ask for non-concurrence and 
a committee of conference. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WHITE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the elec- 
tion case. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. If the election case does not lose any of its rights 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. But only on that understanding. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object to that, as the regular business is to lay on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves to suspend 
the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the shipping bill, and to 
non-concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 5. 

Mr. SPARKS. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. PAGE and Mr. SPARKS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to make a single state- 
ment in regard to this bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 3. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw the motion, as I find there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. TUCKER rose, 

Mr. WHITE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the contested-election case. 

Mr. BRAGG. Can that motion be withdrawn except by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moved to suspend the rules and 
has now withdrawn it. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. 
R. 6018) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
recovery of damages for infringement of patents. It is known as the 
bill to relieve the farmers from vexatious patent suits. It passed the 
House at the last session and is now returned with Senate amendments 
which are not satisfactory. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to suspend the rules. 
with the election case but for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the contested-election case. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 23. 

Mr. KASSON. Is it not in order to submit a motion on my bill to 
relieve the farmer from vexatious patent suits? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the election case. 

Mr. McCOOK. I move we take a recess until 9 o’clock, and I insist 
on my motion being put. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

‘Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves the House 
take a recess until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. We hold our place on the election case. 

Mr. BRAGG. Hold on to everything you have got. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. Do I understand the Chair to say we still retain 
our rights? 

The SPEAKER. You lose no rights. 

Mr. BRAGG. I tell you that man must have his money for service 
which he has never rendered. 

Mr. McCOOK. I withdraw my motion. . 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is on the resolution as amended 
in the contested-election case. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order that is not the question. 
The question as I understand it was on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered, or rather it was on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. DeEzENDORF], to lay that motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


It will not interfere 


That is the motion. 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. KASSON. I renew my request to take up House bill 6018 to 
amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the recovery of 
damages for the infringement of patent. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I object to that bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is it? 

Mr. KASSON. I will state what it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask that unanimous consent be given to the gentle- 
man from Iowa for the purpose he has indicated, provided it does not 

rejudice the contested-election case now under consideration. When 
his case is disposed of will the election case be then the first thing in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. 
Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE. That is because the Chair does not keep order. 


The Chair is not able to hear the gentleman from 
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I do not think gentlemen will object to take up the | 





Mr. KASSON. 


It does not lose any of its rights. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the motio 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. DEzENDORF], to lay on the 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] to reconside 
by which the previous question was ordered, and on that 


yeas and nays had been ordered. 


The question was taken’ and it was decided in the affirmative— 
| 86, nays 6, not voting 199; as follows: 


Anderson, 
Barr, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Briggs, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 
Carpenter, 
Caswell, 
Chace, 
Cullen, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
De Motte, 
Dingley, 
Doxey, 
Dunnell 


Farwell, Sewell 8. 


Ford 

lk, 
Hammond, John 
Harmer, 


Browne, 
Calkins, 


Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C, 


Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 
Cabell 


Caldwell, 


, 
Clements, 


4 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, John C, 
Cook, Philip 
Cornell, 
Covington, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Cox, William R. 


YEAS—86. 
Harris, Benj. W. Morey, 
Haseltine, Norcross, 
Heilman, O'Neill, 
Henderson, Page, 

Parker 

Horr, Payson, 
Houk, Peelle 
Hubbs, Peirce, 
Humphrey, Pettibone, 
Jacobs, Pound, 
Jorgensen, Ranney, 
Joyce, Ray 
Kasson, 1 § 
Lewis, Rice, John B. 
Lord, Rice, Theron M. 
Lynch, Rich, 
Mackey, Ritchie, 
McCoid, Robinson, Jas. 8. 
McCook, Shallenberger, 
McKinley, Sherwin, 
McLean, Jas. Hf. Shultz, 
Miles, Skinner, 

NAYS—4. 
Deuster, Lacey, 
Farwell, Chas B. 

NOT VOTING—199. 
Culberson, Jones, Geo. W. 
Curtin Jones, James K. 

i Jones, Phineas 
Davidson, Kelley, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, 
Deering, Ketcham, 
Dezendorf, King, 
Dibrell, Klotz, 
Dowd, Knott, 
Dugro, Ladd, 
Dunn, Latham, 
Dwight, Leedom, 
Ellis, Le Fevre, 
Ermentrout Lindsey, 
Errett, Manning, 
Evins, arsh, 

r, Martin, 
Flower, Mason, 
Forney, Matson, 
Fulkerson, McClure 
Garrison, McKenzie, 

ides, McLane, M. 
George, MeMillin, 
Gibson, Miller, 
Grou Mills, 
Guenther, Money, 
Gunter, Merrison, 
Hall, Morse, 
Hammond,N.J. M ve, 
Hardenbergh, Moulton, 
Hardy, Muldrow, 
Harris, Henry 8 Murch, 
Haskell, Mutchiler, 
Hatch, Neal, 
Hazelton, Nolan, 
Hepburn, Oates, 
Herbert, P " 
Herndon, ul, 
Hewitt,Abram 8, Phelps, 
Hewitt, G. W. Phister, 
Hill, I t, 
Hiscock, Randall, 
Hoblitzell, Reagan, 

‘ - Reese, 
Holman, Rice, Wm. W. 
Hooker, Richardson, D. P. 
House, Richardson, J. 8. 
Iiubbell, Robertson, 
Ilutchins, Robeson, 
Jadwin, Robinson, Geo. D. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. DEERING. 


Mr. SmirH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. BARBOUR. 
Mr. WAIT with Mr. CovINGTON. 


Mr, MILEs with Mr. SINGLETON of [Mlinois. 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. ATKINS. 
Mr. Jones, of New Jersey, with Mr. VANCE. 
By unanimous consent the reading of the names was dispensed with. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. BRAGG and Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
The SPEAKER. The 


No quorum. 


nm of the gen- 
table the mo- 
rT the vote 
motion the 


yeas 


Smalls, 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Strait, 
Taylor, Joseph D, 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Valentine, 
Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis, 
Walker, 

ard 


Washburn, 
Watson, 
Williams, Chas, «. 
Willits, 

Wise, Morgan R 
Wood, Walter A, 
Young. 


Moore. 


Robinson, Wm. E. 
} rans, 


Ross, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 


Sessinghaus, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas, W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich ©. 
Sparks, 
Spaulding, 
Speer, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, P. B. 
Thompson, W. G. 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Henry G, 
Tylen” Oscar 

er, 
Updegraff, 
Upson, 
Urner, 
Vance, 
Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Warner, 
Webber, 
Wellborn, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Wise, George D. 
Wood, Benjamin. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
ntleman will state it. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What business is before the House’? 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to lay upon the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question has been 
ordered in the contested-election case. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


maser mr TT 


TT sa. Tre! 


Is it debatable? 
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The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 


Mr. BRAGG. 


House? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that motion is in order. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘The point has been made that no quorum voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there isa quorum in the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like toknow whether the rule authorizes the 
Chair to judge that there is a quorum present when the roll-call shows 
that a quorum is not present ? 

The SPEAKER. It is determined under the rule by a count. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is there any better count than the record of the vote? 

The SPEAKER. There is a great deal better than the record on this 
vote. The Chair will state in response to the gentleman’s point that 
the previous question has been ordered. After the previous question is 
ordered, unless it is ascertained upon actual count by the Speaker that 
there is no quorum present the motion for a call of the House is notin 
order. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam very sorry that the Speaker overrules the judg- 
ment of the late occupant of the chair, who did entertain the motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
actly right. The point was not called to his attention. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Would it be in order to lay on the table the whole 
subject in regard to this election case? 

The SPEAKER. There is a pending motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are some matters of public business that 
we must transact before to-day at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. 
the last vote. I call for tellers on that question. 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, or rather I desire to 
renew the inquiry made by the gentleman from Illinois, and ask if a 
motion to lay this contested-election case upon the table is not in order ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion is already pending to lay upon the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered, which motion is in order. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the motion I suggest is in order, to lay the whole 
subject upon the table, I move that the contested-election case and all 

ings had therein be laid upon the table. 

Mr. PEELLE. The motion to lay upon the table is already pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, this is to lay that on the table too, 

Mr. WHITE. Before that question is decided I would like to be 
heard on the point of order. 


Is not the question before the House a call of the 


Mr.WASHBURN. I move that the House takea recess until 9 o’clock, 
Mr. SPARKS. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘10 o’clock.”’ 


The SPEAKER. A motion to takea recess would be inorder. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. WASHBURN, it was 


not to. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 


Mr. SPRINGER. Under our rules the hour fixed for adjournment 
now is 11 o'clock, and unless we vacate that rule the session of this 
House will close at 11 o’clock to-day, or to-morrow, that being the end 
of our legislative day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and overrules it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to submit a motion to suspend the rules and 
take up a bill relating to foreign patents. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can not now be entertained. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6683) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 

ee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, in the 
State of Georgia. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their «lerks, | 


announced that the Senate had passed, without amendments, bills of 
the House of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1226) to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to yachts; 

A bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Robert L. McConnaughey; 

A bill (H. R. 3837) for the relief of William D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 151) for the relief of David S. Booth, M. D.; 

A bill tt R. pvr for the relief of C. H. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the 
Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. ook for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. 8. Montell, executrix of the 
estate of James E. Montell; 

A bill f R. 4926) for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn; 

A bill (H. R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, 
& port of entry in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; 





The gentleman who occupied the chair did ex- | 


I understand that there is no quorum present on | 
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| A bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Westcott & Son: 
| A bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button costs of advertising 
property levied on by the collector of the United States internal revenue 
| for the fifth district of the State of Virginia; 
A bill (HI. R. 3267) granting a pension to Clara Wibk 
*A bill (H. R. 2294) granting a pension to John Glenn; 
|} <A bill (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so 
as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding offices in the Ter 
ritories; 
Joint resolution (H. R. 
| the Postmaster-General; and 
A bill (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Ilinois 
River, extending from a point within five milesof Columbiana, in Green 
County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of Ilinois. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments House bills of the following titles, in which amendments 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (H. R. 6928) to regulate licenses in the District of Columbia: and 
\ bill (H. R. 660) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney 


validating certain contracts executed by 


Norn 
eh? 





CONTESTED ELECTION 

Mr. SKINNER. I rise to a question of order. When the roll-call 

discloses no quorum, are any motions in order except a motion to ad- 
| journ and a motion for a call of the House? 

| The SPEAKER. 


LEE VS. RICHARDSON 


Some matter may come in of higher privilege 


JOHN BAILEY. 


Mr. BISBEE. I rise to present a privileged report. 1 submit a re 
port from the special committee raised to investigate the conduct of 
John Bailey, an oflicer of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The report is privileged. Under the resolution 
appointing the committee it was authorized to report at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can that report be received while the previous 
question is pending ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Florida submits a report from 
the special committee in relation to charges against John Bailey, an 
officer of the House. The report will be printed and laid on the table 

Mr. BISBEE. I ask to have the resolution reported by the com 
mittee read: ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the charges contained in the said resolution against John Bailey 
as an officer of this House are not proven, and do not furnish sufficient grounds 
for the conclusion that said Bailey is guilty of any improper conduct, and that 
your committee be discharged from the further consideration of the case 

RICHARD CROWLEY 
WILLIAM ALDRICH 
Il. BISBEER, Jr 
E. L. MARTIN. 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of order that the House having been 
found without a quorum, nothing is in order but a motion to adjourn, a 
motion for a recess, or a motion for a call of the House, and that this 
report is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Under a resolution of the House the report is in 
order at any time. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and to lie on the table. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask permission to file the views of 
the minority. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman got them ready ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be received and 
will be printed with the report of the majority. 

Mr. KLOTZ. Lask unanimous consent to have printed in the Rr 
ORD some remarks on the subject of that report 

Mr. BISBEE and others objected. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. 





I ask unanimous consent that the gen 
| tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLorz] be permitted to make his re- 
| marks now. 

Mr. BISBEE. I donot object to that. I only object to remarks on 
| this subject being printed which are not delivered in the House 
| Several members objected. 


CONTESTED ELECTION 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay on the table 


-LEE 
| . ; 
| the motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 


Vs. RICHARDSON, 


ordered in the contested-election case. The Clerk will call the roll. 


| The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 4, not voting 


®208: as follows: 
YEAS—79 
Anderson, Davis, George R. Houk, Morey, 
| Barr, Dawes, Hubbs, Norcross, 
| Bingham, De Motte, Humphrey, O'Neill, 
Bisbee, Deuster, Jacobs, Peelle, 
Bowman, Dezendorf, Lewis, Peirce, 
| Briggs, Farwell, Sewell 8S. Lindsey, Pettibone, 
Brumm, Harmer, Lord, Pound, 
Buck, Harris, Benj. W. Lynch, Prescott, 
| Butterworth Heilman, Mackey, Ranney 
Carpenter, Henderson, McKinley, Ray, 
Caswell, Hepburn, McLean, Jas. li Reed 
| Chace, Hitt, Miles, Rich, 
+ Cullen, Hiorr, Moore, Richardson, D. P. 
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Ritchie, Shultz, Taylor, Jos. D. Watson, 

Robinson,Geo. D. Skinner, Thomas, White, 

Robinson, Jas. 8. Smith, J. Hyatt Valentine, Williams, Chas. G. 

Ryan, Spooner, Van Voorhis, Willits, 

Sessinghaus, Steele, Walker, Wood, Walter A. 

Shallenberger, Stone, Ward, Young. 

Sherwin, Strait, Washburn, @ 

NAYS. 

Cannon, Kasson, Lacey, Rice, Theron M. 
NOT VOTING—208., 

Aiken, Davidson, Jadwin, Richardson, J.S. 

Aldrich, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, George W. Robertson, 

Armfield, Deering, Jones, James K. Robeson, 

Atherton, Dibrell, Jones, Phineas Robinson, Wm. E. 

Atkins, Dingley, Jorgensen, ns, 

Barbour, Dowd, Joyce, , 

Bayne, Doxey, Kelley, Russell, 

Beach. Dugro, Kenna, Scales, 

Belford, Dunn, Ketcham, Scoville, 

Belmont, Dunnell, King, Scranton 

Beltzhoover, Dwight Klotz, Shelley, 

Berry, Eliis, Knott, Simonton, 

Black, Ermentrout, Ladd, Singleton, Jas. W. 

Blackburn, Errett, Latham, Singleton, Otho R. 

Blanchard, Evins, Leedom, Smalls, 

Bland, Farwell,Chas.B. Le Fevre Smith, A. Herr 

Bliss, Fisher, Manning, Smith, Dietrich C. 

Blount, Flower, Marsh, Sparks, 

Bragg, Ford, Martin, Spaulding, 

Brewer, Forney, Mason, Speer, 

Browne, Fulkerson, Matson, Springer 

Buchanan, Garrison, McClure, Stockslager, 

Buckner, Geddes, McCoid, Talbott, 

Burrows, Julius C, George, McCook, Taylor, Ezra B 

Burrows, Jvs.H,. Gibson, McKenzie, Thompson, P. B. 

Cabell, Godshalk, McLane, Robt. M. Thompson, Wm. G, 

Caldwell, Grout, MeMillin, ‘Townsend, Amos 

Calkins, Guenther, Miller, Townshend, R. W. 

Camp, Gunter, Mills, Tucker, 

Campbell, Hall, Money, Turner, Henry G. 

Candler, Hammond,John Morrison, Turner, Oscar 

Carlisle, Hammond, N.J. Morse, Tyler, 

Cassidy, Hardenbergh, Mosgrove, Upd A 

Chapman, Hardy, Moulton, Upson, 

Clardy, Harris, Henry 8. Muldrow, Urner, 

Clark, Haseltine, Murch, Vance, 

Clements, Haskell, Mutchler, Van Aernam, 

Cobb, Hatch, Neal, Van Horn, 

Colerick, Hazelton, Nolan, Wadsworth, 

Converse, Herbert, Oates, Wait, 

Cook, John C. Herndon, Pacheco, Warner, 

Cook, Philip Hewitt, Abram 8S. Page, Webber, 

Cornell, Hewitt, G. W. Parker, Wellborn 

Covington, Hill, Paul, est, 

Cox, Samuel 8. Hiscock, Payson, Wheeler, 

Cox, William R, Hoblitzell, Phelps Whitthorne, 

Crapo, I . Phister Williams, Thomas 

Cravens, Holman, Randall, Willis, 

Crowley, Hooker, Reagan, Wilson, 

Culberson, House, Reese, Wise, George D. 

Curtin, Hubbell, Rice, John B. Wise, Morgan R. 

Darrall, Hutchins, Rice, Wm. W. Wood, Benjamin. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. [ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. : : 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 79 and the nays are 4. 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. SPARKS. No quorum. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I understand the call of the roll showed that 
there was no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. It showed that no quorum voted. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Ah! . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to that side 
of the House—— 

Several members objected, and called for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is the regular order. I want to ap- 
peal to that side of the House to stop this filibustering proceeding. I 
want to make a motion to go to the Speaker’s table with a view to tak- 
ing up the bonded bill. 

Mr. WHITE. You certainly would not make a motion to take up 
the whisky bonded bill on the Sabbath day. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I never knew you to be so concerned about 
the Sabbath day before. What I want is to get rid of this business and 
dispose of it. I therefore beg my friends on the other side—— 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Not to filibuster. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; so that we may go to business on the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the reading of Rule XVIII. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WHITE. I make a point of order under Rule XVIII, which is 
as follows: 


When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the recon- 
sideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other questions 
except the consideration of a conference report,a motion to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be with- 
alrawn after the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and 
therefore any member may call it up for consideration: Provided, That such 


motion, if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed of when 
made. 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WHITE. My point of order is that the gentleman from Iowa 
having made a motion to reconsider the vote by which the previons 
question was ordered, and this being within the last six days of the 
session, that motion must be settled now, and the gentleman from Ohio 
is not entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes a point of 
order against that which is not before the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask fora vote to be taken on the pending 
question, so that we may go to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to submit a proposition to this House to 
see if we can not come to some understanding with reference to the 
pending subject. I suggest that my colleague on the Committee on 
Elections [Mr. PETTIBONE] give notice that at a certain hour of to-day 
he will call up the contested-election case ayain for further considera- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE. I object to any such agreement, and call for the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is not an agreement at all. 

Mr. WHITE. No; and never will be. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is a matter in the power of the gentleman in 
charge of the case. It is know tothis House that there are many bills 
on the Speaker’s table—— 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, and we do not want to go to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CALKINS. Which the Senate has passed and which this House 
ought to pass. 

Mr. WHITE. What are they ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not ask that any rights be waived with refer- 
ence to the pending subject. I only suggest to the gentleman in charge 
of it to give notice that at a certain time he will again call up the elec- 
tion case and proceed with its consideration, no right being waived by 
the gentleman. The question is whether that gentleman will consent 
to fix an hour at which he will again insist upon the consideration of 
this election case, and in the mean time allow the House to proceed to 
the consideration of bills which should be passed by this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will present it. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to submit the report from the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Senate 
amendments to the bill of the House (H. R. 7595) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The statement accompanying the report will be 
read. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the sundry civil appropriation bill submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the conference report: 

The bill as agreed upon in the conference appropriates $24,206,147.47, being 
$659, 200 less than as it was passed by the Senate and $1,683,210.59 less than the 
current appropriations. 

* FRANK HISCOCK, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
JO, C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now trust that instead of reading the report, 
which will furnish no information to the House, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] will state what has been the result of the 
conference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

rt? 

Mr, HOLMAN. I think thereis no necessity for reading that report. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. This bill, as it passed the House, car- 
ried $23,119,232.50; as it passed the Senate it carried $24,565,347.47, 
and as we have agreed upon the bill it carries $23,906,147.47. The 
amount yielded by the Senate is $659,200. 

Of items which have heretofore been included in other appropriation 
bills this bill carries about $500,000, I believe. Therefore the amount 
in this bill which has usually been included in bills of this character 
is about $23,406, 147.47. 

In regard to the real points of difference between the House and the 
Senate, I regret to say that we have yielded them all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, dear! 

Mr. HISCOCK. I refer to the points of difference stated when I pre- 
sented the disagreeing conference report, and not to points of difference 
involving only amounts of money. The same principle exists with re- 
gatd to them all. As I stated to the House when I presented the dis- 
agreeing report, the Senate conferees insisted that al) the provisions 1n 
disagreement were of the character of affirmative legislation, and oug!it 
not to be upon a general appropriation bill, and insisted that it should 
be eliminated. ; 

Your conferees unanimously came to the conclusion from that posi- 
tion the Senate would not recede. We were confronted with the alterna- 
tive of yielding all the points on the part of the House, or having the 
bill fail, and we yielded. 


Is that accepted in lieu of the reading of the re- 
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| regret as much, I believe, as any member of this House the surrender; Mr. HISCOCK. 

I especially regret the surrender of certain of them. It was insisted, 
ially with reference to the provision of the bill repealing the pre- ing the assent, I believe, of two-thirds of the adult males ot 

emption laws, that there was no time afforded the Senate for the dis- to the treaty the House proposed to ratity. 
enssion and examination of so grave a question. What that suggestion Mr. HOLMAN. 
was, made perhaps for the purpose of soothing our feelings while the Mr. HISCOCK 
Senate refused to concur with us upon the broader principle, I have 
stated. The Senate conferees planted themselves upon the doctrine 
that legislation would not be tolerated by the Senate upon a general 
appropriation bill. 7 : 2 

This was the position of Senators on both sides of the Senate Cham- 
per, neither side being more willing than the other to make concessions | bill was amended so as to provide for procuring such assent 
in this respect. Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether the Mr. HISCOCK 
billasnow agreed upon by the conterees does not contain a Senate amend- Hiscock }, the chai 
ment which is to be regarded as general legislation—as much so as any . in what respect the amendment which 
of the five or six propositions which have been struck out? provided for the sale of certain lands in the city of Brooklyn adjoining 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think not. the navy-vard differs from the amendment which was attached to 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not’ the deticienc y bill providing for the sale of a certain numbe 


Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose the gentleman refers to the provision in Mr. HISCOCK 


The Sioux ratification is stricken from the bill, and 
& provision is inserted appropriating $10,000 for the purpose of procut 
t t t 


il t 


How much is appropriated * 
Ten thousand dollars. It was claimed on the part 
of the Senate that the old treaty, which the late tr 


1 ATV Moditied ( 
changed, contained an express provision that future treaties between 
the tribe and the United States should only be entered into \ 
consent of two-thirds of the adult males of the tribe Tl 


le Want 
such assent was one of the objections made to our legislation, and thi 


th t} 


ti 


Do you provide for a ratification of the treaty 
We do not | Cries ot ** Vote!’’ ** Vote!”’ | 

Mr. BLISS., I desire to ask my colleague [M1 
man of the conference committe 


rot vessels 


I do not think, Mr. Speaker, there is the slightest 
regard to the Cherokee Indians. difference in the world between them 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is there not a provision in regard to the Yellow- Mr. BLISS. If that is the case, then 1 hope that this report will not 
stone Park? 


be concurred in. 


Mr. HISCOCK. There is. Ifthat isthe one thegentleman reters to. Mr. NEAL. I hope it will 
Mr. HOLMAN. I reter to both. Mr. BLISS. Iam opposed to the Senate makingany rule which deal 
Mr. HISCOCK. A provision in regard to Yellowstone Park was in- | differently with substantially the same proposition 
cluded in the bill as it passed the House, a provision of aflirmative legis- Mr. HISCOCK. In my judgment there is no substantial ditference 
lation. Forsome reason—gentlemen, of course, can surmise as correctly 


between the provisions. A proposition with reference to the s ‘ 


as myself what that reason was—for some reason the po®nt was not 


ships was upon the deticiency bill, and I do not think that 
made against that legislative provision either in the Cominittee on Ap- 


CNC iped 
the observation of the Senate. [{ Laughter. | 


Certainly no pomt wa 
propriations of the Senate or in the Senate. It was not stricken from | made against it. The point was made against the sale ofa ; rt of the 
the bill; but they proceeded to consider and amend. It was hardly | Brooklyn navy-yard and against the sale of the Chelsea Hospital. In 
proper for us to ask to strike our legislation from the bill. We all | regard to the latter there certainly were members of the Senate, I sup 
believe legislation on that subject desirable. pose, who were very friendly to that provision, yet they strenuously in 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before my friend takes his seat will he not permit, 
for the information of the House, the reading of the three Senate amend- 
ments agreed to by this conference committee—one in regard to the sale 
of vessels, one in regard to the Yellowstone Park, and one authorizing 
the adjustment of the Cherokee Indian claim ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The provision in regard to the sale of vessels was 


sisted upon this point against aflirmative legislation 

]l submit to the House a statement exhibiting the appropriations at 
this session, and contrasted with those of the first session of this Con 
gress and with the appropriations of the Forty-sixth ¢ 


ongress tor the 
tiseal year 1x82. 


| The aggregate of the appropriations at this session is $229, 327,511.36 

not in this bill, but in the deficiency bill. | as against $205,510,639.86 by the first session of this Congress, and a 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask that the other two may be now read. | against $219,367,953.38 appropriated by the last session of the Forty 
Mr. HISCOCK. With reference to the Cherokee Indian provision it 


sixth Congress. You will bearin mind, however, that in last ul 
appropriations were 324,000,000 in round numbers to be charged to the 
previous year, rendered necessary by the tact that the second se on ot 
the Forty-sixth Congress failed to make the necessary appropriations fo 
the fiscal year 1882, for the payment of pensions and for branches of the 
service where the expenditure is not discretionary but 


ve 
is doubtful whether as formulated by the Senate it is afiirmative legis- 

lation. it appropriates a certain sum, a part of the sum which it is 
claimed is due from the United States to that tribe, and provides that 
the title to certain lands shall be conveyed to the United States in trust 
for certain Indian tribes. 





regulated by 
Mr. HOLMAN. And that was put on by the Senate. law. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It is in the form of a prov ision for carrying out | Deduct that amount from last year’s ippropriations, and we are he 
treaty stipulations. 


low them in round numbers $41,000,000; $14,000,000 of this dif 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is a purely legislative measure ence is in the Pension appropriations ; S18. 738.000 1p th 


Mr. HISCOCK. Of course the argument made on the part of the | for rivers and harbors; showing our appropri 
Senate was that the condition imposed upon the payment of the money 
was & proper condition, and not one of affirmative legislation. 

lam not going to argue the question whether the Senate was right 
inthis. Ihave had occasion heretofore toexamine the subject. 


el 
ippropriation 
yy is for the expenses ot 
| the Government and miscellancous purposes for the next fiscal year to 
| be about 39,000,000 less than for the current year 

The appropriation for pensions for 1382 was 566,000,000 only or 
The sun- | thenext fiscal year we have appropriated 586,000,000, Addi 


| ain t autt 
dry civil bill for the current year, as it passed the House at the last ses- | ence, $20,000,000, to the appropriations for the fiscal year INS2, exclu 
sion, was amended in the Senate in respect to the Cherokee Indians. | sive of riversand harbors, $11,441,300, th regate is $227,926,683.38 
I was dissatisfied with the form of the provision proposed, and had too | as against our appropriations for the next fiscal year of $229,927, 511.36 
little time to examine the question; and the Senate amendment was 


We have been compelled to provide to two year 
disagreed to then. The conferees were not satisfied with its form as | 
presented in this bill, as it came from the Senate without amendments. | 
We were not, however, insisting there should be no legislation in the | Ourdeficiency bill this year carries only $2,813, 187.83; about $500,000 
bill, and we perfected the Senate amendment. | of that only is for the current year, the balance to pay 
Mr. BRAGG. What became of the Sioux ratification ? | and judgments against the United States 


? crowth of the 
ior the increase ot 


country, and we have appropriated over 32,000,000 
the Navy. 


audited claims 


History of the fourteen reqular appropriation bills, 1885-'84 





Exsiimates, 1883. Estimates, 1854 Date As reported Dats As pa 1 House 
aoc ccncesnnceuneneciopeentreonrssessecsacennns $100, 000,000 00 $101, 575,000 00 Jan. 6 881. 575.000 00 Jan. 13 86. 575.000 00 
Military Academy picapoboones iadldenes 419, 574 47 . 420,644 93 Dee. 12 », 657 50 105, 657 50 
Fortifications. ................. EE 1, 220, 000 00 1.000.000 00 Jan. 6 195, 000 00 195, 000 00 
1,315,055 00 1.300.905 00 Dec, 8&8 1.258.255 00 Dec 4 1.258. 255 00 
17, 249,148 46 23,481,078 4) Jan. 16 15, 200, 100 2 Jan. 25 15. 208, 800 
43, 661, 800 00 16,741,111 25 Dee. Ll 13,948.520 00, D ) 14 1620 00 
5,841,713 91 6,725,731 4 De« 1 », 208, 955 91 Dex i 208, 055 v1 
29, 187, 386 67 28,570,643 44 Dec, 19 24,651,500 00) Jan. 14 1,606, 500 00 
19, 228,773 6 21,540,175 08 | Feb. 2 20, 367,463 05 Fe 16 1 383.730 Of 
26, 312, 259 O1 4. 186,376 35 | Feb. 19 22. 325.720 67 | Fees 119,232 5o 
1,781, 299 Lead 1,775, 149 Tan. 4 1,682,772 23 | Jan , 1¢ 402 2 
8, 500, 000 00 1,573,000 00 Feb. 20 7.987.000 00 | Mar (47.000 60 
24, 275, 460 32 2,166,758 78 | Feb. 26 2,037,959 09 | Mar. | 285,334 11 
502, 980 00 521,270 00 | Dee. 12 106,820 00 > Dee, 1 406, 820 00 
30, 000, 000 00 1,000,000 00 75), 090 60 70,000 00 
309, 495, 451 15 275, 967, 844 45 228, 069,753 68 $, 467, 20 
300, 995, 451 15 271, 304, 844 45 220, O82, 753 68 26, 420, 207 
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History of the fourteen regular appropriation bills, 1883-’84.—Continued. 
Posed Gonete) Bate. Passed =| Law, 1884. | Law, 188 | Law, 1s. 

RE Iu MLO ret IPN Pas 750,000 00 | Feb, 10....... $86,575,000 00 | $86,575,000 00 '$100,000,000 00 | $66,000,000 on 
RR 319,507 50 | Jan. 4...... 319, 507 50 318, 657 50 335,557 04 | 822, 435 gr 
Fortifications .................. s+ 740,000 00 | Feb. 21...... 740,000 00 670,000 00 375, 000 00 575, 000 00 
Consular and Diplomatic... 1,316,755 00 | Dec. 20...... 1,321,755 00 | 1,296,755 00 | 1,256,655 00 | 1, 220" ass, a, 
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*Appropriated. 


I now move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from New York will allow 
those amendments to be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BROWNE. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from New York did yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana, but the Chair did not hear him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire but one minute. In eight hours, Mr. 
Speaker, this Congress will adjourn sine die. Upon my motion an 
amendment very important to me and, I believe, to the people of the 
United States was incorporated in this bill. It has been struck out 
by the conference committee. Ido not now propose that the House 
shall refuse to concur in this report, but I desire in behalfof my people 
to protest against the action, particularly of the Senate conferees, in tax- 
ing the people of the United States to support a class of pensioners in 
the soldiers’ homes and at the same time to pay them pensions. 

I protest, also, against the conclusion which has been reached by 
which, under the present law, if the occupant of a home should die 
while in that soldiers’ home, the balance of his pension shall go to his 
widow or personal representatives, while if he should happen to die 
when he is absent from the home on furlough, it isretained by the officers 
of the home and covered into the treasury of the home. It is in- 
equitable, it is unjust, it is an outrage; and while I shall not oppose a 
concurrence in the report of the conference committee, because of the 
lateness of the hour, | feel it to be my duty to enter my solemn protest 
against that action. If I thought by non-concurrence a different result 
would be reached, I would ask the House to refuse to concur. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A single word, which bears somewhat on what has 
been said by the gentleman from Indiana in behalf of the conferees on 
the part of the House. If we believed that non-concurrence in refer- 
ence to that provision, and non-concurrence in reference to the provision 
repealing the pre-emption laws and non-concurrence in reference to one 
or two other provisions in this bill, would result in their enacting them 
into law, we would not have brought in this report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire on behalf of the conferees of the House 
to say this: That the criticism of the gentleman from Indiana does not 
apply to those gentlemen selected by the House to settle the disputed 
points on this bill. I am very sure there was no effort spared by the 
representatives of the House to bring about the result contemplated by 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. The chairman of this 
committee of conference on the part of the House, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House, has stated fairly it was on'g 
after the conferees sent from this wing of the Capitol had become thor- 
oughly satisfied it was impossible for them to carry out the wish of 
the House in this regard they ever consented to make a report yielding 
the views expressed by the House and held by themselves. 

There are many things in this bill I am very sure this House does 
not desire to enact into law; that the conferees sent there by the House 
did not desire to make law; "that did not receive my approval nor that 
of a single conferee that you have appointed. They come back and 
bring you a report which they say to you is the best they can get, and 
submit it for you to determine whether under the circumstances you 
will insist on a further conference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, while possibly if the bill fails it 
~~ not produce aygextra session, because it would be in the power 

gress tO pass aSoint resolution continuing the law for the cur- 
po year, yet that would inconvenience the Government, for it is very 
necessary the appropriations should be made on another basis or varied 
as to certain branches of the service. And we were therefore ited 
with the alternative of an extra session or the continuance of the law 
for the present year. 





+ Includes deficiencies provided for. 


failure of this bill the Senate would have receded from its position, 
but I doubt not that branch of Congress was quite as well informed as 
ourselves, and appreciated the fact that at the last moment the joint 
resolution I have referred to could be passed. It of course would be 
free from the obnoxious legislation, and therefore what would be gained 
by insisting the bill under consideration should carry it? We can not 
force it upon the Senate. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 759%) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its bered 26, 31, 38, 40, 43, 56, 57 
58, 67, 73, 74, 77, 83, 84, 88, 89, 90, 91, 99, 102, 112, lis, 119, and 135. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 11,13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 32, 35, 3y. 
41, 42, 48, 49, 51, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 72, 75, 76, 78, 81, 85, 86, 87,93, 94, 95, 96 
100, 101, 103, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 
128, 129, 130, 131, and 134, and agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 2 and 3: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2 and 3, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of * $1,500” insert “* $1,800;” andin lieu of 
** $2.500"’ insert ‘* $3,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendmentof the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $630,000 ;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
sert “* .700;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in 
sert ** $361,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered ~ ae to the same with amend 
mentsas follows: Strike out the to be inserted by: said amend 
ment, and strike out in line 6, page 10 of "the bill, the word “ten” and insert 
“seven ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from is disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: Strike out the language proposed to be inserted by said amendment, 
and in line 8, page 10 of the bill, strike out “ fifteen” and insert ‘twelve ;"’ and 
the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out the language proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, and in line 10, page 10 ) of the bill, strike out ‘' 1,000" and insert 

“700;”? and the Senate agree t 

Amendment numbered 29: That the ‘Tkoure recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate nymbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as eee In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$10,000; "" and the Sc nate agree to the same. 

bered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the matter preoaet to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, and strike out afterthe word “dollars,” in line 26, page 21 of the bill, down 
to and including 4 4, ‘, page 22; and the Senate a to the same. 

Amendment nu : That the House e from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the —, ok ne , and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend 
ment insert the following : 


“FOR THE NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

“ For compensation and personal expenses of members of the board, $10,000.’ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House po ye from its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed said amendment insert 
** $1,500; and the Senate agree to same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and pee Se to the same with an amend- 
oe In lieu of the on proposed i n said amendment insert ‘‘ $1,000; ' 
an agree to 
Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its Spreoment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amen4- 
ment as follows: In lieu ofthe matter posed to be stricken out by said amend 
ment insert “* ——_ the enlargement and construction of such military posts as in 
preg oem army: bey ae of War may be necessary, $200,000; "’ and the Sen- 


Amenduanh aussbered #5: That the House recede from ite disagreement to 











It is not unlikely if an extra session was the alternative of the 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, a oa anon 
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ments as follows: Strike out of said amendment the words “ for West India re- 
ports, $4,000,” and in lieu of “$12,000” insert “ $7,000;"" and the Senate agree to 


the mendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the ent of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amend- 

ment as = In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $42,500;”’ and the Senate 
e same. 

Hpebed nowher numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as oo Strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert “thirty-five ;’’ and the Senate 

to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In line 27, page 32 of the bill, after the word “dollars,” in- 
sert “the same to be immediately available;" and in lines 3 and 4 of said 
amendment strike out the words “ next fiscal,” and add after the word “ year” 
“ a84;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment bered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 16, page 43 of the bill, after the word “law,” in- 
sert “and exclusive of officers detailed for Arctic Sea service ;'’ and the Senate 

» to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of “ forty-five"’ insert “twenty-five,” and after the 
word “mules,”’ in line 14, page 34 of the bill, insert the words “ and six horses ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of ‘$4,500’ insert **$3,100;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same. ‘ 

‘Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $57,651.75;"’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: On page 36, line 10 of the bill, after the word “ approved,” in- 
sert “‘ March 3;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6.: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $275,000; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$25,000;"’ and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, andagree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*60,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same withan amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed insert ** $425,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $100,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lines 8 and 9 of said amendment strike out the words “ for 
the tracts oceupied by” and insert “to the United States in trust only for the 
benefit of; and in line 10 of the amendment, after the word, “ Osages,”’ insert 
“now occupying said tract, as they respectively occupy the same, before the 
payment of said sum of money;"’ and after the word “money,” in line 11, strike 
out the balance of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert: 

* For the purpose of procuring the assent of the Sioux Indians as provided by ar- 
ticle 12 ofthe treaty between the United States and the different bands of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians made and concluded April 29, 1868, to agreement made with said 
Sioux Indianstransmitted to the Senate February 3, 1853, by the President, with 
such modification of said agreement as will fully secure to them a title to the 
land remaining in the several reservations set apart to them by said agreement, 
and to the Santee Sioux the proceeds of that portion of their separate reserva- 
tion not allotted in severalty, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
be immediately available and to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$3,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the word “and,” 
insert the words “ not exceeding; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the seme with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2,500,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$1,402,000;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 133 and 133: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 132 and 133, and agree to the 
“ame with amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and the 
matter pro’ to be inserted by said amendments insett: 

To enable the Acting Secretary Of the Senate and the Clerk of the House to 
pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, re- 
spectively, borne on the annual and session rolis, on the 3d day of March, 1883, 
one month’s extra pay at the rate of compensation then paid them by law, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 


“ That ajoint commission consisting of three Senators, to be appointed by the 


a of the Senate, and three members-elect of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, to beappointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shal! dur- 

the recess of Congress consider the question of the salaries and compensation 
of the officers and employés of the Senate and House, respectively ; and also 
the number of such employés necessary for the official transaction of the busi- 
ess two Houses, and shall report to the two Houses on the second Mon- 
day of December next their conclusions with reference to the whole subject, and 





shall recommend legislation respecting the same, if in their judgment any leg- 
islation is necessary.” 5 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


FRANK HISCOCK 


BENJ. BUTTERWORTH 
JO, C. 8. BLACKBURN 
Managers on the part of the H 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HAL} 
JAS. B, BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question on the report of the conference committee 

The previous question was ordered 

The question was taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lL call for a division. 

The House divided: and there were- -ayes 84, noes § 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that is no quorum. Owing to the late 
ness of the hour, Mr. Speaker, Ido not feel justifiable perhaps in in- 
sisting upon the point of order that no quorum is present, although | 
must be permitted to say that it has very seldom occurred within my 
experience of the conduct of business in this House the read 
ing of a paper, which is also a very short one, and which was neces 
sary to be read for the information of the House, whose reading would 
occupy but a moment, was refused, while ten, fifteen, or twenty min 
utes of discussion was allowed. 
perience here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the gentleman to ask for : 
in lieu of the reading of the statement 

Mr. HOLMAN. I asked that the two legislative « + shoutd be 
read for the information of the House, so that the faet might appear 
on the record in connection with the proceedings of the House on this 
bill, and with reference to the matter of how entirely inexcusable the 
Senate was in their demand that the House should recede from its po 
sition with reference to legislation, while they themselves were legis 
lating in a manner ¢ qually objectionable, as far as the question ot apply 
ing legislation to appropriation bills is concerned, upon the same bill 
It was to show this fact conclusively that I desired to have these items 
read. 

I withdraw the point of order. 

So (no further count being demanded 
committee was agreed to 


where 


That has been unexampled in my ex 
Lb cline 


LISS1ON 


LUIS 


the re port of the conference 


Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer 
ence report was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 
PREPARATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE DIES, PLATES, STAMPS, ET¢ 


Mr. HISCOCK, by unanignous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 367) making appropriations for the alteration of internal 
revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing blanks for rebate 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider 
ation of that joint resolution 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That the sum uch thereof as cessary, be 


and the same herely is, appropriated, out of any moncy in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the alteration of dies, pl vd st ps, and such 


of 320.000. or so 1 


other expenses as are incident in preparing for the col on of the taxes on 
tebacco, snuff, cigars, and cigarettes and special taxes at the reduced rates pre 
vided in the act of the present session reducing internal-revenue taxation, and 


for the preparati« s forthe rebate provided for 


n of the proper blanks for « 
in said act 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks for the present 


consideration of the joint resolution 
The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. RANDALL. Is there any provision there for ional force? 


addit 





| 
| 


Mr. HISCOCK No. The joint resolution explains itself fully, and 
so I will ask the House to vote upon it at once 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time 
engrossed and read the third time; and bein 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HIS¢ OCK moved to recon ide the vote which the ont res 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 


. ordered to be 


yr engrossed, it was accord 


my 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASI 


Mr. HISCOCK I move 
row morning at 9 o'clock. 
Mr. PEELLE. I raise the point of order upon that 
business in order is the consideration of the conte 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. PEELLP. 
| cess has been voted down once since 
case began 
TheSPEAKER 
Mr. PEELLE 
The SPEAKER 


LEE VS. RICHARDSON 











that the House take arecess until to-mor 

The ony 

ted-election case 
What point of order does the gentleman raise ? 

I raise the point of order that a motion to take a re 

the ideration of this election 


con 

Hlow long : uo huts it been 

It is true that other busine has lutervened 
The Chair overrules the point of order 
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Mr. HISCOCK. 
five hours. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. ROBESON. I suggest that it be limited to four hours. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there is very important busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table to be attended to, and as we have very 
few hours of thissession remaining I hope the House will not agree to 
take a recess. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 


I will modify my motion that we take a recess for 


I make the motion to take a recess for five hours. 

The SPEAKER. That will be until half-past 9 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by making it 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; the House divided, and there were—ayes 
67, noes 55. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. BLACKBURN, and 
others. No quorum. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
er’s table. 

The SPEAKER. 
tellers. 

Mr. Hiscock and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, noes 53. 

Mr. WILLIS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will keep their places. 

Mr. BROWNE. Would it be in order to ask unanimous consent to 
pass over the pending business temporarily to take up the pension cases 
which have been reported and are now on the Private Calendar and 
dispose of them at once? I ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

Mr. WHITE. ILI object. The only business before the House is the 
contested-election case. I do not want to waiveany rights in that case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose that there is no objection to other gentle- 
men taking the places of the tellers for a short time ? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair thinks the tell- 
ers might be relieved if tired. 

Mr. Ropinson of Massachusetts, and Mr. THomMpson of Kentucky 
took the places of the tellers. 

Mr. BISBEE. I ask unanimous consent to submit a proposition. 

Mr: MORSE. Oh, no! 

Mr. ROBESON. Would it be in order to ask rnanimous consent to 
suspend for the present the pending order and proceed to business under 
a suspension of the rules? 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. WHITE objected. 

Mr. ROBESON. It could not do any harm. 

Mr. BISBEE. I hope the House will listen to my proposition. Will 
the gentleman from Tennessee withdraw his privileged question for a 
moment? Then we can take up the bondeg-extension bill for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that the tellers make their report so 
that if a quorum is not present there may be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers have reported ayes 69, noes 53. 

Mr. WILLIS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum present on a 
count, 

Mr. McKENZIE. 


I move to proceed to business on the Speak- 


The only business in order is the appointment of 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Will it be in order to makea few remarks on the 
general political situation ? 

TheSPEAKER. By unanimous consent only. 

Mr. BISBEE. I move that the gentleman have leave to print. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that my colleague [Mr. KLorz] be allowed 
to print some remarks in the REcoRD. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Mlinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in Greene 
County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of Illinois. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear any objection to the request I made 
that my colleague [Mr. KLotz] have leave to print some remarks. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understand the Speaker to have decided there is a quorum present by 
count. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If that isso, then the motion I desire tomake 
is in order. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the contested-election case. 





The previous question has been ordered, and a motion is 
upon the table the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [{ Mr. 


MaRcH 3, 


ing to lay 
Kassox } 


to reconsider the vote ordering the previous question. The regularorder 
is the call of the yeas and nays on the motion to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that we take a recess for five 


hours. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 


Mr. PAGE. Four hours then. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 


time. 


I object. 


I object to taking a recess for any 


wish to know how long I have to stay here. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


I rise to make a proposition to the House. 


I am a teller, and | 


Allof 


the cases on the Private Calendar relating to pensions except two or 


three have been reached and disposed 


of. On Friday night of this week 


the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions had the right to 
have these cases called up. But other business was very pressing and 


the pension business was allowed to go by. 


I ask unanimous consent 


that we take up these cases that are left and dispose of them. 
Several members objected. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has been requested to state that there 
are on the Speaker’s table a number of House bills with Senate amend- 
ments. In the case of some of these bills the amendments are very un- 


important, but unless they are considered the bills would fail. 


The 


Chair has been requested to ask unanimous consent that such of these 
bills be taken up and considered as there is no objection to. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


print. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
its regular order. 


Mr. WHITE. 
Sunday. 


Mr. HOOKER. 


The SPEAKER. 
regular order is called for. 


I object also. 


I object, unless my colleague has the right to 
That is acourtesy which has never been refused before. 
Let business proceed in 


We will never consent to pass the whisky bill on 


I make the point of order that if we go to the 
Speaker’s table, we shall take up the business there in its order. 


There is no question pending as to that. 


The 


The Clerk will call the roll on the pending 


question, which is to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the previous question was ordered in the election case. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 71, no 1, not voting 


219; as follows: 


YEAS—71. 
Dunnell, Moore, 
. Morey, 
Harris, Benj. W. Morse, 
Haskell, Parker, 
ae, a . 
lepburn, e, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, Pettibone, 
Horr, nd, 
Houk, ¥ 
umphrey y 
J ‘ Reed, 
I ° Rice, Theron M. 
Lindsey, Rich, 
Lynch, Ritchie, 
ey, Robeson, 
McLean, Jas. H Robinson, Geo, D. 
NAY—1. 
Browne. 
NOT VOTING—219. 
Clements, Geddes, 
Cobb, George, 
Colerick, Gibson, 
Converse, Godshalk 
Cook, John C. | Grout, 
Cook, Philip Guenther, 
ell, Gunter, 
Covington, Hall, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hammond, John 
Cox, William R. Hammond, N. J. 
° Hardenbergh, 
Seater is Henry S 
wiley, enry 8. 
Culberson, ete a 
Curtin, Hatch, 
Darrall, Hazelton, 
Davidson, Heilman, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Herbert, 
Deering. Herndon, 
Deuster, Hewitt, Abram 
ae Hewitt, G. W. 
wa, 
Dugro, Hobliteell, 
np, 5 
. Dwight, Holman, 
Hooker, 
Ermentrout, House, 
Hubbell, 
Evins, Hutchins, 
Farwell, Chas. B. Jadwin, 
Farwell, Sewell 8. Jones, Geo. W 
Fisher, Jones, James K 
Flower, Jones, 
Forne 5 : : 
orney, ‘oyce, 
Fulkerson, Kasson, 
. Kelley, 


Robinson, Jas. 8. 
Sherwin, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 

Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spooner, 

Steele, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 

Van Horn, 
Wadsworth. 
Walker, 

Whi 


hite, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Young. 
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Ryan, Stone, Ward, 
ee , Talbott, Warner, 
Page, Scoville, Taylor, Ezra B. Washburn, | 
Paul Scranton, Thompson, P.B. Watson, | 
Phelps, Sessinghaus, Thompson, Wm. G. Webber, 
Phister Shallenberger, Townsend, Amos Wellborn, 
Randall, Shelley, Townshend, R. W. West, 
Reagan, Shultz, Tucker, Wheeler, | 
Reese Simonton, Turner, Henry G. Whitthorne, 

Rice John B Singleton, Jas. W. Turner, Oscar Williams, Thomas 
Wm. W Singleton, Otho R. Tyler, Willis, 
Richardson, D. P. Smith, A. Herr Updegraff, Willits, 

R _J. a Dietrich C. — + mange ; 
rtson, parks Jrner, Vise, George D. 
nee, Wm. E. Spaulding, Vance, Wise, Morgan R. 
Rosecrans, Speer, Van Aernam, Wood, Benjamin 
Ross, Spi , Van Voorhis, Wood, Walter A. 

Russell, Stockslager, Wait, 


Mr. PEELLE. [ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 


with. 
Mr. ATHERTON. I object. 
The names of those voting were then read. 
Mr. BRAGG. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| misapprehension of the character of the bill. 





A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House of the following 
title: 

A bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and tor 
other purposes. 

Tho message further announced that the Senate had passed and re- 

uested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. 1745) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the retired- 
list of Army officers. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 

ouse of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the 
Territory of Dakota. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOUSE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KLoTz] have leave to address the House on the gen- 
eral question. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. YOUNG. I ask unanimous consent thatat 11 o’clock we take a 
vote on the bonded-extension bill without discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. YOUNG. [I also ask that following that we take a vote on this 
election without discussion. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
YounG] to propose to swap off a colored Representative for whisky? 

Mr. YOUNG. Ido. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE. On the Lord’s day? 

Mr. YOUNG. I would rather havea colored Representative here than 
acrank. Whyshould my friend from Pennsylvania object to the propo- | 
sition that at 11 o’clock to-day we take a vote on the bonded-extension | 
bill without discussion and after that take a vote on the contested-elec- | 
tion case? We can in that way decide two questions; and that will 
permit us to takea recess now. If that is objected to, then we will have 
to stay here, Mr. Speaker, until your hammer falls. 

Mr. WHITE. Whisky may go up after this case is over, perhaps, 
but not now. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. 
No. 7469. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. It does not appropriate any money. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I object to it. [Laughter. } 

Mr. PRESCOTT. It is all right; it only provides that a poor wo- 
man may have her claim examined by the War Department. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


Mr. WALKER. I have been appealed to by gentlemen on both sides 
of the House and have been instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to ask to take from the Speaker’s table a Senate bill in which 
gentlemen here are interested, or many of their constituents are. It 
does not take a dollar from the Treasury. It is known as the French 
spoliation claims bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. WALKER. It is Senate bill 1465. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The bill I want to take up is No. 1492. 

Mr. WALKER. The purpose of the bill is—— 

Mr. BRAGG. I have made objection to the bill, and that objection | 
has not been withdrawn, and debate is out of order. The regular order | 
is that the House shall proceed with the contested-election case, which 


I ask for the present consideration of House bill 





| to meet the claims of this kind. 


is a question of the highest privilege, and I must insist that our colored 
friends shall have their rights. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objected under a 
He has withdrawn his 
objection. 
Mr. BRAGG. If the purpose of the bill is to relieve the House from 
and to get it out into some other place, I will not object. 

Mr. WALKER. That is the only purpose of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. WHITE. I reserve all points of order upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is an understanding that the election case 
comes up immediately after this. 

Mr. MORSE. There is no understanding at all. 
unanimous consent to consider this bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 3lst day of July, 1801. 

Be it enacted, &c., That such citizens of the United States, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, as had valid claims to indemnity upon the French Government aris- 
ing out of illegal captures, detentions, seizures, condemnations, and confiscations 

rior to the ratification of the convention between the United States and the 

‘rench Republic concluded on the 30th day of September, 1800, the ratifieations 
of which were exchanged on the 3lst day of July following, may apply by pe 
tition to the Court of Claims within two years from the passage of this act, as 
hereinafter provided: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not extend 
to such claims as were embraced in the convention between the United States 
and the French Republic concluded on the 30th day of April, 1803; nor to such 
claims growing out of the acts of France as were allowed and paid, in whole or 
in part, under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Spain 
concluded on the 22d day of February, 1819; nor to such claims as were allowed, 
in whole or in part, under the provisions of the treaty between the United States 
and France concluded on the 4th day of July, 1831. 

Sec. 2. That the court is hereby authorizedto make all needful rules and reg 
ulations, not contravening the laws of the land or the provisions of this act, for 
executing the provisions hereof. 

Src, 3. That the court shall examine and determine the validity and amount 
of all the claims included within the description above mentioned, togethe: 
with their present ownership, and, if by assignee, the date of the assigument 
with the consideration paid therefor: Provided, That in the course of their pro 
ceedings they shall receive all suitable testimony on oath or affirmation, aud 
all other proper evidence, historic and documentary, concerning the same; and 
they shall report all such conclusions of fact and law as in their judgment may 
affect the liability of the United States therefor, 

Sec. 4. That the court shall cause notice of all petitions presented under this 
act to be served on the Attorney-General of the United States, who shall be au 
thorized, by himself or his assistant, to examine witnesses, to cause testimony to 
be taken, to have access to all testimony taken under this act, and to be heard 
by the court. He shall resist all claims presented under this act by all proper 
legal defenses. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to procure, as soon 
as possible after the passage of thisact, through the American minister at Paris 
or otherwise, all such evidence and documents relating to the claims above men- 
tioned as can be obtained from abroad; which, together with the like evidence 
and documents on file inthe Department of State, or which may be filed in the 
Department, may be used before the court by the claimants interested therein 


7 


i 


The only thing is 


| or by the United States, but the same shall not be removed from the files of 


the court; and after the hearings are closed, the record of the proceedings of 
the court and the documents produced before them shall be deposited in the 
Department of State. 

Src. 6. That on the first Monday of December in each year the court shall re 
port to Congress for final action the facts found by it and its conclusions in all 
cases which it has disposed of and not previously reported. Such finding and 
report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as to the law and facts 
found, and shall not conclude either the claimants or Congress 
in this act shall be considered as committing the 
of any of such clainis 

Sec. 7. That there shall be in each case a right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which appeal may be granted on the same terms as are 
usual in appeals from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WALKER. There is probably nota gentleman on this floor—— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the objection 

Mr. HOUSE. Do not do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object to any French spoliation claim. 

Mr. WALKER. Allow me to make a brief statement. If gentle 
men will give me their attention for asingle moment I think I cancon- 
vince them that the bill ought to pass. 

There is probably not one among the members of this House who does 
not number among his constituents one or more who are interested in 
this bill. For eighty years they have been pleading to Congress, and 
Congress has responded by forty-three reports in their favor. 

Alt the bills which have heretofore been reported have looked to the 
creation of a commission; and appropriated a specific sum, from $5,000,- 
000 to $7,000,000, to meet these claims. Twice both Houses havé passed 
a bill and sent it to the Executive, and in each case it was vetoed. The 
first time it was vetoed practically because we had not enough money 
The second time it was vetoed because 
it was considered that there was a war existing between France and the 
United States at the time, which would render these claims invalid as 
claims upon the United States. 

I will state that the purpose is simply to send these people to the 
Court of Claims. The action of the court is to be merely advisory. 
Whatever the court may dois to be reported to Congress, and must 
have the final action of Congress. This bill can not in any way com- 
mit the Government. 


And nothing 
United States to the payment 
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Mr. WILLIS. So I understand that Congress must assent to the de- 
cision of the court before anything can be paid ? 

Mr. WALKER. Unquestionably; and there is a specific provision 
that Congress is not committed to the decision of the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that no rights are 
waived in regard to this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is too much money involved in this bill 
to permit it to be taken up and passed in this way. 

Mr. WALKER. Let me say to my friend that there is not a dollar 
of appropriation involved. The bill does not commit the Government 
to an expenditure of one cent. 

Mr. WILSON. This is as honest a measure as ever was reported to 
the House. 

Mr. WALKER. The bill was passed in the Senate without a divis- 
ion. It was unanimously reportec from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs in this House. It is the least that we can do to grant these peo- 
ple a hearing. For eighty years they have been knocking at these 
doors; and the matter has been reported upon favorably again and 

nin. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
“arn” Cae 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BUCHANAN] objects. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. BUCHANAN). 

Mr. CALKINS. 
to the House. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia withdraws 
hisobjection tothe bill. laskforavote. ([Criesof ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Georgia withdraws his ob- 
jection to the French spoliation bill, I desire that it shall be first con- 
sidered before I make my statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order! 

Mr. WILSON. Thisis the regular order. The bill has been read. 

Mr. CALKINS. Does my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] object to the 
French spoliation bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For what purpose is my colleague [Mr. CALKINS] 
recognized ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to make 2 statement to the House as soon 
as the French spoliation bill is out of the way. 

Mr. RANDALL. The French spoliation bill has not been entered 
upon. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. CALKINS. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] to object to this bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never will agree to pass a bill with the House 
in its present condition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. 
in both Houses than this. 

Mr. HOUSE. If objection is made to this bill I desire to know who 
objects. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, may I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry? Who objects to the present consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has just been stated. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask who objects. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] called 
for the regular order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Since making my objection I have been informed 
that this bill passed the Senate unanimously. I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Objection is made. 


Do I understand that objection is made? [Cries 


Withdraw the objection. 
If we can have order, I desire to make a statement 


Certainly not. 


No bill was ever better considered 


[ gall for the regular order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALKINS. [rise for the purposeof unhinging, if I can, the lock 
in which the House has founditself. I desire tomakeastatement which 
I believe will be satisfactory to all. Both sides of this Chamber recog- 
nize the fact that there are many bills which can be called up and con- 
sidered by the House in regular order, and which ought to be so con- 
sidered, to many of which there is noobjection. For instance, my friend 
from Maine [Mr. DrInGLry] desires to call up the amendments of the 
Senate to the shipping bill, a measure of vital interest to the country. 
Other gentlemen have in their charge pension bills. Now,I desire to 
make a proposition to the House upon which, in my judgment, all sides 
will unite. It is that the present dead-lock on the election case shall 
be postponed, say, until 8 or 9 o'clock. 

Mr. RANDALL. LIobject. Regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. The election cAse can not be postponed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman hear me a moment? 

Mr. HATCH. It is not necessary for the gentleman to go any fur- 
ther than his proposition to postpone the case. It can never be done 
with my consent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course if the feelihg of this House is that no 
further public business shall be transacted my statement is at an end. 





But if the feeling on both sides of the Chamber is that public busines, 
should go forward in an orderly manner, I hope that an honorable agree- 
ment may be arrived at between the two sides of the House. I ask gen- 
tlemen on both sides to agree to something which is reasonable, so that 
the public business may be proceeded with. 

Mr. RANDALL. The public business is about through. 

Mr. CALKINS. I admit that, but there are a great many of these 
bills which can be taken up and one objection will save all rights. There 
can be no hasty legislation in the present temper of the House. Any 
one of us can stop it, but if the business on the table is ready to be pre- 
sented to the House there can be no objection to taking it up. Why, 
not let it come up? I do not want any business passed which is dele 
terious to the country, but I simply submit whether we can not agre: 
now in common fairness and in common honesty. , 

A MEMBER. And in common decency. 

Mr. CALKINS. And in common decency, as my friend says, w 
postpone the dead-lock on the election case until 9 o’clock this morn 
ing. 

A MEMBER. Ten o’clock. 

Mr. CALKINS. Well, 10 o’clock, when that case shall be taken up 
without further obstruction, and during that time other business may 
be considered. Is there anything, Mr. Speaker, objectionable to an\ 
member on the floor in that ? j 

Mr. HATCH. As the gentleman has occupied about five minutes in 
his statement and explanation, can not we have one minute on thisside’ 
When you talk about common fairness and common honesty and com- 
mon decency we on this side believe there is less fairness and less hon 
esty and less decency in this election case; and if you gentlemen on that 
side 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. [I call the gentleman to order, and ask that 
his words be taken down. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. You must take the responsibility of it. 

Mr. REED. I think we ought to have the regular order. 

Mr.CALKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, ifa majority of this House wishe- 
to decide that question, ought it not incommon honesty to be permitted 
todoso? Sup the majority shall be reversed—— 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It has been already reversed by the fiat of tl 


people. 

Mr. CALKINS. Suppose the majority was reversed and my friends 
on the other side determined a certain thing should be done, I ask my 
friend whether he would not change his tactics and believe, the ma 
jority having been changed, it ought to be permitted to decide question: 
as they arise? 

Mr. HATCH. If you go to the record in the Forty-sixth Congre-- 
you will find that you did the same thing day in and day out. 

Mr. CALKINS. In election cases? Never. 

Mr. HATCH. In cases more important than this. 

Mr. CALKINS. Never in an election case. 

Mr. HATCH. More important by far than this election case 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [\: 
THOMPSON ] for a question. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I call the gentleman toorder. 
ing is all out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must come to order. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I object to these interlocutory remarks |» 
tween the two sides of the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. I have yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky 1: 
a question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman hi- 
yielded to me for a question. If I understand the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana, it is that this election case shall be post poned 
until 10 o’clock. Furthermore the consideration of this case shal! thes 
be proceeded with without futther obstruction. 

Mr. CALKINS. And during the time other bills shall be taken up 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. And in the mean time that ot!ic: 
bills shall be taken up. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to it. 

Mr. MANNING. Does the gentleman mean by there being no {1 
ther obstruction that we are then to take a vote in this case. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I hope our side will understan:! 
this. It will afford the opportunity to press a great many import:u! 
bills in which we are all deeply interested. We are not trading of! tl 
rights of our constituents. We should accomplish nothing if we hans 
on as we have been. While agreeing to the gentleman’s proposition \: 
will be able in the mean time to take up and act on a great many |!) 
portant bills. 

Mr. MANNING. Let the gentleman from Kentucky appeal to (li 
other side of the House for such an understanding. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I appeal to my own side, becau~ 
they have sense enough to appreciate we are not now accomplishiny 
anything. 

Mr. CALKINS. My friend from Kentucky will yield tome. [he 
other side of the House will bear me out in the fact that I have voted 
all the way through to sustain the report of the majority in this case 
I voted constantly and expect constantly to vote that the contestee 1s 


This proceed 
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entitled to his seat, but I am unwilling if I can prevent it to see the 
Honse prevented from taking up the other business, and I think we 
will be able to take up the business on the Speaker’s table if this mate 
ter shall be postponed until 10 o’clock, and then that we shall have a 
vote without further obstruction on this election case. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I understand the gentleman proposes to take up 
this case at 10 o’clock just as it is now? 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope we will be able to make some arrangement 
that will obviate the present difficulty. 


Mr. MONEY. And you expect us to yield on this side. If itispro- | 


to take a recess, and this matter is then to be called up in ex- 
actly the same condition that it is now, I shall have no objection; but 
it must be in the same condition that it is at this moment, and none 


er. 
= CALKINS. Of course if the other side is united in that conclu- 
sion, that they will not vote to make a quorum, undoubtedly that is 
the end of the matter, and there is no opportunity for a eonference be- 
tween us, because there is nothing to be agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can agree to non-concur. 

Mr. HATCH. I understand the gentleman from Indiana to say that 
he is asking us to cast our votes in order to make a quorum in reference 
to this election case ? 

Mr. CALKINS. No; all that I ask you to do is to vote your senti- 
ments upon the case. 

Mr. HATCH. We are doing that now. I demand the regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understand my friends on this 
side are unwilling that anything whatever shall be done, but insist upon 
occupying the same position that they now hold. 

Mr. HATCH. I have demanded the regular order. 

Mr. SIMONTON. The gentleman from Indiana proposes to post- 
pone this election case until 10 0’clock to-day. This is Sunday morn- 
ing. Let me ask him if he would not be willing to postpone it, say for 
a week longer, until next Sunday ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I sincerely hope our friends on this 
side will agree to this proposition. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. No, we will not agree to it; it is not a reason- 
able proposition. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. There are some men that do not 
see reason in anything. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. That is generally the observation of gentle- 
men who want to have their own way without reference to the senti- 
ments or opinions of anybody else. 

Mr. HATCH. I must insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. CALKINS. I asked unanimous consent, and have been endea- 
voring to get at an understanding with the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not seem to be successful in 
his efforts. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course an objection necessarily ends the thing, 
and no agreement can be arrived at. But it does not put an end to 
the effort, nor does it hide the fact that if we should be assured that 
enough gentlemen on the other side would vote their sentiments upon 
that question, the election case, when itcomes up, it would besufticient 
to make a quorum, and we would then have an opportunity of reach- 
ing and disposing of matters of public importance which are now upon 
the Speaker’s table. I recognize, of course, the fact that we can not 
make any agreement where objection is made, but if enough gentlemen 
on the other side would pledge themselves to stand by and vote to make 
a quorum, then there would be no difficulty about a conclusion. 

t. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. There are many bills here upon 
the Speaker’s table which demand our attention. But in response to 
the request of my friend from Indiana let meask him if we consent to 


take a vote on the election case, if he will not precede it by giving us | 


a vote, those of us on this side who desire to get a vote upon it, on the 
bonded spirits bill? [Cries of ‘‘No!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen must 
take their seats, otherwise the Sergeant-at-Arms will see to it thatorder 
is maintained in the Hall. 

Mr. HATCH. I have called the regular order, Mr. Speaker, and I 
insist upon the demand. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course having by unanimous consent obtained 
ss — to make this statement, I can not be taken off it until I get 
through. 

The SPEAKER. The reguiar order is called for and the Chair will 
be compelled to izethedemand. Theregular order isthe motion 
to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. Allow me a moment longer. If I can not obtain 
unanimous consent there is still hope that we may be able to come to 
some arrangement about this matter. 

Mr. NEAL. Regular order. 

Mr. THOMAS. I rise to aquestion of order. I want to know when 
the regular order is called and a gentleman is speaking in violation of 








the rules if he is to be allowed too on and on in the face of the de 
mand for the regular order? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Of course he is. That is what 
these rules were made for. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from Illinois has no right to take 
me off my feet in that manner. 

Mr. THOMAS. After the regular order has been called the gentle 
man has no right to the floor. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ideny that you can take me off my feet by calling 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen are entirely out of order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask my frientison both sides of the House to per 
mit me to make a brief statement. Of course I know it is out of order 
and can be made only by unanimous consent. 

It is now6 o'clock in the morning. Weare pursuing public business 
in the face of the country. We are making arecord for history. This 
Congress, and every individual member here present, must remember 
that what we are doing now is being donein the face of the country. 1 
wish to make no criticisms upor. the actionsorthe motives of anybody: 
but I think it will be for the interest of good legislation, that it will 
be for the common good of this country, that we new take a recess for 
three hours. I ask unanimous consent then in the interest of good gov 
ernment, in order to avoid the necessity of remaining here when it will 
be difficult, if not impossible, to secure the presence ofa quorum when 
every member is fatigued and no business can be safely transacted, to 
avoid anything that may arise in the shape of personal controversy, to 
avoid difficulty in the transaction of the public business, and the put 
ting of ourselves thereby in a false attitude before the country—lI ask 
unanimous consent that we now take a recess for three hours and that 
the differences now existing remain exactly as they are until we reassem- 
ble. 

It will givegentlemen time to reflect. The Senate has taken a recess 
It will give every man time tocool. Then let us come back in three 
hours and try to do our duty according to our convictions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON ] 
asks unanimous consent that the House take a recess until 9 0’clock 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. I desire to suggest—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 6, not voting 


218; as follows: 


Anderson, 
Barr, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Briggs, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 
Butterworth, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
Chace, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 

De Motte, 
Deuster, 
Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 


Browne, 
Calkins, 


Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Bragg, 
Brewer, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Julius C, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Camp, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Caswell, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 


YEAS—47. 


Doxey, 
Dunnell, 
Guenther, 
Harmer, 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Haseltine, 


Haskell, Pettibone, 

Hepburn, Prescott, 

Hitt, tanney, 

Horr, tay, 

Hubbs, Rice, Theron M 

Humphrey, Rich, 

Jacobs, Ritchie, 

K lotz, Robinson, Geo. D. 

Lindsey, Robinson, Jas. 8 

Lynch, Shallenberger, 

Mackey, Skinner, 
NAYS—46, 

Jones, Geo. W. Reed, 


Lacey, 


McLean, Jas. H 
Moore, 
Norcross, 
Parker, 
Peelle, 

Peirce, 


NOT VOTING—218 


Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, John C., 
Cook, Philip, 
Cornell, 
Covington, 
‘ox, Samuel S 
‘ox, William R. 
srapo, 

ravens, 
‘rowley, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Darrall, 
Davidson, 


~ 


AA AA 


Davis, Lowndes H, 


Deering, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 
Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Erret, 
Evins, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 


Farwell, Sewell 8. 


Fisher, 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 


Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Gibson, 


Godshalk 


Grout 
Gunter, 
Hall, 


Hammond John 
Hammond, N. J 
Hiardenbergh, 
Hardy, 

Harris, Henry S 
Hatch, 
Hazelton, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, ‘ 

Hisco« k, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 

Holman, 
Hooker, 

Houk, 

House, 
Hubbell, 
Hutchins, 
Jadwin, 

Jones, James K. 
Jones, Phincas 
Jorgensen 
Joyce, 


Smalls, 

Spooner, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, Joseph D 
Thomas, 

Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis 
Walker, 

Ward, 

White, 

Williams, Chas, G 
Young 


Wadsworth 


Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Knott, 
Ladd, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lord, 
Manning, 
Marsh, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
MecCoid, 
McCook, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 
McLane, Robt. M 
MeMillin, 


Morey, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Mosgrove, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
Mutcebler, 
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Neal, 

Nolan, 

Oates, 

O'Neill, 
Pacheco, 

Page, 

Paul, 

Payson, 

Phelps, 

Phister, 

Pound, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 

Reese, 

Rice, John B 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Richardson, D. P- 
Richardson, J. 38 
Robertson, 


Robeson, 


Speer, 

Springer, 

Stockslager, 

Talbott, 

Taylor, Ezra B. West, 
Thompson, P.B. Wheeler, 
Thompson, Wm. G.Whitthorne, 
Townsend, Amos Williams, Thomas 
Townshend, R. W. Willis, 

Tucker, Willits, 

Shultz, Turner, Henry G. Wilson, 
Simonton, Turner, Oscar Wise, George D. 
Singleton, Jas. W. Tyler, Wise, Morgan R. 
Singleton, Otho R. Updegraff, We , Benjamin 
Smith, A. Herr Upson, Wood, Walter A. 
Smith, Dietrich C. Vance, 

Smith, J. Hyatt Van Horn, 


The SPEAKER. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. WHITE. Iask that Rule XVII be read. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen can not have rules read unless there is 
some reason for it. 

Mr. HOUSE. It is perfectly apparent we are doing nothing, and 
worse than nothing. Let us agree to take a recess. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past 9. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 65, noes 14. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered (only 10 members voting there- 
for). 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 20 
minutes a. m., Sunday, March 4) the House took a recess until half 
past 9 o’clock. 


Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Sessinghaus, 
Shelley, 
Sherwin, 


On this vote the yeas are 67 and the nays are 6. 


MORNING SESSION. 
The recess having expired the House reassembled at 9 30 o’clock a. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement to the House for two minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the condition that that shall make no change in 
the status of the pending question. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TowNsEND] will 
state what his purpose is. 

NEWBURGH CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I will state my purpose and then will 
make my request known to the House. 

Congress at its last session passed a joint resolution appropriating 
$25,000 to pay fora monument and centennial celebration at Newburgh, 
New York, Washington’s Headquarters. The terms of that resolution 
were such as to appropriate $10,000 for the monument and $15,000 for 
the other incidents connected with the celebration. The committee 
in charge of the work and also the Secretary of War desire to have that 
joint resolution so amended as to permit them to use the $25,000 in the 
erection of the monument, leaving to the State of New York and the 
citizens of Newburgh the expenditures incident to the celebration. It is 
a more simple and a moresatisfactory method, and puts the national con- 
tribution where it would be lasting and more permanent. It is to 
make that slight change in this resolution that I ask the consent of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. 
desires action? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Itis. It passed the Senate. The Sec- 
retary of War is anxious it should be so arranged, and I do not know 
any reason why it should not be. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TowNSEND] asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table for consideration 
at this time a Senate joint resolution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 138) concerning the erection of a memorial column at 
Washington's Headquarters, at Newburgh, New York. 

Resolved, &c., That sections 2 and 3 of the joint resolution of Congress approved 
July 1, Is82, authorizing the Secretary of War to erect at Washington's Headquar- 
ters, in the city of Newburgh, New York, a memorial column, and to aid in de- 
fraying the expenses of the centennial celebration to be held at that city in the 
year 1883, be, and the sameare hereby, amended so as to read as follows: “ That 
the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in the erec- 
tion of a suitable monument or column on the grounds belonging to the State 
of New York, and knownas Washington's Headquarters, with such inscriptions 
and emblems as may properly commemorate the historical events which oc- 
curred at Newburgh and vicinity during the war of the Revolution: Provided, 
That the design forsaid monument orcolumn, with the inscriptions and emblems 
to be placed thereon, shall be subject to the ee and adoption of the joint 
select committee directed to be appointed by the joint resolution to which this 
isan amendment: And provided further, That no part of the said sum of $25,000 
shall be used in defraying the expenses of said centennial celebration.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration at this time 
of the joint resolution which has just been read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TownsEND] 


Is it a Senate resolution on which the gentleman 





will explain again the purpose of this joint resolution; repeat briefly 
his statement in regard to the action of the State of New York touch. 
ing the other expenses contemplated by the original joint resolution of 
Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. TheStateof New York hasappropriated, 
I think, $15,000, and the citizens of Newburgh and the council of New. 
burgh have appropriated another sum, perhaps ten or fifteen thousand 
dollars, which amounts they expect will be sufficient to pay for certajy, 


| outside property and the ordinary expenditures of the celebration. 


The terms of the appropriation made by Congress limited the expen 
ditures for the memorial column to $10,000, and the remainder, $15,000, 
was to be expended for general expenditures. The committee though 
that it would be more satisfactory to the public, after the Yorktowy 


| celebration, that the Government should have nothing to do with the 


ordinary expenses, such as brass bands, ice-cream, and all that, but that 
all the money appropriated by the Government should be expended 
upon the memorial column, and the citizens of New York think so too 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That seems to be a very proper measure. 

There bing no objectien, the joint resolution was taken trom the 
Speaker’s table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’ s 
table for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 565. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is that these requests for unanimous consent ure 
to be understood as not interfering at all with the condition of the 
pending business before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. The Chair would like to submit 
proposition to the House, which has been requested by gentlemen on 
both sides of the House. It is that House bills with Senate amend 
ments, of which there are a great number, may be taken up subject to 
objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Subject to one objection ? 

The SPEAKER. To one objection, if that is desired. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object to that arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Senate has done the 
same thing with Senate bills with House amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that I will not object to that arrany: 
ment, for it is fair enough, perhaps, but I hope it will be coupled wit! 
the understanding that inasmuch as nearly all of these bills are of « 
private character, some opportunity will be given to bring forward al» 
in the same manner bills of a more general character which may be r 
garded as of considerable importance. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition suggested by the Chair was onl) 
to include House bills with Senate amendments, upon the Speaker's 
table, or which had been reported from committees of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I will withdraw my objection to: 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the proposed «: 
rangement. 


SILAS Q. HOWE. 


Mr. TUCKER. I now ask unanimous consent to take from tlic 
Speaker’s table the bill which I indicated a moment ago. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 565) for the relief of*Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T 
Pate & Co. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William | 
Pate & Co., of Patriot, Indiana, the sum of $19,385; the same being the amoun' 
due them for taxes paid the 16th of March, A. D. 1867, on distilled spirits whic! 
had already paid the tax pyont by law; and an amount sufficient to pay t! 
same is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherw'-« 
appropriated. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object to that bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to state that this bill was reported favora!»|) 
to the Senate from the Committee on Finance and passed by the Senat: 

Mr. MANNING. I desire to state that General BRowNE, from |» 
diana; who was district attorney at the time and prosecuted in the Fed 
eral court the persons proposed to be relieved by this bill, would state 
if he were present, that he had become convinced that the assessmen| 
was erroneous and there was improper seizure thereon, and that tli 
parties should be relieved. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to state that the Committee on Ways and 
Means of this House reported the bill unanimously. I hope the obje: 
tion will be withdrawn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I can not withdraw my objection 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which 





‘h 


1883. 


— ae 





the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the House of the 
v.lowing title: : : 
- hill tH. Rt. 7327) to establish certain post-routes. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

The SPEAKER. The agreement made a few moments ago was that 
House bills returned from the Senate with amendments should be taken 
up at this time subject to one objection. The Clerk will report the 
first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

\ bill (Hf. R. 5771) to amend an act entitled “ An act granting a pension to A. 
: Schuyler Sutton,”’ approved June 4, 1872. 
Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “ An actgranting a pension to A. Schuy- 


ler Sutton,” approved June 4, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as 


read as follows : : ‘ 
a That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 


the pension laws, the name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late acting lieutenant-colonel | 


ifthe Ninety-tifth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. at the rate of $0 per month, 
from and after the passage of this act."’ 

The amendment of the Senate was, in line 11 of the bill, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ the passage of this act’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘March 4, 1883;’’ so that it would read ‘‘ at the rate of $40 per month 
from and after March 4, 1883.”’ 

Mr. BRAGG. Before that bill is acted upon, I would like to know 
if it shows what the disability is for which $40 a month is to be given ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I will object to this bill and to all 
of them. : 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of that fact, I call for the regular order 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 
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The Clerk read the resolution, as follows 


Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That there bx 


; printed 20,000 copics 
| of the third annual report of the Commissioner of Forestry 


] ‘ . transmitted to the 
House in May last by the Commissioner of Agriculture ; 13,000 copies for the us 


of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the S« nate, and 2.000 
copies for the Commissioner of Forestry. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were read 


| as follows: 


Mr. PEELLE. I desire to offer a resolution which has been handed 


to me at the suggestion of the Clerk, directing that officer immediately 
upon the adjournment to pay to the employes of the House borne on 
the annual roll their salary for the month of March. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to makea single remark. Mr. Speaker, 
we can not overlook the fact that this is Sunday. On such days, in 
the past history of this country, measures which were indispensable for 
the administration of the Government have been considered; but within 
my recollection there has been, in respect to the common credit of the 
country, no disposition to go into general legislation upon the Sabbath 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution sent to the desk by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. PEELLE] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed immediately after the adjournment to issue to the employés of the 
House borne on the annual roll, their respective salaries for the month of March. 


There being no objection the resolution was considered and adopted. 


JOHN P. MALONEY. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have a resolution similar in character to that just 
adopted. I think when it has been read there will be no objection to it. 
It provides simply for paying to the messenger of the official reporters 
the salary which he earned before he was sworn into office. It would 
no doubt have been inserted in the deficiency appropriation bill if that 
bill had not been passed under a suspension of the rules. I ask the 
Clerk to read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to John P. Maloney, 
messenger of the Official Reporters, the sum of $38 out of the contingent fund of 
the House, 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

EDUCATION REPORT FOR 1881. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I ask that the resolution of the Senate in refer- 
ence to printing the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 
be taken from the Speaker’s table, that the amendments of the House 
he insisted upon, and that the request of the Senate for a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. VAN Horn, Mr. 
ANDERSON, and Mr. RANDALL as the conferees on the part of the 
Honse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must interpose my objection to any other legis- 
lation to-day than such as is absolutely necessary to carry on the Gov- 


ernment. I think this decent respect to the common credit of the | 


country has always been recognized in our ae. 
REPORT ON FORESTRY. ' 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, last evening I objected to and made 
4 point of order upon the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 
to a bill then before us, that amendment providing for printing the for- 
estry report. 
on Printing, with the amendments of the committee, the resolution 
sent to us on that subject. In pursuance of the promise I then made 
I now report that resolution, with the amendments of the committee, 
and will allow the matter to rest with the House. 








I then stated that I would report from the Committee | 


| 
| 
} 
| Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
| 


Strike out “twenty” and insert “ eight;” 


t ~ tw strike out “ thirteen” andinsert “five ;' 
strike out “ five” and insert “two;” ’ 


strike out “two” and insert’ one;" soasto 


provide for 8,000 copies in the aggregate, 5,000 for the House of Representatives 
2,100 for the Senate, and 1,000 for the Commissioner of Forestry 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 
The latter motion was agreed to 
PRINTING OF TAX AND TARIFF ACT 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
ing. 
The SPEAKER. Is it privileged? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows 


have another resolution on the subject of print 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Representatives 
15,000 extra copies of the pamphlet edition of the * 


“act to reduce internal-reve 
nue taxation, and for other purposes,’ 


approved March 3, 188; that the Door 
keeper be directed to forward, dn separate wrappers, the quota of each Represent 
ative and Delegate to his address at the earliest date practicable 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 1 demand the regular orde: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN ). The Chair will state 
to the gentleman from Kentucky that this is the regular order 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Is not this subject to objection? It 
so, L object. This is not a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the resolu 
tion is privileged; it was not read subject to objection 
is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. When the House took a recess we 
then had a motion to reconsider and a motion to lay that motion to re 
consider upon the table, upon which the House was dividing. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. ‘The Chair will state that under the 
rule the committee making this report has the right to report at any 
time, and reports a privileged resolution, which it is now in the pleasure 
of the House to adopt or reject. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I demand a division 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 16 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


The question 


VOTE OF THANKS TO SPEAKER 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following resolution 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House are hereby tendered to the Hon. J 
WARREN KEIFER, the Speaker, for the ability and courtesy with which he has 
presided over the deliberations of the House during the Forty-seventh Congress 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, whether one 
objection will prevent the consideration of that resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a matter of privilege, and one 
objection will not suffice to prevent its consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under what rule? [Cries of *‘ Question !”’ | 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the rule of propriety. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The ayes seem to have it by the 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I demand a divison. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 8 

So the resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. PETTIBONE. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
for one moment ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 
from Pennsylvania rise? 
| Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bil! H. R 


| 7327, which is the post-route bill, in order that the amendments of the 
Senate may be concurred in. 
} 


I now demand the regular order of business 
Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. PETTIBONE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order of 
| business against everything. 
Mr. WHITE. This is an important public measure, and I trust the 
| gentleman from Kentucky will not insist upon his objection. 
| Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Ihope the gentleman from Indiana 
| will consent to pass my bill. I demand the regular order of business 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask recognition, then, Mr. Speaker, to suspend 
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the rules and concur in the amendments of the Senate to the post-route 
hill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order against that motion. The 
House was operating under the previous question on the election case. 
By general consent that election case was waived for the purpose of 
taking up House bills with Senate amendments to be considered under 
the rule of unanimous consent, one objection preventing consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The point of order is sustained. The 
present occupant of the chair was not advised of the motion which was 
pending at the time the recess was taken by the House. 

Mr. LMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill being of public concern ought to pass by 
common consent, and I would ask the Chair whether it will in any 
way interfere with the business pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in answer to the 
gentleman, it will not affect the status of that bill in any way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or anything else before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not in the slightest degree. 

Mr. BRAGG. I only made the point of order, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of having it understood that itshould not interfere in any way 
with the matter existing before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. CANNON, 
rules ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is in order to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ThenTI call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Then the question recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to suspend the rules and concur 
in the Senate amendments to the post-route bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. The 
Chair will be glad to hear gentlemen, but he can not hear more than 
one at a time. 

Mr. ELLIS. I trust the Chair will not recognize any gentleman 
claiming attention who is out of his seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and gentlemen will resume their seats in order that the business of the 
House may proceed. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make some adverse re- 
ports from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the gen- 
tleman while a motion to suspend the rules and pass a bill is pending. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Is it in order to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules when there is a motion pending to reconsider and lay 
upon the table the vote ordering the previous question on the contested- 
election case ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say in response to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is to suspend all rules; and under the rules of the House that 
motion is to be entertained during the last six days of a session. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that that 
is not absolutely binding upon the Speaker. The rules provide that 
the Speaker may entertain the motion, not that he shall entertain it. 
{t is discretionary with the Speaker. The rule says that during the 
last six days of the session the Chair may entertain motions to suspend 
the rules. But the language is only directory, and he can not, pending 
a motion to reconsider and lay upon the table, when there is a priv- 
ileged question pending and that motion is made in reference to it, he 
can not set that aside and entertain any other motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not disagree with the 
conclusions reached by the gentleman from Kentucky. But the Chair 
will state that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to take 
up and consider the post-route bill, the title of which has been reported 
to the House, was entertained by the Chair before any point of order 
was made by the gentleman from Kentucky or any other gentleman. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have been standing 
in my place here demanding the regular order from the very first mo- 
ment of the reassembling of this House after the recess until now. I 
have never omitted a single occasion to demand the regular order when 
anything was attempted to be brought before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair admits that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky demanded the regular order. But the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was submitted to the House, when, as the Chair un- 
derstands it, there was no objection until the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG] rose in his place and made the point of order that by an 
understanding which obtained in the House before the recess the mo- 
tion could not probably be entertained if that point of order was pressed 

inst it. The Chair will state also that it was in answer to the inquiry 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that the present occupant of the chair 
stated that he was not advised of the condition of this bill and the mo- 
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tion pending when the House took a recess. The Chair hardly fees 
under the circumstances that it would be dealing fairly with the gen. 
tleman from Pennsylvania, after having received and entertained his 
motion to suspend the rules for the purpose indicated, to entertain th. 
point of order made now. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I insist that if thi. 
course is to be determined upon there should be some regularity about 
these recognitions, and the House should be permitted to know what 
motions the Chair will entertain. If it is held in order to move a sys. 
pension of the rules and pass this bill on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, notwithstanding the situation of the House upon 
the election case, it must be in order to move to suspend the rules fo; 
any other purpose. Butif that be the understanding of the House, and 
it be recognized that such motions may be made and entertained by the 
Chair, I will withdraw my objection; that is to say, if we exclude this 
election case and take up the general business pending before the House. 
I shall be content. That is all Task. You can bring in all the meas 
ures you want if you will do that. But I insist that the first thing t 
be done is to get rid of this election casein some manner. I do not care 
how you dispose of it, but get it out of the way, so that we can get to 
the consideration of the public business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
Chair is fully informed of the fact that there is no quorum present, and 
hence that it requires unanimous consent in the absence of a quorum, 
of which fact, I have said, the Chair is sufficiently informed, to do any 
business whatever. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of that fact. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. The Chair must have official infor 
mation ofthe fact, because the effort has been made time and again within 
the last six hours to discover the presence of a quorum in the House 
without success. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no such information; on 
the contrary, on a vote taken immediately preceding the recess the Chair 
has official information that there was a quorum. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Chair is not informed of the absence of a quo 
rum. Indeed the House at the hour that it took a recess this morning, 
by a vote which required a quorum, the last detailed vote taken, found 
itself with a quorum. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Dlinois. The regular order, then, which has 
been demanded, is the further consideration of the election case. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me state, Mr. Speaker, that I made the point 
of order against the bill called up by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
on the motion to suspend the rules. The Speaker declared that the 
point of order was well taken, Upon the suggestion of the Chair then 
that this bill if acted upon would not change the relations of the elec 
tion case, the business before the House, I withdrew the point of orde: 
with that understanding. After that the bill was received by th: 
Speakerand the motion entertained; and the pointof order subsequent! 
to that I hold comes too late, not having been renewed at the time thiat 
I withdrew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair agrees entirely with the con 
clusions of the gentleman from Wisconsin, and has already in substance 
so stated. 

The question is upon agreeing to the motion of the gentleman trou 
Pennsylvania to suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table 
and agree to the Senate amendments to the bill the title of which ha- 
been reported by the Clerk. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof ) 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examiried and found duly enrolled a joint reso- 
lution and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed th: 
same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts executed 
by the Postmaster-General ; 

A bill (H. R. 151) for the relief of David 8. Booth, doctor of medicine; 

A bill (H. R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota. 
a port of entry in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 1226) to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to yachts; 

A bill (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so 
as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the 
Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 2294) granting a pension to John Glenn; 

A bill tir. R. 3837) for the relief of William D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son; 

A bill Or R. paved granting a ion to Clara Wible; 

A bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the costs of advertising 
property levied on by the collector of United States internal revenue 
in the ath district of the State of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. ie for the relief of Robert L. McConnaughey ; 


The Chair has no official information 


A bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn; 
A bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. S. Montell, executrix of the 
estate of James E. Montell ; 
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for the relief of C. H. Miller; and 
for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F. Stone. 


REPORT ON EDUCATION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as a conferee on the part of 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the resolution 
relating to printing the educational report Mr. SHERWIN, of Illinois, in 
place of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, who asks to be excused. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. I call for the regular 
order, and I insist the regular order, under Rule XVIII, is the contested- 
election case. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 


A bill (H. R. = 
A bill (H. R. 6889 


Mr. HASKELL. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to withhold 


his call for the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE. For what purpose? 

Mr. HASKELL. For a resolution about to be introduced. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order, and 
shall not withdraw the demand. 

CORRECTION OF CLERICAL ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I send to the desk a privileged resolution for im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Com- | 


mittee on Enrolled Bills be, andthey are hereby, authorized to correct a clerical 
error in the bill of the House (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters, by 
inserti 
where the gross receipts do not exceed $2,700. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
delay in making that correction. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. It is a privileged mat- 
ter to correct a clerical error in enrollment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
The bill itself should never have passed the House. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on agreeing to the | 


resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Recorp will show that I called for the 
regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The RecorpD may show that. This is a matter 
pertaining to the business of the House and has always been treated as 
privileg 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the parliamentary inquiry whether this is 
a privileged motion? 

The SPEAKER. 
practice. 

The question was taken, and on a viva voce vote the Speaker stated 
that the ‘‘ayes’’ evidently had it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for adivision. 
and never has been. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 5. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the question of a quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BINGHAM. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 144, noes 3. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vete by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWNE. I rise to ask unanimous consent to introduce and 
put on its passage a joint resolution providing for the appointanent of 
an assistant Journal clerk of this House. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I object. 

Several MEMBERS. Do not object. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to move that the House take a recess for such 
time as may be deemed proper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first submit the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE]. He asks unanimous consent 
to introduce for consideration at this time a joint resolution for the pur- 
pose he has indicated. 

Mr. SKINNER. I object. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. KNOTT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky rise ? 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have been a member of this House for 
twelve years. During that time I have never trespassed upon its cour- 
tesy. I have never refused a courtesy to any gentleman with whom I 


It has been always so held and that has been the 


have been associated. In an hour and a half I close my Congressional 
career forever. Under these circumstances I appeal to the courtesy and 


magnanimity of the gentlemen around me to allow me to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table a bill in which my constituents and the peo- 
ple of my State are profoundly interested. 





after the word “two"’ the word “hundred,” under the third class, | 


I think there will no public interest suffer by a 


I do not think this is in itself a privileged motion. | 


There is no privilege in this, | 


Mr. WHITE. What is that bill? 

Mr. KNOTT. I will teli the gentleman if he will wait. In order 
| that we may have the poor privilege of voting upon an amendment to 
that bill proposed by the Senate, I appeal to the courtesy and magna 
nimity of this House to allow us to have taken from the Speaker's table 

the House bill No 5656, the bonded-spirits bill. 

Mr. WHITE. The whisky bill ? 

regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope under such circumstances the request ot 

the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNoTr] will be granted, and that 
| he may have the privilege of allowing the House to vote upon the amend 
| ment to which he refers. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1, too, hope the request of the gentleman from Ken 
| tueky [Mr. Knorr] will be granted 
Several members called for the regular order 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be patient. 
of the bill being taken up under objection 
Mr. KNOTT. 1 move to suspend the rules in order to take up the 
bill I have indicated, so that we may have a fair vote 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I object. 
Mr. WHITE. lI call for the regular orde1 
Speaker, I call for the regular order 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears the call of the gentleman 


Never, on Sunday! I call for the 


There is no danger 


{After a pause.}] Mr 





ELECTION CONTEST—LEE 


Vs. 
Mr. PETTIBONE. 
| 


RICHARDSON 

1 ask again for the regular order, in order that 
| we may dispose of the pending election case of Lee against Richardson 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
| from Virginia [| Mr. DEZENDORF] to lay upon the table the motion of the 
| gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] to reconsider the vote by which 
| the previous question was ordered on the contested-election case. The 
| yeas and nays have been ordered upon the motion to lay on the table 
| It relates to a case involving the right of a member to his seat in this 
| House, and is one of high constitutional privilege. Otherwise the Chair 
would feel bound to recognize members to move to suspend the rules 

Mr. TUCKER. Is it in order, notwithstanding the pending of this 
election case, to move to suspend the rules and take up a bill? 

The SPEAKER. As against a matter of high constitutional privi 
lege, the Chair is in doubt. The Chair, however, does not see any diffi 
culty in disposing of the pending case if the House desires to get it out 
of the way. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then I move to suspend the rules for the purpose 
of taking up the Senate bill which | indicated a few moments ago. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I object. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. The motion of the gen 
tleman from Virginia is not in order under Rule XVIII 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
| Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
| the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 7327) to establish certain post-routes 
ELECTION CONTEST—LEE 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote ordering the previous question. 


VS. RICHARDSON 


Mr. TUCKER. I was about to submit a motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is it in order to move to lay this election case on the 
table? Ifso, then I move tg suspend the rules and lay the case on the 
table. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain that motion, because it 
relates to the pending question of privilege. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It will require a two-thirds vote 
to carry the motion in the form in which it is put ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and lay on the 
table the pending election case and all propositions connected with it 

Mr. WILLIS. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlenian will state it 
| Mr. WHITE. My point of order is that when the House took u 
recess this morning there was no quorum here. After we had been 
here for hours there was no quorum in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order 

Mr. WHITE. My point of order is that under those circumstances 
the Speaker has no right to entertain a motion to suspend the rules 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. WHITE. Then the Speaker takes the responsibility 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules relates to the 
pending case before the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Even if we had a quorum here, are there not five 
| roll-calls which may be had between this and the determination of the 
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contested-election case, which would take two hundred minutes, even 
if there was a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry; it is a ques- 
tion of fact 

Mr. CANNON. Well, is not that the fact? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WrLLts], upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of its clerks, ap- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the concurrent resolution of the 
House to correct a clerical error in the bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the 
salaries of postmasters. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enroiled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resoly- 








The question was taken; and there were—yeas 36, nays 130, not 


voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Beach, Hardenbergh, Morrison, Townshend, R. W. 
Blackburn Holman, Robertson, Turner, Henry G. 
Browne, Kasson, Robeson, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Knott, Sparks, Van Voorhis, 
Cox, Samuel S McKenzie, Speer, Wheeler, 
Deuster, McLane, Robt. M. Springer, Whitthorne, 
Ellis, Miller, Steele, Willis, 
Flower, Mills, Stockslager, Wilson, 
Guenther, Money, Thompson, P. B. Wise, Morgan R. 

NAYS—130. 
Aidrich, Ford, Lynch, Shultz, 
Anderson, George, Mackey, Skinner, 
Barr, Godshalk, Marsh, Smalls, 
Bayne, Grout, MecCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Belmont, Hall, McCook, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Bingham, Hammond, John McKinley, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bisbee, Harmer, McLean, Jas, H Spaulding, 
Bowman, Harris, Benj. W Miles, Spooner, 
Brewer, Haseltine, Moore, Strait, 
Briggs, Haskell, Morey, Talbott, 
Brumm, Hazelton, Norcross, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Buck, Heilman, O'Neill, Taylor, Jos. D. 
Burrows, JuliusC. Hepburn, Pacheco, Thomas, 
Campbell, Hill, Parker, Townsend, Amos 
Candler, Hiscock, Payson, Tyler, 
Carpenter, Hitt, Peelle, Updegratff, 
Chace, Horr, Peirce, Valentine, 
Covington, Houk Pettibone, Van Aernam, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Pound, Van Horn, 
Cullen, Hubbs, Prescott, Wadsworth, 
Davis, George RK Humphrey, Ranney, Wait, 
Dawes, Jacobs, tay, Walker 
Deering, Jadwin, Reed, Ward, 
De Motte, Jones, Geo, W. Rice, John B. Washburn, 
Dezendorf, Jones, Phineas Rice, Theron M. Watson, 
Dingley, Jorgensen, Rich, Webber 
Doxey, Joyce, Ritchie, White, 
Dunnell, Kelley, Robinson, Geo. D. Williams, Chas, G. 
Dwight, Ketcham, Robinson, Jas, Ss. Willits, 
Errett, Lacey, Scranton, Wood, Walter A. 
Farwell, Chas. B. Lewis, Sessinghaus, Young. 
Farwell, Sewell S. Lindsey, Shallenberger, 
Fisher, Lord, Sherwin. 

NOT VOTING—135. 

Aiken, Cook, John C. Hoblitzell, Randall, 
Armfield, Cook, Philip Hoge, Reagan, 
Atherton, Cornell, Hooker, Reese, 
Atkins, Cox, William R House, Rice, Wm. W. 
Barbour, Cravens, Hutchins, Richardson, D. P. 
Belford, Crowley, Jones, James K. Richardson, J. 8. 
Beltzhoover, Culberson, Kenna, Robinson, Wim. E. 
Berry, Curtin, King, Rosecrans, 
Black, Darrall, Klotz, Ross, 
Blanchard, Davidson, Ladd, Russell, 
Bland, Davis, Lowndes H. Latham, Ryan, 
Bliss, Dibrell, Leedom, Scales, 
Blount, Dowd, Le Fevre, Scoville, 
Bragg. Dugro, Manning, Shelley, 
Buchanan, Dunn, Martin, Simonton, 
Buckner, Ermentrout, Mason, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Burrows, Jos.H. Evins, Matson, Singleton, Otho R. 
Butterworth, Forney, McClure, Stone, 
Cabell, Fulkerson, MeMillin, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Calkins, Garrison, Morse Tucker, 
Camp, Geddes, MosgrWe, Upson, 
Cannon, Gibson, Moulton, Urner, 
Carlisle, Gunter, Muldrow, Vance, 
Cassidy , Hammond, N. J, Murch, Warner, 
Caswell, Hardy, Mutehler, Wellborn, 
Chapman Harris, Henry 8. Neal, yest, 
Clardy, Hatch, Nolan, Williams, Thomas 
Clark, Henderson, Oates, Wise, George D. 
Clements, Herbert, Page, Wood, Benjamin. 
Cobb, Herndon, Paul, 
Colerick, Hewitt, Abram 8S. Phelps, 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Phister, 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. WILLIS 
to suspend the rules was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 


Mr. CANNON with Mr. BLACK. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. AITKEN. 
Mr. REAGAN with Mr. Rice of Massachusetts. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, an- 





tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 138) concerning the erection of a memoria! 
column at Washington’s headquarters at Newburgh, New York. 
ELECTION CONTEST—LEE VS. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. 


I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. Theregular order is the call of the roll on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DEzENDORF], to lay on the 
table the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson ] to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was ordered upon the resolu 
tion reported from the Committee on Elections. 


the roll. 


The Clerk will eal! 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 2, not vot- 
ing 161; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Sewell 8. Lynch, Shultz, 
Anderson, Fisher, Mackey, Skinner, 
Barr, ‘ord, Marsh, 1 
Bayne, George, MeCoid Smith, A. Herr 
Bingham, Grout, McCook, Smith, Dietrich ¢ 
Bisbee, Guenther, McKinley, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bowman, Hall, McLean, Jas. H. Spooner, 
Briggs, Hammond, John Moore, Steele, 
Browne, Harmer, Morey, Stone, 
Brumm, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Strait, 
Buck, Haseltine, O'Neill, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Burrows, Julius C. Haskell, Pacheco, Taylor, Joseph D 
Campbell, Heilman, Page, Thomas, 
Candler, Hepburn, Parker, Townsend, Amos 
Cannon, Hill, Payson, Tyler, 
Carpenter, Hiscock, Peelle, Updegraff, 
Caswell, Hitt, Peirce, Valentine, 
Chace, Horr, Pettibone, Van Aernam, 
Crapo, Houk, Pound, Van Horn 
Crowley, Hubbell, Prescott, Wadsworth, 
Cullen, Hubbs, Ranney, Wait, 
Darrall, Humphrey, Ray, Walker, 
Davis, George R. Jacobs, Rice, John B. Ward 
Dawes, Jadwin, Rice, Theron M. Washburn, 
Deering, Jones, Phineas Rich, Watson, 
De Motte, Joyce, Ritchie, Webber, 
Dezendorf, Kasson, Robeson, West, 
Dingley, Kelley, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 
Doxey, Lacey, Robinson, Jas.S. Williams, Chas. G 
Dunnell, Lewis, Scranton, Willits, 
Dwight, Lindsey, Sessinghaus, Wood, Walter A 
Farwell, Chas. B. Lord, Sherwin, Young. 
NAYS—2. 
Jones,George W. Miller. 


NOT VOTING—161. 





nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 367) making appropriations for the alteration of internal- 
revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing blanks for rebate. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. CHALMERS, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one month’s extra pay. 





Aiken, Cravens, Kenna, Robinson, Wm. E 
Armfield, Culberson, Ketcham, Rosecrans, 
Atherton, Curtin, King, Ross, 

Atkins, Davidson, Klotz, Russell, 
Barbour. Davis, Lowndes H. Knott, Ryan, 

Beach, Deuster, Ladd, Scales, 

Belford, Dibre!l, Latham, Scoville, 
Belmont, Dowd, Leedom, Shallenberger, 
Beltzhoover, Dugre Le Fevre, Shelley, 

Berry, Dunn, Manning, Simonton, 
Black, Ellis, Martin, Singleton, Jas. W 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Mason, Singleton, Otho R 
Blanchard, Errett, Matson, Sparks, 

Bland, Evins, McClure, Spaulding, 

Bliss, Flower, McKenzie, Speer, 

Blount, Forney, McLane, Robt. M. Springer, 

Bragg, Fulkerson, MeMillin, Stockslager, 
Brewer, Garrison, > Miles, Talbott, 
Buchanan, Geddes, Mills, Thompson, P. B 
Buckner, Gibson, Money, Thompson, Wm. G 
Burrows, Jos. H. Godshalk, Morrison, Townshend, R. W 
Butterworth, Gunter, Morse, Tucker, 

Cabell, Hammond, N.J. M ve, Turner, Henry G 
Caldwell, Hardenbergh, Moulton, Turner, Oscar 
Calkins, Hardy, Muldrow, Upson, 

Camp, Harris, Henry 8. urch, Urner, 

Carlisle, Hatch, Mutchler, Vance, 

Cassidy, Hazelton, Neal, Van Voorhis, 
Chapman, Henderson, Nolan, Warner, 
Clardy, Herbert, Oates, Wellborn, 

Clark, Herndon, Paul, Wheeler, 
Clements, Hewitt, Abram S. Phelps, Whitthorne, 

. Hewitt, G. W. Phister, Williams, Thomas 
Colerick, Hoblitzell, Randall, Willis, 
Converse, ome, " Wilson, 

Cook, John C. Holman, S Wise, George D. 
Cook, Philip Hooker, Reese, Wise, Morgan R 
Cornell, House, Rice, Wm. W Wood, Benjamin 
Covington, Hutchins, Richardson, D. P 

Cox, Samuel S. Jones, James K. Richardson, J.S 

Cox, William R. Jorgensen, Robertson, 


The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 128, the nays 2. 
Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I move a call of the House. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 
Mr, SPAULDING, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
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that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled joint reso- | The SPEAKER appointed as members of such committee on the part 


jutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 367) making appropriations for the altera- | 
tion of internal-revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing | 
blanks for rebate; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one month's 
extra pay. | 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the House for 
printing the report of the Commissioner of Forestry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- | 
port of the committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the resolution of the Senate for printing the report of 
the Commissioner of Education for 1881. 


DEATH OF HON. ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS. 
Mr. REESE. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Georgia delegation, I 
desire, upon information just received of the death of our governor, Hon. 


| of the House Mr. Hiscock, Mr. Ropeson, and Mr 


Alexander H. Stephens, and my predecessor in this Congress, to offer the | 


following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has just learned with the deepest sorrow of the death 
of Hon. Alexander H. Stephens, governor of the State of Georgia, and so long a 


useful, faithful, and distinguished member of this House; and that this House | 


herewith expresses its heartfelt syimpathy with the people not only of Georgia 
but the people of the whole country in the loss of a statesman and patriot 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

EDUCATION REPORT FOR 1881. 
Mr. VAN HORN. I submit a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the resolution to print 32,000 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1881, having met, after 
a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
a Houses as follows: 


the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
of Representatives numbered 1 and 2. 


| 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert in licu of the pro- 
posed amendment the word “twelve.” 
R. T. VAN HORN, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
J. C. SHERWIN, 
Managers on the part of the House 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
H. W. BLAIR, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The conference report was adopted. 


Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 


ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 


Appendix. ] 


ATKINS 
DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. ‘ 


Mr. SIMONTON submitted the following resolution 


Resolved, That all documents and books ordered by the present Congress to be 
published which are actually furnished prior to the first Monday of December 


| next shall be allotted as heretofore to the members of the present ¢ i 


~ OURTeSS and 
transmitted as fast as prited, unless otherwise ordered by the members thereof 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. SIMONTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEG! 
Mr. KLOTZ. 
lege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
Mr. KLOTZ. On the 6th day of January of this year | made certain 
charges against one of the employ¢s of this House 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi 


| charged that that 


employé was connected with the Washington Gaslight Company, and ! 


that he had been using hisofficial position in this House for the purpose 
of defeating all legislation adverse or inimical to that company After 
I had made that statement the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Murcu], 
without consulting me with reference to the matter, offered a series ot 
resolutions embodying what I had stated and asking for a committes 
of investigation. The resolution was adopted, and on the following 
day another resolution was also passed. The committee was then ap 
pointed and the investigation commenced. Shortly afterward, at a 
meeting of that investigating committee— 

The SPEAKER The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania that he does not perceive wherein h 
personal privilege. 

Mr. KLOTZ. Iam coming to that; I will state it ina moment. | 
say that after that investigation had commenced the gentleman from 
Maine withdrew from the support of the resolutions he had presented 
and left me to fight it out myselt 

Phe SPEAKER 
lege? 

Mr. KLOTZ Lam proceeding now to state what it is 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman present 
a question of personal privilege. 


e presents & question of 


| Laughter. ] 


Will the gentleman submit his question of privi 


Mr. KLOTZ. [am just coming to the point, if the Chair will bear 


with me fora moment. What I wish to say is that this withdrawal, . 


and the subsequent action of the committee, places me in a false po 
sition at home with my people, and the assumption might go out 
among them that in this matter I had been guilty of some wrong 
Atter having made the charges | did, and after the resolution appoint 
ing the committee of investigation was adopted, I deemed it incumbent 
upon me that I should sustain the charges or else it would have been 


| assumed at my home that I had made them without proper considera 


Mr. Grout, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in the 
RECORD some remarks on the bill (8. 1465) relative to French spolia- 


tion claims. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. KLOTZ. Iask permission to print in the RECORD some remarks 
on the investigation of the Chief Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That is objected to, because it would be the most 
unfair thing in the world. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and leave to print is refused. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of the bill (H. R. 6682) to fix the salary of the col- 
lector of customs of the district of Chicago, Illinois. 

UNITED STATES TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back the bill (H. R. 7542) to au- 
thorize the appointment of a commission to examine into the telegraph | 
service of the United States; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LYNCH. I move to suspend the rules—— 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I offer the following resolution: 


Thata committee of three members of the House be appointed, to join 
asirmilar committee on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of the 
United and inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to 
adjourn if he has no further communication to make to them. 


The resolution was adopted. 


| opportunity myself to examine the committee’s report 


| tion or information on my part, and therefore | was, under the cireum 
the RECORD some remarks on the case of Lee against Richardson. [See | 


stances, necessitated to employ an attorney at my own expense and a 
clerk and to follow up that investigation for three or four weeks. That 
investigation was finally concluded after bringing testimony from dif 
ferent parts and hearing the various oflicers and employés of the House 
who were supposed to have any information upon the subject 

Finally the investigation was concluded and the committee agreed 


| upon a report. That was some two or three weeks ago, but that report, 


Mr. Speaker, was only submitted to the House this morning. The 
House did not read the report. The views of the minority were sub 
mitted at the same time, and the House did not read them. | had no 
The House as 
yet knows nothing of its contents. 

And when I asked the House a short time ago either to permit me to 
make a brief statement of my connection with this investigation upon 
the floor, as a matter of justice to myself, or in the event that objection 
was made to that to permit me to print a statement of the case, L was 
denied the privilege. That objection, Mr. Speaker, coming from the 
committee that investigated the charges, | may be permitted to say 
comes from them with very ill grace when they gave me no oppor 
tunity of seeing the report. Now, the question of personal privilege 
which I submit is that this, under the circumstances, since it tends to 
place me in a false position, I think gives me a right either to make a 
brief statement or to printsome facts which will vindicate myself trom 
having made unjust accusations and charges in connection with the sub 


ject. As the session is now about concluded, I simply ask leave to 


print a statement as a matter of justice to myself. 
Mr. HAZELTON. f object toany leave to print in connection with 


| the matter. 


Mr. KLOTZ. Have I not the right under the circumstances? | 
claim it as a matter of privilege that I be permitted to print a state 
ment in this connection. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Chair thinks the gentle«. 


man does not present a question of privilege. 
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Mr. MURCH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a very brief statement 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MURCH. 
remark. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. MURCH. 


The Chair can only recognize the gentleman by 
Regular order. 


the House. Now, I wish to set myself right before the House. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 
Maine. 

Mr. MURCH. I construe it as an attack upon me. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I do not yield. I move a call of the House. 

A MEMBER. Print what you want to say. 

Mr. MURCH. I do not want to print. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maine? 

Mr. ERRETT. I object. 

Mr. MURCH. Then I ask the privilege of printing, since objection 
is male to hearing my statement. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 1 object, unless we know exactly what it is the 
gentleman desires to insert. I object to striking any man without his 
having a chance to strike back. This is an attack on John Bailey 
which will give him no opportunity whatever to reply. 

REPORT ON INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION. 

Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
the following concurrent resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), Thatof the report on industrial education ffrnished by the Commissifher 
of Education to the Senate, in compliance with the resolution of December 15, 
1882, there be printed 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Com- 
missioner of “ducation. 

The committee recommend the following amendments : 

Amend by striking out so that it will read ‘2,000 copies for the use of the 


Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies 
for distribution by the Comunissioner of Education.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires at this time to announce the 
appointment of Mr. Hiscock, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. FoRNEY as 
members of the joint commission authorized in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill for the next fiscal year to consider the question of the sal- 
aries and compensation of the employés of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and also as to the number of such employés necessary 
for the official transaction of the business of the two Houses. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CHAPMAN to with- 
draw from the files of the House the petition and papers for the relief 
of Charles N. Mullan. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1583, and for 
prior years, and for those certitied as due by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported back with adverse recommendations a 
bill and sundry petitions as follows; and the same were laid upon the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5357) for the relief of Norah Walshs 


I object. 


The petition of Mrs. Nora Walsh, of Mississippi; 

The petition of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt; 

The petition of G. R. Brandon; 

The petition of Pleasant H. Thompson; 

The petition of the trustees of the Indiana Methodist church, of 
Norfolk County, Virginia; and 

The petition of Joseph J. Farrow, of Heyward County, Tennessee. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
aay: Yin when the Speaker signed the same: 

A (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania in his question of | 
personal privilege has made an allusion to me as withdrawing from the | 
investigation of the charges submitted against one of the employés of | 


There is no attack upon the gentleman from | 


| indicated they had reports which they desired to submit. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, by unanimoys 
consent, reported back with adverse recommendations the following 


E ; | bills and petitions; which were severally laid on the table, and the a 
1 ask unanimous consent to be permitted to make a | companying reports ordered to be printed: 


The petition of Helen A. Newlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe; 
A bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief of George F. Brott; 
The petition of Edward B. Smith; 

The petition of Elizabeth M. Patterson; and 

A bill (H. R. 5358) for the relief of Alfred Smith. 


REPORTS TO BE FILED WITH THE CLERK. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state a number of members hay; 
If there bx 
no objection these reports may be filed with the Clerk and be entered 
npon the Journal as though they had been presented formally in tn 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the period of the presentation of suc), 
reports be limited to three days. 

The SPEAKER. It being understood that they shall be presented 
within three days. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection 

RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker < 
table the bill (H. R. 4676) for the relief of certain volunteer officers of 
the Army for services actually performed during the rebellion, for th: 
purpose of moving concurrence in the Senate amendment thereto. T)) 
bill gives relief to as deserving, if not the most deserving, class of ov 
soldiers of the late war; men who were prevented from muster throug! 
no fault or neglect on their part, most frequently because of being sick 
in hospital or prisoners of war. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not know that there is any objection to the }il! 
mentioned by the gentleman from Indiana. Butgentlemen on the k: 
publican side must remember that the first and only business now i: 
order is the contested-election case of Lee vs. Richardson, which the. 
forced upon the House in the expiring hours of this Congress, and got 
their ‘‘ foot in it.’’ [Laughter]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Several members objected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, 11 
formed the House that Mr. ANTHUNY and Mr. BAYARD had been ap 
pointed a committee on the part of the Senate to join such committe: 
as might be appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon 
the President of the United @tates and inform him that Congress ha 
ing finished its business is now ready to close its session by adjourn 
ment. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order which is a questio 
of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called. The question is on 
laying on the table the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kas 
SON] to reconsider the vote ordering the previous question in the con 
tested-election case. 

Mr. ATHERTON. The pending question, I suggest, is a call of tl 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has correctly stated the question. 

EDWARD ELLIS. 

On motion of Mr. HOUK, by ananimous consent, leave was given to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of Edward 
Ellis; and the same were referred to the Quartermaster-General for in 
vestigation. 

SECOR & CO., ETC. 

Mr. SKINNER. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill (1 
R. 4044) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and Zeno 
Secor, with the accompanying papers, there having been no adverse r 
port thereon. 

I desire to state that I introduced this bill at the first session of this 
Congress, under a total misapprehension of its contents or nature, #' 
the request of a personal friend who desired to discuss it before the 
proper committee. I disclaim in full any purpose to urge its considers 
tion, and have refused to advance it in any way. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentlema: 
from New York [Mr. SKINNER]? 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fo! 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. wenge bee a priations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and fu 
other purposes ; and 
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A bill (H. R. 6682) to fix the salary of the collector of customs of 
the district of Chicago, Illinois. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERWIN, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the claim of A. C. 
Fassett, there being no adverse report thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Missouri. 
eration a Senate bill—— 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I object. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Call the roll. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri (Mr. MCLEAN]. He asks unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table for present consideration a bill, the title 
of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2504) to amend the act of August 5, 1882, inaking appropriations for 
the naval service. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, and others objected. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (H. R. 660) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney, for 
the purpose of moving concurrence in a verbal amendment made by the 
Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I hope the gentleman will not object until he 
hears the amendment read. 

Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Read the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate may be read. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I object. 


I desire to call up for present consid- 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Dllinois, asked and obtained consent to withdraw | 


trom the files of the House papers in the case of H. W. Hippen. 
PHEBE C. DOXSILE. 


Mr. LACEY. 1 ask consent to take from the Speaker’s table for pas- 


sage at this time Senate bill No. 43, granting a pension to Phebe C. | 


Doxsie. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill at one time was 
lest between the two Houses and failed to pass for that reason. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 
Mouse. 

\. ITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HOUK asked consent to withdraw from the files of the House 
papers in the case of J. D. Hale, and that the same be referred to the 
Quartermaster-General and Third Auditor; no adverse report. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. 
the papers indicated. 

*The question was taken, and leave was granted accordingly. 


POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. KASSON. I report back from the Committee on Civil Service 


Reform Senate bill No. 2288 to prevent officers or employés of the United | 
States from collecting moneys from other oflicers or employés of the | 
United States, and to prevent officers and employés of the United States | 


from paying moneys to other officers or employés of the United States 
for political objects. I will state that the provisions of this bill are in- 
corporated into existing law; and therefore I move that the bill be laid 
upon the table. 

The bill was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask consent to take froia the Speaker’s 
table for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 1745 to authorize 
the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and place him on the retired-list of Army officers. 

Several members objected. 
rm .. SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 

ouse. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RYAN asked and obtained consent to withdraw from the files of 


the House papers in the case of W. H. Wilson. 
MARTHA J. COSTON. 


Mr. WARD. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private Cal- 


endar and pass Senate bill No. 706, for the relief of Martha J. Coston. | 


Mr. BERRY and others objected. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the bill be read. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 





The question is upon granting leave to withdraw | 


vided 


Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for the regular order, the case of Lee ts 
Pichardson. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN TEXAS 
Mr. WELLBORN. [ask unarimous consent to take from the Speak 

er’s table and pass at this time Senate bill No. 2299 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, which was: 
| A bill (S. 2299) to fix and render certain the terms of the United States cirouit 

and district courts in the eastern and northern districts of Texas 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I now move a eall of the House 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 


PHEBE C 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


DOXSIE 
Mr. LACEY I now ask consent to take from the Speaker's table 
| Senate bill No. 43, granting a pension to Phebe C. Doxsie 
Mr. BERRY.  L object. 
| NORTHERN 
| Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I ask consent to take from the Speaker's table 
and pass at this time Senate bill No. 2445, to amend section 2603 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the boundary of the 
| northern district of Sandusky. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I object. 
| ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. HOOKER. I ask consent to take up Senate bill No. 1075 
passed the Senate unanimously. 
| Mr. PETTIBONE. I object 
| Mr. HOOKER. Oh, don’t. 


DISTRICT OF SANDUSKY 


It 


[ Laughter } 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS APPROVED 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one ot his secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles 

An act (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A 


2 Hen 
drickson; 


An act (H. R. 5543) to confirm certain entries on public lands; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural Re 
port for the year 1883. 

An act (H. R. 7482) making appropriations tor the legislative, exe 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government tor the fiscal year end 
ing June 350, 1884, and for other purposes : 

An act (H. R. 110) to refund the State of Georgia certain monev ex 
pended by said State for the common detense in 1777; 

An act (H. R. 2638) for the relief of J 
Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis; 

An act (H. R. 2911) for the relief of the German National Bank of 
Louisville, Kentucky; ; 

An act (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Clinton D. Smith 

An act (H. R. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government; 


J. Coffey and Rebecca S 


An act (Hf. R. 5661) to modify the postal money-order system, and 
for other purposes: 

An act (H. R. 
An act (Tl 
of Columbia; 
An act (H. R 
eral to readjust t 
the prov ision of 

An act (H. R. 
States Statutes 


5653 


) for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes; 
R. 7226) to punish larceny from the person in the District 


5200) authorizing and directing the Postmaster-Gen 
he salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with 
section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866: 

5300) to amend chapter 58 of volume 20 of the United 
at Large, relating to contracts under the War Depart 


ment; 
| An act (H. R. 7240) for the relief of William H. Donohoe: 
|} An act (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other 
| purposes; 
| 


An act (H. R. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann: 
An act (H. R. 3243) for the relief of Ernest F. Unland; 
An act (H. R. 3220) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in cer 
tain cases by the superintendent of the mint of the United States at 
| San Francisco; 
An act (H. R. 7289) to confer upon the senior associate justice of the 
| Supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the absence or inability 
| of the chief-justice of said court, the powers and duties now conferred 
| upon said chief-justice relative to the extradition of fugitives from jes 
tice; 

An act (H. R. 6236) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 

relating to the District of Columbia; 
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An act (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the It did not hesitate to take hold of the question of polygamy, 


operation of the laws relating to mineral lands; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) providing for a new mixed commission | 


in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1866, with the United States 
of Venezuela; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 281) to pay the Capitol police one month’s 
extra pay; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 367) making appropriations for the alteration 
of internal-revenue dies, plates, and stamps, and for providing blanks 
for rebate; 

An act (H. R. 3267) granting a pension to Clara Wible; 

An act (H. R. 6308) for the relief of C. H. Miller; 

An act (H. R. 7327) to establish certain post-routes; 

An act (H. R. 
Leech; 

An act (H. R. 
property levied on by the collector of United States internal revenue 
in the fifth district of the State of Virginia; 

An act (H. R. 2294) granting a pension to John Glenn; 

An act (H. R. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son; 

An act (H. R. 1226) to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to yachts; 
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An act (H. R. 151) for the relief of David 8. Booth, doctor of medicine; | 


An act (H. R. 6889) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa F. Stone; 


An act (H. R. 7462) to create three additional land districts in the | 


Territory of Dakota; 

An act (H. R. 7637) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 


Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, here- | 


tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, 
« port of entry, in licu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; 

An act (H. R. 4999) for the relief of E. S. Montell, executrix of the 
estate of James E. Montell; 

An act (H. R. 3837) for the relief of William B. Martin; 


An act (H. R. 1926) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so | 


as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil offices in the 
Territories; 

An act (H. R. 6683) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Ogeechee, Oconee, Ocmulgee, Flint, and Chattahoochee Rivers, in the 
State of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. 6930) to levy an assessment of the real estate in the 
District of Columbia in the year 1883, and every third year thereafter, 
for purposes of taxation ; 

An act (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Robert L. McConnaughey ; 

/ An act (HL. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters; 

An act (H.R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; ’ 

An act (H. R. 66=2) to fix the salary of the collector of customs of the 
district of Chicago, Illinois; 

An act (H. R. 4926) for the relief of Charles Kortzenborn; 

An act (H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Lilinois 
River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in 
Greene County, to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun 
County, in the State of Illinois; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 333) validating certain contracts executed 
by the Postmaster-General. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The committee appointed on the part of the House 
to waitupon the President of the United States, in conjunction with the 
committee appointed on behalf of the Senate, have performed that duty 
and report that the President has requested them to inform the two 
Houses of Congress that he has no further communication to make to 
them. 

VALEDICTORY OF THE SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. Gentleimen, the time has come when our official 
relations as Representatives in the Forty-seventh Congress are to be 
dissolved. In %# moment more this House of Representatives will be 
known only in history. Its acts will stand, many of them, it is be- 
lieved, through the future history of the Republic. 

On the opening day of this Congress I ventured the suggestion and 
the expressions of a hope that it should be marked ‘‘as peculiarly a 
business Congress.’’ 

It has suecessfully grappled with more of the vital, material, and 
moral questions of the country than its predecessors. Many of these 
have been settled wisely and well by appropriate legislation. It would 
be quite impossible at this time to enumerate the many important laws 
which have been enacted to foster and promote thesubstantial interests 
of the whole country. 

This Congress enacted intoa law the first 3 per cent. funding bill known 
to this country, and under it aconsiderable portion of the Government 
debt has been refunded at lower rates than ever before. 
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301) for the reliefof Stephen P. Yeomans and Andrew | 


3842) to pay Charles W. Button the costs of advertising 
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| is believed it has struck the first effective blow in the direction o; 


destroying that greatest remaining public crime of the age. 

Laws have been passed to protect the immigrant on his way across 1), 
sea and upon his arrival in the ports of this country. 

Laws have also been passed to extend the charters of the bankjn. 
institutions so that financial disorder can not take place which wou) 
otherwise have come at the expiration of old bank charters. 

Many public acts will be found relating to the Indian policy and (}), 
| land policy of this country which will prove to be wise. 

The post-office laws have been so changed as to reduce letter postay, 
from 3 to 2 cents, the lowest rate ever known in the United States 

No legislation of this Congress will be found upon the statute-book. 
revolutionary in character or which will oppress any section or indi 
| vidual in the land. All legislation has been in the direction of relic; 

Pension laws have been enacted which are deemed wise, and liber! 
| appropriations have been made to pay the deserving and unfortunat 
| pensioner. 

Inuternal-revenue taxes have been taken off and the tariff laws hav 
| been revised. 
| Sectionalism has been unknown in the enactment of laws. 

In the main afraternal spirit has prevailed among the members fron, 
all portions of the Union. What has been said in the heat of debat. 
| and under excitement and sometimes with provocation is not to be 1 
garded in determining the genuine feeling of concord existing bet wee, 
members. The high office I have filled through the sessions of thi- 
Congress has enabled me to judge better of the true spirit of the men 
bers that compose it than I could otherwise have done. 

It is common to say that the House of Representatives is a very turbu 
lent and disorderly body of men. This is true more in appearance than 
| in reality. Those who look on and do not participate see more appa 

ent confusion than exists in reality. The disorder that often appears 
| upon the floor of the House grows out of an earnest, active spirit pos 
| sessed by members coming from all sections of the United States, and 
| indicates in a high degree their strong individuality and their great zea\ 
| in trying to secure recognition in the prompt discharge of their duty 
No more conscientious body of men than compose this House of Rep 
resentatives, in my opinion, ever met. Partisan zeal has in some in 
stances led to fierce word-contests on the floor, but when the occasion 
which gave rise to it passed by party spirit went with it. 

I am very thankful for the considerate manner in which | have hee 
| treated by the House in its collective capacity. I am also very thank 

ful to each individual member of this body for his personal treatment 

of me. I shall lay down the gavel and the high office you clothe 
me with, filled with good feeling toward each member of this Hous: 
I have been at times impatient and sometimes severe with members 
but I have never purposely harshly treated any member. I have Ix 
come warmly attached to and possessed of a high admiration not on) 
for the high character of this House as a parliamentary body, but to 
all its individual members. I heartily thank the Howse for its vote o! 
thanks. 

The duties of a Speaker are of the most delicate and critical kind 
His decisions are in the main made without time for deliberation, and 
are often very far-reaching and controlling in the legislation of tl: 
country on important matters, and they call out the severest criticism. 
The rules of this House which leave to the Speaker the onerous dnt) 
and delicate task of recognizing individuals to present their maiter- 
for legislation render the office in that respect an exceedingly unpleas 
ant one. No member should have the legislation he desires depend 
upon the individual recognition of the Speaker, and no Speaker should 
be compelled to decide between members having matters of possi!) 
equal importance or of equal right to his recognition. 

I suggest here that the timé will soon come when another mode wi! 
have to be adopted which will relieve both the Speaker and individua! 
members from this exceedingly embarrassing if not dangerous power 

During my administration in the chair very many important ques 
tions have been decided by me, and I do not flatter myself that I hav: 
in the hurry of these decisions made no mistakes. But I do take great 
pride in being able to say that no parliamentary decision of mine ha- 
been overruled by the judgment of this almost evenly politically ba! 
anced House, although many appeals have been taken. 

I congratulate each member of this House upon what has been «« 
complished by him in the discharge of the important duties of a Repr: 
sentative, and with the sincerest hope that all may return safely to 
their homes, and wishing each a successful and happy future during 
life, I now exercise my last official duty as presiding officer of tli 
House by declaring the term of this House under the Constitution 0! 
the United States at an end, and that it shall stand adjourned sine di 
[Hearty and continued applause. ] 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and seme were laid on the Clerk's desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 





By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Mon 





1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL 








tana Territo y relative to the military reservation of Fort Keogh—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAINE: The petition of John T. Caine, for compensation as 
Delegate in the Forty-seventh Congress -to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Maine, relative to the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. im 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce on 
Charleston, South Carolina, protesting against the transfer of the rev- 
enue-marine service to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Com- 
.—~ Mr. SKINNER: The petition of Walter Cook and others, of New | 
York, in relation to the importation of works of art—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
asking an appropriation for the construction of a light-house at Grand | 
Marais, on Lake Superior—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a joint resolution asking for the construction of a bridge across 
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| to the same committee. 
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| the Saint Croix River between Wisconsin%ind Minnesota—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of W. C. Evans, Hon. W. G. Gal- 
brant, and 40 others, citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, for the establish- 
ment of an international peace congress—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Edna 
Roberts and of W. J. Duly—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Coleman, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. M. Huston, of Mrs. Mary A. 
Gibbs, of George W. Kennard, of W. R. Newsom; of James T. Morgan, 
administrator; of John Young, and of Mrs. Caroline Devan 


severally 


By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of James Dalton and others, praying 
Congress to continue the immigrant inspection service—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 





